2 R R LA FE 2014(4):91~96
Heilongjiang Agricultural Sciences

HZ EH#

R34 TR WG T 5 LA 0 B4 85 Jo ot F-

I E,R A
(MR KF HRFR,ITT kM 110866)

HEEATIARFTEALRACEYZFIFNE, AREFR BRALEFTNBAARLSZ M EENL
HFUGALRER ST E LT R/AFR A PN R BERTMX AP HEE, AREAN
B KK BRI AN EEBFTAALRRRZAZEFNEOY 0, REATFNER . MARHFTREMAL
IRBE N F T 4 AT AR B R T R LR A g LX) Rt

KGRI B B AL B R F 5 AR R AL A
X EHS:1002-2767(2014)04-0091-06

hE 4RSS TUIS6 X ERARIRES : A

TR T L 28 B R TR X3 R R A R
308 T Y T DR DX ) S A T L R SR ek T R 51y, 4
o IR T N 44 B R Y I I B T R R B ek T T K
TR I GEIRGE TRV LG T AN AN Ry o R I S
R DX R UL A 1 B R iy LR T X
T G %) B B S UL R 3 ok oy Bk T s 18 R R e AR
AT AL R 43 . BRI A fe] A BRI U U 2R
BE A A0 U U Y 3 4% 00 A i BE R I S
i 0 2 A PR o 36 20K, E R 45 LA B AR Sk
SR SERE [ G b S S UL ER B i R B A
B T A E L (AR5 1 7] R

L0 B 58 T S 2 0 KT 5 O %) R B 2 L
P Bl AL [ 4R A 45 51 S e 2 AT B B S
A RO B A R A0 S PR Of B T A O 32
M EE A . DY R R — RS R
55 3 5 AT E L 0 R W 2 TA) 56 & Y BEIS
FF B2 AL, 20 4D 70 448 LUK B 5] A F) XL
ST B AH S L 7E AR XU AR MR SO AR
TR BT %y A B 71z . ARk X R O Ik
I T 8BRS0 T2 s DA A2 28 A% D G S 0 2 A
B LA OPE A A K 2T A B0 5 A B8 T 1 K
A RMKEE DR 5. I H AT DL E A & U0 H ) 2
VR UL G T S U 174 4 B RRAE 3B G A2 ] 22 B PR R
B —PEAF P 2 28 TR )l e AR A 2 T ) T ol ok 1)
AAE R AT O O B 2 1k % 0

Wi HH#:2013-12-09

BT I 7 AR T AR MO % B3 H (2011207003)
E—IEBE/ A IS (1988 . &, iL T K& AL A B
4+, M AR B R i BF 58, E-mail: sunjing _ 001 @
126. com,

BIRAESE R 7 (1968-) , 2, 1, R 02, 3 3k 7 el A B
RV TE T FE AR A 2 R T AR bR AR S B R AR E-

mail: songli024@126. com,

VIS VR YO T R 1) S B A o P 45 S5 1 [ B
e Ty 5 b 5 0 A 1R 4 G kS S o DAITTT R Y AR X
ST AT HENR R X,

S0 I D7 ¥ N T RO TS T % WAL B 3R
B J5t i PP TR ABIE ST 28 AR A S ROR 1Y 2 4
W U vl LY 3 5 ] Bl SO0 AT AL Rl 2 A O I
TV VO ' R B 5 T o I Ak A
1 WFgidiik
1.1 xR

TR I%E T M Ah 3T AR 2 B R i o VS AR O kL
0 ) S R LG I8 L LU L L FGR AR . B AR SN
FEH . EIFHITLT 2009 RSB E T Kk
21 km By ARFIE ST PR R KRB
T T MRS 2 R L A R R AR S A LR
IV i i R X, 4B ok B AR A A A b
WEARRMELE D,
1.2 #FMmAE

FH U Py B 2 30k 37 Y U ' UL T M
R 4G 3 70 N2 - (DT 2 A o 6 B
B[R AS 50 SR A b PR 5S35 (2) 43 0T PR A &%
M LR (DET MR R SFERZ
(ETNES S i B [ O 2 e s S S A R N |
B (Law of Comparative Judgment, LCJ) X} 5t W
BLER Z ) R e i B 8 o v AR A T 2K 43
KR THA~DiL, WERENEERK
R s R AR I — Rl IR
12,1 REGREHMRAE  JEHF 2013 4 7 APIRA
i B — K 10:00~12:00 , ## B8 WG 3% 3E A i
%V S A BV ) 3 1) b v R A O R A
{42 21 m, B 500 m 47 R ] R A0 A0
BLE s . DA 28 o o 56 AR R UL DY 5 0l

