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ARy T TR (Edge) 4p s0Rl £ % #h30enina o @ ¥ 4 P g P2 R
SER BN IR R FRT LR EENE Y L LR Bk £
EEORT LB TR PP A2 Y
FentmiEiE m 2 ¥ - 3 goSFE ke ]%i "8 A rek  (Edge effect) ©

R

ﬂ\“él

LETO XA TP IRRB TR

Bt et - 8% (Boundary) 5 4 #F| (Curvilinear) s #_3 & h
Straight ) 25:% » IR BEFy B Y 2P T~ K- E~Z RhAE LS #HE
g P 7 B [

WP R E 448 (% 4-1) (Dramstad et al., 1996 )

241 BRERL LR

LR g2 5 it
EPEERFEESF “*Tﬁﬁiﬁ"ﬁ
(High structural dlversr[y)’ W SR
T’*@:*“J\l*i’ BE v EERL Y
ﬁmé%ﬁ##ﬁi@*&o

2.7 FRE P R EEE

BT B RTIRAIGSEET A LR

%4EM§m%ﬁw?M%Lﬁﬁzﬁﬁ§%
R BEF T %ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁ

(F#L %% : Dramstad et al., 1996 )
PR EENAGEERHEA L AN PE LT £8P 5 0B fEAS

LB p AR I AR R T AP kI c4p 3 B % (Farina, 1998) o
ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ?&é: 5 ﬁ&&wepzjﬁﬁﬁagﬁ«,m%
ARF R AL FRAFRART MR H L RAREERR]) AR H T A
ERAoR HHFEF OS] (Harrs, 1984) BB S $H7 A 2 772 B8
(=) ZREFE:
KRB ERAFDIZEFER G AR [ LA RPPEFF A2 e el
A& SR RN REER TR AAS Z R ARG A L3906 Fh2 ek
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1908 ) o i 165 4 | AR SHRC] BF - B k& b 00 R e LT S E R ¢

BEFHL BT %3 34 % & (Farina,



(=) 2
B g AR 2 ERS o r @ Rt e s (Gordon, 1992) ¢
FAUREE LGP T R H A 52 H 852 A pe (Forman, 1995) o
(Z) mdp:
B HARAER 7 5 PP
(1992) > B B BUALA1- o e § WAL F ik ? $0 4 A 15 fodh B0 chosf 4o«
FREH LR B (¢ R T 24 rup Ghsg $) 2 T4

IAER PR o XA FRE AN H TR FRGAME) RE L PR

¥ 42 €& %3 o & Blondel % A erpr 3 #

B R R S o AR K R 5 A 2 (Turner,1989 ) - Craig (1999) ™ § &
A BT BT O R P AR R EH I RARR AT AT
AR Xl P RS B R A S e o

PR APT UFEMNPTLES TR LR LR F
Ak BRARR F o
IERFAEPERTINRALE R R A HI BB e o 2R
* § 3 & %% 2 - (Lausch & Herzog,2002)o @ P 37 EF 3 305 » 2 b i@ % 2
A ERIF SRETEZ AR TR L B ¥ l?a\ExfiIf!l%Eﬂjj iy £

B 2R AR FAMRBE IR ER AR AP G BiES S

bl

<

FI* Ty o VU fEA B RE 2 B end # B 2 (K iE4 > 2000)

AT P FARTE DTS 2 6 o FLHNRE R R TG - B R
PV A R e B RSV ARFMOERE AT - BV R RSB FB
A B ERBREENEG RETRT RS T dpdc - LERERREIR
e kP o % F R cE k1T SR R RS T i R £ (Dramstad et
al,, 2006). 2 A1 F ¢ # dg o FRAp B L MR R T R o~ RG1EAR Y L
G E

e
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FIZARE - ERASTAREAASA > v hd AR AR R o TR R AT
oo ARAF SR AR BT Fe i {7 R DRCR S 50 R HE R
B AR T LRTPL B 0 (A2 1992)

EARERE BB P B S - o kBT s d 120 A G
AR HA G ERA BN A TR R S o R AT S
iyjﬁfﬁifgoﬁﬁ ki § A BRSNS 2
BLRE C HHREg Y TR EREE R A
PBsk chpRaf > v 20 A~ o R g3 R BAR R EE R 0 R
FRPTEG CFEPAENES AP, RAEFC T2 1S AR o
EAAREARE 4L h (A 0 1998) -

