POl kA2

E-TCiteSpaceHImMEFICHIT B

PR, XIEHE, REZ, MER, BEWMkR, ™ and FiFH
XHEKFRAERS: A

Citation: 9)1|#k:lf43, 43, 115 (2022) doi: 10.12172/202109050001
View online: https://doi.org/10.12172/202109050001

View Table of Contents:

Published by the 0)I[#Adl#HY) “RiEH

Articles you may be interested in
1990720134 E PR S AMER R XEITE D7
PO #RdlFE. 2017, 38(4) : 39: https://doi.org/10.16779/]. cnki. 1003-5508. 2017. 04. 009

ZHENREIFNHARTHRE
Progress and Prospects in Researches on Rural Landscape Quality Assessment
ksl FH%. 2017, 38(4): 53; https://doi.org/10. 16779/ . cnki. 1003-5508. 2017. 04. 011

ETAHPE RIS RN 28R R R I E RN A RAE
Development of Suburban Landscape Recreation Forest Quality Evaluation System Based on AHP Method
M)Akl R, 2021, 42(2): 66; https://doi.org/10.12172/202009210001

£ T CiteSpace HURAFEYIK L RIFH MR IR B #a%E
Research Status and Future Trends of Litter Soil and Water Conservation Effect Based on CiteSpace Software
el A, 2021, 42(3): 111; https://doi. org/10. 12172/202012060001

AR ERFRIPXESRUREEU L o0
Preliminary Analysis on Ecological Landscape Pattern Changes in Baihe Nature Reserve
MO)#RAl R, 2020, 41(1): 11;  https://doi. org/10. 12172/201909190001

LN RER~W L RS HT—ETSWOT4rH6m (1, 1) #REY
A Development Analysis of Landscape Architecture Industry in Anhui Based on SWOT Analysis and GM (1,1) Model
Mkl #H%. 2018, 39(5): 114; https://doi.org/10.16779/]. cnki. 1003-5508. 2018. 05. 026



https://www.sjfsci.com/
https://doi.org/10.12172/202109050001
https://www.sjfsci.com/article/doi/10.16779/j.cnki.1003-5508.2017.04.009
https://doi.org/10.16779/j.cnki.1003-5508.2017.04.009
https://www.sjfsci.com/article/doi/10.16779/j.cnki.1003-5508.2017.04.011
https://doi.org/10.16779/j.cnki.1003-5508.2017.04.011
https://www.sjfsci.com/article/doi/10.12172/202009210001
https://doi.org/10.12172/202009210001
https://www.sjfsci.com/article/doi/10.12172/202012060001
https://doi.org/10.12172/202012060001
https://www.sjfsci.com/article/doi/10.12172/201909190001
https://doi.org/10.12172/201909190001
https://www.sjfsci.com/article/doi/10.16779/j.cnki.1003-5508.2018.05.026
https://doi.org/10.16779/j.cnki.1003-5508.2018.05.026

H43% B3 o i #k ok B4 Vol43, No.3
20224 6 H Journal of Sichuan Forestry Science and Technology Jun., 2022
LR 5 EiR

HT CiteSpace )50S4k s Hr

Rt xa 2, X 22, FTe R, BRRS, W7, i

1 PHARIRVE A B2 e, U1 B9 38 6370025
2. hEBER AT, PU)I AR 610041

2021-09-05 WicFe, 2022-03-14 2% i & 32

FRRE: (PR 55) Arikis (OSID):

RETWH  NIEEKRIEEREEWITE (5132202020000046 ); FERE SHFAHHRITHE (2017YFC0505005-1, 2020YFE0203200 )

B3 (1996—), &, Wit:, 1261746946@qq.com
*JEIEVEH  hengguohe@163.com

i % MEREAASXWARRELHRANES, ESRESFAERE,

Bl 4% 5% UL IR T R S 8 A A A

fTeRed ez bRl FREES, TAESNMERUCNERLE, ZUXFLRAMAKE, £85F . R

BERAFEELFR, BENEEMETETHENEARAMSNEZER BN LI XBIT, KT HXHR
iy B AT . T CiteSpace ##F, 1 Xt E% 7 k27 A F B 4 K (CNKI) 348 E i ke 1048 & .
Web of Science %0 &% 1455 BRWEFAR Xk, NFAXE. TEXHFA., BNEXA, AR T EELAN
WA, PIMEASZREARREEREAS, FRFV.: BANENEZFHRARSRGE, HLERHAFTHE
PEHMW, PE5EFRHLAFE—EZE; ARNZLBEURAEN T EN, EAUNEH, REFHRKE
AERWAE, BNREETANEEN, HARMUER VAR, BEAARELXERTAERE. EUAXNRESFHS
MEFENHR, B L EERAR W EFRRENESMER XN EETHE; BEANRNEFFTAEERT T
AL EM T EEAMERE., RBAFEFERE, BUASEMRFRRLBE5ETAE, TEZWEFH

RER, EHRFREAFE, ENFAXFNEHMETHAE.

