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A Study on the Color Perception in Rural Villages

Eun-Ja Kim"- Chae-Won Han - Chang-Su Lim - Mee—Jung Park - Jin-Ah Choi - Soon-Chan Kwon
National Institute of Agricultural Science, Rural Development Administration, Wanju, Korea

ABSTRACT

People are making multilateral efforts to create beautiful agricultural landscapes. In farming
villages, however, large—scale facilities or houses do not blend in with the natural environment
because of their outer colors, which are mostly primary colors that are not chosen in consideration
of the natural environment. This was addressed in the three following steps: 1) Research tool
was used to identify predominant colors and images that represent various types of rural areas;
2) landscape experts conducted a feasibility study and pilot study on using these colors; and
3) the main study was done by investigating how local people and out—of—town visitors perceive
the colors. The villages involved in the development projects were mostly represented by achromatic
colors, meaning white, black, and variations of gray. Also, adjectives such as “modern” were
shown to be keywords that symbolize the atmosphere. Less developed villages had more greenish
colors and “natural” as their keyword. Developed villages in suburban areas were mainly
represented by shades of blue and green, while less developed ones were mainly represented
by green and yellow. In special types of rural areas, developed and developing were represented
by achromatic and green colors, whereas less developed ones were represented by green and
blue. Respondents were also asked 1) whether they were satisfied with their village’s current
overall color scheme and 2) whether they thought there was harmony between the surrounding
natural environment and artificial structures. People responded with “so so” for the first question,
while some answered “not good enough” and “no” for the second.

Key words: rural villages, color perception, type

This work was carried out with the support from the “Research Program for Agriculture Science & Technology
Development (Project No. (PJ01098801)"of the National Institute of Agricultural Science, Rural Development
Administration, Republic of Korea.

Received: 30 September, 2016 Revised: 19 October, 2016 Accepted: 21 October, 2016

"Corresponding Author: Eun-Ja Kim Tel: +82-63-238-2615 E-mail: kej@korea.kr

This is an Open—Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution Non—Commercial
License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by—nc/3.0) which permits unrestricted non—commercial use, distribution,
and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.



574 BIRXGAEMETISIEIR H27H S5 2016

1. AR ¥ =5

EE2 19709 Avke-5E dAAl
2ol TiE ARQJe) o|2717hA] FEFR]
T3 gEo] AT TS SIst =8 o
o]FA 1L 9t} o) FEHS FH

FHAZIAL, Yok AL Al 5&, 2
=5 o]Fo] TEA Y £S5}, &EslE o7
tolct, o]& 93l w22 A|Yuict H3F o]n]A]
2k Tidete, sEthRo] dolle otk &
So] FRIE A AT A5s 13
2 A9e] RS vYele dAEs 2k
g3t et
Zo|n| A= w&H ARl AL EdE shy
of oJuA|=R Q1% 7|eJ3to2M WHEoA = ZoR
53] AlZHA, ArH oz Ast vkeS dod)A sk
A 7P Fagh on]A] FAR/MARE I vlFs A
AFCHKim 2010). ol 1 #A|9e] £314, 2184,
A 7S GABIAL Yot 294, ofolHlE|E]
= Yepd gl Woke 24 wle- 583k 94017
witoln, o9} Ze FEMAle] FHe 7 F&]
7Vs 540 R v oA dES S8 A

2hzjolal AAAR] 712A 2] FrE oA of it

off

0,
lo
/A
o
i3

ol
&

U
)

=)
T
o
Mo
B e
N

ro

&

do off
ok

N

¢
i

b

N
tlo 4

¢ 2
2L rfo
bomd e

off

FTEo A gt WA AR ], Z3l2e A
A 37 FA, Ul AAFAS 9] 9l wet
EE2 oZlo] m|Est Ao, o) tiHE TAE
do g o]FofR|al glor T2 ez sl 7Y
ol A A7 AT TFHEA £330
o] FEe g FEz el dActd] o) Wake

