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Quantitative Analysis of Landscape
in Sobaeksan National Park!
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this is to suggest objective basic data for the use development and conservation man-
agement of the national park through the quantitative analysis of the visul quality included in the physi-
cal environment of the Sobaeksan National Park, for this, spatial images structure of physical elements
have been analyzed by factor analysis algorithm and degree of visual quality have been measured mainly
by questionnaries,

Result of this thesis can be summarized as follows, Factors covering the spatial image of the
Sobaeksan National Park landscape have been found to be the overall synthetic evaluation, appeal,
spatial, natural quality and dignity factors such as the overall the synthetic evaluation, spatial and ap-
peal yield high factor scores.
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As for the factors determining the degree of visual quality of clear of valley, peculiarity of configur-
ation, natural of trail, harmony of suitable artificial planting and temple.
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Figure 1. Survey sites at sobaeksan National Park.
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Table 1. Semantic differential scale
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Table 2. Visual quality questionnaires
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Table 3. Attribute of users by sites
SITE
Attribute TOTAL
A B C D E F
(Persons) (%) (Per.) (%) (Per.) (%)(Per.) (%)(Per.) (%)(Per.) (%)(Per.) (%)
Male 81 90.00 50 59.52 54 49.09 40 5000 57 61.29 75 7523 357 63.86
Sex Female 9 10.00 34 4048 56 5091 40 50.00 36 3871 27 2647 202 36.14
TOTAL 90 100.00 84100.00 110100.00 80100.00 93100.00 102 100.00 559 100.00
15—-19 15 17.24 6 7.50 16 16.00 16 21.05 9 10.00 27 3214 89 17.21
20—24 39 4383 30 3750 46 46.00 30 39.47 42 46.67 24 2857 211 40.81
Age 25—29 18 2069 16 2000 32 3200 16 21.05 21 2333 21 2500 124 23.98
30-39 9 10.34 8 1000 -~ - - 8 10.53 6 667 9 1071 40 7.74
More than 40 6 6.90 20 25.00 6 6.00 6 7.89 12 13.33 3 357 53 1025
TOTAL 87 100.00  80100.00 100 100.00 76 100.00 90100.00 84 100.00 517100.00
Middle school or less 3 333 8 9.52 2 182 14 1750 3 323 6 58 36 644
High school 12 1333 20 2381 48 4364 26 3250 30 3226 36 3529 172 30.77
Education University 72 80.00 42 50.00 54 49.09 28 3500 51 54.84 60 58.82 307 54.92
Gradute School 3 333 14 16,67 6 545 12 1500 9 968 ~~- -~ 44 787
TOTAL 90 100.00 84 100.00 110100.00 80100.00 93100.00 102 100.00 559100.00
Student 54 6000 20 2381 38 3454 26 2000 33 3548 42 41.17 203 36.31
Business 18 20,00 22 2619 22 20,00 14 1750 15 1613 15 1471 106 18.96
Occupatation Technical service 9 1000 20 2381 20 1818 10 1250 30 3226 24 2353 113 20.21
Other 9 10.00 22 26.19 30 27.27 40 50.00 15 1613 21 20.59 137 2451
TOTAL 90100.00 84100.00 110100.00 80100.00 93100.00 102 100.00 559 100.00
Less than 499 3 333 2 238 4 364 4 500 12 1290 15 1471 40 7.16
500-999 42 46.67 18 2143 36 3273 18 2250 51 54.8¢ 45 44.12 210 37.57
Income 1000—1999 39 4333 38 4524 44 40.00 40 50.00 9 968 24 2353 194 34.70
More than 2000 6 667 26 309 26 2364 18 2250 21 2258 18 17.65 115 20.57
TOTAL 90 100.00 8410000 110100.00 80100.00 93100.00 102 100.00 558100.00
Chatholican 23 25.56 30 3571 29 2636 22 2750 24 25.81 19 18.63 147 26.30
Christian 20 2222 28 3333 30 27.27 22 2750 16 17.20 19 18.63 135 24.15
Religion Buddhism 15 1667 16 19.05 29 2636 24 3000 25 26.88 25 2451 134 23.97
Other 32 3555 10 11.90 22 20.00 12 1500 28 30.11 39 3823 143 25.58
TOTAL 90 100.00 84 100.00 110100.00 80 100.00 93100.00 102 100.00 559 100.00
None 87 96.67 638 8095 100 9091 70 8750 72 77.42 90 83.24 487 87.12
Landscape Architecture -— = 6 7.14 2 1.8 2 250 9 968 -~ — 19 340
Forestry _ = 2 238 4 364 —-- -~ 3 323 ~-- - 9 161
Landscape Architecture 3 33 4 476 2 18 2 250 3 323 6 58 20 3.58
Other - - 4 4.76 2 18 6 7.50 6 6.45 6 588 24 429
TOTAL 90 100.00 84 100.00 110100.00 80 100.00 93100.00 102 100.00 559 100.00

