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Abstract

Background and Objective: Nowadays, landscape would be regarded as one of the main elements of
identity, existence, stability of the environment and a connector between the environment and its
users. In this regard, landscape and its relationship with people perception are very momentous.
Analysis of the relationships between visual quality and structural characteristics of landscape is an
effective method in cognitive researches. In general, studies which are performed based on the
aesthetic criteria of landscape not only are searching about the beauty or excellence of landscapes but
also are looking for the users' aesthetic preferences. In this study the goal is to prioritize walking tracks
of Ziarat basin from the point of cognitive and aesthetic value by using conceptual approach.

Method: For this purpose, field survey of walking tracks was conducted to take photographs and mark
the viewpoints. Finally a questionnaire survey was developed to investigate the landscape preference
which ordinal classification was used in it. Questionnaires were distributed between 217 of visitors.
Data which obtained from questionnaires were analyzed by using SPSS software.

Findings: The results showed that the walking tracks of the study area are totally different from the
point of visual quality and due to visitor preference, Talambar walking tracks has attached the first
priority and Sefid cheshmeh has attached the last priority.

Discussion and Counclusion: The results of this paper would lead to introduce preferable walking
tracks and special view points and landscape of each walking tracks. The results could also help the
managers to develop more beautiful trails, and to design and construct sightseeing places along the
trails for visitors.

Key words: Aesthetic Preferences, Visitors, Ziarat Watershed Walking Tracks, Questionnaire, SPSS.
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Figure 1- Different methods of landscape visual quality assessment
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Figure 2- Geographic position of study area
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Table 1- photos prioritizing way according to the effective criteria on landscape visual quality
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Figure 4- Recorded viewpoints in studied tracks
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Table 2- Walking tracks prioritization in terms of aesthetic value
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Figure 6- Superior viewpoints of each track based on subjective approach
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Table 3- The rate of more beautiful and non-beautiful photos
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Figure 7- More beautiful and non-beautiful photos based on subjective approach
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