WA S g WF GG ARFEARLENGHLE R B
SHAF 0 R ASAHTR 4 B (Stamps et al. ,1987) 5 BT i R 2 B A E A
CEN =08 Feu I RS facd N2 Rl Gt R RCh R R kU B

= (Duelli et al., 1990; Frampton et al., 1995 ; Fry, 1994) - & 2 = 3”3 TR PR

AA T A G
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>

&

“F o ERT g

FREHB N A BB R S RIFRRESF A BB vt
TOIE L AR ek L BT o

DR BEE iR 2 AR MR R 2 F R FIEF HGET
2B (G2 BT -1997) Sk B X ATREENRF1IL T Y
MEHIRETE N REE LA EE TR TLATTREST L R Ao
WA IR PRV MR ETR B R F 2 42 & (T £ 02003 )-Hanski & Gilpin
(1997) 4p Mgl 7 s BB B T8 % 7 UK s e @d
$ el o d TIPS TR R L AR E AR 0 T IT A R P R EE F I e
( Oostermeijer & van Swaay, 1998)11 2 § i 8 chig ik - T 2 dgichs fi 3 14
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TR S e T ARG R

AFSHEAAFUERLF R SRES Rl T BREAEEF A
LA RAT R G AR IR R AL BE
fo RS dgiided 420 R GAFHEFRE R o ASATY LD R
AR

F4-2 B f iy fadn ik

ip %38 P EE e R A
P BHEERY AMhA | FFonkhibpEEES » ki
(species richness) | f P k& AR R (H ASR) B A 2 Ly
oo deis f 5 0 R TR RED K
R
o RS BEBEFANROE | BT FRPN G P AEE
(species capita) | & 13 %4, »&‘E
RS R R Hre _Z . Io % Shannon-Wiener .3 #ic 2 ;%
(diversity index) 2 P08 P (Krebs, 1999) » * %% - # 8% i
[pk] 2 &8 grrhim | P 2P fdle = 2r oWk wz it o
s AR iSHREEF  F g
[s] 5 » A3
I R j'=H'/log} AP RAAHEE  FARNG B
('species evenness ) AT Bz~ F > AFEY Y 'y
[s]1 5 » AL fhapd Rfe A& T HEARS A7 %¥
[H’] - %#% 3R ‘g_g_i;fﬂ,@_@ w s W R ggg,:@ 5 ’5}
IR
Gleason a‘% I T e £33 & # 4~ 18 4% (migration) 3 7k 8 7] ;% (environmental

sorting) e F] | (Zobel, 1997) « teft Bl » Fl s A A Rk 5T 0 m HRE
B4 8+ £ 4 (Jongman, 1995) < Pino % 4 7 7 » #P RS AR S
RiEhdzgy oAk mid > {29 ¢ FFEP A8 (Pino et al,
2000) °

Behe 33 M RS HEEF AL T L LM - Fl AP R
FHBEAM EFHEFEERE AL - Do EZ G A 053 R) LR
E~HwESRZRSHEZ ML -




= RETE AP M L%
BB H 2 LG TG drcE (Kaplan, 1973) « g b R%RE €1V
FAERRE  RARFAETF G ERLPDTPR o pRDFRBEF P
TR RS- B b BEARB TR B A DR

PR RIS AT §ROERITT I AL AR E D
RRIFAHRE LT RRF AR DR RS IBRE oL p R R R

3L 5o T F ~ B AR B R F(Kaplan, 1973; Ulrich, 1981; Yang
and Brown, 1992; Herzon et al., 1997) -

1% Zube (1982) " 7 # L% (Landscape perception) FF#t 1 § Lo
IHRE NI BRETE LA EEF NI SE P 2 S AMAe
(Human )~ # g (Landscape )~ * 7 i¥* (Interaction) ¥2 4 = % % (Outcome) >
RieGd L EFREBDEFEII FF a4 o

FEAES B ARE fhE LR Y FF5H B A (doakd
B ®@P - ERE) L3 BERTEZHE DR RF NS EREY KR
BARRL A - B e TF (e BB A AR E) A A4 B
AR RSO E R (R F "’Ifr?] 1998 ) »