il
o,

off
ol

=
sz g ol olzolAr), AR} 1T B
AR nzshe 2 AARe
| 485)7] Wgoltt, T2t Ak £5e Fael

o
27T AeA AeS AR shal A d

o

) S

S A2 ool M)A Ee 2000 o]F =

date] zsAAE wield dFes Hx

I glgolw Bakal(lee 2011), A2 A4

A oA Bt Al FEkae] 9

o] AAZANE aels
é 2

I
Lo
o S :
o=
S (o3
oy g
o e e
ooy o
i
>
o o 2 T ox rE
T
XNofo = B o> W

i
i
E
Y
g
afr
2
F
2oy
i
ol
i
¢
s

o
4|
=
=2
O
-
T
o
o
2
(o
%
N

oj=zlelo] AAHo]oF g,

b 2 ATk RS Fasek] A
FARY PE mwshs Aoz oU|Algo] o
7} s vhe odAARRIel Sol7t SIA] o vl

des A IS ARk Sl ol

2
AR SAPFS SAs) AN g ARl
]

ofstar, sEvhee] 439 590 ueh thel Ay
Fo| Ik AUAAN AF oA AshEo

24 s olAE MEA TS A% A



3} AER 4o
= A7 1397) T AEE e 53709 ARE o]
|3Fe] QolRA

5
T R84
FHRAoR Adsge S o

—|~
)
EI!R

o
ofk
o
-
S
g‘L
32
=
5
g
Jd

k)

A

b}
i
Ho
bt
>
E
W
n
=
N
=]

(rt
o
oo
o
X
o,
jm
M
1%

=
# ¥ AGRIL FrATuE, UG DEFNE,
Az FUE, WEEY FAE, or Fol, aiol
BYE, WABE A R0 PRIYG

71
o2 MFsPAY, FAFEPA Y, TERAqem
TE8HAAL, Jung et al.(1999) =] & - ¥ A
& Fash WA, Fash FA, Has) ol
Ao g FE3}YILE. Ministry of Construction &
Transportation & Korea Research Institute for
Human Settlements(2002) o4 A= A] - T X9
TA, T, BAAO W Analytic Hierarchy
Process(AHP)Hol] ¢J3l AE7}ZAE EUE 87l A
Afgor TR Lim(2005)2 1387] A -
T& 7 A9 A8 E4o g vhaEel 5
48 TS 93 FIFA ofel fPo=
239k, Lee(20061= obguke 7177] AlANS
dhgos stel 2370 vhee 1 F 197) vhee 2
A 3 §Bow Prol & 7NEAE vhe B
5} WHok-S ASTEFITE. Lee(2008)E 7S 14719
5, 19970 A el 26270 YFElE 27he) /3
o2 Fiste] FEUATIE TEAHe AFesl
3F9iet. Yang et al.(2005)2 A/dHE 570
SAEAY AT AT TR
HE Jgste] 7] FrEo® v Al
EE3k0). Jang(2010)S w&} Feo] #
g 5EA S5 A5 Felol Ba BA)E
agste] ol rhe fPoR LRSI Kim

et al.(2014)& FEAPNEAG] AY F3 3 3

o

o o

&
N

M o dlo
fiu)
o_|>:, 1%
M

oA M
o r2
ot

ﬂJlO o

o
T

od

=z
=2 o

]

[E=Xe

1=
=>|:|
ro
1=
o
El
re
4
[O)]
~N
[6)]

7= 93k 71227 AT Aske] 2,93470¢] nle-2
s7/le] FEes ERIISILE Kim(2014)S Y%

FE ERFte] FEEX

R T HAR A - s SR sk At
WAL, & - Holu s TR a7 BA
2 ZloZ Yepyton, ol 37} ol
= 2mE dedl ofggol 7] wiEolzkal detE
o Bg F2 ST, AgE, BAA A4l ddd

