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The Assessment of Visual Preference and
Landscape Image in Odaesan National Park’
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this is to suggest objective basic data for the use development and conservation
management of the national park through the quantitative analysis of the visul quality included in the
physical environment of the Odaesan 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
Odaesan National Park landscape have been found to be the overall synthetic evaluation, physical,
spatial, natural quality and, appeal factors such as the overall the synthetic evaluation. spatial and
appeal yield high factor scores.

As for the factors determining the degree of visual quality of clear of valley, peculiarity of
configuration, natural of trail, harmony of suitable artificaial planting and temple.
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Figure 1. Location of landscape control points
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Table 1. Semantic differential scale
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Table 2. Visual Quality Questionaires
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A XF 1. 183 24 9] EolA L | | | |
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XF 4. st53 4to] 2o W 27lolae) L | | | |
XF 5. 279 ohedstal A4 L | |
XF 6. 7144 e] fzhda ¢3¢ | l | | |
XF 7. A% dAzHz) dsha (Y N T
XF 8. AR g9 ARe 23 A e I N O B
XF 9. €9 £33 4= N N R
XF 10. %9 M4z N I I
XF 11, €9 37 o




o

236

Table 2. (Continued)
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Table 3. Attribute of users by sites
SITE
Attribute A B C D E Total
(Personal) (%) (Pers.) (%) (Pers.) (%) (Pers.) (%) (Pers.) (%) (Pers.) (%)
Sex Male 118 738 92 76.7 52 650 50 714 32 727 344 726
Female 42 26.3 28 233 28 350 20 286 12 273 130 274
Total 160 100.0 120 100.0 80 100.0 70 100.0 44 100.0 474 100.0
Age 15-19 - - 8 6.7 2 25 10 143 6 136 26 55
20-24 14 838 30 250 20 250 44 628 22 500 130 274
25-29 58 36.3 30 250 22 275 10 143 - - 120 253
30-39 54 339 34 283 20 25.0 4 57 12 273 124 26.2
More than 40 34 21.2 18 15.0 16 20.0 2 29 4 91 74 156
Total 160 100.0 120 100.0 80 100.0 70 100.0 44 100.0 474 100.0
Education Middle School or less 2 13 6 50 2 25 - - - - 10 21
High School 60 375 42 350 30 375 - - 6 136 138 29.1
University 8 53.8 66 550 38 475 62 886 38 86.4 290 61.2
Gradute School 12 75 6 50 10 125 8 114 - - 36 176
Total 160 100.0 120 100.0 80 100.0 70 100.0 44 100.0 474 100.0
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Table 3. (Continued)
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SITE
Attribute A B C D E Total

(Personal) (%) (Pers.) (%) (Pers.) (%) (Pers.) (%) (Pers.) (%) (Pers.) (%)

Occupa-  Student 24 151 24 200 26 325 62 836 28 636 164 34.6
tation Business 4 275 20 16.7 - - - - - - 64 135
Technical Service 44 275 34 283 8 10.0 2 29 2 45 90 19.0

Others 48 30.0 42 350 46 575 6 86 14 31.8 156 329

Total 160 100.0 120 100.0 80 100.0 70 100.0 44 100.0 474 100.0

Income Less than 999 8 5.0 8 6.7 2 25 4 58 2 45 24 51
1000-1999 54 33.8 32 267 28 350 32 457 12 273 158 33.3

2000-2999 8 53.7 46 383 26 325 26 371 22 50.0 246 519

More than 3000 12 75 34 283 24 300 8 114 8 18.2 46 97

Total 160 100.0 120 100.0 80 100.0 70 100.0 44 100.0 474 100.0

Religion  Chatholican 22 138 6 50 14 175 - - 4 9.1 46 9.7
Christian 22 138 26 21.7 10 125 12 171 6 136 76 16.0

Buddhism 38 238 46 383 12 150 8 114 14 318 118 249

Others 78 28.8 42 350 44 550 50 714 20 455 234 494

Total 160 100.0 120 100.0 80 100.0 70 100.0 70 100.0 474 100.0
Landscape None 148 925 112 933 78 975 54 711 40 909 432 91.1
Landscape Architecture 2 1.3 - - - - 8 114 - - 10 21

Forestry 2 13 4 33 - - 8 114 2 45 16 34
Architecture 4 25 4 3.3 2 25 - - 2 45 12 25

Others 4 25 - - - - - - 4 038

Total 160 100.0 120 100.0 80 100.0 70 100.0 44 100.0 474 100.0
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Table 4. Landscape cognition
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g FALE HH S Bao] o] Ao e}FA-E US3}
I Ak
ZPZY U ol &£AE AP ol AL