A3 22 AHPNA S. D. ScaleZF = YT wy
o ojste] AAlEc)

AEEge A", AEAEE A", Jurd
AT 2 L AMEAEBToR 783t 584 Likert
Attitude Scaleo] ol ZHAd st o) by,

olo} W& Aldd M3z AR 29 BME 7} LCP

o AR s AP P X FEHA AE
EXd vA e J¥HE ¥4 98t Muitiple
RegressionS 4 A] sl th.

(4) £4A= Az

2E 79 EAA2+ IBM Personal Com-
puter, SAS Packageoll 93l A A)sta ),



206 24
Z=t o nE

1. o7 CHAK] Dl

suge guyse) TN BRI HHos
wor TAMNE VWO o] wustel E AAE
JFT PUE BVl g Aeiito] 2uel B
W g451 oA olF Ak FHE FIE, A
&}

)

&, 719+ 13784, AF 1074, EX 1444, HEFS
ST, A 7L § AdRkde] E¥5ha Ut

Amaxgde eapyete] FER YEAFLR A
AA Wy} Feldin SAE olFE ANUNE A
28 383 FEX Qe 7|Aadss dAF xjolE B
ol: gk AYAQ Ade WEE By YA Y]
2RAYL FAZ 3l & TRt e} FA)e}
o} 718317} o ¢ 43l

2uWAde s FHe] 25AL o]FE AYe
FAZe s @ A% 187 #A4E FEsi 4
ol qEZoR filsle FAe ¥Rz 48
nEERoz e EEV e AR AR
E73o2 S n et

(o]
=2

294 gyolgddos B FRAN 99

Table 4. Experience of visitirig
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Table 3014 B upel o] A8.& 347} 3573
63.86%= A=) 2029 36.14%1 ot oA A el
o},

Az By 204 ~2447) 2119 40.81%= 713
= Jehda, 25~29471 1248 23.98%, 1541~19
A7} 899 17.21%= w¢ =& Re= Jeht 104
2 2009 LS o] F ol AFYL ¢ F UA
=