MR g ity R F ALY AR T R F h87% 0 & HHt
Bl R Faod L I ERFRM 3 PELAT TRy 2256

{ %?;gg; REBTELARETMAS T % a2 B (Steven, 1988) -

o

¢ Kaplan #& 1 ej1 § 4 $%4R 7L 35 (Attention restoration theory, ART) 45 ! "
THRBYERDRA ERT AL SR RAPGEAE A Y A AP
RRBY G A fiﬁé‘é AR A R4 R R 4 A2 Rk
(Kaplan & Kaplan, 1989; Kaplan, 1995) -

Kaplan 2.5 A A A hi fr2 24 27 2 H 0@ > & 4 50k R
FRHHERILA T 4R, o T 84% L | (serious reflection) P #8 - it 53
Uk JE 18 AR i B ehil 2% (Kaplan, 1995) o

% 1§ Kaplan & Kaplan #7% & c0 ART 2% > # 3 —“Ff B A M i R

4 B9 Ry L5 % ehé & Hartig 1997 #9783 EX 3 ¢ chie R £ %
(Percieved Restorative Scale, PRS ¥ 2 Laumann 2001 & i2 it éfx4p 4 F]+ & £

(Restorative components scale, RCS).



WA YAt A S RB e RBBEY A PRGBS RRE MR
Al B APPSR Y REETRE - F I EP BB REFS R AF
AR 2 T ARRIA P AR TR B p X2 LG ¥ 4 & > (Ulrich, 1981) »

Birk(1979)#-2 1w & 2 & 5 1% & F &k R E A P hd K RE
Ao R EF A EZEREON AT A F TSR AN A ko i 4
B PE E 35

temperature or thermal) ~ § § 5 (electrodermal, ED) ~ i# “kj"\/w\ # (perspiration) ~ &t

P}

w2 (@ (electromyographic, EMG) ~ #© & 8 & ¥ # i (skin

(electroencephalogram, EEG) ~ = g (heart rate) ~ = /% /it £ (blood volume) ~ = /&
(Blood pressure) ~ 12 % v ex if & (Respiration)(Olson, 1995) -

Friadip AmBAHH A AL G Hgaret fof K] G ﬁwnggio @ A e
PR R EG A GRep BE o T A 2 g R AR e el g A
4 7 e g IRe R 4 (Cacioppo et al., 2000) « 7305 % A P ek €
BB R b f 4 PR FIRPE %3 e B Sk (Korpela et al,
2002)

Wise ¥ Rosenburg(1988) F % % JLei R B B> v H 3 M Al F ki
A&+ Heerwagen (1990) &7 #135 #7 i 3 “/T‘ TR M S FIRE
FHEE PR A e HE S R P R BT P R E £ (1999)
B VLERmEFRET AL BRI Y - BT T A ik
FALHSARE 7 2 R 2 Rk BAGETF 3 Favii 4 R
(36 % 3 » 2000) °

&d TR G o d 2L (EEG) » 7T B(EMG)# < p(HR) % 2 7247 B4 5 3
BIEE AR e ¥ A€ * (Ulrich et al., 1991; Hartig et al., 1991; Parsons et al.,



iz

‘pi‘“1 =

AR 2 PR

B ORIEHAL S B 5 AR S s PR IREL Y E P Rk = B R R
CZRFA AR AL EY TR AR R A Y FREAE R R
BEF AETES RS AFBERRAARES P AR T L
PE 30 BREEEDE O REFL G AP ERRBE RG]
(D B2 FFRESE - 32 100 2 > Git A 478 /2 100 2 = 2 RS HFF
FhAYTLFRER (2) RBFREERY FAEZ (3) REFHE
TEABE
WL EA S S B R R T R BB E R R TR
%0 Vi -

) FRH

BEARofd 2% % 0 SHAFRATG R 5220 B4 F LE S-1

B] 5-1. JF’I'S',-; '%@Z"FT:_%_EI



(\x.

