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Landscape Ecological Assessment of Rural Communities in Chang-Zhu-Tan Area:

With an Example of Yunfeng Lake Community in Zhuzhou City

Song Limei!, Zhao Xianchao'?

(1. School of Architecture and Urban & Rural Planning, Hunan University of Technology, Hunan Zhuzhou 412007, China;
2. State Key Laboratory of Subtropical Architecture Science, South China University of Technology, Guangzhou 510641, China )

Abstract : Under the background of Chang-Zhu-Tan “two oriented society” rural community construction, made
quantitative assessment on the landscape ecological status of Yunfeng Lake community in Zhuzhou City from the aspects
of landscape ecological structure, landscape ecological function and landscape ecological quality. Results showed that: In
the landscape ecological structure, the cultivated lands and woodlands are very good, the garden and roadside are good,
but the state of town is commonly and that of water is poor; In the landscape ecological function, the state of cultivated land
and waters are very good, the state of woodland, garden and roadside are good, but the state of town is commonly; In the
landscape ecological quality, the states of cultivated land and woodland are very good, and the states of garden,water,
roadside and urban landscape are good. On the basis of the ecological evaluation results, put forward suggestion of
strengthening the landscape diversity and unique construction and establishing a sound organization management and
supervision mechanism.

Keywords : Chang-Zhu-Tan ; rural community ; landscape ; ecological evaluation ; Yunfeng Lake community
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Fig.2 Landscape features of Yunfeng Lake community
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Table 1 The comprehensive evaluation index system for Yunfeng Lake community landscape ecology
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Table 2 The evaluation index and hierarchy standard for landscape ecological quality of Yunfeng Lake community
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Table 3 The evaluation index weights of landscape ecological
structure of Yunfeng Lake community
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