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Abstract: Investment benefit is the key indicator of regional theme park construction decision-making. Began
with finding the impact of regional theme park construction, this paper has concluded and collected various
factors of benefit evaluation in detail. This paper also aimed to form a complete index system of benefit
evauation in the regional theme park construction. It also evaluated the investment benefit by the grey-fuzzy
evauation theory. Through an example of setting selection of atheme park, it is proved that the index system
and evaluation model can be applied well in decision-making of regional theme park construction.
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Figure 1. Systematic index system of benefit evaluation for theme
park construction
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Table 1. Benefit factor rank classification of theme park construction condition
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Table 2. Benefit factor rank classification of theme park power supply enterprise
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Table 3. Benefit factor rank classification of theme park power supply area
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Table 6. Valuesof gray level
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Table 8. Assessment values of quantitative index
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