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Abstract

Traditional villages carry agricultural civilization and local culture and have a unique regional spirit. Therefore, helping tourists
understand and identify the value of the rural landscape, enabling residents to gain a sense of belonging and pride in the region-
al culture, and inspiring them to protect traditional villages actively are important significance in developing traditional village
tourism. This study takes Shaxi Siding Village in Dali, Yunnan Province, as a case, investigates and analyzes the conventional
village landscape perception of villagers and tourists through methods such as the place attachment perception scale and the
landscape preference cognitive map. The results show that villagers’ landscape characteristic perception is generally lower than
that of tourists, but landscape attachment perception is higher; villagers and tourists have higher perception and preference for
typical landscapes that retain the traditional style and cultural spirit. In response to the problems and findings, from the perspec-
tives of space planning, tour route designing, and scientific management, strategies and suggestions to improve the landscape
perception and place attachment of villagers and tourists are put forward to make rural tourism become a meaningful way to
promote the landscape protection of traditional villages and inherit the local cultural value.
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Fig. 1 Landscape preference point of village — cognitive map
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Fig. 3 Comparison of the landscape attachment perception between villagers and tourists

Fig. 2 Comparison of the landscape characteristic perception between villagers and tourists
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Tab. 1 The landscape attachment perception questionnaire scale of traditional village
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Tab. 2 Basic information of villagers (N=104)
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Tab. 3 Basic information of tourists (N=111)
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Tab. 4 Average value of landscape attachment perception and results of variance analysis
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Fig. 4 Spatial distribution of landscape attachment perception of villagers and tourists
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Fig. 5 Spatial distribution of landscape preference perception of villagers and tourists

HER, SEAZHHEIABANEIENE  IINREBFEHSIURITFREI T % AR SUISIRF 2B (RD), FHRH
SR MR SRR E N E RIBAFBENEFER, SR FTEEDHERL (ED). HZEEKRGT

BE (E4) W ENEL, SUWAMNE  FROSUES R AR, IZHE én% ZUFREBEENFENHNFEWRET
GRREXWBERRETE, NRAER  RCEAERETEOTTE, SESE0RM  BRAEAEA—: BRENSE RN
AR R S 5 ERPEPEENODATEN, FItEE  IFRPRETERNR. DESXHNE

5 NREBFEHENRFBRMERFIT

Tab. 5 Average value of landscape attachment perception of villagers and tourists
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