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Abstract

Rural landscape assessment is a vital foundation for rural landscape planning and design. This paper
uses bibliometric methods to analyze recent trends in domestic and international research. Domes-
tically, rural tourism and the preservation of traditional features and cultural heritage are key areas.
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Landscape perception research focuses on diverse group perceptions and their impact on policy.
Digital technology is widely used in evaluation. Internationally, research centers on ecosystem ser-
vices, emphasizing value assessment and supply-demand dynamics. Landscape diversity includes
biodiversity, pattern diversity, and functional diversity. Evaluation methods combine objective in-
dicators and public perception. In the future, it's crucial to emphasize combined objective-subjective
rural landscape assessment, exploring perception-data relationships. New technologies and inter-
disciplinary collaboration will expand rural landscape research depth and breadth.
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Figure 1. Keyword co-occurrence network
1. XA ML

2RI 2 A SR A EE A0, OB RII AR T 2 A S XU e AR, H B B R A
I, R Z MIREHLRZ B ERE . 2 MR ST RE 2 MikiE 5 2 MR R, PR
PRSNGSRV EE A R, 2 AR O S 2 A 5L G A 7 A3 SO0 DR I 55
SORRIEEAR, BERM BT IR R 24 BOBURRAE, 00 B X L ORAF MBS 2 A 5000 A B R 75 [l 45
FIRURE, TRASZHE BAR ST TR AT B, RIS S i RO 2 M S R IR 2 5. fE /T SER,
Z RSV (0 A T SE T 2 N WA AR A R SCIOIMEAE 2 KR SEWCHAR th A5 2 T
el fsmid . BT 2 A SR TS E, PRI 205 ESC SRR R, AR GiA T . PSR, f%

DOI: 10.12677/design.2023.83243 2040 s


https://doi.org/10.12677/design.2023.83243

BB &

GiAHE T S P 2 A RN LR & 25 IR IX e S B E, AR E 2 A SOW AR (B AR 2, TF
FEVCTF I RE P XHZ R EZGEAT R A ST . BEAh, S IR IE N VR AR A 2 T R ORI R, 805 fR 9 I8
SN, Ok 2 A S5O BRURAE IR IT A rh e RRER T o a7 FR ik e D) R ) 23 1AL AR S MR A S IX
UL OB 2 8 S 8 7, SEBURIE P Ik 5% 50 2 R SO0 RAEE.E) .

3.2, EFRMBRITN 5105 505

[l P 2 A S5O0 AT o A Rk AL R R ) M RS SRR B RS, IR BRI 1
SR E AN FIA PR o ARER IR AT R B 51 S U5RIE T A FLRER 2 K SO0 i, ZEA
(A XA [ S L AN (L PPN A7 AE 22 52 (3] [ AR T AN 2 A SN BT Fe v, R T45
EANFNGERIBR,  DOYIFE ST S0 11 5E I 25 525 FE A 2 AH G IO B L

Wb PR SRR ) B 70k, N P AT L5 S5 0L AR A 1 T T b e A A E . BT < AR
AT R B R R 2 M SR E RO FITE, BT S RIEFWRHE, QBN NN, BE52
AMAFIE B E R R E TR HTRUTEZER, SRS B . KA At
BERAGN N EGMERM TR LR, B2 MNERMTT RIS BRG] DA 8
T A N BBk S e . AR S 5 @R T ik, RS A A O LR T R A%
HREEM. @A NI, B2 RS RIS, JREAT R, DSl SR 2 PR A
S, LAk, BEHIIN KN B T DA AR SRR T i T AT RE R AR ROAT O, AT R SR A R AT i 5
T 77 T B A B0 PR S SR

3.3. HHERMAHRIEMAIT TR IR

BFWHARLE 2RSSR 2 B, BRI, MR SR GURIH A AR R 7 B S5 B B R
TSR BT 2 8 SEA S . X EEEORAENS EHER . mROh il 2 M WAME, v oM &
MBS SRR . BB AT AR A 5C LR FH AR IR A3 78 5 (5 B, ARSI mT DU B2 A ot 2 4 5L
B2 AR L. 140, Piotr Czembrowski [4]1# F Flick 58 Fr o S0k b R AT 1S A2 h A HE A A B 3k
WU SR AN LSRR . FVE[S] 58 AN CLELIR PRS2 6 B PR K R 9k 78 S50 o T ) el SR
R R RT3 T SO AL B R PP A 2R RV KB b SO 5 i B R S I i ZR & R
BB TR IR E H R AE = X S EOR BRI JoiE U511 6 110 5 200 6 22 55 10 AL o

