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Abstract The theoretical basis, evaluation methods and advantages and disadvantages of four main
theoretical schools were discussed in this paper based on a conclusion of development of landscape evaluation. At
the same time, according to the evaluation of the different emphasis, the characteristics of 3 types of evaluation
methods were concluded as follows: type 1 focused on the evaluation of the “scenery”, called a detailed descrip-
tion method or expert method; type 2 focused on the research of “ feel” , called the public preference or partici-
pation of residents; type 3 focused on “scenery” and “feel”, called comprehensive quantitative method. From the
aspects of national policy support, theoretical introduction and innovation, and domestic evaluation examples, this
paper combined the exploration course of domestic landscape evaluation, and provided a reference for the estab-
lishment of landscape evaluation system and evaluation practice for the future.
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