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Abstract

Shenyang Botanical Garden as the research project, a total of 16 samples of four types of plant landscapes were uniformly selected in the park,

[ Objective ] To scientifically evaluate the landscape of Shenyang Botanical Garden. [ Method ] Taking the plant landscape in the

60 questionnaires were distributed to the professional viewers through the questionnaire, 50 valid questionnaires were collected, and the SD
method was used to analyze and view. The author’s basic impression and psychological experience of the four types of plant landscapes in the
Shenyang Botanical Garden, based on which the landscape effects of the four types of plant landscapes in the Shenyang Botanical Garden were
analyzed. Then combined with factor analysis to reduce the dimension of the data, and extracted the main influencing factors. [ Result]The re-
sults showed that the order of plant landscape effects of Shenyang Botanical Garden was architecture, plant landscape next to the sketch>water-
front (aquatic) plant landscape>micro-topography plant landscape> road plant landscape. The three potential factors affecting the plant land-
scape of Shenyang were cognitive factor, environmental factor and rhythm factor. [ Conclusion] These three aspects can also be considered in
the future plant landscape design of Shenyang. In order to provide a theoretical basis and reference for the research and design of the plant

landscape in Shenyang through the study of the plant landscape of the Shenyang Botanical Garden.
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Table 1 Evaluation items and standards of SD method
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Fig.1 Roadside plant landscape evaluation image
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Fig.2 Plant landscape evaluation of waterfront (aquatic)
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Fig.3 Plant landscape evaluation of micro-topography
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Fig.4 Plant landscape evaluation of architecture and essays
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Fig.5 Comprehensive evaluation of four plant landscapes
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Table 2 Orthogonal rotation factor load scale
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