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A Study on the User's Behavior and Image of the Eco-Forests

as Sustainable Urban Landscape

- The Case of Baekunsan Eco-forest and Sunchon Eco-forest in Jeollanam-do-

Lee Jeong*

ABSTRACT

As part of a sustainable green growth in order to create a more pleasant urban landscape, in this study users' behavior
and image characteristics have been analyzed in case of Baekunsan eco-forest and Sunchon eco-forest in Jeollanam-do. The
research data was collected in Baekunsan eco-forest(Gwangyang-ci) and Sunchon eco-forest(Sunchon-ci) and main results of this
study are as follows: The users' purpose are found the higher the relaxation and leisure purpose as a whole and Baekunsan

eco-forest higher relaxation purpose while Sunchon eco-forest higher learning and training purpose which are related to the

composition background of the eco-forest. The factor analysis of eco-forest are composed of three characters such as

'Psychology', 'Accessibility' and 'Facilities'. The importance of the factors are analyzed on the psychological factors(4.19) is the
highest, and access factors(3.48), facility factors(3.20), respectively.

Key Words : Eco-Forest, Users' Behavior, Factor Analysis, Image, Importance
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Table 1. Survey area of eco—forest
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Table 2. User's characteristics of eco—forest.
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Table 3. User's purpose of eco-forest.
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Table 5. User's visit experience and reached time
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Table 6. Reliability analysis

Variable Mean Std Dev | Cronbach alpha
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Table 7. Factor analysis

Variable Factorl | Factor2 | Factor3 | Communality
349
07% | 0034 | 0IM | 0.657
LEELLK
22 984 070 | 0081 | 00%6 | 0594
29 u 0760 | 004 0412 | 0.749
TS AL 0723 | 036 | 001 | 0.655
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AZANS S 004 | 013 |09 | 0833
29 B4 0406 | 047 0510 | 0.646
Eig. Val 3508 [ 2% | 138 | Sh= 7.236
CV (%) 85 37 188 Scv=100.0
TV (%) 8 | AN | 1239 | Ste=65.77

Note : Shadow cells indicate factors which are greater
than 05.
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Table 8. Importance analysis of factor-variable

ot | 2 ol o |me |01
iin Dev
=
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Table 9. Preference factor analysis on the difference
between the target eco-forest by T-test

a0l | wepe |we | mm | BT | b
A
Nz | MoAt | 118] 4.28 | 0.498 )
29 =X 91| 4.11 | 0.656 4.6% 1 0.0
HZ B2 AL | 118 | 3.84 | 0.884 "
29l =X 91| 3.00 | 0.925 0.585 | 0.000
A4 HHAF | 118| 3.49 | 0.712 o
Q9 =X 91| 2.82 | 0.817 9.484 | 0.000

Note : *p<0.05
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Table 10. Preference factor analysis on the difference
between sex by T-test

HE
g9 | 48 ¥z | HF | _ t p
HXt
A = | 108 | 4.19 | 0.544 635 | 0.951
Q0 of | 101 |4.18 | 0.652 | ‘
AH = | 108 | 3.14 | 0.878 5 965 | 0.264
Q0 of | 101 [3.27 |0.770 | = ‘
ol = | 108 | 3.18 | 0.987 1 594 | 0.000"
Q0 of | 101 [3.79 | 0.901 | :

Note : *p<0.05
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