Attribut SITE
ribute A B C D B Total
Know Nothing 12 7.5 4 3.3 2 2.5 6 8.6 - - 24 5.1
Don’t Know 12 7.5 10 8.3 - - 14 20.2 2 4.5 38 8.0
Middle 80 50.0 64 53.3 46 57.5 32 457 22 50.0 244 51.5
Know 50 31.3 34 283 24  30.0 18 257 14 31.8 140 29.5
Know Well 6 3.8 8 6.7 8 10.0 - - 6 136 28 59
Total 160 100.0 120 100.0 80 100.0 70 100.0 44 100.0 474 100.0
Table 5. Experience of visiting
Attribut SITE Total
ttribute A B C D B ota
1 82 51.3 56 46.7 32 40.0 40 57.1 14 318 224 473
2 34 21.3 30 25.0 24 30.0 16 22.9 18 409 122 25.7
3 6 3.8 10 8.3 10 125 4 5.7 6 136 36 7.6
4 20 12,5 - - 4 5.0 2 2.9 2 4.5 28 59
More than 5 18 11.3 24  20.0 10 12.5 8 114 4 9.1 64 13.5
Total 160 100.0 120 100.0 80 100.0 70 100.0 44 100.0 474 100.0
Table 6. Duration time of stay
Attrib SITE Total
ttribute A B C D B ota
1 130 81.3 100 83.3 58 725 28 40.0 12 27.3 340 71.7
2 18 11.3 11 11.7 12 150 36 514 26 59.1 106 22.4
3 2 1.3 4 33 10 125 2 2.9 6 13.6 22 4.6
More than 4 10 6.3 2 1.7 - - 4 114 - - 6 1.3
Total 160 100.0 120 100.0 80 100.0 70 100.0 44 100.0 474 100.0
Table 7. Limite in number of user
SITE
Attribute A B C D E Total
Completely Agreement 10 6.3 8 6.7 16 200 22 314 2 4.5 h8 12.2
Agreement 66 41.3 34 283 22 275 16 229 12 27.3 150 31.6
Neutrality 38 238 32 26.7 24 300 14 20.0 12 27.3 120 25.3
Opposition 38 238 42 350 14 175 14 200 16 364 124 26.2
Positively Opposition 8 5.0 4 30 4 5.0 4 57 2 45 22 4.6
Total 160 100.0 120 100.0 80 100.0 70100.0 44 100.0 474 100.0
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Table 8. Method of limitation
Attrib SITE Total
ttribute A B C D B ota
Order 24 15.0 14 11.7 14 175 8 114 6 13.6 66 13.9
Reservation 44 27.5 26 219 18 225 28 40.0 22 50.0 138 29.1
Entrance Fee 8 51 12 10.0 2 2.5 2 29 24 51
Membership Card 74 46.3 58 48.3 38 475 30 429 12 27.3 212 447
Others 10 6.3 10 8.3 8 10.0 2 29 4 9.2 34 7.2
Total 160 100.0 120 100.0 80 100.0 70 100.0 44 100.0 474 100.0
ﬂL\#L AFole A4 587 12.2%% 4 150 3. 22t 0I0]X|] ZA}
4 31.6%9 SH-&c]. AN 224 4.6%3 W

=z
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olgigt ol &2 ARG WY i $He2ME
AARGA N w§ T HAY Fol o] & HAAS
o) 2129 44.7% 2 1 B2 $HES HY
I, Azt Ao o7 A FA=E Al grhel 1387
29.1%9 W% £ 2HE&S BSch W UA & &
Al o&tirl 66 13.9%, AFEE Q443 24
B 5.1%9 $9&S Holn AU

Tabie 9. Semamtic differential scale °

ZANRAEA Y] F2E olnA] 2AME Al Osgood
et al. (1957)3} Osgood(1968) Hol 2sle AR
S.D Scale (Semantic Differential) &% ZA3E 57
site 2 FE3ld Table 9ol YehATEH

(1) S.D Scalexl 24

1) A AZAF A4 (SITE A: FY9A FHAF)

£ AZA ddA Y] olm A& #&sle S.D Scale
Table 994 B ule} go] TolBgt)- ol E9x] &
thy, T 7o) Fr} - Maztol vy, Fazbe] £}

