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Abstract: This study was carried out to provide a basic information to improve the landscape view preference with
internet questionnaire on slopes of an expressway. According to a questionnaire, the 37% of respondents used
express way 5 times per one year. The 89% of respondents catched a glimpse of cutting slopes during driving and
felt a good impression with flowers or vegetation in cutting slopes of expressways. The 61% of respondents felt
a bad impression, but the 40% in a good impression from logos in cutting slopes of expressways. To improve a
landscape view in cutting slopes of express ways, 57% of the respondents preferred natural-friendly techniques,
followed by common green techniques (19%), greening of concrete construction (12%) and improvement of
landscape views (11%). Landscape view preference before and after construction of green logo in cutting slopes
of Seosejong IC was good (43%) and very good (16%), while bad (9%). The 65% of respondents support the
installation of drawing or logos in terraced retaining wall of cutting slopes of expressways.
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Figure 1. Slopes used in the study (Seosejong IC and Shinyang IC).
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Table 1. The results of the questionnaire survey general on the use of expressway.

Survey items 1 2 3 4 5 Total
Use of Yes No
S¢ O expressway 154 (100%) 0 (0%) 154
5 times per 1 time per Lessthan four ~ More 4 times More 2 times
Use the number of year month times per month ~ per month per week
expressway 57(37.0%)  42(273%)  24(12.6%) 17 (11.0%) 14.(9.1%) 154
General Whether you see the Yes No
topics slope when running on
the expressway 137 (89.0%) 17 (11.0%) 154
When plants are
. ﬂow\zzr};ii;}(fn in When it looks  grown without When decorated Fic
Impressive scene of green all seasons man-made  with special logo '
expressway slope €very season structures
59 (43.1%) 31 (22.6%) 42 (30.7%) 5 (3.6%) 0(0%) 137
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Figure 2. The questionnaire results of an impressive scene of
the slope of the expressway.
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Figure 3. The questionnaire survey results about installing
various logos on the slopes of expressway.
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Table 2. The results of the questionnaire survey of general Seosejong IC.
Survey items 1 2 3 4 5 Total
Experience saw the slope Yes No
logo is placed 121 (78.6%) 33 (21.4%) 154
View saw the slope logo is  Very good Relatively good Normal Not required
placed 14 (11.6%) 34 (28.1%) 53 (43.8%) 20 (16.5%) 121
Needed to Eco-friendly Revegetation It is preferable to green
Comments for installing the improve the method is method with with plant over the Ete.
slope logo landscape preferred plants is good  man-made structures
Seosejong 17 (11.0%) 88 (57.1%) 30 (19.5%) 19 (12.3%) 0 (0%) 154
IC Compared before and after ~ Very poor Poor Normal Good Very good
the installation logo 3 (1.9%) 14 (9.1%) 47 (30.5%) 66 (42.9%) 24 (15.6%) 154
. . Spring Summer Fall All seasons
S 1 high affi
casonal high affinity 77(50.0%)  28(182%0 22 (14.3%) 27 (17.5%) 154
Why the landscape Iti have It irabl Itis desirable to It is preferred that
evaluation after installing ;15 ogv?g?l;(l)oox: t llso?)im;beﬁ to be covered by man-made structures Etc.
the logo is higher & vegetation are invisible
(multiple responses) 73 (47.4%) 64 (41.6%) 74 (48.1%) 38 (24.7%) 0 (0%) 249
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Figure 4. The questionnaire survey results of evaluation and
analysis before and after installing the logo on the slopes in
Seosejing IC.
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Figure 5. The questionnaire survey analysis about why the
landscape evaluation after installing the logo is higher.
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Table 3. The results of the questionnaire survey of general Shinyang IC.

Survey items 1 3 4 5 Total
Experience of seeing the Yes
concrete retaining wall 139 (90.3%) 15 (9.7%) 154
View saw the slope logo is Very good Good Normal Not required
placed 35(25.2%) 56 (40.3%) 37 (26.6%) 11 (7.9%) 139
Needed to Eco-friendl Revegetation
Comments for installing the ~ improvethe o~ prefg/rr od Mmethod with Etc.
slope logo landscape plants is good
30 (19.5%) 100 (64.9%) 24 (15.6%) 0 (0%) 154
Shinyang Compared before and after ~ Very good (5) Good (4) Normal (3) Poor(2)  Very poor (1)
IC the installation logo 37 (24.0%) 66 (42.9%) 43 (27.9%) 7 (4.5%) 1 (0.6%) 154
. . Spring Summer Fall All seasons
Seasonal high affinity 31(20.1%) 27 (17.5%) 37 (24.0%) 59 (38.3%) 154
Picture of Changes in the };Ztgénglfrg ﬁﬂ’
.Why the landscape has Itisgoodtohave beautiful tree is nature ofa behalf of the Etc.
improved a flower blooms  good to have retaining wall .
ltipl drawn  should be friendly SPVironment for
(multiple responses) the new concept
45 (29.2%) 60 (39.0%) 65 (42.2%) 31 (20.1%) 1(0.6%) 202
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