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Abstract

Edible Landscape is a multifunctional landscaping method emerging in recent years. It is a land-
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scape composed of plant species that can be eaten by humans. It emphasizes the function and val-
ue of the landscape, and has the characteristics of edibility, appreciation, and economy. The plan-
ning and construction of edible landscape promote the scientific and reasonable allocation of
landscape resources in colleges and universities, and enhances the appreciation, education, scien-
tific research, and ecological and economic value of campus landscape. The campus edible land-
scape carries the cultural and landscape value of colleges and universities, and meets the pastoral
experience and emotional needs of teachers and students. The emotional experience and emo-
tional identity of teachers and students have gradually become a new perspective in the study of
human geography. This study takes the Chenggong Campus of Yunnan University as a case, takes
the teachers and students of Yunnan University as the main research object, and obtains data
through questionnaire survey and web crawler to grasp the distribution of edible landscape re-
sources on the campus of Yunnan University in Chenggong, analyzing the multiple values of dif-
ferent edible landscapes and revealing the relationship between the emotional identity of teach-
ers and students and the value of campus edible landscape resources.
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MIBFSCER, RAEF AR, S A SR B . T 1M R 2% A 2 AR A 55 0L
FRATTFRAT B AS A 1 i B B ML o8 RIS, AT CUSE E— D 85 SR BE AN SR B 25 B ROBOR R 2R, AT 3R
FERZ RIS, Jr DO RS R TE A L

B L3R AT RN B S NE A AR RAE . HEAEAR, A& bl PRAETE . el S5 &% A & R v &
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Figure 1. Distribution map of edibility landscape in Yunnan University
E 1l zRZEAEMSEUSH

(Karadimce et al., 2018; Yuniawati et al., 2015; Moon et al., 2019; =%, 2022, VRS, 2021; 5K,

2019). ik iE ALK/ 15 (Loureiro et al., 2020; Kolarova et al., 2021; Looff et al., 2018; Correia et al., 2019; i
P, 2021; ERRANSE, 2019). BRI AALE (Han et al., 2019; Seyfi et al., 2020; Cuomo et al., 2021; fi4>
W&, 2021 RS, 2019). 2 A ikiiFAL (Kastenholz et al., 2018; Akay et al., 2020; Sousa et al., 2015;
KRFE, 2021)% 2 FAUGES,  [RIINA0 iR IR SR (MR IR SE, 2021). MR EJiRIFALK (Dillette et al., 2019; RAT
755, 2019) KRR (Fh A EGSE, 2021). SRFUEIFIAL (Mohanty et al., 2020; XI|i##i%F, 2015)5%F
MBI Z R E, HBEERE. SLEHEABR, LCTE &%, W0, RIS A2 % A K
S3HTI7[2] [3] [4] [5] [6]. & BRI AR AT 58 4 45 KB 5 I N A2 35 0vE S8 BRI AR 30 0] T i i
HMERAEER X AR REMZ IR RIS, T2 56 6 IR i e 7R 5 i A3 Az (R A
[, 2019). Quan 1 Wang 143 £ AH 3G (R ViF A4 56 43 9 ey Ve P AR B AT SR PR AR T, T8 DX T H AR 1Y
W&, T REAT AR, FHENZMAES HEREAR, XAREL NS5 A5 )
. Mkono %(2013)7F Quan F1 Wang fiff 7t i S fitk b F VRIRAIE 1 i i 3 Y 35 e i A 06 v DABE A 25 v 0
AR5 (peak touristic experience), L7 3 FEPEIH 2 AAL (supporting consumer experience), P Al A7, 3%
B SCAAE B 7 SO ) 1 B AR IR AT, T LARCOA IR T A SO RAE RIS IR 17 S A 56 4y ) LB
AT . R OR T SE RIS R 7, 1B N 223 R R 2016 AR S8 B IEAE N — FhoCA AR S AT 4R
FOHMIERSE, 2016), BEJS E N 22 T AR GTE L (O RIF RS0 i (WRFEDT, 2016; 35F%, 2020). KRR
RIS BREN (R ERSE, 2016). EBIRFEARI A (TR, 2019; 3635, 2020). 356750 52 K 2R (i
BN, 2019)%5 5 HIIHEFE, ViRyk. WM REE. S5 REE. FF . IPA R E W Hr 7
%o