Var SITE A SITE B SITE C SITE D SITE E WHOLE
' Mean S.D. Mean S.D. Mean S.D. Mean S.D. Mean S.D. Mean S.D.
1 6.16 .83 6.28 .64 6.45 .74 6.03 1.06 6.09 .74 6.22 .81
2 5.75 1.23 6.17 .67 595 1.25 583 1.12 564 .94 5.89 1.09
3 589 .92 6.13 .77 578 .94 557 1.14 564 .65 586 .92
4 6.15 .87 597 .84 595 .90 571 1.42 564 .84 596 98
5 586 1.05 5.83 .80 582 1.03 549 145 591 74 5.80 1.04
6 526 1.39 543 .96 533 1.18 457 1.62 5.23 1.22 521 1.31
7 503 1.48 4.67 1.65 5.37 1.49 4.09 1.60 5.14 1.27 486 1.57
8 565 1.30 583 1.01 6.10 1.10 483 1.64 5.32 147 5.62 1.33
9 582 1.18 575 .95 568 .94 4.74 1.59 541 1.32 5.68 1.23
10 551 1.35 5.85 1.08 4.85 1.72 4.89 1.66 509 1.29 5.35 1.45
11 5.50 1.45 567 1.24 4.88 1.50 491 1.57 536 1.12 5.34 1.43
12 541 1.37 527 1.29 5.25 1.31 4.63 1.49 5.36 1.08 523 1.35
13 4.05 1.66 3.83 1.74 3.18 1.93 2.60 1.21 3.68 1.51 3.60 1.73
14 4.00 1.86 3.75 1.72 3.05 1.81 2.97 1.33 3.55 1.52 3.58 1.76
15 445 1.72 417 142 4.22 1.34 4.03 1.51 3.95 1.79 4.23 1.57
16 434 1.71 413 1.63 4.10 1.60 3.49 145 3.55 1.63 4.05 1.65
17 3.52 1.75 418 1.34 482 1.76 3.00 1.50 409 172 3.89 1.71
18 426 191 480 142 4,75 1.57 4.00 1.65 4.45 155 4.46 1.69
19 490 1.71 525 1.15 427 1.44 4.17 1.73 4.59 1.48 4,75 1.57
20 5.36 1.65 6.05 1.11 555 1.65 5.26 1.87 5.59 1.08 561 1.55
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- Aol umi;, Yo - o EgTh 9 ZdanE
W&o ste FH A7 424 6.16, 6.15, 5.89, 5.86
o2 s w2 FFAE 2 W g e] A
Hj Aol - opyryy, FRlFAolt} - A Ao}y, Mibg
T2 AW Aelg - oyt ol Z4zk 352, 4.05,
42602 ¥ Fge 2o

2) Al B4} U 3A) (SITE B! 984} 394 7)
Table 9ol b whsh o] & 24} tlgA)el o]
A% dEsHe olgdE gyt - ohgwA @,
PA3et - RSk, Page] Feh- Azl vmh,
Sel ABEHNE WESD Scaledl7} 247 6.28, 6.17,
6.1302 oh$ F& H3AF Bl Wyl At - A
2etvhy, T Aol - G olth, P YAeIT - 2
QAolth 5 B2 19 ® Fake Ugel 2H A7)
3.75, 3.83, 4.132.2 AdH o2 v Jeptt.

3) Al C2A} WA (SITE C: 287 FHAF)

Al CZAY 3R] = ol Esdt} - ol 597 %cly, T4
717} itk - A7t gk, A Reid) - B, T4
kel Frh - Aszre] vmroh; F& WL e
S.D Scalez]7} 242} 6.45, 6.10, 5.95, 5.952 )
Hoz v =A vebgen i - 22,
rAIZHoltt - zidolthy, TAMH ot} - Tz o]
oh7b Z+zF 3.05, 3.18, 4.102.8 AdYHor e
Scale A& BTt

4) A DZA} Y3A(SITE D: $39F F23%, oy
A F)

£ A g R g oA & di Rl oee A%
o] Ft} - Aazho] vhwuchy AR - EFse}
folgdt} - o} 8Ex &vh, 5o AAEnE Y
Scalex 7} 7+2} 5,71, 5.83, 6.032.2 ] $ & &34
AE Bl whdo fado) - :Zs},, felgaieln) -
AgHolty, 1Mol Aujelct - ojth; & ¥
A g d&ste WL A5 T2 2.60,
2.97, 3.0022 AUH o v|& e AgS BT

5) Al EZAL ti’dA| (SITE E: ¥l2% $£49)

£ gl 24 54 BEett olnlAE ol B
Hrh - obg @A athy, MHTh - o FThy, TAzel B
o - Asizkel Vi PR} - RAS, T
o] F} - Aol vmrly Bl iAo 22} 27}
6.09, 5.91. 5.64, 5.64, 5642 | ¢ ¥ 2HAE
Bl whdo] T Holth - FM Aotk PRATh -
asihy. T Aol - ARt 5ol oI AL
3.55, 3.55, 3.68% Yo BN ThE JAFITHe
oJ4R ARANE AEE AOE BoiT}

(2) 2IXHEN
7} A} tiAdR9] S.D ScaleZA Ao AF 1z}
MAZE Table 10 FHstAT 4t FPFTH
F7 o|uAE FREHE WAL AR [HdA4 A
742 QAo BEAHEAL, A g F olE
Aol AHHE 63.10%3 29, 46.90% = LapA gk
S gl a} &tk
g A4 <1ze] Eigen Value$t TEW e g3
Haprt Ho] #glezrMel vl go] FH WA %
7}z v pd e 2HAE HoFozMd 2zt Axe
EAHoZ JEgFHo| S & F UUTh

T.V.(Total Variance)?7} 63.10%% Hol e =
Adl A7E dlolete] Axpg Aojdye] oA At
B4 2HA2A, 23 W% v Fe] dFM YJehte
A9 & sle AL ol A

= 1o

i)

7b. QA [(FI: Factor 1)

Pas)zto] Fot - A zho] vwity,, Fazo] o} -
Azpol vttty Mt} - o] fo}y, TolEg} - o} 24
A excky, AR - BEsidy, fussit) - 2y
59 o19A W Eo| 7} (0.84092-0.5396124] <l
24 19 FAES o] 929 Eigen Value 5.77022,
TEHIF(C. V)l 45.80% 24 oi$ & MR e
BajF3 gl