sty 2 = oisto) 3079 54.92%, thdtde] 449

SITE
Attribute TOTAL
A B C D E F
1 63 7000 42 5000 88 8000 40 5000 57 6129 48 47.06 338 6047
2 9 1000 14 16.67 2 1.82 10 1250 12 1290 21 2059 68 1216
3 - - - 4 4.76 6 545 18 2250 6 645 12 11.76 46 823
4 - - - 20 238 4 3.64 8 10.00 3 323 12 1176 47 821
5-9 - - - 4 4.76 2 1.82 2 2.50 3 323 9 882 20 357
More than 10 18 200 - - - 8 1.27 2 250 12 129 - - - 40 716
TOTAL 90 10000 84 100.00 110 10000 80 100.00 93 100.00 102 100.00 559 100.00
Table 5. Duration time of stay
SITE
Attribute TOTAL
A B C D E F
1 day 27 30.00 36 428 60 5455 32 40.00 57 61.29 39 3824 251 44.90
2 day 36° 4000 30 3571 32 29.09 26 3250 15 1613 30 2941 169 3023
3 day 18 2000 18 2143 12 109t 20 2500 6 6.45 30 2941 104 18.60
More than 4 days 9 10.00 - - - 6 5.46 2 250 15 16.13 3 2.94 35 6.26
TOTAL 90 100.00 84 100.00 110 10000 80 100.00 93 100.00 102 100.00 559 100.00
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Table 6. L.andscape cognition
i SITE
Attribute TOTAL
A B C D E F
i Unknow 9 1000 20 23.81 10 9.09 8 1000 18 1936 21 20.58 8 15.38
Middle 36 4000 36 4286 60 5455 38 4750 45 4839 48 47.06 263 47.05
Know 45 5000 28 3333 40 3637 34 4250 30 3226 33 3235 210 37.56
TOTAL 90 100.00 84 100.00 110 100.00 80 100.00 93 100.00 102 100.00 559 100.00
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Table 7. The value of semantic differential scale
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SITE A SITEB SITEC
Mean S.D SE Mean S.D SE Mean S.D S.E
1 —1.800 0.66 + 0.07 —1.642 0.57 + 0.66 —1.872 0.74 + 0.07
2 —1.667 0.70 = 0.07 —-1.904 0.75 £ 0.08 —1.836 0.81 £ 1.07
3 —1.800 0.99 + Q.10 —1.880 0.91 = 0.10 —1.818 1.02 £ 0.10
4 —1.966 0.88 + 0.09 -1.761 0.87 £ 0.10 —1.673 0.92 + 0.09
5 —1.933 0.78 + 0.08 —1.595 0.76 + 0.08 —1.600 1.02 £ 0.10
6 —2.000 1.16 = 0.12 —1.904 0.93 = 0.10 —1.636 1.12 £ 0.11
7 0.300 0.08 + 0.11 1.028 1.06 + 0.12 —1.654 1.09 £ 0.10
8 -1.933 0.96 + 0.10 0.800 0.83 + 0.09 -1.600 1.01 £ 0.10
9 —1.933 0.96 + 0.10 —1.833 1.05 % 0.11 -1.963 0.99 + 0.09
10 —1.533 1.21 £ 0.13 -1.571 1.08 £ 0.12 1.345 0.96 + 0.09
11 —1.567 1.12 + 0.12 —1.500 0.99 + 0.11 -0.509 0.94 £ 0.09
12 —1.867 1.18 + 0.12 —1.476 0.99 + 0.11 0.800 1.02 £ 0.10
13 —1.867 0.96 + 0.10 —-2.047 1.10 £ 0.12 —2.018 0.89 + 0.08
14 —1.633 1.23 £ 0.13 —2.000 1.12 + 0.12 —2.109 0.93 + 0.09
15 -1.367 1.20 £ 0.13 —1.547 1.25 £ 0.14 —1.636 1.04 £ 0.10
16 0.100 1.23 £ 0.13 —1.833 1.20 £ 013 —~1.891 0.99 + 0.09
17 0.700 1.01 £ 0.11 0.523 1.28 + 0.14 —1.691 1.11 £ 0.10
18 —1.433 1.09 £ 0.12 -1.333 1.18 + 0.13 1.127 1.14 £ 0.11
19 —1.433 0.96 + 0.10 —1.547 1.12 £ 0.12 1.564 0.99 £ 0.09
20 0.833 0.97 + 0.10 0.414 0.83 + 0.09 —1.582 1.13 £ 0.11
SITED SITEE SITEF
Mean S.D SE Mean S.D SE Mean S.b SE
1 —1.750 0.77 £ 0.09 -1.710 0.58 & 0.06 -1.970 0.51 % 0.51
2 0.250 1.01 £ 0.11 —-2.265 0.80 + 0.08 ~2.235 0.88 + 1.09
3 —1.800 1.06 + 0.12 —1.968 0.94 + 0.10 —2.353 1.91 + 0.09
4 —1.675 0.94 + 0.10 —2.065 0.84 + 0.09 —~2.198 0.92 + 0.09
5 0.575 0.81 + 0.09 —1.645 1.04 £ 0.11 —1.676 0.83 + 0.08
6 —1.425 1.05 £ 0.12 —2.000 0.99 + 0.10 -1.971 0.93 + 0.09
7 -1.225 1.14 £ 0.13 —1.742 0.92 £ 0.10 -1.912 0.89 + 0.09
8 —1.600 0.95 + 0.11 ~1.548 0.92 + 0.09 —-1735 0.95 £ 0.09
9 ~1.475 1.08 £ 0.12 —1.997 0.9 + 0.10 -2213 0.92 + 0.09
10 0.375 1.10 £ 0.12 —1.484 1.19 + 0.12 —1.735 0.85 + 0.08
1 —1.600 1.07 £ 0.12 —1.613 113 £ 0.12 —1.853 1.07 £ 0.11
12 —1725 1.08 + 0.12 -1.710 0.99 + 0.10 -1.912 0.86 + 0.08
13 —1.325 1.16 £ 0.13 1.710 1.12 £ 0.12 1.765 1.04 £ 0.10
14 ~1.600 1.12 £ 0.13 2.065 0.99 £+ 0.10 1.559 1.03 % 0.10
15 —1.500 1.13 £ 0.13 —1.548 1.19 + 0.12 -1.971 1.05 £ 0.10
16 —1.400 1.64 + 0.13 —1.484 1.08 + 0.11 1.624 1.05 £ 0.10
17 -1.500 1.17 £ 0.13 —0.968 1.07 £ 0.11 —1.471 1.09 + 0.11
18 —1.550 1.19 £ 0.13 —1.410 110 £ 0.11 —1.529 1.17 £ 0.12
19 —1.575 1.12 £ 0.12 —1.806 1.10 + 0.11 —1.853 1.01 £ 0.10
20 -1.600 0.95 £ 0.11 -1.226 0.91 + 0.09 —-1.412 1.09 £ 0.11
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Table 8. Varimax rotated factor matrix
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%2 27472 BYT. WHd] TAo] i —oh)
o}y, TARS - E A3, Folssirl—~olxalx] o
t}y, Falafzio] Foh—Axjzio] vt F o} olg)g
& —2.353, —2.235, —2.213, —2.1982% Jrldo g
A & AAF U o] A HAEAHE AT A
oz AlgHg ol ZETUNE BFIE =24
of FAH FAAe Fuolv|NE BFFER Y A2
2 o7,

