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A Study of Transitional landscaping modes and preferences for the urban
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Yen-Hsi Li
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Abstract

The vacant land of urban planning area is unused because of the lack of the budgeted for
construction; therefore, it causes the problem of the waste of space, weeds, improper use, and visual
impact and becomes a breeding ground for crime. The landscape beautifying of these vacant land is
temporary, so the landscape beautifying modes required considering three main principles: 1. low
constructional costs, 2. low maintenance, 3. high reusable facilities. According to the principles, the
present study considered the safe, functional, aesthetics and ecological factors in order to develop 10
kinds of landscape modes by using the visual simulation. Moreover, this study also explored people's
preferences for these modes, as well as the reasons for their preferences. According to research
results, the respondents’ preferences for landscape beautifying modes first is two kinds of wild
flowers mixed planting model, the next is sequences of ground cover and the most dislike is gravel
pavement. Respondents living area almost does not significantly affect the landscape cognition and
preference, only a professional background were significant differences in the cognitive level of

aesthetic, security, function, nature and preferences.

Keywords: The urban vacant land, Transitional landscaping, Perceived naturalness
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