2 Ao FEE A A el A5
gHs PPV T HHew FXHA we
Choi(1985)9] AFAZA] TES ekl {33
Ade olgste] Ay, UikeEd

Y= A - F8ke

oz

_‘

o

\

=
bl o

ox
e
=
S
__

o N
rJ
1
)
1
rJ
e
i,
re
-
rir
>
= 19
o,
A
o,
B
1=
N
Mo

>
rO
—V‘—I‘
Lo
BN
o
o
o
. c2
o
_l)'
=
X
ot
)
rO
-

of Q- MEE 2} B AT Fo

SEEEERERE R

JB‘.EF&
Og(é
i

+ = oy
D

)
2
&

e

>

FHHE ™ Kang(2015)
SRS TR A

Mo ¥ o x
tl

1= l"lo
o

S

>,

lo,

3

2

r 1

o

g

it
g
M
T
ol
kd

|
2,
tlo
ot
2,
ok
>4
o,
r
2
o
s
RS
to,
L
=
>

oy
i)
g&
32
v
=
3
(©F
2
5
N
lo
i =
>,
X
N
o4
)
lo
(Tt ox W

o

[
X

o 238 73ty A JIF &9
135HIch. Kim(2013) It
o= AHate] 1 FH| AASE T of&
Helol AxE AAIBIITE. Seo et al,
SAEANY e flEl FaAle] At
AR7rol =kl yatalrt. Kim(2007)
£ 55 skl A4 xstel AXE

1Ags 71222 ke gH4o] 7HAAL =
I Q17 T, SRkl dAE Akl
Moon(2011)-> A|94e] 7igat g/8we] 1=
A BAE F3 AR glo] ZHatat mi
S AAIBFITE. Moon et al, (2006)2 =A]2]

o 1
o =

et
S
T
S

Mo

<

£
o

o}x

¢

e
e
ol
ot

o

—~
[\
o
—_
—_

)
5}5|

i r

BN
b

ro
1=
)

N

:
Z
o

I
2
e

oy L
on

ok
e
f



576 SRX|AEMETISS)

Xl ®M273H S& 2016

2
o
=

N
rlot
o

[o
Ho
o
ofN
fo
ro
+
-

oMo =A A
AR 24
A A= Bl v
3F3IT), Lee et al (2009)& &
o= Aok lEEwSd
HeZ A ] ofoldlElE

w23, £ © A

oy iy
9 o
>
2, o U
ox Ml
oo 12
ol o
T
2 Ao
l'Uk’l., 1%
ot o
o ax
= >
r
i

0,
N
S
o

i
ALY
o
o
2
>

(

e
N
19
=2
>
D)
= 2
24 on
i r%
fllo

A

il

o

N

ot

ot ML ofy
H
B

oflt

[o
Jo
o
off
Fl_r‘
=

N
oo,
L% i
o

do
)

2

N

A

e,

it

BN

e

A zd o] A-gAH

FollA H ZA ] ik AlAl

AT} Lee(2012)= SA)2] wZ2Fe oA A=)
2E HE ZARIAL o] & 7 OR o] &

78 AkellA seluete] v 87

g8 Alokstazl 39t Lim(2012)

o
_‘L_I,
2
o
iCh

i

S

12

ol

2

oo
e
oX,
e

M1 g

He Lo
lo

Ir
:

¢

15 =

of A& 5

et al.(2013)& FolEA] Y]
At A =AA] FHE AR7to| =l Bt
A& Y FojE A He] Axjrlo|=aiqle] g g
thekel ATaeet. Kim et al 2009)& A7l
¢l A FEA el 200135 20068 30] A
e ke AgAAEE A S ez 4
AT o2 MAhsh AFAV AEE| AR
AAHE FHoR A ofollEElE Yysh T
el sl A7 21B3FALE. Lee et al.(2003)& F
Znloo] ABAYZ A} 2 BMElT HE2zales