(2) A7 FEE A

2} A 4A1e] S, D ScaleZ2 3 X ol o A% A=p
4405 Table 6ol Fstget. 29 SHFY
o] FolnlAE FFate WAL AR TAA QA
72 QIAZeE BHAUT A WF F olE AR
o] dadLe 42.75%% o, 57.22%< LxEF
£ uigkole} st

&2 HH) 21z}9) Eigen Value?t 3EW%o] X2
HA7L Hoj iglez Mg vl o] F53M hAx
Zzt vind & ZHRE RAFLEZA 4z Axte

Var, FI Fl Fi FN FV h?
3 0.66384 0.17256 0.11190 —0.22541 0.13175 0.66384
8 0.59273 0.05483 0.15804 —0.03422 —0.13630 0.86388
1 0.58078 —0.20705 0.04935 0.18563 0.03978 0.46204
4 0.56646 —0.11528 0.05268 0.04853 0.30524 0.44246
2 0.46237 —0.05898 —0.04658 0.12393 —0.08400 0.24184
13 —0.14943 0.63738 0.14247 0.10907 -0.00772 0.66179
16 —0.03257 0.59074 0.04540 0.12399 0.04829 0.36980
14 ~0.04389 0.58744 ~0.01703 0.10395 —0.03452 0.35929
15 0.17943 0.43292 0.14554 0.09605 —0.47175 0.25224
7 0.34017 0.42665 —0.02518 —0.14669 0.13302 0.33759
11 ~0.14057 —0.00833 0.74512 —0.03742 0.13955 0.59590
10 0.19625 0.07395 0.64618 —0.06506 0.25861 0.53264
12 0.23120 —0.00759 0.61456 0.12801 —0.22463 0.49803
9 0.05411 0.15566 0.37030 0.01363 —0.21981 0.64762
18 0.04655 0.20336 —0.15680 0.63523 0.00497 0.11165
19 0.30099 0.14148 ~0.05407 0.58572 ~0.7799 0.46268
20 ~—0.08834 0.00741 0.23135 0.47673 —0.08560 0.29598
17 ~0.19840 0.29659 ~0.04285 0.37340 0.23059 0.32176
6 0.08305 0.22120 —0.00038 —0.08961 0.71779 0.06198
5 0.18227 —0.10113 0.21820 0.44533 0.50301 0.54239
Eigen Value 2.49574 1.98020 1.48257 1.35745 1.24024 8.55620
C.V.(%) 29.16879 23.14345 17.32744 15.86510 14.49522 100.00000
T.V.(%) 12.47870 9.90100 7.41285 6.78725 6.20120 42.78100
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Table 9. Visual quality of forest landscape
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1) 43373

ANz A 23 3le F2USFE 29 Table
9ol Vel v}l gol 23 SITEW=E BRA SITE Ad)
Me AlFE] ARG Jf o] 4.267, 2o WA
o] 3.900°iv] SITE B A8 ARy} A=g
4.476, St M 2te] %3} 4,143, SITE ColMe
AZZ AR AT 4.018, 2 24T 3.927,
SITE DollA= A58 AR 43 4.300, &
9] €38 4.100, SITE EolX = AZ2o] ABstn
A2 4.290, 9 Mal7 4.065 SITE FolMe 2
A, 37, 979 7+E3 olgulg 4324, &9l £33
4.0002.2 Jehg duxe g & 23S 5.