KeHkin]  CiteSpace; M. % % £ ¥ &; Xt &; AT

SO I I AN B B — RS, A
(0 SERR HERLA AN — A7 AR IR 2 57 . B AT 2t
AR AL A AP AR R E TS 0, SR e A0
Hfisz B2 o0i, AMTE i SR B vt A 45
A R EREZE, PRI E TG 1 X
LA B2 BB —— M SE 7 . ARG
MG — LIS, B LUK X S S 2
F10) LA 3 T B 1 e AT TR (AR E . IR
WEsE, flse ) 0 TRy AR, Hor, e e
) EE T2 —, — BB E R R S0 2
T R, RVBGR T B R St. Zad L
TR, RSUBIE R TR IR . LR
DEEPIEEIR | NRISAIR . 2R e IR

AT AR I ] A AR 0 15 AR R R A A 25 Ty
MR, ARSI IRTT R L DX B J )
W7l o FARSFOILSE A (B PG DR 8 AR 2
il s DR el MR RE T (9 T 248 AR, R AR
GRS IMEITAL | AR B8 R A S A A ML
il B E AR . RSeS| R K
S PR L G BE, T A SRS A TR B 5
WS R TE 2 SRS RV A SRS
55 A A . RS SoOULRC B A
T SFGUE, BT T @R, AR T RS
W3, Bl TS K 22 i B 22 U
B, BNV REBCON T, 2 R GRS
yFT S AR U X S SE A AN RO B RO R

SRS BRBL XIRIME, RZ, 4. ZET CiteSpace WIS SCHk T AT [I]. POIARLAHE, 2022, 43 (3) : 115-122.
CHEN Q, LIU J Y, WU Y, et al. Metrological analysis of landscape aesthetics literature based on CiteSpace[J]. Journal of Sichuan Forestry
Science and Technology, 2022, 43 (3) : 115-122. doi: 10.12172/202109050001.

©2022 (P)IBMRHE ) gk

www.sjfsci.com


mailto:hengguohe@163.com
mailto:hengguohe@163.com
https://doi.org/10.12172/202109050001
http://www.sjfsci.com

M)l sk Rl 20224 %$£43% E3#

RZ, (HIESS, AT R0 E2: 058 UK
HEAT RAE 98,

SCHR T AT R AR IS SCR R, 18 O
Giit, B ISR AR ST S | 5T T AR R
BT ES, AR SCLAR i ] ALK A CiteSpace 2h
TH, X 1991—2020 4 [E] N &b 50056 27 ST 5% 1
AT RGEM T, TRUT T 50U SE RS #4 %
PO ATy, JEXT R E SO SE AR AT TR, LU
B AKTR E FOM 2= T R 5%

1 MRS Jk
1.1 Bk

AHIE G 3 MR T A SR A SR R o
HPSCCHEREHE IR A “ Web of Science” #.0G& £E
P (WOS) SCikie V-, 18R EEE R - EA
MR RO E A A T SCSCHRE i SR R T [ 2
AT UEE (CNKI), #% H B 2021 4F 3 A
20 H . WOS FIl CNKI Hf R/ A FR Al R 51 T
B, BAsEe) iz T aki e .

X TR SCSCHR R, AR AR SCRR B S TP SR
Wk, KRR RIS N R (“landscape aesthetic”;
“ landscape esthetic*”; “ scenic beauty” ), i fi' .
( English ), SCHRZEARL: ( Article ), 442 i [H] #5
JEBLE N 1991-2020 4F, PRI RAEREG I, 2
NTEBRARCHE, BT EFEAT R 1455 3
TR BN 0 STk IE ST B R AE R 2l SR S
k& “Aid RG] NS % S0k ( Full Record and
Cited References )” Fih, YENA SO HEdREA

X HOSCCEREE, DL “RoliSEsE” B SRR

180
—— IR

160 - S
- Ok

140 |-
120 |
100
80
60
40

KFGEL
Number of published articles

20

[

PR ], KRG AR T RO R 2 A, I A] 5 B 1A
1991—2020 4F, $45 1209 K60 SCHk . R RS
AT ANTERE . WIS, AT 1048
i SCHR o K 7 6 HE 1) SCHR B0 6 FH “ RefWorks” 4%
KAERFEA ST

BTk

AR AT AL AR AT CiteSpace i T H., X
e WL S S TF 5 18 SCHR 26 A7 A BRI 0 A, K e S
L WPFERRIM | TSI I S iR R R A
TRV EEMIFERR . Tk AT R4, X A
KRR . BRI, XF A NS A SCAR JEE
ST . MRS, EES T T AR Y A
SN S IE AT IR, B RS T A A 4
ABIETE SR A] L 7R SRS A PP U 1 7 4 i A
FFEIHAE

