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A Study on the Analysis of Landscape Preference
in the Road-landscape by Index of Shape
- The case of Sorak National Park -
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ABSTRACT

This study is focus on exploring the relaiionship between the index of shape and the factor of
perception. This study site is a Sorak Natronal Park which scences of road-landscape. Slides, which were
used in the study, were taken in the Sorak National Park along the roads. For this purpose, the study used
the questionnairy about the Road-landscape which was presented by a slide projection. alse used the
index of Shape. This research used analysis method of muolli-regression between the preference and
perceptional factors, and between the preference and index of shape.

The analysis result are as follow:

1) The regression result of R? is 0.827 between the prelerence and perceptional factors. therefore we can
positively consider that the preference is related to the perception. The preference is affected highly by the
intimacy which is the one of perceptional factors.

2) The regression result of R* is 0.692 between the preference and the index of shape. The preference
has a relation with the index of shape, and it is alfected highly by the index of sky.

3) Therefore, this siudy identifies the relationship between the preference and the perceptional factors.
and the index of shape makes this relationship possible.
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Table 4. Results of Anova
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