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Abstract The evaluation principles and methods of agro-eco-tourism destination are put forward and a comprehensive
evaluation index system, including tourist resources,agriculture and environments, social and economic factors,is construct-
ed also. Using it, the Taishan agro-eco-tourism development area is evaluated.
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Tab.2 Agriculture and environment factors of compressive evaluation in agro-eco-tourism destination
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Tab.3 Social and economic factors of compressive evaluation in agro-eco-tourism destination
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Tab.5 The evaluation index and its score in Taishan agro-eco-tourism destination
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