At BB L e DL o0 HEELA G LB 520

4
wa{z;-'}ﬂ
1] 500 1,000 2,000 3,000 4,000
| Meters

52, #H RA(3 B S LB B T A

(=) B &k
AT P BRI RGES B R RF RO UEF AT YR

NOF RS T > Highas § LR 53

1,000
Meters
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Y Ry

AT R AT AL u;:}f;z R~ R * FAEE ] R
iﬁj%\vkrgg\}gﬁjé'\%%i ’Q:_L-P-: ;1}&’/%%_‘ *#~w1+’iﬁﬂ ‘}Q‘V’#I,
H oo o 4p %8 eCognition 4.0 & {7 1/5000 4pe Bl 2. Hcit > S Hd8 a £ 2 5 % A0
_gﬁ ,}#7 "’J""“’ng""&;ﬁ {g] L o

F5-1 BB Rt g T s
BHEY K %
L Fhc B IEA RA4R A4k R AR o
YR ¥4z iy BT 0 BT RS A
k@ B e T LR
ke kw P B EERES
B B3 BHGHE S T FRE .
AdlEd A4S A RPN ABT S v iERE

R w i AR 2 {8 0 Bl A1 20w B A (Vector format ) 0 Ji * £ R £ 3N
(USDA) #7473 e FRAGSTATS 2.0 (Magarigal & Mark, 1995) & & 3= 2 3 3
#GIS R Gicdl ArcView3.2 % (¥ X 47 ~ ¥ H5%,1997) 0 # w35 2 AR
W2 dpfic > f %~ Excel #c#8 » B (TR T H &I o

AT R R £33 (USDA) #7# % 7 FRAGSTATS 2.0 (McGarigal and
Marks, 1995) % & # = F 3 & 3L GIS T "o #it 88 ArcView3.2 %< % Arc GIS9.2 i~ >
VELARA LSt HY 6tk AT BRL B RHEAE A6

1. B.% %A (Patch Density, PD) -

2. H.F% ¥R (Patch Richness, PR) ~

3. Shannon’s % & Iia‘ﬂ # (Shannon's Diversity Index, SHDI ) ~

4. AR FBidk (Largest Patch Index, LPI) ~

5. T iH.F% -+ | (Mean Patch Size, MPS) ~

6. T3k (Mean Shape Index, MSI )
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4052 R EHLED A

o | BERY R KT (m') b P
_‘ﬂur = 7 ]:L n /T NS
B F dp maX(aU) Baf(m’) » R R ARE LT
LPI- — 2= (100) | Behp A vt o O<LPI<100 » #7143 &

5 SR ARG S AR E

(Largest Patch
Index )

ipdk LA 2 £ QT
iﬂ’ﬂ?\z T?r‘ﬁi nl IS 5 N ;=
! — H i~ + g, B Z_ B,
(Patch Density ) PD= A = i Ty F o P
L% ER RN -
(PatchpR?chness) PR=m HHEE RS FATED -
B T 3525 4k n o i . , v
B e PIPELES RS PR Loy RERET
% (Mean Shape i=1 j:l 2 f_aﬁ Bé? 'Fl pEn g%%‘ﬁ__}’;\ 1 MSI>1 j/i?. I g
= 5o BB LR W v P

=% Index ) MSI N
o[ TEER Sa (] SRR T AT R
g ( Mean Patch MPS = 21 BE §XE)E “Lr*E o MPS>0>
(8; Size ) ni \10=000 # Lo
S
(¢}
—
(¢}
<
@

SREY W4 - BEERE R
MR R BRRIEZY - AT R
( Shannon's n SHDI=0 5 § 5. % 57 S| 5L ff - b3 4
L SHDI=->"(p; _InPy) | p¥ > B SHDI 7 § 5g2 #f 4 o H frg2 i
Diversity Index ) 1 o L o
Fe 4 W] AL G e o

B A n; B fie 95§52 0 &7 aEs2
(Patch Density ) PD= A B % B p
ERTIR . , , .

ij ‘ R AR ARIT B F]AS & 2 A

( Mean Shape Z Py ¥R RHAARIT JFT]/E A5

Index) sto TLBF o] | B gt 1MSE 1 L

ni

TKE ) iaij | SEBY T - FRAE X G
(Mean Patch MPs =2 ez Ti2E - g2 BT

Size) no | 10,000 fpvpg>00 @ b ees

(AT SSBD)  Mose £ 35

AERY - AR AE G H(m)
B B ik ! "f-"#ﬁ@rﬁﬁ‘i f(m') > BB T
.