A2 19 F HJAELS g@AFog =4 + 3le
ol Bets A9 FA7E o &olA =AA
Ao Wirletn Az

ol9} & F WAEL Osgood et al.(1957)3 Osgood
(1968)0] A|Algt Al 7kx] A4 % #H7HEvaluation)
9] atglol]l &3t S.D. Scalec| AT RE 3 2A BE
o] atl o 2 Wt A5 A7 W&ol Osgoods] A+
Aztel o 7Y vlae Brbsditta 2o ole &
A oju](Effective Meaning)2] 22 Mud ¢
AS Hoju},

Aol 71 Mz, A7, 9y, olEuhe, AR
2 mhsedt Fof Mgl Ao FERUE Ao Fn|
dol@ Hrratdel gl Hgeln, AR &
ol & AAsted UM FadH it AAF RS
Mol g 9 B @e]dh=d sl F7HA oluix| g
FE3 713 Abelpoll wheisojol & F8 Halolzt A
Z+E T}

3
L
sy

. A& 1 (FI: Factor 1)

THot - Sch, T - #@dy, TS Qo - A
7t §lthy, TEoh - Yrhy, Tge|t) - H3 o), fo}
53t - obsdtA] itk 59 olefAH wgEe] 7z
0.80759-0.5203724 ¥& 2a%e Bl Az} 9
FAAEE o7 Eigen Value 2.85074, &89
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Table 10. Varimax rotated factor matrix

#7360 52) 2] 9(2) 1996

Ver FACTOR I FACTOR I FACTOR I FACTOR N  FACTOR V h?
4 .84092 .13928 -.07804 .13656 .01350 0.75146
3 .83912 12755 .07690 -.04682 .01016 0.72860
5 71443 .29972 00522 .00218 .22903 0.65273
1 10276 .24005 12723 15468 -.24597 0.65211
2 .64692 .08463 .23837 -.04667 -.20552 0.52690
6 53961 .38609 .07684 -.11657 .20837 0.50316
10 .12881 .80759 .15555 -.16274 .13498 0.73770
11 14773 75425 11374 .03736 .09782 0.61462
8 40358 .59518 .15084 .21543 -.19960 0.62612
12 21173 59215 .05566 44778 -.06220 0.60294
7 .24611 .54465 03197 .31779 -.00971 0.45932
9 48720 .52037 .05981 -.10454 -.01398 0.52285
18 -.01184 .09635 .82785 .19802 -.02208 0.73446
19 07715 .09549 75487 -.07515 .26152 0.65894
17 .06128 11237 .63642 .26856 .13552 0.51190
20 .32991 .12900 .56902 .04718 -.29106 0.53621
15 -.04776 .07136 .09369 .86360 17182 0.79149
16 .00551 .03800 .34175 57190 .22984 0.49817
13 .04064 13414 .06478 15612 .82216 0.72415
14 01622 -.06002 .22936 48227 .68526 0.75865
E.V. 5.77022 2.85074 1.57083 1.28841 1.11225 12.59245
C.V(%) 45.80 22.66 12.52 10.14 8.87 100.00
E.V(%) 28.90 14.30 7.90 6.40 5.60 63.10
Z(C.V.) 22.66%°) vad &AWL EAT F % Aol
st e FUAEL HP(1975, 1976)9] A sk 2ol g2, v, JIAAY AF F AAL
o] A Aol ¥R Fefoldl e ol 29 5o x|ujgdst 7 }EE Wgeg st Hd F
o] ol Esof glon, HEE(1978)9 ¥ F2 S FYTY A glol B3 olmiA Y TRAg ey
o Fdd Ndes 4 & F Ut of g sojol & Fagaety A4ET

glol]. 710] AE7l o] =AH o}‘—} =E-% @_%é}
AL A ol TFHA 2yl FeEo

te HxA F8 ool So] go| 350 g}

g o

2 e

i

t} 91z DI(FI : Factor II)

FaHe-$-27F Aot - oficy,, Fado] A
ojth - ofythy, Tt Aol AujAejrt - ofry,
TAl o] A3 ARk A ujHo|ct - ofithy F-of o]
o} A wlEo]| zhzt 0.82785-0.5690224 1A M9
FAEZ Wolog #4591, Eigen Valuedt 3%
wmake vz 1.57083, 12.52% 2 Jebdt)

15 FH0Ee #h(1982)9 Aoz yzt
& & 9len, Osgood et al (1957)3 Osgood(1968)
o] Frtatgl A AEstEo] FPE Moz & 4 ¢l
cole IEZF Z(1990)9) A Ao pEAE

o

(]

o

2t <1z N(FWV : Factor V)