ojglzro]l A HBARNA Al}H Hire 7z}
SITEolA AZEe] 7R3y g=go] 4.476-3.
912, £ £3¢o] 4.405—3.839, £l Mazto} 4.
119-3.8552A4 2 494 HEE AA3E g E
Bych

2) AP ANEE A

Hh ANAHE Ao diE ol gE A4 HEx

SITEA SITEB SITEC

Mean S.D SE Mean S.D SE Mean SD SE

1 3.567 1.06 + 0.11 3.952 1.07 £ 0.12 3.564 0.97 + 0.09
2 3.567 0.92 £ 0.10 4.143 0.83 = 0.10 3.455 0.97 + 0.09
3 3.500 1.03 £ 0.11 3.976 0.89 £ 0.10 3.618 1.04 £ 0.10
4 3.533 0.85 + 0.09 3.714 0.86 + 0.09 3.327 1.08 £ 0.10
5 2.767 0.96 = 0.10 3.476 1.15 + 0.13 3.145 1.12 + 0.11
6 3.433 1.12 £ 0.11 4.143 1.00 £ 0.11 3.691 1.18 £ 0.11
7 4.267 1.00 + 0.11 4.476 0.80 + 0.09 4.018 1.02 £ 0.10
8 3.767 0.96 + 0.10 4.405 0.93 £+ 0.10 3.927 0.96 + 0.09
9 3.900 0.91 + 0.10 4.119 1.03 £ 0.11 3.855 0.91 + 0.09
10 3.733 0.90 + 0.08 3.929 115 + 0.13 3.600 1.01 + 0.10

SITED SITEE SITEF

Mean S.b SE Mean SD SE Mean SDb SE

1 3.700 0.85 + 0.09 3.774 0.75 £ 0.28 3.882 0.72 + 0.07
2 3.950 1.19 £ 0.13 4.032 0.90 + 0.09 3.971 0.79 + 0.08
3 3.425 1.00 £ 0.11 3.87 0.91 + 0.09 4.324 0.80 + 0.08
4 3.275 0.93 + 0.10 3.710 0.93 £ 0.10 - 3.824 1.05 £ 0.10
5 3.450 1.01 = 0.01 3.323 0.97 £+ 0.10 3.382 1.17 £ 0.12
6 3.825 1.03 + 0.11 3.839 1.09 + 0.11 3.882 1.06 + 0.10
7 4.300 1.01 + 0.11 4.290 1.06 + 0.11 3.912 1.02 + 0.10
8 4.100 0.89 + 0.10 3.839 0.77 £ 0.08 4.000 0.97 + 0.10
9 4.025 0.86 + 0.19 4.065 0.80 + 0.08 3.941 0.91 £ 0.09
10 3.775 1.11 = 0.12 3.774 0.87 £ 0.09 3.971 0.99 + 0.09
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Table 10. Visual quality of forest landscape
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SITE A SITEB SITEC
Mean SD S.E Mean SD SE Mean SD SE
1 2.967 1.15 + 0.12 3.476 1.06 = 0.12 3.455 1.11 £ 0.11
2 2.700 1.11 £ 0.12 3.262 1.26 = 0.14 3.164 1.19 £ 0.11
3 3.067 1.16 + 0.12 2.714 1.13 £ 0.12 2.964 1.18 £ 0.11
4 3.433 1.39 = 0.15 2.143 0.95 + 0.10 2.364 1.28 £ 0.12
5 3.234 1.37 £ 0.14 2.214 1.13 £ 0.12 2.236 1.23 £ 0.12
6 3.133 112 £ 0.12 2.500 1.23 £ 0.14 2.345 L1z+o01l
SITED SITEE SITEF
Mean S.D SE Mean S.D SE Mean S.D SE
1 2.900 1.00 + 0.11 3.323 0.93 + 0.10 3.235 1.04 £ 0.10
2 2.975 1.04 £ 0.12 3.258 0.99 = 0.10 3.264 1.18 £ 0.12
3 3.025 1.18 + 0.13 2.581 1.01 £ 0.11 2.853 1.09 + 0.11
4 3.750 116 £ 0.13 2.133 0.92 + 0.10 2.264 1.18 £ 0.12
5 3.900 1.19 + 0.13 2.161 1.17 £ 0.12 2.353 1.19 £ 0.12
6 2.700 1.16 £ 0.13 2.226 0.91 £ 0.09 2.706 1.35 + 0.13
Table 11. Visual quality of collective facilities area landscape
SITE A SITEB SITEC
Mean S.D SE Mean S.D SE Mean S.D SE
1 3.100 0.95 = 0.10 2.548 1.26 £ 0.14 2.800 1.19 £ 0,11
2 3.067 0.93 = 0.10 2.452 1.06 £ 0.12 2.600 1.19 + 0.11
3 2.933 1.04 + 0.11 2.381 0.96 + 0.10 2.691 1.13 £ 0.10
4 2.800 1.02 £ 0.11 2.124 1.14 £ 0.12 2.341 1.08 + 0.10
5 2.967 1.15 = 0.12 2.643 1.20 + 0.13 3.000 1.66 + 0.11
SITED SITEE SITEF
Mean SD S.E Mean SD SE Mean SD SE
1 3.075 0.91 £ 0.10 2.677 0.97 £ 0.10 2.554 1.18 + 0.12
2 2.950 0.87 + 0.10 2.677 1.06 £ 0.11 2.547 .12+ 011
3 2.900 1.00 £ 0.11 2.613 0.98 = 0.10 2.500 1.30 + 0.13
4 2.432 1.11 £ 0.12 2.127 1.01 = 0.11 : 2.433 1.25 + 0.12
5 2.800 1.04 £ 0.12 2.903 0.93 + 0.10 2.794 1.26 + 0.12

