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The Evaluation for the Slope Protection of the
Forest Road with Psychometrical Method from the
View Point of the Landscape (1)

—Experiments with animation-montage methods—

Hiroshi KoBayvasHnit and Kouichi Yano
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Fig. 1. The slide-photographs used for experiments.
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Fig. 2. Profile curves of the typical samples.
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Fig. 3. Profile curves of the adjective pairs.
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Fig. 4. Scores of the factor I, I and total.
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Table 1. Factor scores of the variables

K ¥+ & @ & BT EIERL
KFHFS
FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 F1 F2 F3
1 0.129 0.182 —0.094 1 5
2 0.039 0.142 —0.222 6
3 —0.011 0.018 —0.034 9
4 0.077 0.090 —0.167 8 8
5 0.112 0.217 —0.045 3 1
6 0.0 0.0 0.0
7 0.114 0.022 0.178 7
8 —0.031 0.204 0.070 2
9 0.013 0.202 0.079 3
10 0.001 0.130 0.214 7 4
11 0.114 0.185 0.222 2 4 2
12 —0.009 —0.101 —0.106
13 0.088 —0.080 0.097 6 9
14 0.111 0.003 0.106 4
15 —0.059 0.020 0.371 1
16 0.087 —0.094 —0.079 7
17 0.064 —0.140 0.217 3
18 0.076 —0.291 0.196 9 5
19 0.100 —0.020 —0.093 5
20 0.00 0.0 0.0
21 —0.100 —0.039 0.106
22 0.040 —0.190 0.189 6
*£-2 ¥ vrrT IRTFANE
Table 2. Factor scores of the samples
¥ AN B £ RIARD
# ~ 7V No.
FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 F1 F2 F3
No. 1 1.105 1.138 0.256 1 3 2
No. 2 0.174 0.864 —0.309 2 4 4
No. 3 —0.250 0.376 0.185 3 5 3
No. 4 —-1.116 —1.072 —1.196 7 7 7
No. 5 —0.373 1.783 1.142 4 2 1
No. 6 —3.041 2.216 —-0.373 8 1 5
No. 12 —0.635 —0.679 -0.399 5 6 6
No. 19 —0.782 —1.446 0.753 6 8 2
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Summay

In order to construct the forest road, that should fit to the landscape and environment,
we took notice of the cutting slope protection. In this paper we investigated how they
influence the landscape and environment and what color, what height and what back-
ground of the cutting slope protections were most influenced. The methods for the analysis
of the influences on the landscape, was a psychometrical one, a semantic differetial method
(8. D. method) developed by C.E. Oscoop, using “Animation-montage photo”. The results
obtained showed that the samples of the low block pilig works and those of the background
of green plantings could harmonize with landscape.

Key-words : Evaluation of the landscape, Slope-Protection, Animation-montage