2 g 500
2.1 FSCHEAREAR R

MNIEL 1 B ] A D 5000 36 22 F 93 e S AR A fa 3
FEITTAL, M 1991 455 2020 4F & SC i Ak b 1
K, ERtEL B, HEHSTE, TJLE
RICE WA, A E R E A 1991—
1998 4F [ Ab T 5o W L A WF X A B 28 101, RS LR 8K
A5 19992011 4E IR T 4218 K, RIMPIEHK
B, ARG K EAX B E AR E; 201245 %
A, R BGRE R K e, BoR E AR
DU < o) A L B I 1128

1.2

M AR A | 1 1 1 [

0 Lk s AT DTN 0 S SN S

1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020

A5y Year

Pl 1 RSN SCRRR S L

Fig. 1 Inter-annual dynamic changes of domestic and foreign publications

116



PRI, %:ET CiteSpace MEMEFIBITEN

2.2 WFSERT B

SOkl T CNKI $EF PR i K30,
FRMGONE ARG X 4, 22K SCHRAE 172 55 Hik
JEN TR BT SO0, A FE o, S
A, A 1125, 1170, 108 5. 83 5 X T/
XM A bl O A /N SO — I OGTE, R
T 30R. 2758 (WFE 1), AhCHikiE T Web of
Science FEATHF T X G M A B, SR AR T kT 5 0
MARMEMAEL L, 4390 197 K. 190 ke Sciik; Hak
B ORI ek S, Ar Ao 123 5 .
92 & SCHik o X F ARG IR . SRR, TR
WA H AR AE S FOWA — R, o 0lA 285 . 25
B 240 SCmk (ML 1) BASRUL, B NI
W20 EDGFem bk . I 4 5o, (3 E AR IX
W R R R, X TFIR M . ARl S A A U DG A
POEZ UL

#1 BEEMTEMRERE

Tab.1 Information table of main research objects

CNKI Web of Science

x4 SCHRBE RO SCHRBE
Object Quantity Object Quantity
FRARE 172 W FOU 197
N T AR 112 FRARE 190
TR 117 TR 123
NI 108 Al 5 92

T PR 83 TP, 69
ZREW 69 NTEEe U 67
KIS 62 EZiB=v!] 66
Al 5 36 A X0 48
X S 31 T B 46
JE A DX 0 30 Tolk e 31
T[] SR 27 AR PR X 28
)5 21 T BF S 25
LSl 20 ST 1B =) 24

2.3 WESE ik

SO 22 I 58 10 35 207 AU T R SO0 36 A4
B, H BT 7 240 A 36 5 BE PN 1% ( Scenic
Beauty Estimation ), H#IFHI7E ( Law of Comparative
Judgement ), JZR/HTEE (Analytic Hierarchy Process ),
X E592: (Semantic Differential ), [MJ#JH#A% (Ques-

tionnaire ), P~ AN 58 4> X 20 - L 8 3F A1 ( Balance
IncompleteBlockDcsign-lawsofComparativeludgment )%,
PABAIZE S PP . T8/K3EEE (Delphi) U1, HLKS
R SEHALIE N 7 ik . o, SESRJETPOT L N O I
20 . BRI AR B MR = N AT
SOWSEAPEN TR BAR R, (HERZ XA R 2 R 5
PURG RPN N EL RSN i i i W RPN G E M e
Wy B b E bR R S ENRL L RGN
SOSE PP AR R E I

MBFFETTE B R KT, ESMOHFFEH, Salma
Samiei M IHSEHLIL A JBE 0 3o iy 7l A AL SE 2 ),
SELSEEEIF TN WAL, Julie Vercelloni i
I RIS AR, Al TR T AR A B8 e 5
SRR, s NN 5 A AN SR IR 22
Boris T i 114 32 S A K5 418 Xof 55 AN (A7 R RUEE 1Y
Ak, FT8T R A2 A S D7 R RN,
N2 R TR FSE AR R R, i Ak T PP 5
PE S E ARG G R R B P, e i e
HoA . MPEERE . BRI EHEA . KSR
E RN =9 S i R P S e e o <l N
Bk 55 11071

