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An Analysis for the Landscape Pattern and its Relation
with Touring in Xianju Scenic Region Zhejiang

LI Yunmei s JIN Weibin’, WU Yun‘qi2 and HU Binmin’
(1. Institute of Agricultural Remate Sensing & Information Application in Z heiang University, Hangzhou 310029, China;
2. Agro-ecology Institute in Zhejiang University, Hangzhou Zhegiang 310029 China)

Abstract: Some indexes of the landscape pattern in Xianju scenic region was calculated by the use of digital technique.

In Xianju scienic region, the landscape’ s characteristic is that forest taking main role, residensial area dispersing and the

laiger area of unused land. It accounts the reason why the region becomes a scenery is that there is little impact coming

from human. The value points for touring of the five scenic spot was given by the use of visual resources system (VRM ),

and the relation between the value for touring and landscape diversity, dominance, etc. was analysed. We discovered

that the amount of diversity is foundation for foiming value for touring, but the value will chang in an opposite direction

with diversity when the diversity is big enough. The value dependant more on dominance in this cnditions.
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