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Abstract: The quantitative evaluation methods adapting to national development requirements should be
put forward in accordance with the needs of ecological, living and production space development, because
ecological scenic byways are affected by many factors of territorial spatial planning. Based on the review of
the connotations and research progress of ecological scenic byways, this research puts forward the idea and
methods on the functional suitability evaluation of ecological scenic byways under the perspective of production-
living-ecological space. It evaluates the functional suitability of the ecological scenic byway of the Winter
Olympics Games in Chongli District, Zhangjiakou with the Delphi method and the analytic hierarchy process, and
further proposes landscape planning strategies. The research results serve as the premise of the planning and
construction of the ecological scenic byway of the Winter Olympics, providing necessary reference for ecological
corridor, slow traffic system, leisure post station and service facilities planning of ecological scenic byways.
Keywords: ecological scenic byway; functional suitability evaluation; Delphi method (DM); analytic hierarchy
process (AHP); Winter Olympic Games
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Tab. 2 Identification results of production—living—ecological space elements of ecological scenic byway in Chongli District
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Tab. 5 Planning strategies for each scenic section of the ecological scenic byway
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Analysis diagram of the planning structure of the ecological scenic byway of the Winter Olympic Games

HAANIS AR T AERA AT USRI
PR HERAAUE, R BFES; FEIL
TGRS 1) S M DX A 7 i L O AP R K
Wity FEARYREEEE XTSRS
B2, FIERHRASRNRX; ERMHX
BEZ LR, s E RIS, 2) AN
HIXES S SRR, A BRE,. &
T AT AR AR X, X i 2 DA AT
St TESER . 3) EHII RIS H K,
S 1T TE B ) DX A S DR JEL B ) e U
HRARI B KR X, fELER S PSS
RAEEA b, SO R T MR P R
FITFM R, BT 2 b = A 23 AT Re &

> P RGE . AT . B A,
S BRI B R

IR SALIX A A A N E =4 T i
FHEEPPMEER, DL “ZAItmT HER, e
IS, PRER AR, BiE “IESRAC
L=k, W=7k -k - HPYB AyA MG
EHRIE A (K7, #5). Fa EVERIEREK
YRR NIRRT . HEPA & et s
LA & 3R 4 B X, [ I RRRI KA T AR B 2
S NRATHZ, B AR 5 R Rk
(K 8)

N
200

0 400 800m

FURFE DT

IS X

4 énln
R gE P [ a3 ]2 T A S

27.80%, ARIEEAINEEARKIBUARCIRI A S0l RAFT A Bl 2s s ArRIhBlR 7 oF0 B ROTT AR 4 H A2 28 XU JE B BB I B 1R 7

THbr, SRR 28.62% Fil 13.59%,

LR, ARFCR EERTE B A DO AT R B M T ¥, B — @ i S R A

3.6 SEFLIXA A XUSHE LR SR THEA RAF. NZAEEEEETNE 1) N=AMANESNRERTERZHNS

HARASNFEN AR FREEE  AOE (o), BATSRBUATEN, 1) R 23, mt— 2 RHER D = RIREX, ik
PROTERR (B 5) W50, WEHEPEMIDEIN A R XSS A B LB Tinaisst, wife O 8 D—28isg | 20 MR, 2) Xt
AR, AR R, RMXKIEAES KEE PSRBT A = AR, MR SR A M E BT T, =4

126



5% / Research

8 RHASNREM L FHE
Master plan of the ecological scenic byway of the Winter Olympic Games
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