AL - 2l @73l w2t freskete] sEvke 4

2
NEEASEES) T} AYE 24 RYT F

g
o184 R F3) ZAAER ST
A

(o]
N
I

Ao rslaa AR oA, T,
mEr ko] QAHAE uhelo 2 A SETtke] Jl2

N
o
X0,
2
>
1o
o
2
2
1o
ot
ol
oft
o,
X
o,
1o

® g

5
°} =
oA o] F7tol| Hek 7|E =ROoERE A

TAE - 2 o] HEHos B
FAEE. Park et al. (2005)2 ZARART dAk2]
2321 A9, <19, A, AY 2he] Ao
Ao we] Apolg FARLY 712 AAmE
. Kwon et al, (2005) 17t A&e] 7|2 g
7 37ke] AATAR] AGE Sl M) A=
2 Zog sk WS AN Lee et al
(20052 A7 AHNAALS ZARRL, AES
vlelEE gGrile] AlZbolr o] HAZAL - 24
A FAZQ] Al AR ] 54 E A
Z3kaL Lol tigk N EE Ageln| A& A
St 2 vrell Hwang et al.(2005)-2 Aajol] 3
& A7to] S Bl gele] FHHRI Ak
= ABAR W SAsta st it
WA 714 o)A HE(PCIS)E AL A1)
5 wetolu} AlFe] AE ATl 288 Al
A AIEE ANBHAARE, FEe] AA 1S
PR vugk dve A gle AAelh
weba] FEIRSS RSkt o] SA4ol wt

JE A% A RS R 5 S U
[e]
AN

=
Kl
ol

23
L)
» i

2

ol
2
v

B e oo i % Hoodo o o
)
5 2

RS

o dlo
oft

2l
H

LN
o, X P-L

i}

A
A

:10 ){IE

El

s

S CERE LR
‘—‘% RH7

&2 Wow zlgselch
= A7 3 FHRAE T wEE GRS

[e)
Rk, B4, AR 29 el 2AETRh

P

o
=

A

€]



& Apwstan, AR, ZAHETEhel e B S
2 9I8) A7} B ZAfk pilor 2AHE AT
o i, BAEARE Be) 438 FEuhee] A7)
olAle Hepdoa wolsla MW - BAEITE Ul
A, 2 VAE gelstel £33 FEuheel A4 #
egtel thak AAEE AAeke

Literature analysis
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Fig. 1. Research process
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Image and color
character

Image reflection, image suitability, association adjective, association color 8

Color perception Color harmony in rural village, satisfaction, regulation and unity necessity
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Table 2. Adjectives

@ Energetic @ Familiar ® Simple @ Static ® Natural

® Rural @ Peaceful Traditional ® Clear Gentle

@ Monotonous ® Harmonious ® Beautiful Sophisticated ® Wildlife

@® Cheerful @ Individual Soft Pure @ Flegant

@) Noble @ Hard @ Modern @ Preferred @ Dark

@ Elevated @) Safe @ Complicated @ Classical @& Happy
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Table 3. Socio—demographic features of respondents

(N=208)
Section N(%) Section N(%)
Male 129(62.6) Student 26(12.7)
Gender Farmer 29(14.1)
Female 77(37.4) Employee 80(39.0)
20 40(19.4) Job Self-employed 15( 7.3)
30 37(18.0) Housewife 29(14.1)
Age 40 39(18.9) Others 26(12.7)
50 44(21.4) . Rural 94(45.6)
Residence
60 and over 46(22.3) City 112(54.4)
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Table 4. Reflection of rural village figure
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(N=69)
1
Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree St.rong Y
disagree
Energy business village 12(17.4) 20(29.0) 16(23.2) 19(27.5) 2(2.9)
Non-energy business village 17(24.6) 25(36.2) 16(23.2) 9(13.0) 2(2.9)
Table 5. The suitability of color and the rural village’s photo
(N=69)
. . Strongly
Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree disagree
Energy business village 12(17.4) 19Q27.5) 13(18.8) 22(31.9) 3(4.3)
Non-—energy business village 13(18.8) 25(36.2) 22(31.9) 7(10.1) 2(2.9)
Table 6. Associated image of rural village (N=69)

Energy business village

Non-energy business village

Associated image N(%) Associated image N(%)
Modern 37(54.4) Natural 26(37.7)
Hard 21(30.9) Simple 24(34.8)
Clear 17(25.0) Peaceful 19(27.5)
Complicated 16(23.5) Rural 17(24.6)
Sophisticated 14(20.6) Familiar 1521.7)
Monotonous 13(19.1) Monotonous 12(17.4)
Individual 12(17.6) Traditional 10(14.5)
Energetic 8(11.8) Pure 10(14.5)
Dark 6( 8.8) Static 8(11.6)

Safe 5(7.4)

6( 8.7)