RIS NI OB SZ , E B DU IR EUE 4 T R I H SR, 2011) AR50 BA — & 12 K1,

AL REE AR . BRI BRI SRR . O RAR HANE, ORI AR, EREELE AT
B R . BB (2018) thm i 1 O BB Y 3R HH R U AR B K = AN EFE 1 IR 4A 58 (emotional expe-
rience). < & 1AL (relational experience) LA & BEAEAALG (thinking experience), -4 HiIX = FiA L6 2> 52 i i 7
H W EARE[7] [8] [9]. FIIL, 1% /5 K55 % V) HH 5K (Hosany & Gilbert, 2010; Tung & Ritchie, 2011), 1
JEOUT e 7 & AR I YA 5 B8 B 520 (Howard & Gengler, 2001; Coghlan & Pearce, 2010; %' #4545, 2011; 5%
MRZESE, 2011; PP, 2013; Hosany et al., 2015; Song et al., 2015), 175 BAE 338 ik iiF 7R 06 b R 35 5 54
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YER (Kim & Fesenmaier, 2015). [FJI, ARMIE AT REQIE M DR ERS AR AR DG, i I 25 1 s A s P &
PLIE BN RFIE (Knobloch, Robertson & Aitken et al., 2017). R AHF 783 B 35 £ 2 il i SO AL RSt = 1) =5 240
By, 7F HU5 N RIS I 1 [8] [9] kil & 7 2% (Rousta et al., 2020)- fite i H i Hh & B AL 44 (Tsai et al.,
2017)% 7 HHE E B A . EEMIBF T ITEN GA-CNN-LSTM #7% . MAM (Multi-level Attention and
Multi-task)1& /&7 B8l . BT Valence-Arousal FI4ERE 150 HT. SVW-BERT #iZ, FFA-BIAGRU f#/&
IR ARIMA-GARCH I ] 3 41| R 78 45 [2] [6] [7] [10].

B2, M R E PN AMIF T BUIR Bk e shZASnT LLE ARG I AR 95 8 i M 6 043 4 I 1)
woe, Hul, EWANFEET T EEEPEE BB SEYA . A BE . o, WRL R ER.
PHRARYT . HE ST, S A S SO BN R AT . AR A B, A, REMEAE
AR SOW, R Z SRS 5155 RO | B AL .

4. ARFIERIIERIER
4.1. BIERIR

AR, BATEE @S RAE H SRS E. ERXR SR =504l m, B0~ AN DRHE, —
SRS T A AR, = RS EOA R RR. T 2022 4F 8 H _EAJHAT 7 IO, EALFE T RS RIS
T8 A 15 HHfus T IER A, #uk 8 A 28 St 413 A E. BEfE T 9 A 5 Hils, &Fxf &Ik
AR 41 3 1) . FEUREE 454 43 1a145, iR IR B R R W T (R 1),

Table 1. Questionnaire scale

F1 OEER
WL R LS A BT HH AR
R TR A S A RN AR Sy, AU T A
671 T e T F SO Rk 2 SR 5 225 I T
e T T T £ B S B B LR A FRBE I Th B
e T SR R R BRI T T
GZ2 ALk e T B e S A e 5 O T
GZ3 A e T L A R B A
Tk A GZ4 5 R S 2 B TR T £ P 0L
GZ5 fi 7 ATAR el FH e A R R A B
GZ6 %Ik el AT A AR
B g 2 hE, 22T, RS AL .
GZ7 M5 e AR RS R, R
GZ8 ik PRI L I RS SE A b PR 358 T
URE BT SN, RO, B 2.
RT1 fif 3R FTT RSN, FRARS TR AR 2 5 A i
RN ZES VILESCEIEE S
RT2 SR 6t 2R e ] L T SR A
= ot BT 5L 2 BB R el e
XWL (#4747 K TR 55 15 s T T P SR B RSO A
iR XW2 1 #47H S R ST 5 438 ph T SRR 5% 0 £ A
XW3 Jz b5 247 K o2 1l N HEFE 2 A H AT 6 0L
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Figure 2. Cloud word map and word frequency map
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4.2.2. BESHIRD
GER T FR @R (SEM) 7 i & — M 2 e et ar A ik, P T B0IE [ 7% iR DR AR 8 2 [ f 5 0 O &R [13]

