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Fig. 5 Mean value of SBE of the control group and

cleaning littler-fall group in-forestry
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Fig. 6 Comparison of photos of the control

group and after cleaning litter-fall
3 W5

AN B ARTE XS AR AL AR R 36 S EERT A 4R
BEEM,. H— AR .2 SERWHRILT
Ff o A Biak i B TR A 1 2 5 T i R A SRR S
B W A AR R S A R IR
WA A BA— R #EER . Ak 2 E
R ERE AR — i H AR L B RO ERES
PR HEMAARE A 7, T ELRE S48 K A 325 Ry S
ERE K= EOA SRR AENAESRER
— P ERGH, AR EEFRNREN M EER T,
U NI AL NE RSN IPUN ¢ € SFPUE S Ul =S
R A S AR 2> R AT bR 2 #) T AR R L 3 VR
FhvE ) SO AR BT BGE My AR L 3R =
AAF BB TR RS T BA EEARA.

3 FhEORFERE XA P 5L A SO A ER B A B
BREER, HPEREE R, BEIRZ, H R
IR 3 R EINA — E R s R IBOR Al i R
R S A T A AR P S WL L R A AL R TR
S F N EE N TR RN R ENBE. |
W RACRA AR AR B B2 h 2> R ER
IfF e B HFMES B R RS VSR E R
FIERE BB %X 3 fR AR . RA A
TR RR A EE I LLVE O & AR BRI A
I SR RS RS E .

S 30K
(1] SBR3E.BREIUR, B 045. A SBE i:dtfT M A B 4y i B o
F[7]. *FEE k2002, 18(5) :84-86.
(2] EZELr, ZRESC, skignige, JRINTH AL L2 ol A P 5 WP LT
[+ 5 B AR IEHISE, 2007(1) :57-58.
[3] e, BT, Bak#h, 5. B sy KUk A A

RERERIIFLI UMl K222 (AR B , 2009, 31
(6):154-158.

(4]  BEaRHD. TR0 L LR i FRUMR B AT A R R S S0 B B R 3T
[D1. db58 AL F ARk K %, 2010.

(5] M, g, OB B2 7 5 78 I A1 2R AR 5 L IF o 09 B2 B
LI Aol Bh2,1999(5) : 110-117.

(6] k¥, o, EARE YR WIENBE I R (], #rir Rk



ﬁ'tﬁ @ {J 2017(01):65~69

Ay« EHIER -

2:45,2011,28(6) :962-967.

(7] ThEM. FRAEEESIM. b5 - E AR A, 2011

(8] FEX.FHE®, EHH, 5. BRI KER 107 KL
Bl Mok Rk, 2011,47(3) . 33-38.

(o] BEM. BESREMEASMRA KT WK
% ,2007,27(1) ; 70-73.

[10] HEEEHE, E DR 5 B REBR TV HAMRERNEE
AR AR, 2005(2) :30-32.

[11] FHEat, A, T4, % SRR s =g AR ]
T AR  2004(4) ; 45-46,

[12] TN, BRI, R 2, 5. B 408 B PG e Bl R 3 i ok 3
FE A LT, FEdbAREEBE 24 , 2001, 27 (6) : 120-123.

[13] FEATPR. MARAE AT M AL 28 B 4R AR T, SR AR B %
% ,2005(4) : 379-382.

[T Fbmtioll K224, 2002(Z1) : 30-34.

[15] 3B, e R, % KAOLEEERABEEREY
BEE A 3hAS0. AE72H,2001(18) - 4299-4306.

[16] JEAFESR, 2500, B FH, %, KA WL a0 sk T 4 i %
HEWIHAELD] MAHARER,201009):2171-2178.

(17] 3RFF, TRV RE. % REALEERRER MR EY ™
B R R R . Y A2 %4, 2008, 32(5) : 1031-1040.

[18] e BEW, o/t % KA LS EENAREY
G R R R R B X L), AR AR . 2006 (4) : 1037-1046,
[19] 2BykE, WM, £ =, W A b AR S R0 E%sR
SE AR, 2009(3) . 253-257.

[20] DANIEL T C,BOSTER R S. Measuring landscape aesthetics; the
scenic beauty estimation method[ CJ. USDA Forest Service Research Pa-
per,1976,167 .66,

(147 K& XERE,RER 5. FAREEY EKCESRENE

In-forest Landscape Quality Improvement Techniques in
Northeast Secondary Forest Park

ZHANG Jie' , WEI Jinhua' , XU Chengyang® , WANG Hongjun' , WEI Xiguang' ,LIANG Shuang”
(1. Forestry College,Beihua University,Jilin,Jilin 132013;2. College of Forestry,Beijing Forestry University,Beijing 100083)

Abstract; For improving the quality of in-forest landscape in northeast secondary forest park, Jilin city Corn-
growing Ditch Forest Park was taken as an example. Methods of pruning, cleaning shrub and litter-fall were
chosen to clean the forest. The effects of quality of the in-forest landscape was determined by using SBE method,
correlation and regression analysis. The results showed that the quality of in-forest landscape had remarkable
improvement by using these technical measures. By cleaning shrub,the mean value of SBE of in-forest landscape
had increased from 29. 8 to 70. 3;by pruning,the mean value of SBE of in-forest landscape increased from 38. 3 to
58. 3;by cleaning litter-fall, the mean value of SBE of inforest landscape increased from 36.9 to 53.4, The
dimensional feeling (X;,) was the main indicators that influenced on the control group landscape quality of
secondary forest. The beauty degree model was built Mgz = —49. 7+31. 2X,, (P<C0. 01) ;naturalness degree(X,)
were the main indicators that influenced on cleaning shrub group landscape quality of secondary forest. The
beauty degree model was built Mgz = — 132+ 56. 5X,. Trees arrangement(X;) was the main indicators that
influenced on pruning group landscape quality of secondary forest. The beauty degree model was built Mgs =
—102. 5+58. 1X; (P<C0. 01) strees form(X;) was the main indicators that influenced on cleaning litter-fall group
landscape quality of secondary forest. The beauty degree model was built Mg =—73. 2+39. 6 X; (P<C0. 05). So,
the descending order effect of the improvement quality landscape in these measures was cleaning shrub >
pruning>cleaning litter-fall, At the same time,it had been taken some changes on the landscape structure and the
main indicators that influenced on landscape quality by using three technical measures for improving the quality of
forest landscape.

Keywords : in-forest landscape quality; SBE method; pruning;cleaning shrub;litter-fall
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