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1
/ /% /hm? /% /hm? /hm? /hm?
+ 4 0.823 258.181 0.325 64.545 31.807 136.128
+ 15 3.086 731.820 0.921 48.788 11.876 197.569
44 9.053 5 380.708 6.772 122.289 8.548 695.721
3 0.617 4 680.239 5.890 1 560. 080 194.343 3 689.649
25 5.144 911.861 1.148 36.474 5.580 168.491
1 0.206 49.837 0.063 49.837 49.837 49.837
0.412 53.401 0.067 26.701 5.513 47.888
0.823 2 502.566 3.150 625.642 8.090 2 097.979
21 4.321 315.320 0.397 15.015 0.948 56.871
3 0.617 22.052 0.032 11.026 6.323 15.729
62 12.757 21 976. 638 27.658 354.462 0.622 3 960.272
+ 5 1.029 242.166 0.305 48.433 2.133 107.247
+ + 15 3.086 3 774.917 4.751 251.661 2.225 1 160. 808
+ 29 5.967 2 309.951 2.907 79.653 2.018 521.566
8 1. 646 1258.362 1.584 157.295 10.416 796.240
46 9.465 2 669. 604 3.360 58.035 3.816 272.334
4 0.823 44.926 0.057 11.231 1.414 18.959
22 4.527 105.974 0.133 4.817 0.615 27.531
1 0.206 80.521 0.101 80.521 80.521 80.521
1.029 111.963 0.141 22.393 0.802 102.439
2 0.412 63.699 0.080 31.850 30.505 33.194
16 3.292 258.053 0.325 16.128 1.853 54.950
43 8. 848 17 718. 806 22.300 412.065 14.137 5 234.945
+ 8 1. 646 1 559.563 1.963 194.945 20.002 373.136
+ 13 2.675 4 822.537 6.069 370.964 85.948 952.522
+ 26 5.350 3 382.199 4.257 130. 085 2.005 793.255
1.235 1622.477 2.042 270.413 7.965 1 351.407
2 0.412 155.732 0.196 77.866 31.419 124.313
32 6.584 2 211.816 2.784 69.119 2.591 273.715
1 0.206 8.063 0.010 8.063 8.063 8.063
14 2.881 144.304 0.182 10.307 1.010 54.051
2 0.412 8.718 0.011 4.359 0.597 8. 121
2 0.412 17.815 0.022 8.907 4.924 12.891
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13-17 Pi
Rd R = T/T,, 100% A
m
H SHDI =- % Pln P, DD =
H,, + Pln P, EE =
= 3.1
H/H,, x100% H =-log,» P, °* 1 3
CC=Yn/sA Td = Sr/A x100%
2
R H D C
19.444 2.029 0.779 0.607 0.784 0.614
33.333 2.050 1.535 0. 466 0.423 1.559
44.444 2.283 1.717 0.391 0.574 0.484
38.889 2.726 1.081 0.598 0.988 0.807
36.111 2.139 1.562 0.442 0.963 0.421
25.000 1.848 1.322 0.448 0.491 0.501
38.889 2.634 1.173 0.582 0.861 0.26
47.222 2.659 1.429 0.526 0.958 0.47
44.444 2.563 1.437 0.475 0.479 0.626
41.667 2.279 1.627 0.456 0.766 1.19
16. 667 1.775 0.810 0.568 0.678 2.701
3
/ Hmax max
2.356 1.104 0.554 3.459 2.275 0.533 0.677 2.807
1.312 0.273 0.760 1.585 0.974 0.026 0.950 1.000
0.635 1.365 0.169 2.000 0.266 0.735 0.130 1.000
1.497 1.088 0.385 2.585 1.534 0.467 0.657 2.000
1.038 0.547 0.559 1.585 0.982 1.018 0.434 2.000
1.763 0.822 0.540 2.585 0.584 1.001 0.193 1.585
1.011 0.574 0.522 1.585 0.569 0.431 0.382 1.000
2.176 0.632 0.672 2.807 0.970 0.030 0.941 1.000
2.182 0.818 0.581 3.000 0.996 1.004 0.330 2.000
1.093 0.492 0.516 1.585 2.003 0.582 0.683 2.585
0.682 1.318 0.179 2.000 0.875 0.710 0.235 1.585
0.332 0.668 0.176 1.000 0.000 0.000 - 0.000
/ Hmax Hmax
1.101 2.359 0.202 3.459 1.254 1.331 0.319 2.585
0.000 0.000 - 0.000 0.000 0.000 - 0.000
0.319 2.003 0.052 2.322 0.013 0.987 0.338 1.000
2.157 0.165 0.880 2.322 0.637 0.363 0.455 1.000
1.001 0.584 0.614 1.585 0.997 1.003 0.394 2.000
1. 106 0.89%4 0.355 2.000 0.000 0.000 - 0.000
0.163 0.3837 0.069 1.000 0.481 0.519 0.298 1.000
1.582 0.003 0.996 1.585 0.665 0.335 0.487 1.000
0.895 0.690 0.434 1.585 0.846 0.154 0.731 1.000
0.259 1.326 0.071 1.585 0.520 1.480 0.120 2.000
0.801 1.199 0.250 2.000 0.457 0.543 0.276 1.000
0.623 0.962 0.276 1.000 0.054 0.946 1.786 1.000
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Study on Rural Landscape Features and Spatial Difference in Fuzhou Suburbs

CHEN Juan' DAI Wen-yuan® Bao Zhan-xiong' LIN Hui-hua®
1. College of Tourism 2. College of Geographical Science Fujian Normal University Fuzhou 350007 China

Abstract Rural landscape is a key resource for tourism development. Features and spatial differences of Fuzhou rural tourism land-
scape are analyzed on the basis of selected rural landscape types with the application of landscape ecological principles and GIS tech-
niques. The results reveal that hilly coniferous woods compose the matrix of Fuzhou rural landscape hilly farmland landscape and forest
matrix constitute distinctive mountain forest pastoral landscape wide variety of rural landscape can meet various tourist aesthetic needs
rural landscape is deeply affected by human beings as for the absolute dominance of man-made landscape the quality of ecological en-
vironment and aesthetics of tourism is still not good enough with the single form of forest landscape. Differences of rural natural land-
scape rural working landscape rural man-made landscape and rural water area landscape are analyzed according to the regionalism
which provides scientific basis for the rural tourism development.

Key words rural landscape features of resources landscape patterns Fuzhou suburbs



