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Abstract

Based on the field investigation of the landscape resources of Tai'an Dai Temple, this paper makes
a comprehensive evaluation of the landscape resources in the landscape area by using the analytic
hierarchy process (AHP) based on the reference of relevant literature and expert opinions. The
results show that the cultural landscape and natural landscape resources of Tai’an Dai Temple are
rich and have high development and utilization value, but there are still problems such as poor
protection and management and insufficient utilization of landscape resources. According to the
evaluation results and the current situation of the development and utilization of the landscape
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resources of Dai Temple, the suggestions for further development, utilization, protection and re-
pair of the landscape resources of Tai’an Dai Temple are put forward.
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Table 1. Dai Temple landscape resources classification table
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Figure 1. Evaluation model diagram
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Table 2. Evaluation model for landscape resources of Daimiao Temple
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Table 3. Judging matrix scale and its meaning
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Table 4. AHP index evaluation method consistency index table
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n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

RI 0.00 0.00 0.58 0.90 1.12 1.24 1.32 1.41 1.45
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Table 5. Evaluation criteria of landscape resources evaluation system in Dai Temple
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Table 6. Each evaluation factor scoring standard reference table
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Table 7. Dai Temple landscape resources grade standard
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Table 8. The weight ranking of landscape factors in Dai Temple
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Table 9. Statistical table of landscape resource grades of Daimiao Temple
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