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Based on the tourism function of green resources evaluation
index system construction and application
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Abstract This paper focused on scientifically and reasonably evaluating the suitability of greenway resources and then
providing a theory basis for the planning and construction of greenway network. Delphi method (Delphi) and Analytic
Hierarchy Process(AHP) were combined for seting up a comprehensive and scientific evaluation index system.including
three II-level index such as resource condition, development and utilization of conditions, and the characteristics of
appreciation value, recreation, cultural value, nine [l level indicators. The empirical study was conducted on the
greenway resources of Wannan of Anhui. The results showed that greenway resource assessment values were level 3 or
above,indicating that the resource base condition of the film area was good, excellent tourist resources. “A primary

four”green road layout structure was suggested in this region.
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Fig.1 Green resources evaluation index system model
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Table 1 Evaluation index weights and parameters of the score table
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Table 2 Each table index evaluation method
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Table 3 Green way resources comprehensive assessment of Wannan
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Fig.2 Greenway network layout of Wannan
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