(Largest Patch P 7 (100) b RERE B BLEE At o 0<LPI<100 »
Index ) 4 ERE T SE Y B PR A
WE o
2?& I e E A a5 Helf o
b i’ﬁu?\z @l)ﬁi n, . N o
oy ' T hd + g, ¥ 7 3
9 " é (Patch Density ) PD= A o fi T 2 BT HP
= :
£ o R PR RS E AN SN R
L Q I — ! - 5 .
® ( Patch Richness ) m i T g
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157 4y e

m n Ps
D3 |y

¥R R B RARIT S A 2 A

RS ER
( Shannon's
Diversity Index )

SHDI=-> (p; _Inpy)
i=1

(Mean Shape S 2.0 _ay ]
=T - Fo H g BT 1> MSI> 1> & + "2 o
Index ) M35I= N e T§AE 5 *
T EEF <) S 1 PEREY T OAE S e T
( Mean Patch MPS = 2 2iE s X BT o MPS>0
Size ) ni 10,000 FRE
FRARY 75 - ARAEFRE R

SHDI—O N g ’ 3—": Z:;.E‘Fa “xim %%: Ll l/;"Ji‘g 4o
5 > 0] SHDI 7 & 5g2 # 4e o B frgr 5
ET- Rt S

L5

N

\
A

(1oAo7 sse[D)

B %R n; g fiv 9Tz 3% # % 5nz
(Patch Density ) PD= A Bo% B P
T B F < /] n " - s o e v
(Mean FShaPC Z L bRBT A RART & 1720 2
Sl W O ) R T R
ni
T30 % /) iaij { LB Ee ~Lr)a e — F % B ?p«’mjwiﬁ
( Mean Patch MPS = 21 Bfrz Ti0E > € X4 BTRE -
SIZC) ni 10,000 MPS>O 5 7{&_!» Kf\l o

=R AR e

T R R R R

j A
aij £t % i3

oY R BEE LG
Pi 27 % iffd @ > b2FmafF2p Ao

N AE R RRY H AT D -

Ni %7 ¥
A 47 2 BB

pij £ & 452 B RN S jERFZAT IS
S SRS 9

m & 74T FEEl2

BB

v D)2 B R BCP o
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0 “HN‘HW MHH 3 § -
1“ |
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[ I8 [ £+ [:E 3% |—|/\J—h‘1§é% EES
Wl 5-4. Bt 5 % BT GI(F B )

[ 1% PR3 | | & 3 B AT ibdy [ ki
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[ 155 | #R 32 | )& i ¥ ATREE LK
Bl 5-6. it 2% B bl(h AHE H R

o RYEFREERERD

(=) AR B eFPFE L RAA

¢ Kaplan (Kaplan & Kaplan, 1989; Kaplan, 1995) # 10 M1 3 4 &4
7% 4 (Attention Restoration Theory, ART) 45 #1387 T3t ¥ i & R 4 5%
ARSI R A PHBREN ALY T FL P RRRY PR
i A MR E AR 4 o Kaplan dp i p ReWHLE 3 £ & et
FovRAd ERY MEIFRORER 0 Rk kG 0 B TR
LA EE A A PROBLERPE N R A RSNELAGRE > A A
4 Mz 4k %8 % (Restorative Experience) 174 it (Kaplan et al., 1989) -

MY 2o IR K o #-r4 Hartig 1997 # & Kaplan&Kaplan ART 32354 £
23R A4 B4 G EH-H* Laumann(2001)#7 1 & ea 4 MR £ £
PRS > i=B&®£4 ¢ § 1w+ 1485 #3257 Kaplan 7% J1éx 3 4 ¥4l ek

B < Fic ki (being away) ~ %F 4 |4 (fascination) ~ #f & |4 (extend) ~ {+

£ M (compatibility)¥? - e 5 iF Hartig ¥t igd B I8 9rf B2 (S8 (7 8 & &
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o FRAEREAN CTHEN PN E o g SA R M2 RS T
7 1% (Coherence)? 2 T % g1+ | (Legisibility) » # 7 T2 d 1, #2452
Ao B? P T - RME P FRBELPELEITRA ST BINA L iR
314 (Being Away) ~ 2.5k # |+ (Fascination) ~ 3.i# 3. 4 (Coherence) 4 2 4.—- &

p—

M (Compatibility): 2% &4 #* pt 8 £ B fs A 454 Bl e $FE(F3% -

(=) &4

FERAELEHBE L ARGE > FF R4 PRSE A B i
e 5 BE o waken™ 3% 44 Laumann {2003 # i > § LH- 2R E Y
PZEIAGFHEF 2 AP PR - ERIE Y LY AT AR
oA FREL O RS BREERIEL Y E AT ER R E IR
EERV A EA AR T REERFLT RIS S 0B
ﬂﬁzw#if#WEﬂ&%ﬂés’ﬁébkﬁiﬂﬁaﬁ%%ﬁw$ﬁo’%;%@
2 R o B v R AR T e