Harmonious
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Table 7. Associated color of rural village
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(N=68)
Section(N/%) Red Yellow Green Blue Purple  Achromatic
Energy business village 4(5.9) 1(1.5) 13(19.1 26(38.2) 5(7.4) 19(27.9)
Non-energy business village 6(8.8) 5(7.4) 39(57.4) 8(11.8) 000.0) 10(14.7)
Table 8. Associated image of rural village color
(N=68)
Energy business village Non—energy business village
Associated image N(%) Associated image N(%)
Modern 34(49.3) Natural 28(40.6)
Sophisticated 20(29.0) Traditional 19(27.5)
Clear 19(27.5) Peaceful 19(27.5)
Hard 19(27.5) Simple 19(27.5)
Monotonous 15(21.7) Familiar 15(21.7)
Dark 10(14.5) Rural 13(18.8)
Energetic 12(17.4) Monotonous 12(17.4)
Individual 7(10.1) Pure 10(14.5)
Natural 6( 8.7) Clear 8(11.6)
Complicated 6( 8.7 Soft 8(11.6)
Table 9. Symbol color of rural village
(N=68)
) . Blue—Green Blue—Green
Section(N/%) Achromatic (Blue) (Green) Yellow Purple
Energy business village 1521.7) 6( 8.7) 26(37.7) 1521.7) 3(4.3) 4(5.8)
Non-energy business village 9(13.2) 7(10.3) 3( 4.4 36(52.9) 12(17.6) 1(1.5)
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Table 10. Future color of rural village
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(N=68)
Energy business village Non—energy business village

Associated image N(%) Associated image N(%)
Modern 24(35.3) Natural 20(29.4)
Natural 21(30.9) Peaceful 17(25.0)
Clear 20(29.4) Simple 17(25.0)
Sophisticated 18(26.5) Traditional 16(23.5)
Harmonious 14(20.6) Familiar 15(22.1)
Energetic 12(17.6) Rural 12(17.6)
Cheerful 8(11.8) Pure 12(17.6)
Individual 8(11.8) Clear 10(14.7)
Safe 8(11.8) Harmonious 8(11.8)
Peaceful 7(10.3) Beautiful 8(11.8)
Table 11. Environmental color satisfaction of rural village

(N=67)
Section(N/%) High satisfaction Satisfaction Normal Dissatisfaction . High .

dissatisfaction

Entire 2(3.0) 17(25.4) 27(40.3) 20(29.9) 1(1.5)
Table 12. Natural environment and artificial environment balance

(N=67)
Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree
Entire 3(4.5) 14(20.9) 24(35.8) 21(31.3) 5(7.5)
Table 13. Necessity of regulation and unity

(N=67)
Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree
Entire 15(22.4) 30(44.8) 7(10.4) 9(13.4) 609.0)
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Table 14. Helpful to the regional competence and tourist industry

(N=67)
Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree
Entire 18(26.9) 30(44.8) 7(10.4) 10(14.9) 2(3.0)
Table 15. Rural landscape and surrounding environment make an impact on resident

(N=67)
Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree
Entire 21(31.3) 30(44.8) 9(13.4) 7(10.4) 0(0.0)
Table 16. Reflection of rural village figure

(N=70)
Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree
Energy business village 6( 8.6) 23(32.9) 15(21.4) 17(24.3) 9(12.9)
Non-—energy business village 24(34.3) 23(32.9) 14(20.0) 6( 8.6) 3(4.3)
Table 17. The suitability of color and rural village's photo

(N=70)
Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree
Energy business village 5( 7.1 19(27.1) 15(21.4) 24(34.3) 7(10.0)
Non-energy business village 20(28.6) 26(37.1) 20(28.6) 2(2.9) 2(2.9)
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Table 18. Associated image of rural village
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(N=70)
Energy business village Non-energy business village

Associated image N(%) Associated image N(%)
Modern 38(54.3) Natural 28(40.0)
Complicated 32(45.7) Peaceful 22(31.4)
Hard 32(45.7) Simple 22(31.4)
Monotonous 15(21.4) Rural 18(25.7)
Dark 14(20.0) Familiar 18(25.7)
Sophisticated 12(17.1) Traditional 15(21.4)
Individual 10(14.3) Static 14(20.0)
Clear 9(12.9) Beautiful 10(14.3)
Energetic 8(11.4) Pure 8(11.4)
Safe 7(10.0) Clear 7(10.0)
Table 19. Associated color of rural village