—’F’””"] - #HAo|thy, FAHH T} - FHA 0

01«] Holo] 74z} 0.86360, 0.571909] ¥

A2k Vel 4% 522 Eigen Values

1428841, TEHF -\9: 10.41% = Yebydc},

g7 AFFxEY 3““” £4€
2, A S 2E HUER Uit I

Rt 75’3’&1?4%: 98 TgaA ﬂ%ﬁﬂ/‘i 3k & o]

Acgtn YZEo

ul 91z V(FV : Factor V)

'r°‘1;“°1 - AR oty g - A28t §
ol =913 Eigen Valuets 1‘11225,
g 8.87/% Hyonm K% Bpd & 23

2
_>;L
-
L
W
z
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g BYoza 547 AMgo] 7ted Fad Ao
2 A7Er

Ao} Zol A, A2 53 2L FHUELS

diate] A el A7E MRl QB Fele Sl
I3 AR E RS 4H4ANE g "oy
oz B 5 Udg Aoz Azt

olg ‘?i?la 2 Osgood et al.(1957)3 Osgood(1968)
o] g4 AN ARE Mdez iy & 5 9z,
Canter(1981)9] A 712} A & FA4 Aol &3}
EAos Az7te 4 ok T3 HEE(1978)2 AAA
a9, A T (1982)2] F4akdl &3t oog
o] o] ¥ gt}

ol A 7123 vheh o] TEEH LA A4, T3
A zbgdy, ARAA 2hely, T84 2bed,, TEHdard,
9 Az 52 Uit THFY AT T ouA
ZAbe] by 51°1°? g F8 Wpola} Aztgrt,

AelgAzEe S D Scale® °] oln] ofm oniE
FoEtn %IEEE QAo WHe FAE nE B3

oXx
24 o fo

032

Table 11. Factor score

A 571 7] Wl HARAE DA WA A7

I 30T & 7 AAEC] HAR EAEke Fo] oy
AAE Ze v oeoz A AR dH
IdentityE F-3g Rl B33 Foj2t & = o}

gy B2 NdE FAgezA 7 ofH
A7t IAbEd ot v P dujo] shsatA
i o] dAES A Aoz et YT
HABEA, HEANLELG AR, DAL AE A, A
oA daded W & A Aot

(3) Factor Score &4

E ZAF WA M2 783 Factor Score A4t
A2 E Table 119 3t Yehdoh

o] de] A& SITE €& KA SITE A: 3744
A4l | SITE B 24 x4, SITE C% De &%
#¢1, SITE Ev 738 299 Factor Score?t z+zt
0.32, 0.37, 0.29. -0.16, 0.062.2 %& Z2AAE
Holm e},

Var. Mean S. D. Minimum Maxiimum

SITE A Factor [ 0.04 0.92 -2.72764 1.48736
I 0.14 1.04 -2.21919 2.98938

il -0.18 1.05 -3.38540 1.52892

v 0.11 1.16 -3.12974 2.76315

v 0.32 0.97 ~2.44989 2.36999

SITE B Factor [ 0.12 0.86 -1.73215 1.85263
i 0.14 0.80 -1.77009 1.43756

il 0.37 0.82 -2.08622 2.22288

v -0.21 0.90 -2.31215 1.57651

V 0.12 0.95 -1.91566 1.38822

SITE C Factor | 0.09 1.06 -2.75199 1.88612
I -0.08 0.99 -2.90744 1.76201

i 0.06 1.02 -3.18199 1.81378

v 0.29 0.77 -1.24756 2.07962

v -0.46 1.03 -2.43605 1.47950

SITE D Factor | -0.26 1.38 -5.03602 1.30822
I -0.51 1.12 -2.52171 1.84032

i -0.31 1.04 -3.35852 1.47468

v -0.16 0.95 -1.77387 2.03287

v -0.46 0.87 -2.53561 1.38907

SITE E Factor | -0.21 0.69 -1.51556 1.19002
I 0.06 0.91 -1.78851 1.54440

i 0.03 0.86 -2.2'7889 1.57423

v -0.12 0.91 -1.69216 2.23649

v -0.01 0.85 -1.71242 2.05720
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B A} A - e olujxoj 2] €l (Imageability)
Aol FE 29& olF Wogo] & AAdA £
E& S.D Scalexl & EJa, o|E 2Az9 Factor
Score® FA delz Qo] olE AR B A

b

o%
tlo

4. NZE MBE 2y

(1) AlZH MEN B}

ZAL gAY ol mE o] 4AEY AAA HdE
S+ Likert Attitude Scaledl 23} FA € #H7} =
o 23 AR E FEIAA, GEER TS T
&to] Table 1291 E&3dct.

Table 12. Visual quality

A3

#3446 53)A 9(2) 1996

ey e 2AUEAA dade] vae A YA
2 iAot Aolstaz el drn § & Jde
} AA] o] 2AE Ao R Pong o] &xpEe] »
e AL g ¢ AU

T3 AEHAEge Hrte ATE dET A
wake] Wo] g W& A7} A71E F ot B
Hate EFQAVF F3] Ftona FA FL B9 I
EE gEdvin & § dg a8y ol EdHg @
o] ol A= go 2yt §4 sgstt,

oj&2tEe) Al MEEE AR AFE 4 AAH
ol ujel 2} SITE™ 2 PRk A i ohga 2o},

1) A4EAw

4273 g ol &xE AztA HMixg AF

SITE A SITE B SITE C SITE D SITE E WHOLE

Var. lean S.D. Mean S.D. Mean S.D. Mean S.D. MeanS.D. Mean S.D.

