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Abstract: [Objective] Build a landscape performance evaluation system in line with the characteristics of the
coordinated development of forest characteristic towns to provide a basis for the scientific evaluation of their
construction benefits and development level. [Method] Taking Tianhuangping Forest Town in Anji County as
the research object, through the questionnaire survey and field research, and the corresponding evaluation index
system are used to construct the hierarchical analysis method and Delphi method, and its landscape performance
is comprehensively evaluated. [Result] (1) Tianhuangping Forest Town with an forest ecological service value
of 716 million yuan in 2022, its ecosystem service value per unit area is 76 000 yuan-hm-a”', higher than the
provincial average. Among them, the value of carbon fixation and oxygen release and water conservation
accounts for a relatively large proportion, for 46% and 41%, respectively. (2) Good small town livable
environment indicators, but the forest phase landscape is relatively single, and characteristic landscape
construction needs to be improved. (3) The linkage of the three industries has achieved remarkable results,
industrial structure has been effectively adjusted. The gross domestic product of forestry industry, per capita

disposable income and other indicators are higher than the provincial average. (4) The ecological culture
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represented by the “Two Mountains” culture has been fully explored and carried forward. [Conclusion] The
landscape performance evaluation of Tianhuangping Forest Town is “ excellent” . Its planning and con-
struction consider both ecological protection and economic development, realizing the effective transformation
from clear water and green mountains to golden mountains and silver mountains, and can provide reference for
the planning and construction of the same type of forest characteristic town. [Ch, 5 tab. 30 ref.]
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Table I Performance evaluation index system of forest town
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Table 2 Scoring standard for quantitative index landscape performance evaluation data of forest town
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Table 4 Membership degree and score of index layer of landscape performance evaluation of Tianhuangping forest town
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