& Table 10014 vtehd uls} o] SITE Al DollA
tord3e) 2 7es Fe) 2 ofgge] RERY
® Bxr} 242} 3,433, 3.234 2 3.750, 3.9002.2 A
Hoz ¥ H7ialE Uehdr). SITE B,C.EFoA
SR TR Wil o $42 A9 At
22]go] AT T3] B HrxES vk

ytilol] SITE AcllA g} ofgdzuio] dx8 NHE
o]-¢¥ 2967, SITE B otd Ao 27w} 8

rgorr

L

e 2,143, SITE Co} ofodade] ud H2ld Az 2.
236, SITE D9] ofg3uie] 4 AHE9 0]&d
2.700, SITE E9] ofd#el v #Aald F= 2.161,
SITE F9] okg4e 2 e Ax 2.353 5ol 4
WHoz w g ¥ FHXNE el

3) FaNdAT Hg

AGA A7) A M S 44 A Ay ¥
%% Table 11914 B = s} o] SITE A DA E
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Tabte 12. Visual quality of temple landscape
SITE A SITEB SITEC
Mean S.D SE Mean SD SE Mean S SE
1 3.033 0.88 + 0.03 3.119 0.86 + 0.09 3.018 1.09 = 0.10
2 3.300 1.25 + 0.13 3.500 0.99 + 0.11 3.091 1.12 £ 0.11
3 2.633 0.92 + 0.10 2.762 1.24 + 0.14 2.709 1.06 £ 0.10
4 2.567 0.81 + 0.09 2.714 0.89 + 0.10 2.909 1.05 + 0.10
SITED SITEE SITEF
Mean 'SD SE Mean SD SE Mean SD SE
1 3.275 0.95 £ 0.11 3.387 1.10 £ 0.11 3.265 0.89 = 0.09
2 3.275 1.03 = 0.12 3.354 1.09 £ 0.11 3.735 0.92 £ 0.09
3 2.850 0.89 £ 0.09 2.871 1.01 + 0.11 2.853 0.88 + 0.09
4 2.800 0.96 + 0.11 3.258 0.85 + 0.09 2.824 0.93 £ 0.09
Table 13. Anova for multiple regression to forest landscape
SITE Source DF sSS MS F—Value Prob)F
Regression 4 25.288 6.322 16.23 0.0001
A Error 85 33.112 0.390
TOTAL 89 58.400
Regression 2 13.481 6.740 9.67 0.0002
B Error 81 56.472 0.697
TOTAL 83 69.952
Regression 6 32.893 5.482 12.12 0.0001
C Error 103 46.598 0.452
TOTAL 109 79.491
Regression 6 25.279 4.213 11.53 0.0001
D Error 73 26.671 0.365
TOTAL 79 51.950
Regression 7 24.210 3.459 12.88 0.0001
E Error 85 22.822 0.268
TOTAL 92 47.032
Regression 5 38.392 7.678 12.97 0.0001
F Error 9 52.755 0.550
TOTAL 101 91.147
Ya=1.3059 + 0.1615xr1 + 0.4289xr3 — 0.2021xrs + 0.2018xF? (R?=0.4330)
YB=3.1156 + 0.6535xr1 — 0.2669xrFz — 0.2130xr¢ — 0.2539xFs +0.1298xF7 (R2=0,4804)
Yc=1.0572 + 0.1585xm + 0.1938xr2 + 0.1045xrs + 0.2046xr7 — 0.2699xrs -+ 0.2775xFs (R2=0.4138)
Yp=0.6452 + 0.1747xr1 + 0.2065xF3 + 0.2005xrs ~ 0.1775xFs + 0.2176xF7 -+ 0.1529xF10 (R2=0.4866)
YE=2.4340 + 0.5753xn1 — 0.2434xrz + 0.1361xr3 — 0.2476xrs — 0.2571xrs +0.1175xr + 0.1483xr8  (R2=0.5148)
Yr=3.4429 — 0.2758xr2 + 0.9089xF: — 0.2167xFs ~ 0.1994xrs — 0.2791xFs (R2=0.4212)