Forest 1 416 89 408 92 415 92 389 1.12 405 89 4.09 .94
Landscape 2  4.13 1.02 415 82 450 68 411 .75 3.86 1.19 4.17 91
3 389 90 387 8 395 87 403 88 382 95 391 .88

4 399 106 363 93 365 8 397 1.14 395 99 384101

"5 372 1.09 365 89 390 92 349 100 395112 3.721.01

6 306 122 335105 398 89 326 1.11 368 93 338113

7 356 1.12 3.70 90 417 1.05 369 1.17 414 63 3.77 1.05

8 430 98 408104 418131 423 90 427 82 4.211.04

9 454 76 437 76 390 84 443 91 423 80 434 83

10 430 85 405 96 402 8 423 97 405 89 416 .90

11 405 88 390 91 375 97 371 1.07 391 .86 390 .94

Forest 1 321 1.11 318 .81 315 94 300 1.02 316 1.07 3.16 .99
Facilities 2  2.89 1.14 3.03 .82 3.20 101 300 1.13 309 80 3.011.02
area 3 260 1.09 275 83 272101 300 1.02 286 .77 274 98
Landscape 4 298 96 3.00 .86 293 99 320 99 282104 299 96
5 271 93 283 90 288 1.0l 329 1.12 286 93 287 .98

6 267 72 283 84 270 93 311 93 314 93 283 86

7 258 72 272 78 255 90 300 90 264 .18 268 81

Collective ~ 1 289 95 297102 265 .83 297 1.01 314 93 290 .96
Facilities 2 270 90 2.80 .82 265 97 280 1.02 264 99 273 .92
area 3 263 96 265 91 268 94 260 1.06 291 91 266 .95
Landscape 4  2.60 1.08 263 .76 255 84 289 107 274 70 269 .95
5 271 102 275 91 275 92 297 1.17 305 89 280 .99

6 281 1.12 302 8 285111 303 1.01 314 .93 293 1.03

Temple 1 306 117 343 87 318 78 3.17 1.12 327 1.11 3.21 1.03
Landscape 2 330 1.10 368 89 320 .72 297 1.04 318 .95 3.32 99
3 266 1.09 297 93 285 8 257 .84 318 .95 281 .98

4 270 111 310 96 283 78 274 85 318 1.13 2.87 1.00

5 306 1.17 328 99 308 8 309 8 327 92 3.141.02

Whole 346 8 372 71 353 81 340 77 345 85 353 .79




Lot 2HTY A

) = %«s_ & 7+ SITEEZ 43 B SITE AdlA
= =9 4% 454, £9 A7 4.30, AZE A
Rz5hy *Jﬂh& A& 4.30, SITE BollM e €9 £33
4.37, AA 9} FA9] 238} 4,15, SITE ColldE 444
o Aol 23} 4,50, AlFEo Azshy A3 A=
4.18, SITE DollM= €9 £33 4.43, €9 Az
4.23, SITE EdME AFEY ARse 4aAg Fx
4.27, €9 3% 42302 e} ohE B vlg
Ao & 23 & Jet

o] 4z ol HFAAX AHH HzxE &
SITENAM &9 &3] 4.54~3.90, ASE9 AR
st Argdto] 4.30~4.08, AHAS M9 z8v}
4.50~3.86, €9 Malzte] 4.30~ 4.0284 4707
T 338 vad g H7AE Yt

Ir

2) A4 AEE AB

ANZH M358 AFAE F£8 W55 2 SITEY
2 B9 SITE A% B, EollMe 5429 3Rst
HgAde] Z+2 3.21, 3.18. 3.16, SITE CollM = B4

2] ojolx) % N2 84 2 245

2 M9 Adxe) o] 3.20, SITE DAXE okd %
A5t gejrt 3.292 thE W5 e vlzd e
B E Bk

widdof off Ao M E AMHdEY oYL F
SITE &3] 2.58, 2.72, 2.55, 3.00, 2.642 AHZA
o2 e 238 el T3 AR dAd
Al B9 o]&d % Z+ SITE ¥3] 2.60, 2.75, 2.72,
3.00. 2.862 2 tha W& AU E YR Q3 E2
B AAd i Bol AdAEAE HES e 7Edn
E 1=

3) AR A2

HAEA A7 Ao i o] EA4E9 Aty M3
T YA T AZe B T Yoln e
ojg&do] zt SITE &3 2.81. 3.02, 2.85, 3.03,
3142 vwd & Hr7AE 2ok 53§ SITE At
Bollde AHAIEA T AYR F9H B 2RYol
ztz} 2.89, 2.97 SITE C, D, EdME AGAdx T
A8 gat FARA-Y o gddol 24z} 2.75, 2.97,

