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Abstract: Based on the geographical position and the composition of tourists, choosen Yuexiu Park, Huolu
Mountain Forest Park and Huangshanlu Forest Park, these three typical urban park in Guangzhou are the main
research objects. It summarized three typical structure of green space of urban park in Guangzhou. In order to
avoid the other factors such as: road system, building facilities and so on to disturb the results. Followed by the
forest space, half open savanna space and open space, selected 3 pieces of typicality jungle space, covers an
area of 20 m X 40 m in each park; 3 typical half open forest space, the area is 20 m x 40 m; 3 typical open
green space, the area is 30 m x 30 m. Using the AHP analytic hierarchy process, SBE method, it is concluded
that the landscape score of the sample. In combination with the analysis data by SPSS 18.0. Then this paper
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made a quantitative comparison on degree of landscape beauty with typical urban park in Guangzhou, according
to the established evaluation model for research. The results shows: (1) allocation proportion of 3 types of
space structure in each urban park is different. (2) It is rich in plant species composition. There are 280 kinds
of arbor and bush plants, more than 170 kinds of shrubs. Wild plant resources are rich in forest park, 464
species belonging to 107 families, 284 genera. (3)To reflect the characteristics of city park, the score from high
to low by AHP method is: Yuexiu Park, Huolu Mountain Forest Park, Huangshanlu Forest Park; the score by
SBE is: Yuexiu Park, Huangshanlu Forest Park, Huolu Mountain Forest Park. There are differences between the
two methods of landscape evaluation. AHP quality score value is: forest landscape space >half open space >
open space. SBE score is: forest space>>half open space >>open space. The results are consistent. [Ch, 11 tab.
23 ref. ]
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Table 1  Indicator system of landscape evaluation factors
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Table 2 Plant sample information of typical urban park in Guangzhou
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Table 3 Typical plant configuration mode of Yuexiu Park
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Table 4  Typical plant configuration mode of Huolu Mountain Forest Park

2% [ 2 7 HEL) e B

R A (A Tt Cinnamomum bodinieri+ 422 Alstonia scholaris+H ~%+5 S Pinus massoniana+ B Eucalyptus robusta-% 7

s ¥ Ficus altissima+5R ¥t Grevillea robusta+ ¥4 # + £ ¥ Elaeocarpus decipiens + K 48 25 + X4 & ¢ Plumeria rubra

T Bz ]
¥ - ‘Acutifolia’ -£T fEME A +HL 8BS +45 25 Cordyline fruticosa

VAW +F 8 B Bauhinia purpurea+Tili 25 -21 16 M K + 38 % 58 Schefflera octophylla+41. & Acalypha wilkesiana+ %% #- 15 4%

FH=ZR Musa basjoo+Jik N\ Ravenala madagascariensis
AT+ Bischofia javanica+ 35 ¥ Hibiscus tilliaceus+/NH- 8%+ 11 kL 9% Elaeocarpus sylvestris+{#i 7 F Quisqualis in-
dica-/N L3R+ 4k B %% Durant repens-K |14 Asparagus cochinchinensis+ ¢ /i #€ Ixora chinensis
®5 BlLERM EABEYEREER
Table 5 Typical plant configuration mode of Huangshanlu Forest Park
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Table 6  Plant landscape features of typical urban park in Guangzhou
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Table 6 Continued
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Table 6  Continued
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Table 7 Weight of AHP model of plant landscape evaluation of urban park in Guangzhou
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Table 9  Rating response scale of the scenic beauty estimation of Yuexiu Park

st SBE 443 {f R SBE #4430 {f Bt SBE #4431 Bt SBE 15 43 {8
yx-1 0.462 yx-9 0.123 yx-17 0.280 yx-25 -0.044
yx-2 -0.401 yx-10 -0.002 yx-18 0.538 yx-26 -0.576
yx-3 0.433 yx-11 0.204 yx-19 0.272 yx-27 -0.047
yx-4 -0.351 yx-12 1.149 yx-20 0.039 yx-28 -0.416
yx-5 -0.430 yx-13 -0.208 yx-21 0.103 yx-29 -0.483
yx-6 -0.192 yx-14 0.194 yx-22 0.097 yx-30 -0.285
yx-7 0.184 yx-15 0.378 yx-23 -0.480

yx-8 0.247 yx-16 0.692 yx-24 -0.168
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Table 10 Rating response scale of the scenic beauty estimation of Huolu Mountain Forestry Park

G SBE 15/} {H FEH SBE 1573 {H Gl SBE 73/} {8 1 SBE 15/} {H
hl-1 -0.165 hl-9 0.331 hl-17 -0.576 hl-25 -0.375
hl-2 -0.542 hl-10 -0.694 hl-18 -0.047 hl-26 -0.641
hl-3 -1.332 hl-11 0.181 hl-19 0.416 hl-27 -0.055
hl-4 0.217 hl-12 -0.109 hl-20 -0.483 hl-28 -0.371
hl-5 0.532 hl-13 0.424 hl-21 0.137 h1-29 -0.533
hl-6 0.644 hl-14 0.371 hl-22 0.364 hl-30 -0.287
hl-7 0.819 hl-15 0.079 hl-23 0.382

hl-8 -0.346 hl-16 -1.035 hl-24 0.596
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Table 11  Rating response scale of the scenic beauty estimation of Huangshanlu Forest Park

e SBE ##0{H Rt SBE ##43 {H FE it SBE #5373 FEH SBE #4373 {H
hsl-1 0.544 hsl-9 0.008 hsl-17 0.326 hsl-25 -0.021
hsl-2 -0.245 hsl-10 0.009 hsl-18 -0.847 hsl-26 0.714
hsl-3 0.794 hsl-11 0.461 hsl-19 0.306 hsl-27 -0.226
hsl-4 0.535 hsl-12 -1.201 hsl-20 0.138 hsl-28 -0.198
hsl-5 0.127 hsl-13 -0.137 hsl-21 -0.351 hsl-29 1.311
hsl-6 -0.199 hsl-14 1.216 hsl-22 0.339 hsl-30 -0.272
hsl-7 -0.246 hsl-15 -0.391 hsl-23 -0.570

hsl-8 -0.730 hsl-16 -0.703 hsl-24 -0.423
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