MR B A Dol B TR ST s ) — AR 7 ik . ARV # 1Pl B LR S EIR,  ERBh L
KV IRES IS 3, ELAET ERAR RE A0 R [ 2 AN e I IR, 07 iRt 1 32 U5 TR R Y B
GR HEFLAY /NGNS Sk R R S 2, AT 3R 56 T SEC R IR R I8 s B . AR, 2k
R B BRER BT 7C 32 BURE AR AR A, DRI R Sl R R P 45 S ) T M i ) i 1) A 4 SR AR o S e X
Jrids, AT DLSE G SR AR A UL PR B R AT BB S, AR SO B v o) A X 2 SR

4. ESMRRAR

FECCHRAOAR R RIS RGOS AT KSR XIS AR
WEERA P LK 2). BHRRNAE T EEPEES RGNS . 2NEMZ MR, TR G 25
YRR R it i e
4.1 EBRGRFSIHRFERT

MR FERLIRKTE, BB RGMS LS RGOS R TN S0 2 A ST PR ) 32
WA oA BT LSRGV TR AT RGNS € SONNR LS R GRG0 2Rl as 45 3700

DOI: 10.12677/design.2023.83243 2041 Wit


https://doi.org/10.12677/design.2023.83243

R

CiteSpace, v. 6.1.R6 (64-bit) Basic
March 3, 2023 at 2:23:21 PM CST
Wos: C:Us i

Jsers\86138\L

| SR E A
gth=1)

dex (k=25), LRF=3.0, LIN=10, LBY=5, e=1.0
E=862 (Density=0.0071)
(95%)
1.0%

lice Len

357
i ean Silhouette S=0.8894
armonic Mean(Q, S)=0.8053

#6 climate change

#9 information sources

#8 rural tourism

#5 protected areas
#13 national park

#4 risk factors
#3 cultural ecosystem services

#1 aesfhetic preferences
#14 perceptions #1 community livelihoods

) #16 transactional sex
#0 ecosystem services

#2 qualitative research
- #12 place attachment
2021 [x_ #10 mental health

#7 consumer behaviour

#15 values

Figure 2. Clustering map of keywords in rural landscape assessment in WOS
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Table 1. Rural landscape assessment keywords with betweenness centrality greater than 0.1 in WOS
= 1. WOS £ RN A A EXT 0.1 BXHEIA

s H b L BRIR R
1 0.31 64 Biodiversity GX7//EZ Sk
2 0.19 25 Forest FogaN
3 0.17 8 Acceptability TRz
4 0.15 50 Model i 7
5 0.13 31 Prevalence WAT
6 0.12 64 Risk A
7 0.12 8 Behaviors iTH
8 0.11 81 Impact LA
9 011 28 Agriculture gk
10 0.11 18 Biodiversity conservation LR

4.3. EEMREEHRIWITNS’ITAZE

TR L WIPP TEXT 2 K SOWAN L 0 S RS Th e SR Pk HEAT U eI W, E S 2 A RO E R
fte el RSO R, LURSMRE TS ARSI AR SRR S TRRTR AL 3R
B R MUSE R IR BN SE R X SR AR AR, 45 & AAREREI AT KBS, 0 2 ALK S
RSB R0 ST R RO R o FE i BEAT RIF 5 -

TR G & W SOWPP TTE T O SIS SR U Mg A, It 32t TR B k. T %
FORB A ZR IS, S ERVEH A A0 B 4E 2 A S IEAE IR AR L, X — ARG R SR AR R PP 224
PR 4R SHE R E . HAT, BRI AT o0 AR AR b AR TR TE AR S F AR, AN AT an R SR X
SEARAUIA B LU TR0 ] i 2 P 8] A HERS T A4, 2 B2 DR AR Ak e A1 SRR 22 A 1Bk A kS R ) M 2R
JP I BAR i B, R 2 N S LB A R B [10] o = R E & HOVEAN 7 1 mT LUK I s R e (o 3
B 5 BN SOWRFE IR AR R, Dy P B AR AR M I SRR S AL SR s A