(N=70)
Section(N/%) Red Yellow Green Blue Purple Achromatic
Energy business village 6(8.6) 5(7.1) 13(18.6) 13(18.6) 1(1.4) 32(45.7)
Non-energy business village 000.0) 4(5.7) 46(65.7) 8(11.4) 0(0.0) 12(17.1)
Table 20. Associated image of rural village color

(N=70)

Energy business village Non-energy business village

Associated image N(%) Associated image N(%)
Modern 38(54.3) Natural 35(50.0)
Hard 26(37.1) Peaceful 24(34.3)
Complicated 25(35.7) Rural 21(30.0)
Energetic 14(20.0) Traditional 18(25.7)
Monotonous 14(20.0) Simple 17(24.3)
Dark 13(18.6) Familiar 16(22.9)
Sophisticated 12(17.1) Pure 10(14.3)
Clear 11(15.7) Monotonous 9(12.9)
Individual 10(14.3) Static 8(11.4)
Safe 7(10.0) Classical 6( 8.6)
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Table 21. Symbol color of rural village

(N=70)

. . Blue—Green Blue—Green

Section(N/%) Achromatic Red (Blue) (Green) Yellow Purple
Energy business village 25(35.7) 5(7.1) 16(22.9) 17(24.3) 40 5.7) 3(4.3)
Non-energy business village 8(11.4) 2(2.9) 5(7.1) 43(61.4) 9(12.9) 34.3)
Table 22. Color of rural village in future

(N=70)

Energy business village Non-energy business village

Associated image N(%) Associated image N(%)
Modern 28(40.0) Natural 33(47.1)
Harmonious 23(32.9) Traditional 20(28.6)
Clear 22(31.4) Rural 16(22.9)
Sophisticated 20(28.6) Peaceful 16(22.9)
Natural 16(22.9) Simple 16(22.9)
Energetic 16(22.9) Harmonious 15(21.4)
Safe 15(21.4) Beautiful 14(20.0)
Individual 14(20.0) Familiar 14(20.0)
Rural 13(18.6) Pure 12(17.1)
Beautiful 9(12.9) Clear 8(11.4)
Table 23. Environmental color satisfaction of rural village

(N=70)
Section(IN/%) Highly satisfaction  Satisfaction Normal Dissatisfaction ~ Highly dissatisfaction
Entire 7(10.0) 15(21.4) 40(57.1) 7(10.0) 1(1.4)
Table 24. Natural environment and artificial environment balance

(N=70)
Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree
Entire 4(5.7) 14(20.0) 24(34.3) 23(32.9) 5(7.1)
Table 25. Necessity of regulation and unity

(N=70)

Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree
Entire 6(8.6) 36(51.4) 11(15.7) 12(17.1) 5(7.1)
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Table 26. Helpful to the regional competence and tourist industry

(N=70)
Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree
Entire 12(17.1) 31(44.3) 13(18.6) 11(15.7) 3(4.3)
Table 27. Rural landscape and surrounding environment make an impact on residents
(N=70)
Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree
Entire 18(25.7) 43(61.4) 5(7.1) 4(5.7) 0(0.0)
Table 28. Reflection of rural village figure
(N=69)
Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree  Strongly disagree
Energy business village 6( 8.7) 18(26.1) 28(40.6) 12(17.4) 5(7.2)
Non-energy business village 24(34.8) 28(40.6) 8(11.6) 8(11.6) 1(1.4)
Table 29. The suitability of color and rural village's photo
(N=69)
Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree
Energy business village 3( 4.3) 21(30.4) 19(27.5) 20(29.0) 6(8.7)
Non-—energy business village 23(33.3) 21(30.4) 14(20.3) 10(14.5) 1(1.49)
Table 30. Associated image of rural village
(N=69)
Energy business village Non—energy business village
Associated image N(%) Associated image N(%)
Modern 32(46.4) Simple 28(40.6)
Complicated 29(42.0) Natural 27(39.1)
Hard 23(33.3) Peaceful 26(37.7)
Energetic 1521.7) Familiar 23(33.3)
Sophisticated 13(18.8) Rural 17(24.6)
Safe 10(14.7) Pure 13(18.8)
Dark 9(13.0) Harmonious 10(14.5)
Individual 9(13.0) Classical 9(13.0)
Harmonious 7(10.1) Monotonous 9(13.0)