91



Z RT3 2 Ak o R O #H# ZF 4

“ W 5 2 PHSRE

B BIESE X AL A

Fig. 1 The locations of study area
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Table 1 Measurement scale of landscape aesthetics of costal road

FOW R 75 LRI A i ALFE PR Scoring index
Types No. Variables 0 1 9 3
¥ Ocean 1 K ik X [SESE Iz -
2 B x H - -
11 ik Mountain 3 1 fik " A - -
i Plant 4 R 0~25% 25%~50% 50%~75% 75%~100% 5
5 2 A H—gErte KEFEWEY A+ DEE Y+ 5 g
Lt DR GRY KEE Y ) B 3 4
6 T X JUFHMARMA RAaXAH LT AR -
7 T B2 ik AR 3 -
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B A I8 IR A
BARFEN 11 L T I 1k TF A 77 D5 5% WHITFE U, R 5 -
Overall landscape SN 54
12 R x ) - -
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14 %A H 5 B I el -
15 EEUAK AR50 AR+ AR R+ F R 50+ 5
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Table 2 Average visual quality scores evaluation

M8 5 T8 o 5

T8 4 5

T8 7 4 5 O A2

No. AvVQ No. AVQ No. AvVQ No. AvVQ No. AvVaQ
S1 4.492 S10 4.554 S19 2.649 S28 4.661 S37 5. 609
S2 5.511 S11 3.677 S20 2.268 S29 5.671 S38 2.835
S3 3.730 S12 4. 395 S21 6.397 S30 5.653 S39 6. 256
S4 6.610 S13 5.875 S22 5.051 S31 4.191 S40 4.289
S5 1. 861 S14 4.200 S23 3.349 S32 2.100 S41 3.881
S6 2.552 S15 4.111 S24 5.751 S33 4.554 S42 4,422
S7 5.875 S16 3.358 S25 4. 404 S34 4.218 S43 4.271
S8 2.011 S17 6.167 S26 5. 875 S35 6.362
S9 2.153 S18 4.873 S27 3. 084 S36 5.325
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Fig. 2 Photos with high score of average visual quality
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Fig. 3 Photos with low score of average visual quality
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Table 3 Correlation analysis of landscape visual environmental quality

and elements( Kendall’s tau-b statistic)

i H Items AVQ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
1 0.204*
2 0.219 0.430" *
3 0.141 0.011 0.124
b =0.015 —0.486* *  0.004 0.002
5 0.150  —0.113  0.059 0.104 0.258
b 0043 0.275% 0.060  —0.118  0.097  —0.152
7 0.468** —0.200 —0.124 0120 0.455** 0.290* 0.020
8 0143 0.293* 0.124 0.012 0122 —0.03¢ 0.612** 0,094
9 0.105 0.187 0.086  0.304* —0.416** =013 —0.262 —0.13% —0.328*
10 —=0.241% 0,050 0.076 0,059  —0.380% * —0.268*  —0.162 —0.494* * —0.242 0,399 *
11 —=0.296* —0.663* * —0.264 —0.356* 0.402* * —0.023  —0.183  0.084 —0.241  —0.181  —0.032
12 0.252%  0.322* 0.221 0.145  —0.449** 0.060  —0.219 —0.143 —0.298* 0.600* * 0.330* —0.292*
13 0.280 0.142 0.163 0.1 —0.312*  —0.06¢ =092  0.017 —0.310% 0.514** 022  —0.122 0.728* "~
14 0.212* 0. 246 0. 206 0.106 —0.392** —0.023  —0.226  —0.050 —0.352* 0.552** 0.2 —0.241 0.806* * 0844 *
5} 0.038 0.155 0.149 0.204  —0.387** =024  —0.120 —0.201 —0.263 0.777** 0.419**  —0.125 0.437* * 0.428* * 0.386* *
16 0.009  —0.234  —0.060  —0.047 0.636* * 0.311" 0,282 0417 0.301* —0.713* * —0.605* * 0,130 —0.543* * —0.383* * —0.420* * —0.687* *
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Table 4 Stepwist regression analysis
E[R TR R e LG
_ RS a5 S o
WH Unstandardized beta Standardized 12 F K Collinearity statistics
tandardize t
Ttem A brifE 22 b Significance KE VES 2 IEE
.tz
Beta Standard deviation o Tolerance VIF
# & Constant 1.972 0.275 7.183 0. 000

7 1. 206 0. 144 0. 706 8.401 0. 000 0.975 1.025

1 0. 862 0. 144 0.508 5. 966 0. 000 0. 949 1. 054

13 0.378 0.136 0.233 2.771 0. 009 0.972 1. 029
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