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Tram Roadway Landscaping for Users' Preferences
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Abstract: From users' standpoint, this study is intended to address
landscaping issues for tram roadway development. Through a ques-
tionnaire survey and analogical evaluation, the study investigates the
degree of awareness and preferences about tram roadway landscaping
possessed by users of different age, gender, and social background
groups. Results show that users pay their heaviest attention to pollu-
tion issues caused from tram roadway development, and that they care
much less about roadway scenic improvement, especially for males.
Other findings include: roadway greening is the topmost factor influ-
encing roadway views, while the power lines and tram tracks are less
influential; As for roadway greening, users prefer street trees plus
lawns; Decorative plantings are more welcome than other sculptures;
and among different types of power supply and roadway pavement,
the ground power supply systems covered with lawns is the most pop-
ular one.
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Tab.1 Distribution of valid samples

BB R HAZ EEf51/%
OTERBBX 62 25.4
AFEREX 90 36.9
EHBRAREEMK 57 23.4
ST MK 48 35 14.3
Rt 244 100.0
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Tab.2 Scores of the degree of awareness about
tram roadway landscaping

WARE  TOE EE @EE

SRR S 8.68 1.96 4292
YRR IE 7.97 2.04 0.525
ZMEE 7.71 2.47 0.274
BEAE SN 7.57 2.24 0.608
REFERE 7.29 239 0.103
P& BB B 5.54 2.73 -0.935
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Tab.3 T-test of the degree of awareness about tram

roadway scenic improvement by different genders

M5 5 z
HAE 121 123
FE 7.11 8.02
PREZE 2.53 1.81
t -3.25
HHE 217.34
WEHER 0.001
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Tab.4 Degree of influence of tram roadway
landscaping elements
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Hith 5 2.0
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Tab.5 Selection ratio of topmost factor influencing roadway views %

A EEE BE ROR BiES. Wik BHEEHE BHE BB A% AT B
= G % BE4T BEAMREE  BiEmMN FHE OGS EW OEN BN
HOTHEEAX 58.1 4.8 1.6 6.5 8.1 48 3.2 32 65 32
KERKX 51.1 3.3 22 44 10.0 7.8 1.1 44 89 6.7
BERABEAMKX 281 53 35 7.0 12.3 35 88 105 158 53
BST M X 35 60.0 2.9 2.9 2.9 2.9 11.4 0.0 29 29 114
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Fig.1 Comparison among different types of greening
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Tab.6 F-test of comparison results of different types of greening

EWFR Fi91E FRfEZE SEF% F{&
Tk 3.00 2.14 1.15
MR TER 5.00 1.87 2.00 7818
TERRE 7.94 1.65 3.24 ‘
rEM+ELT 8.76 1.49 3.60
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Fig.2 Comparison among different types of sculptures
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Tab.7 F-test of comparison results of different types of sculptures

=WER FEi(E tREZE SR Fl&
TCREYR I\ 5.15 2.48 1.77
Foptal ] 5.84 2.06 227
ar 331.03
EZ SN 8.61 1.81 3.71
P et gAY 5.82 2.38 2.25
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Fig.3 Comparison of tram roadway landscaping
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Tab.8 F-test of comparison results of tram roadway landscaping

SWHR FTE EE FiU% F{&
BB AR, KRS E 475 2.44 1.55
TR AR, KRR 6.22 224 232 293,06
B ERR R, B A 6.71 2.24 2.68 '
TR R, Bt A 8.14 2.15 3.45
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