Table 13. Analysis of variance for multiple regression of forest landscape

SITE Source DF SS MS F-value Signif. F
Regression 4 24.334 6.083 11.870 0.0001
A Residual 155 79.441 0.513
Total 159 103.775
. Regression 2 12.664 6.332 15.530 0.0001
B Residual 117 47.703 0.408
Total 119 60.367
Regression 4 27.525 6.881 21.129 0.0001
C Residual 75 24.425 0.326
Total 79 48.950
Regression 3 18.834 6.278 18.863 0.0001
D Residual 66 21.425 0.333
Total 69 40.259
Regression 7 28.209 4.030 53.733 0.0001
E Residual 36 2.700 0.501
Total 43 30.909
Regression 5 59.876 11.975 23.923 0.0001
Whole Residual 468 234.268 0.501
Total 473 294.144

Yra=1.950+0.247Xp); +0.232Xpe +0.189Xp, —0.251Xp3(R*=0.48424)

Yrp=2.334+0.235Xp7+0.153Xps (R*=0.45802)

YPC:0934+0560XF10+0242XF1 +0. 159Xp7(RZ=067618)
Ypp=1.446 +0.365Xps +0.363Xs; —0.236 Xm0 (R?=0.67943)

YFE:].875+0841XF10+0661XFI+0619XF2+O538XF3"O317XF5“0647X}:11_

1.261Xpe(R?=0.95533)

YFW: 1.591 +O.16OXF11 +O.154Xp1 +0141X[‘6+0lZOXFg*O079XF5(R2:045118)
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3.052 thAd & H7HA & Vel 29% A3 YaiA Table 13~163 Zo] FA1x]
Whde] JYAAIERA Lo AR Y ZE FRE o Aol ute} zbzk 1170, 770, 670, 5789 Wl g oi5A
£¥& 7} SITE 33] 2.60, 2.63, 2.55, 2.89, 2.74 & 39 24 (Multiple Regression)< Stepwise 4]
2 FdAes ¢e ZHAE Holu o] o] vl o o]sted A Attt
A te]l g 7dEY & 4= Al
1) 4rads

4) AFEA D A7 ol deiAE Table 1394 & Hls} Zo]
AR T 3 Azt MEE g dRAE Fod SITE AdiA & €9 MA7H Xy, 71549 Wsly
g Table 129} Zo] At@AAZ FHA B EHo| I FAT (Kpg), A} FA19 238(Xpy), SITE Bell
£ A%t 7+ SITE 23 3.06, 3.43, 3.18, 3.17, e A= YAz HEA (X)), 719349 Wty

3.272 vy n2A & Hr/XE Ba, AbE # 3% Xpe), SITE CAMe w2 Ml (Xp),
9 Ad#d e o ¥ 2 SITE B 3.68% SITE C A PR Fold (Xpp), A Az WAz

3.209 M AtRAEF FHA B R3d A= (Xp3). SITE DellM& AZEL] 7ARstn AT B =
SITE A 3.06% SITE D 3.09, SITE E 3.2744 ¢} (Xpg), ABAME Sl (Xp), SITE EdlM e &2
& E2 SAXE el AN (Xpyo), ABAAM G Fol A (Xpy), AAI} 4 €]
23 (Xpy), €74 - T4 - 979 78T o EFHE (Xps)
(2) AZH ME = HFCIXL 59 ¥Qle] 2R AR Fa A9 w2 Jehgth
Lot SHTds] dEAE, AHAdERE R A9 ARV Adzos o AAAd A2 2 &%

A AR R, 2R AAE daxg 2 ste & AR dAZT Wshdel e AR FAE

Table 14. Analysis of varince for mmultiple regession of forest facilitves landscape

SITE SOURCE DF SS MS F-Value Signif. F
Regression 2 33.955 16.978 38.177 0.0001
A Residual 157 69.820 0.445
Total 159 103.775
Regression 3 18.573 6.191 17.183 0.0001
B Residual 116 41.794 0.360
Total 119 60.367
Regression 4 27.525 6.881 21.129 0.0001
C Residual 75 24.425 0.326
Total 79 51.950
Regression 4 19.461 4.865 14.819 0.0001
D Residual 65 21.339 0.328
Total 69 40.800
Regression 3 20.069 6.690 24.684 0.0001
E Residual 40 10.840 0.271
Total 43 30.909
Regression 4 84.334 21.084 47.130 0.0001
whole Residual 469 209.809 0.447
Total 473 294.143

Yra=1.964+0.346Xp+0.185Xp;(R*=0.57202)

Yre=2.412+0.413Xp +0.269Xps—0.261Xp7(R?=0.55467)
Yrc=0.55840.529Xp, +0.299Xps +0.192XE —0.274X e, (R*=0.72789)
Yrp=1.888+0.397Xps +0.214Xps +0.174Xp;—0.31 1 X5 (R*=0.69063)
Yre=0.105+0.570Xpy+0.343Xp; +0.128X;; (R*=0.80578)
Yrw=1.943+0.290Xp,+0.234Xpe +0.111Xps—0.106Xp7(R*=0.53545)
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g 2 Boly Fol ARH Adzx A9 Fg
HE2 2Hdtn AeS 4 & Utk