YSANLAT 292 FAjBe) Exo
z} 3.100, 3.0752 4 vlzdy & 2=
2

&}. R SITE B,C,EFollM& 47

477 Ao st 9 AAA el ojg Yol 22t
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we 2ENE Y



214

SEABEA AT 6(2) 1993

Table 14. Anova for multiple regression to forest facilities landscape

SITE Source DF SS MS F—Value Prob)F
Regression 4 29.552 7.388 2177 0.0001
A Error 85 28.848 0.338
TOTAL 89 58.400
Regression 3 26.413 8.804 16.18 0.0001
B Error 80 43.539 0.544
TOTAL 83 69.952
Regression 4 30.909 7.727 16.70 0.0001
C Error 105 48.582 0.463
TOTAL 109 79.491
Regression 4 20.945 5.236 12.67 0.0001
D Error 75 31.005 0.413
TOTAL 79 51.950
Regression 4 22.552 5.638 7.97 0.0001
E Error 88 68.595 0.707
TOTAL 92 9].147
Regression 4 23.736 5.934 8.54 0.0001
F Error 97 67.411 0.695
TOTAL 101 91.147
Ya=1.8113 + 0.1110xn1 + 0.4473xn2 — 0.4545xn83 + 0.4600xN4 (R2=0.5060)
YB=1.9466 4 0.1692xnz + 0.1638xns -+ 0.3171xn6 (R2=:0.3776)
Yc=1.7926 + 0.3284xn1 + 0.3441xn3 — 0.3047xNs + 0.1263xns (R*=0.3888)
Yo==2.0713 + 0.1540xm1 + 0.3119xxz + 0.1771xn: — 0.1460xNs {R*=0.4032)
YE=2.1967 — 0.2576xn1 + 0.3294xn2 + 0.2057xx3 + 0.1971xn6 (R2=0.2774)
YF=2.1921 — 0.2587xm + 0.2734xn2 + 0.2611x33 + 0.2407xns (R2=0.2604)

wioio] A dA el BA8 3F 2R o
£30] 674xITFolA 2.800, 2.124, 2.341, 2.432, 2.
127, 2.4332.2 AYHoZ 714 Be HIAAE v
t},

4) A&7

AL g g & AldE M5 E 2 A= Fad
= Table 129} o] 670AF 33| A&7 3 A
#73zle] of el A X7 3.300, 3.500, 3.091, 3.275,
3.354 ¥ 3.375 522 vl $ & 2HXE Boln
o}

ol AMRHUEo] AAA M} 3150 &89 n)d}
o] ¥49 WUEFE YA4sx o HdEe #AH
of, e H9 §713Q 59 7lsle HEH 7Y
o2 229 de2Ye ¢ 4 Ak

vhdo] AR E ol g 9 AT Alnte] ol ey
o] 674 “F3) 2.567, 2.714, 2.909, 2.800, 2.258,
2.8242 Aoy H o2 i) Jehygc,

