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Table 1 Survey objects and methods

of each research design
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Research method . L
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Table 2 Preliminary framework of rural landscape imag-

ery assessment
TURH)
Factor (Level two)

A W4k Self-evidence
MURFE Unique
A=l Vivid
A %% Naturality

ez (J2%—)

Dimension (LLevel one)

PSR

Visual cognition . ]
St Integrity

— 31 Consistency

& 2%k Complexity

AR Familiarity

I )@ 2% Sense of belonging

AR Identity

A Dependency

MR [/ Ingrained feeling
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Table 3 Screening table for calculating the importance evaluation value of impact factors
e/ ME SEPN ] A IRCIR S f i
i H Ttem Minimum Maximum Best value Geometric mean VA Gl
C; Ci; O} o Min Max Cit Oiy Best
A W1k Self-evidence 2 9 3 10 2 9 5.50 7.50 6.50 0.044 6.80
MR Unique 1 8 4 10 3 10 5.85 7.80 6.85 0.023 7.21
A Vivid 2 9 5 10 4 10 6.30 8.20 7.30 0.024 7.22
A #& 4k Naturality 4 9 6 10 5 10 6.35 8.30 7.35 0.026 7.35
SEREYE Integrity 2 9 4 10 3 10 6.55 8.50 7.55 0.312 7.19
— 51 Consistency 3 7 5 9 4 8 5.40 7.40 6.40 0.045 6.27"
5 21 Complexity 3 9 4 10 3 10 4.90 6.85 5.90 —2.918 5.59"
R Familiarity 4 9 6 10 5 10 6.45 8.40 745 0.049 7.37
) 2% Sense of belonging 1 8 3 10 2 9 6.05 8.05 7.05 0.441 6.88
A [ Identity 2 9 4 10 3 10 6.55 8.50 7.55 0.331 7.41
R Dependency 2 8 4 10 3 9 5.95 7.95 6.95 0.117 7.00
MR [ ) Ingrained feeling 2 9 4 10 3 10 6.10 7.95 7.10 —2.974 6.47°

VE :Note = KT TH{E 6.5, 511 * mean that the threshold value of 6.5, eliminated.
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Fig.1 Visual assessment photos
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Table 4 Visual cognitive factors

SMER T
Landscape imagery factor

R F 1A B Factor evaluation explained

1 B Self-evidence
HUEEPE Unique
EFE Vivid

A #R 1k Naturality

SEHEME Integrity

NRE 5 TR a2 2 UL 25 5 F2 I The ease with which a viewer can verbally describe or categorize a landscape
FoOULAED B SRR A YRR B Degree of relative importance or particular rarity of the landscape

SOAE S RS A ARSI FEE Vivid and attractive strength and weakness of the landscape

SO H R DY A 1 4R YR VR 1Y) 0 3 AR The significance of natural resources such as vegetation in the landscape

SOULrR H AR RIS N W =2 A AR R IRR Y Al A7 R The degree to which natural resources and man-made ob-
jects in the landscape present an overall order and appropriate coexistence

2) SRR . N TR AT SR 19 IRk
FIUIR , 27 O A BTG B Mgt 2 A
w4, Rk TR NS SR Z BT, 2%
Hammitt %8 52 19 DR F ffep , AR 14 5 4454 v
BEFE TR T By e i B 2 NI TR IAN % 5 TR
(0] 35 LA 7 g3 A5 2 DN S, 360 17 32 00 38 % 4 — [ 30 1) () 2
PR o LR R R, TR FBIEH I .

1.5 HEBEFNERERSLE

T 2T B TA A R bR AN TR A A , O 9T
ST SR R TG I AORGE . il
1 SPSSEAF T3 Dy RESREE ¥ B H 221

[(MZj)ﬂije,}

CH, =
[(nZi)(ij)ﬂ,jej} Z

R B A A3, =

1,2, cmj=1,2,,m o WHHNFHE, i, w,
WAL, B, R F i E F AT P R B 5) e, FR
EY T ZE AR

DA AT SR IR 24> SR B A, O I i 7
22 MR 3l i 40.582 %6 .39.566 X6, fie S R F AL E
BTN 6 TR o R 6 Al i, B 7 R
BRI R A Bl (0.127) 5 58 1 (0.121) 5 i A 2 Je%
(0.094) Bk R (0.099) AL Fe A . AR ZE S, v
UL AR AR By 5 58 5 B A Rty L 4 S ik
T SR EO RAFAIBEROR . 1A AR
PP B2 X UL R AR S &R 1 K R 4y