[14]. ZNEQFESBIRE . SHAS TR G BEPPAE &P IR [15], &M T A ER 2, DI,
AL AL AR 16] . FERLAVIGIE T, B oG, MU, TGN FIRIAT R ) = A GE IR B br R T4
BN R YRR A, XA R B2 Mk RIAT B . Hk, ([ SEM J5R &R &4 % % [
FIEARNE, FATIREAERA AT, SRR A RAWIA R RS B, JREATRRMEIE. &S,
Py gt 1A BN E SRR, DAARRR AR B 1) B AT I 20 e A BB AL A A

TETREALIR ) m ANEHA B AR E y 2 okt 20K REOAE Ryo me 1A Y FIm NS
B2 e KR m A AARECT y FIEEF I8 Uyro me Uy m 87y BT J5F1 SSy B3 ALK,
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T o BN Z T m ARSI — 8 R TAE— BARE0N y FIEASE TR, ME TR R —E RTHE— A%
ooty T ERAE ¢ REU 4 HE K . I8 SRR TR, AR 13 /NI 3 AN KT, AR A
FHIRHRFAE o

0TI R 25 A J AR e P AT £ P SO DX, AT 5 P S A = SRR =E B T R T WD
MR, IRFAFREE . BRIt AR AL SRS FE— D g AR A, FFdE T Rl £ FH 5
I Th R AN E . BOTARN 22 A o A e v 6 FH S 0 B VAR AR, bl v B = AR BRI BN TR o Utk
PAMERBE HL. (H1: 1H RIS R0 175 B [R)

HENE L RS NIR B A BT B FH SOl 2 B 2 1 BN R R BN . BRI A I [
TR AT A E[17] [18]. Tk, FRAMER H2. (H2: 1HEGA FREm4T )

WA, TR A E 2 WRA AR 560 152 el T £ P 5500 P de R o 7 A g SR T R L 5 MR DR AP R B AT A
L PR A A AT A I DA SO R SO H AU R AT N R B [19] . Tk, FRATIER
H3. (H3: 1HEAR AT NEE)

R TR T SR AN R A A, B ThAE. Stk . FEEE. SRR
MR% . B HEERAGR 9 MR BN 4ERE . S5 A RAE BON R RS, B RYAE . RS
WNEL AR . ARAR VR R AR T 1B BN FIGERE . BB A&k, il = /M8
PR TAT RIS : RYPAT N W RAT R AU ARAT o BT AR Il & FH S W SRR IR A (B R, AR
WEFCEE AL T 1 BN R PP 8L [20] [21] (K 3).
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Figure 3. Hypothetical theoretical model
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5. /R
5.1. ISR

FEm R RS, ASF PR ATk S 7 TR AN R Lo L 55 P x vl e 1 SO s
FESE v, R, H Ao L 5 Al T s U S S e (14 4)
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Figure 4. Gender familiarity with Yunnan University edibility landscape
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Figure 5. Gender preferences for visibility landscapes
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RREAEMEFET, SRR R R, HUGRIRAE R, BOE. R BOR. M4, RS,
FHE B Z R T bk, M. AR BN L B2 R m T B (A 6).

WM m KA RS, WAL R Rm, UGB Sl RIS il AT
o LHEMBHTRR, s LR H M, BUERRGRIR . I AGEIE S G Bt 5 T2 k(14 7).

BT R, MRAER A B AR R femy, oM A BB . RUREAR. PEAERINL B AR T
S, BRI . AR AN T A B RS T k(K 8).
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Figure 6. Gender’s preference rate for visibility landscape
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Figure 7. Reasons for viewing edibility landscapes
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dn, BEAMAE G A T AR AL T M B s . = RITA M E S Z R 2 EREH, WA LHE
i, FEZUMREA T, WSS BRAEKI LUK, A3 94%, A OB R A B th TR R AR, TR B
AR AL AR SR, BT, BEARAL A LU BRI 8] BN T2,
FOMEEEPHEFMEZF(E 9); HifaH e MZERM AL EA B, Zb, WA KE, BKEH,
FOTR T BRI B AR CEE A, TR AT A AT B B O AR (1A 10).

100%
80%
60%
40%

e | || nlluhl

FERENELXFRLETHFBRE

X

m A m

Figure 9. Teachers and students viewing time
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Figure 10. Attitudes of teachers and students
towards edibility landscapes
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I, B AR AR NS I, b 5% B H 2 2R TR R R, Ok Bl AR i
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Figure 11. Familiarity with edible landscapes by different lengths of enroliment
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