2.4 SRHERE P
2.4.1 FSCHAREARE

OCH R g 5 B R B SCRE R SR N A, IR
FA) SR B TR) TT T AR 2 0 R A A 9 BROS IR AU 2|
FOULIE 2R G S B R 3E ( LI 2), AR DG B iR 3
IATEE AL, 1920 SR L I M 2% 1 2 B3R (L
#2) WNER2MATLIAEH, CNKI ol %
SN (SBE). SOUPEHY . S0, L. 362
VAN S G IR AT B0 1 b A P ( Betweenness
centrality) {H AL IS, X500 L AT 09 & A
FwE W, A DA 2 i T n i 58 . Web
of Science H A% K fix i1 B & 5t WL ( landscape ), /&9
(perception), 4 ! (management), 3£ 5t & (scenic
beauty). 322% ( aesthetics ). fi#f ( preference ), It
BB 2 1 O IR, 028 WA ] Ah i ek
A I T o P B v Y QB TR A 45 48 B ( mana-
gement ) . 5t W ( landscape ) . /& & (perception).,
Z2# (aesthetics ), 14" (conservation ), Wi ( pref-
erence ), I ICHE A 2 ELF 20 42 90 U5
W1, FESOSE2 A rh EH B R, A G B 3R] DK

117



M)l sk Rl 20224 %$£43% E3#

CNKI . Web of Science
e/ & !
f 4“ @:eptmn
o & indicalor -
€ ﬁ'@g‘ /] ﬁz " r Ge;co:.g«siem servideg hegidy
Sttt @hpit e
@iI ﬂf i:};t’ 2 If f‘“ % ageles iservation
:‘ @un’iversr‘fy @n @P';J;:y
j L’F" () landscape:
Pl 2 SChgim) LB 4
Fig.2 Keywords network of co-occurrence
2 RERAILBIS R R
Tab.2 Main information table of keywords co-occurrence network
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\ e . A - —_ s
eitin b RO i f el b o Ef
Keywords Frequency Betweenness centrality Year Keywords Frequency Betweenness centrality Year
SBE: 177 0.24 2004 landscape 312 0.2 2000
SOWPEANY 91 0.23 2002 perception 248 0.19 2001
FOM 82 0.29 2002 management 205 0.22 2001
KR 74 0.22 2007 scenic beauty 164 0.13 2001
TS 58 0.12 2007 aesthetics 156 0.18 2001
AHP: 54 0.12 1993 preference 156 0.14 2001
B iNIEN 45 0.08 1994 biodiversity 141 0.08 2000
FO 41 0.18 1998 ecosystem service 132 0.14 2005
FoBet 33 0.08 2009 conservation 129 0.15 2000
iy 30 0.15 2001 quality 124 0.12 2001
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Tab.3 Main information table of keywords co-occurrence network

CNKI Web of Science
St R i I 55 K1) 58 RO PE i [ 55
Keywords Strength Time span Keywords Strength Time span
KSR 7.06 2010—2014 landscape 9.84 2002—2008
X 6.7 2006—2014 scenic beauty 7.88 2005—2010
AU Bl Ak 5.32 2017—2020 vegetation 6.93 2008—2012
SRR 438 2007—2008 cultural ecosystem service 6.44 2016—2020
SDi% 3.89 2016—2020 landscape preference 6.05 2011—2017
SO 3.63 2005—2011 aesthetics 5.96 2007—2011
TR 3.63 2000—2012 classification 5.39 2016—2017
0 3.51 2011—2013 rural landscape 5.3 2009—2017
HOMW I 3.48 2006—2007 ecology 4.94 2002—2009
SOWAL 3.28 2005—2012 community 4.82 2015—2016
CNKI Web of Science
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Fig.3 Keyword co-occurrence clustering
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Abstract With the deepening development of ecological civilization construction in China, eco-tourism, forest
recreation and natural landscape resources development and so on have gradually become important ways for all
regions to practice the new development concept of "green mountains are gold and silver mountains" and realize the
transformation of ecological value. Landscape aesthetics has been integrated into traditional disciplines such as forestry,
ecology and landscape architecture, etc. Quantitative evaluation of landscape aesthetics value has become a key
indicator of ecosystem service value accounting and landscape design, and has become a hot field of relevant research.
Based on Cite Space software, using bibliometrics and other methods, the research hotspots and development trend in
this field at home and abroad were analyzed from the perspectives of annual publication volume, main keywords,
landscape types, research methods and so on respectively, from 1048 landscape aesthetics research literatures collected
in CNKI database and 1455 landscape aesthetics research literatures collected in Web of Science core collection. The
results showed that the research on landscape aesthetics in China started late, and the output of scientific research had
increased significantly in recent years, but there was still a certain gap compared with the international research. The
types of research objects were forest landscape and urban landscape. Foreign countries mainly focused on natural
ecological landscapes such as wetlands and wilderness, while domestic countries tended to small-scale landscapes, with
limited research horizons. Domestic research focused on the social value of landscape beauty, landscape planning and
allocation, while international research paid more attention to the ecological value and cultural value of landscape
aesthetic resources. In domestic landscape aesthetics, there were some problems such as scattered research directions,
strong subjectivity of evaluation methods and weak innovation of achievements. In the future, it is suggested to
strengthen interdisciplinary integration and international cooperation, improve the research system of landscape
aesthetics, update research techniques and methods, and emphasize the research on the transformation of landscape
aesthetic values.
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