% 33

EIEUE A BT S EIA AR A SRR A 31

RS LHBERER

Table 5 Rural affective scale

[A] /85325 Question category

[A] TP 2% Question content

KR Familiarity

U1 Je I

Sense of belonging

AR Identity

{#81J% Dependency

Fe i B8 A ag s 2 U, I RT3 #1317 ve been to the location in the photo many times and I'm
very familiar with it

FoXT IR Y L T A48 4 T know the places in the photos like the back of my hand

TR W R ) b o BB I R AE—EE T feel like I'm very connected to the place in the photo

FAEARE T IR T A b AT T feel like it belongs to the location in the photo

ARSI R H 1 A5 T m very attached to the location in the photo

A R H g b R R 1 SCHE K The location in the photo means a lot to me

MR AYTE S, A HoAb 3 BT BB IR - HF (4 Hi1 For my event, no other venue can replace the location in the
photo

A E At Ty, FRAE R R Hh () b S 76 S BE RIS B 245K T”m happier with my activities at the places in the photo than

anywhere else

®6 BEFHNETTHESR

Table 6 Weight calculation scale of each factor

43 Element , L . . .
H-F Factors ] WIHALE Preliminary weights  J3—4{ 3 Normalized weights

JAJm 2% Sense of belonging 0.394 0.198 0.297 0.099

AR Familiarity 0.391 0.174 0.284 0.094

IA[AlE Identity 0.389 0.207 0.299 0.099

1 Dependency 0.377 0.258 0.318 0.106
SEREAL: Integrity 0.070 0.659 0.364 0.121
Ak Vivid 0.117 0.653 0.381 0.127
MM Unique 0.095 0.638 0.363 0.120

1 B 1 Self-evidence 0.128 0.593 0.358 0.119

A #& 1 Naturality 0.092 0.589 0.337 0.112
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Table 7 VIKOR calculation table
HF AT SUEZ i)
Factor weight value Empirical case Rl YEEET R ARSI
_— . . 5vd &k Dimensional
I pE P - . o 4 N .z > N
AL/ Dimension/ Factor BIRRE AR A IS Overlluiy Uty utility
Overall Weightunder  Average  Assess™  performance  performance  performance
weight dimension score ment score
AL IA T Visual cognition 0.601 4.948
[ B Self-evidence 0.099 0.198 4.978 0.337 0.041 0.066
RN M4EE Unique 0.095 0.201 5.108 0.315 0.038 0.063 0972
Visual cognition A= Vivid 0.099 0.212 4.994 0.334 0.042 0.071 )
A #% 44k Naturality 0.106 0.187 4.702 0.383 0.043 0.072
SEAEME: Integrity 0.121 0.202 4.960 0.340 0.041 0.068
%1% Nostalgia 0.399 4.001
St PR Familiarity 0.127 0.236 3.958 0.507 0.048 0.120
TH
. 7 J& 2% Sense of belonging 0.121 0.248 3.928 0.512 0.051 0.126 0.568
Nostalgia
TAJR)E Identity 0.119 0.249 4.042 0.493 0.049 0.123
5% Dependency 0.112 0.265 4.076 0.487 0.052 0.129
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Evaluation of rural landscape image in southern Fujian
based on the perspective of nostalgia

WANG Peihong, LI Kerun, WU Xiaogang

College of Art/College of Landscape Architecture , Fujian Agriculture and
Forestry University , Fuzhou 350002, China

Abstract A preliminary system of evaluating rural landscape image was constructed based on nostal-
gia to construct a model of evaluating rural landscape image to understand the crux of the disappearance of a
rural landscape. The fuzzy Delphi was used to screen the factors for evaluation. Taking the rural areas in
southern Fujian as an example, each factor was evaluated through questionnaires, and then the multi-criteria
compromise evaluation method was used to evaluate the rural landscape image in southern Fujian. The re-
sults showed that naturalness and vividness were the most important landscape elements in the rural areas
in southern Fuyjian in terms of visual cognition. The sense of dependence and belonging was the most in need
of improvement in terms of rural emotions. The empirical results showed that the evaluation model proposed
can clarify the advantages and disadvantages of the current landscape.It will provide a reference for the con-
tinuation of intentions for rural landscape images.

Keywords rural landscape image; nostalgia; cultural landscape; visual evaluation; rural areas in

southern Fujian; local emotion
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