Natural 6( 8.7) Traditional 9(13.0)
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(N=69)
Section(N/%) Red Yellow Green Blue Purple Achromatic
Energy business village 4(5.8) 5(7.2) 11(15.9) 10(14.5) 0(0.0) 39(56.5)
Non-energy business village 4(5.8) 3(4.3) 46(66.7) 10(14.5) 0(0.0) 6( 8.7)
Table 32. Associated image of rural village
(N=69)
Energy business village Non-energy business village
Associated image N(%) Associated image N(%)
Modern 41(59.4) Natural 44.9
Hard 28(40.6) Peaceful 39.1
Dark 20(29.0) Rural 26.1
Complicated 20(29.0) Simple 26.1
Sophisticated 17(24.6) Familiar 20.3
Energetic 9(13.0) Pure 18.8
Monotonous 8(11.6) Classical 17.4
Clear 7(10.1) Harmonious 15.9
Safe 7(10.1) Traditional 13.0
Natural 6( 8.7) Beautiful 11.6
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(N=69)
Section(N/%) Achromatic Blue-Green Blue-Green Yellow Purple
(Blue) (Green)
Energy business village 31(44.9) 7(10.1) 10(14.5) 13(18.8) 3(7.2) 3(4.3)
Non-energy business village 6( 8.7 3( 4.3) 8(11.6) 49(71.0) 3(4.3) 0(0.0)
Table 34. Color of rural village in future
(N=69)
Energy business village Non-—energy business village
Associated image N(%) Associated image N(%)
Modern 32(46.4) Rural 24(34.8)
Sophisticated 18(26.1) Natural 23(33.3)
Harmonious 16(23.2) Familiar 17(24.6)
Safe 15(21.7) Simple 16(23.2)
Energetic 13(18.8) Harmonious 15(21.7)
Natural 12(17.4) Traditional 13(18.8)
Complicated 12(17.4) Pure 13(18.8)
Individual 11(15.9) Peaceful 12(17.4)
Beautiful 8(11.6) Beautiful 9(13.0)
Soft 8(11.6) Classical 9(13.0)
Table 35. Environmental color satisfaction of rural village
(N=69)
Section(N/%) Highly satisfaction  Satisfaction Normal Dissatisfaction ~ Highly dissatisfaction
Entire 0(0.0) 15(21.7) 45(65.2) 8(11.6) 1(1.4)
Table 36. Natural environment and artificial environment balance
(N=69)
Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree
Entire 2(2.9) 10(14.5) 36(52.2) 19(27.5) 2129
Table 37. Necessity of regulation and unity
(N=69)
Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree
Entire 12(17.4) 35(50.7) 13(18.8) 9(13.0) 0(0.0)
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Table 38. Helpful to the regional competence and tourist industry

(N=69)

Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree

Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree

Entire 20(29.0) 33(47.8)

10(14.5) 5(7.2) 1(1.4)

Table 39. Rural landscape and surrounding environment make an impact on residents

(N=69)
Section(N/%) Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree
Entire 1521.7) 36(52.2) 14(20.3) 4(5.8) 000.0)
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Type Suburban

General Special

Energy Energy business Non-energy

Energy business Non—energy

Energy business Non-—energy

business village business village village business village village business village
| Ach i Ach ic

Symbo Blue, Green Green, Yellow chromatic, Green, chromatic, Green,

color Green Yellow Green Blue

Energy business
Color and village

Achromatic, “Modern, Complicated, Hard”

image Non-energy
business village

Green,

“Natural, Peaceful, Simple”

— Natural Environment and artificial
Color

perception

agree

Environmental color satisfaction: normal

— Environment balance: neutral, disagree

— Regulation and unity necessity, regional competence and tourist industry, impact on resident:
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