W] SITE AdMe 24 - 37 - 9749 7489
o} &2 (Xpy). SITE DAME €9 M (X)),
SITE EollM = €9 A7 (Xp,) 50 ¥3xoz 28
e A3 Fedea vyt

R ztzh 0.48424, 0.45802, 0.67618,
0.95533, 0.45118% Jelges A SITE =57}
1% #&9 % & 59 §944< 2t

2) A AAE A

Table 14%} o] SITE Ay $412 A9 g~
AE(Xpp), kG4 BUFR (X)), SITE Bl
Ne A2 XY AA2H (X, oFdF FHY
A8 B3ae d8(Xg), SITE CalA e A2 A
o] Azt g (Xpy), oF4 % FHe A% Bane 4
H(Xpe) . T4b29] P9 W34 (X)), SITE D
M o H FHe AW Bide HE (X)), 4
2 Fo AW Rawe] e (Xe,), B4R AX)9] 2}
A2 S (Xpy). SITE EdME SAFZ M4x)9] Ald A
28 (Xpo), k3ol MR E Al E9 A 2H(Xp),

N2 FAFE A (Xe) T W0 FHH F
2 4REeE debio,

Y ANEE A8E AVAoR FAE 4 A
22l gl i ¢ 3R A9 adlos vehin glon
kAT ST FHel AW R U Oa 2HA
Qg BT

ol4e] R*&-2 z+2t 0.57202, 0.55467, 0.72789,
0.69063, 0.805782 u®ston, FERET RF
1% #2404 5 we fo40 Ut

3) MR 7 A8

HHA A7 el disl A& Table 15904 et
ukel Zo| SITE Ae JVAART A8 a3 &
AAdgHe] ol £H (Xps), AN EATF A2 9
9] EXY(Xe), SITE Be IS AHA T 9
A#te] o] &H (X)), SITE Ce ATHA|AA 7
4@ AFANE 279 )& (X)), SITE
JAAAA T A8 B3 33 AP e o] &|
Xes). SITE Ex FAAIEA T B3 Qg4
H FEIe] £ (X)), ATAEA T Hd2 FHH
#e] ERU(Xy) T Azt d3x 2A daie] W

o ok rE L
W re o

o O
e

Table 15. Visual quality of collective facilities area landscape

SITE SOURCE DF SS MS F-Value Signif. F
Regression 3 29.748 9.916 20.896 0.0001
A Residual 156 74.027 0.475
' Total 159 103.775
Regression 1 2.917 2.917 5.992 0.0008
B Residual 118 57.449 0.487
Total 119 60.366
Regression 1 13.418 13.418 27.163 0.0001
C Residual 78 38.532 0.494
Total 79 47.671
Regression 1 6.547 6.547 12.997 0.0006
D Residual 68 34.253 0.504
Total 69 40.800
Regression 2 17.071 8.535 25.288 0.0001
E Residual 41 13.838 0.338
Total 43 30.909
Regression 4 50.208 12.552 24.133 0.0001
Whole Residual 469 243.936 0.520
Total 473 294.144

Yea=2.272+0.434X 05 +0.294X; —0.322X0, (R?=0.53540)
Yep=3.179+0.192X05(R?=0.21983), Yoo =2.471+0.370Xe6(R*=0.50823)
Yop=2.616+0.264X0s(R*=0.40058), Yor=0.930+0.528X 06 +0.278Xc (R?=0.74316)
Yew=2.520+0.193Xc5+0.162Xc; +0.135X0,—0.139X e (R?=0.41315)
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Table 16. Visual quality of temple landscape

8734085 A 9(2) 1996

SITE SOURCE DF 3S MS Fvalue Signif. F
Regression 3 41.060 13.687 34.045 0.0001
A Residual 156 62.715 0.402
Total 159 103.775
Regression 3 21.873 7.291 21.971 0.0001
B Residual 116 38.494 0.331
Total 119 60.367
Regression 1 9.586 9.586 17.650 0.0001
C Residual 78 42.364 0.543
Total 79 51.950
Regression 2 16.154 8.077 21.957 0.0001
D Residual 67 24.646 0.368
Total 69 40.800
Regression 3 16.463 5.488 15.194 0.0001
E Residual 40 14.446 0.361
Total 43 30.909
Regression 5 90.956 18.191 41.899 0.0001
Whole Residual 468 203.188 0.434
Total 473 294.144

Yra=1.801+0.218Xp5+0.214Xy, +0.126X0, (R2=0.62902),

Yro=2.257+0.449X0 (R2=0.42957), YTD=1.568+0.401Xys+0.231Xps(R2=0.62922)
Y15 =0.828+0.313Xp, +0.284X, +0.214X5(R2=0.72981)
Yow=1.726+0.203Xp5 +0. 104X +0. 100X, +0.099Xy, +0.075Xy, (R*=0.55608)
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