(2) Nd3 dsx 2RAA

29 FPTL] AYAD, AYANEE 2D, 3
Al AT A, AR AT A2 Y MEeg APet

£ 43 88 #A937] st b2} 1074, 678, 570,
47he] Wdg oF MY AL (Mutiple Re-
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Table 13—163F gt}
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£ Y3 A9 Bl (Xr), AFE 9 AR 3
AP (Xr7), SITE CoAM = €9 47HXr), AFES]
ARY T 4 (Xr:), SITE Dol A& AIZE9] AR
g3 A (Xer), 273, F73, 4739 7 ol
% (Xrs), SITE Eoll = A& 3} x4 2] Eo) 3 (Xn),
€9 €3¢ (Xm), SITE FolM & 273, 27, 94734
FE3 ol -S(Xm) 5o el THAHA Fa 4

HDHFZ Jepdd
FHATL Aty oz A ARSI YA4E,
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27, 37, 4739 P23 gk, AYH A4
Sol4 Sol N2 Hax A Fuse gt
2 9ee ¥ ¢ 4 AN,

R2gr& 23z} 0.5060. 0.3776. 0.3888, 0.4032, 0.
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Table 15. Anova for multiple regression to collective facilities area landscape
SITE Source DF SS MS F—Value Prob)F
Regression S 15.410 3.082 6.02 0.0001
A Error 84 42.990 0.512
TOTAL 89 58.400
Regression 5 24.210 4.842 8.26 0.0001
B Error 7 45.242 0.586
TOTAL 83 69.952
Regression 5 18.669 3.734 6.39 0.0001
C Error 104 60.822 0.585
TOTAL 109 79.491
Regression 7 21.201 4.240 10.21 0.0001
D Error 74 30.749 0.416
TOTAL 79 51.950
Regression 5 17.981 3.596 10.77 0.0001
E Error 87 29.051 0.334
TOTAL 92 47.032
Regression 5 38.530 7.706 14.06 0.0001
F Error 96 52.617 0.548
TOTAL 101 01.147
YA=2.4498 + 0.1081xc1 + 0,2209xc2 + 0.4315xc3 — 0.2518xce — 0.1650xcs (R?=0.2639)
Ye=2.5466 + 0.2083xc1 — 0.070lxc2 — 0.4767xc3 + 0.2312xce -+ 0.5183xcs (R?=0.3461)
Yc=2.2553 + 0.1342xc1 — 0.0726xcz — 0.1316xcs + 0.2331xcs + 0.1783xcs (R2=0.2349)
Yop=1.7301 4 0.0222xc1 + 0.0821xc2 + 0.0748xc3 + 0.1419xce + 0.3159xcs {R?=0.4081)
Ye=2.4680 — 0.0481xc1 + 0.1934xcz + 0.4076xc3 + 0.0548xcs —0.2162xcs (R2=0,3823)
YF=3.0945 + 0.9024xc1 + 0.0493xc2 — 0.241xcs +-0.1161xcs — 0.6808xcs (R*=0.4227)
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Table 16. Anova for multiple regression to temple landscape

SEAAAT 6(2) 1993

SITE Source DF SS MS F—Value Prob)F
Regression 4 7.124 1.781 2.95 0.0246
A Error 85 51.276 0.603
TOTAL 89 58.400
Regression 4 18.711 4.678 7.21 0.0001
B Error 79 51.242 0.649
TOTAL 83 69.952
Regression 4 10.823 2.706 414 0.0037
C Error 105 68.667 0.654
TOTAL 109 79.491
Regression 4 25.858 6.465 18.58 0.0001
D Error 75 26.092 0.348
TOTAL 79 51.950
Regression 5 13.459 3.365 8.82 0.0001
E Error 88 33.574 0.382
TOTAL 92 47.032
Regression 4 6.999 1.750 2.02 0.0981
F Error 97 84.149 0.868
TOTAL 101 91.147
Ya=2.6081 — 0.0724x1i + 0.1277x1z + 0.2551x713 -+ 0.0202xT4 (R?=0.1220)
YB=2.2223 + 0.3270x1: — 0.0978x12 — 0.0512xn3 +0.3433x T4 (R?==0.2675)
Yc=2.6603 + 0.1032x11 — 0.0872x12 + 0.0860x73 + 0.1973x74 (R?*=0.1362)
Yp=1.0547 — 0.0815xm -+ 0.2995xnz + 0.1788xn3 -+ 0.4453xns (R?=0.4977)
YE=2.6183 + 0.0128xm1 — 0.2120x1z + 0.1041x73 + 0.2488xT4 (R?=0.2862)
Yr=2.4259 + 0.2709x71 + 0.1250x72 + 0.0821x13 — 0.1603xT4 (R*=0.0768)
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