5. ZitFIRE

AHFEIE LS CNKI AT WOS #0853 Hh 19 e o 5 SCHREAT 704, &4 CiteSpace {5 2 ATHLALER
R T E WA 2 N FERPE I R WEER, BN 2 RSOV S R A R UGB
JUANTT I : 1) iR 2 4 B 5P o BF TP B9 AR B 2 A SRR AL, SRNAZ 3 B AR STAL AL IR AN {5
2) SV ANBLTH R & R R AR S BOREN o J1SRAEHE 2 A S5ULSRIS IV 7870 25 18 2 7 it s 3) PPUTTT i
R BT UBORIEPFO PSR Z R o [H A 2 A SO PP BT FE R R AR DU R A 1) SRR
MPESRGMFITT . OIESRGIRSTMMEREAL . LR ST T A R SR S5 1Bt R R 1
WHIts 2) ZRFWBFEIER T, WAL, SO RZ L. IR FEE: 3) ERMAGHIFN

DOI: 10.12677/design.2023.83243 2043 Wit


https://doi.org/10.12677/design.2023.83243

R

PPN TV, B WLFRAREE A AN & SR BT AR O A

L5 LR, iR 2 A SO PO RO B PRI TR T AN R, BT T AN T AT . SR TS [ SN L,
[E A 2 A SO T A A R 2 Ak o AE B 2WEE G 7 A 5 B3 — B IRALWE T, WA IR L S5 S AL A 1k
SEMME NSEMEFAHRER. AR, AR AH B HHAR WA TR G EIMBLSLERA 2 H 5t
WVEAY, AmAET R 2 A SR EAM AR . B Rb e AT, BaEdyE, B, o
2 ARHR, AT CUE L U O 2 RSO A GRS P R A L, 9 2SR S BRI GRYP AT
FREE R SR R S0

i R
SRR PR I 2 R
E&ME

W 7RG B AR # 34T H (ZR2023MEL93); # & #ir=2= & 1EWh A & AT H (220504709240044); #E
=2z A RPN F E NI H (202102464081) .

SEEk

[1] FEH, EEK KR WRE SRS SR RGP [, 3RS, 2020, 40(4): 628-636

[21 BR, BREESE, XUMPH, 2. CiteSpace H1IREIHE M7 THREN]. Bl2#2#HT %, 2015, 33(2): 242-253.

[8] ARERI, XINEE. 2 A SIS BN 2 T[] B [k, 2016, 32(9): 5-10.

[4] Czembrowski, P., Kronenberg, J. and Czepkiewicz, M. (2016) Integrating Non-Monetary and Monetary Valuation
Methods—SoftGIS and Hedonic Pricing. Ecological Economics, 130, 166-175.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2016.07.004

[61 JA¥E, XTI, MRS, T RSN ISR AL R AT LAZR T g sk M T oA I [3]. AR TR AR,
2022, 29(9): 18-25.

[6] Daily, G.C. (1997) Nature’s Services: Societal Dependence on Natural Ecosystems. Island Press, Washington.

[7]1 Irvine, K.N., O’Brien, L., Ravenscroft, N., et al. (2016) Ecosystem Services and the Idea of Shared Values. Ecosystem
Services, 21, 184-193. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2016.07.001

[8] Hendrixson, A. and Hartmann, B. (2019) Threats and Burdens: Challenging Scarcity-Driven Narratives of “Overpopu-
lation”. Geoforum, 101, 250-259. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2018.08.009

[9] Vesk, P.A. and Mac Nally, R. (2006) The Clock Is Ticking—Revegetation and Habitat for Birds and Arboreal Mam-
mals in Rural Landscapes of Southern Australia. Agriculture, Ecosystems & Environment, 112, 356-366.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2005.08.038

[10] Kienast, F., Frick, J. and Van Strien, M.J., et al. (2015) The Swiss Landscape Monitoring Program—A Comprehensive
Indicator Set to Measure Landscape Change. Ecological Modelling, 295, 136-150.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2014.08.008

DOI: 10.12677/design.2023.83243 2044 Wit


https://doi.org/10.12677/design.2023.83243
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2016.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2016.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2018.08.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2005.08.038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2014.08.008

	乡村景观评价与设计的研究热点和展望
	摘  要
	关键词
	Research Hotspots and Prospects of Rural Landscape Assessment and Design
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 研究方法和数据来源
	2.1. 研究方法
	2.2. 数据来源

	3. 国内研究热点
	3.1. 旅游型乡村景观的评价与设计
	3.2. 基于感知的景观评价与设计策略
	3.3. 多方法融合的景观评价和设计工具创新

	4. 国外研究热点
	4.1. 生态系统服务与可持续设计
	4.2. 乡村景观多样性研究
	4.3. 主客观结合的景观评价与设计方法

	5. 结论和展望
	注  释
	基金项目
	参考文献

