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Research status and prospect of the landscape benefit of artificial forest

WAN Xin, WANG Lei " ,JIANG Hao, HE Dong-mei, WANG Huo,ZHU Ya-yun

(Jiangsu Academy of Forestry,Nanjing 211153, China)

Abstract: In this paper, the research status of evaluation of plantation landscape benefit was first summarized by current
landscape benefit evaluation methods, in detail, factor analysis method, questionnaire method, aesthetic attitude determi-
nation method, analytic hierarchy process (AHP) , etc. The effects of thinning intensity, forest window area, big tree, for-
est subtree species, forest age and forest density on the landscape efficiency were secondly summarized. Finally, in view of
the research status of the plantation landscape benefit at home and abroad, as for the quantitative research in our country’s a
plantation landscape benefit evaluation, such problems as evaluation and management disjointness, lack of objectivity and
relatively single research object were pointed out, and the future research and development trend of constructive suggestions
were also put forward.
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