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Table 7 Evaluation indexes evaluation contents and tools in landscape tourism performance
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Evaluation index system of landscape tourism performance

WU Zhong-jun, CAO Hong-li, HOU Yu-xia
(College of Tourism & Landscape Architecture, Guilin University of Technology, Guilin 541004, China)

Abstract; In order to measure the contribution of landscape in sustainable tourism development, this paper tries
to put forward an evaluation index system of landscape tourism performance, which could be used to evaluate
whether sustainable tourism is applied in the process of landscape planning and development. Abide by the con-
cept of Post Occupancy Evaluation( POE) of architecture and based on Landscape Performance Series( LPS) of
the U. S. A, the Global Sustainable Tourism Destinations Criteria, and other related evaluation indexes of envi-
ronmental quality evaluation and landscape quality evaluation, this paper selects high-frequency evaluation inde-
xes through the frequency statistics method, and determines the important evaluation indexes through theoretical
contrastive analysis of the connotation, characteristics, basic elements and the main problems of sustainable
tourism of the completed landscape. In accordance with the principle of scientificity, normativity and operabili-
ty, an evaluation index system of 12 items and 24 indexes was established to evaluate the completed landscape
tourism project from the perspectives of economic benefits, social benefits, ecological benefits and cultural pro-
tection.

Key words: landscape; tourism performance; evaluation index