Birk (1973)#%-2 @ w & = &% 5 f1* & F REREP|E AP Gehd 2 F
fefdz > R F BB FEON BT A TSR DL RN
% o Basmajian (1989)4p &1 2 3L w A & 1% AL &2 O Tl iR A7 ) F 4]
BB FEMEAN A2 B v g REFFY o« “TRY N2 WEPIE S FE 00
k& = (electromyographic, EMG) ~ #*J§ i§ & £ # it (skin temperature or
thermal) ~ 5§ % ¥ (Electrodermal, ED) ~ # Ble /> & (perspiration) ~ i i
(electroencephalogram, EEG) ~ «& ¢ (heart rate) ~ = ;% 7i* & (blood volume) ~ =
& (blood pressure) ~ 12 % v ¥ if 5 (respiration)(Olson, 1995) °

It Bt R A B RE G A Ay %u&ﬁﬁﬁ%
ARIBER TABEGHERFI BL R NFHA R RREE R ZRR

4 I F 2 B R oo
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1. #+¢ & J&(Electromyographic, # i EMG) :
émﬁﬁﬁﬁW@NF%%H“#%ﬁﬁﬁ%°§%@§%ﬁﬁmﬁﬁ
SlA=F JEpF o BAE G FISIE " SRR AT de o ¥ ot SRR R 2
P55 T 0 TR R385 K He RIYCR B A2 R (Carol, 1985) o £7 4
e %‘Em‘}‘éﬁé—%ﬁlfﬁl MR enfe R F B R p Bl 1 o Lang % £ (1993) > 1% @ % il
R AL 8000 Rl o MR R AU T o B0 7 g e g
= EMG 3 4v » £ 45 c0f| kg = EMG T "% o
2. « g*(Heart Rate) :

SRR PR A SRR A %;mgzgs s ﬂ%*%i'l“iﬁvf{'l:‘;ﬁ B
(Winton, Putnam & Krauss, 1984) o < gt 8~ f& % pLend mLef Ao dp 4% 0 1
g@ﬁghﬂag$uwﬁ$~“Wh,@maﬁamm1WM)ﬁLVVW¢@
AREDERY B g TG ELD @S o FRA P o

1053 BBR BIN P

g & (EMG) * A m % % 4% (HR)

RIFEE P RIFF B P
¢TI R I DA | TR i g A
24 e T ELRn R o E3 S I

& =% p fwm»& A Bt XD R BB AR D -

RARE STER K IR TR R AT £ 54 0T o

B‘é;-FE"& l—éﬁz’}gf—? "~ :‘.’i :‘Ti ﬁé‘aﬁﬁ"

- ORI RS AR A &
ARvAR - ‘

10 §)48 SR R R }

1 448 ZPRPEBRA ¥ RS ¥

10 748 R R ¥

10 2 48 X p|EE B PRS K % F
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TR ,P]—‘ﬁi Jofhow @A BiedE 1 4 204 RS E G B BN
MG TR R S IS &/ S-S S S U W O R
Zehrd e TR H o B2 Mo TR 4-1 477 o H P iR 0L

ATARBHFF RS L LR RFER AR S A S BT

B: sXplg2 THFR1, > %104

C:#2ILF il o2 20§57 7% -

D:iplfz THRE, %404

E: AR Fsde s B P2 2 %fr;lﬁ*ﬂf °

Fiitplg2 TPR2, @ £ 104 -

FoRy B+ Ce D! E+ F+
B 5-10 2 S i i) 0 3705 0 i L
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I~RRdEDA

AP LRE A TR AP RS LA ER AR
EEMR-AFOISEI 2 906E 8 At BFFEF-IA[DE RH* FTAX
TR TIER Ty ey

2o FRA
1. 7 P RB &3 2 & 225 1 one-way ANOVA 2 74 T % £ {51 R

2.7 P HRBAFAIZ & A2 fdp Bl one-way ANOVA £ {7 # T2 F {4

3RBEA LSl a Ry FRE sy R AR S LAPMETARM LA 4T -

4 BB Gt e 2 il R A S LM EFTIOM LA AT

5. EREERF LA BGE R AR S LML AN EA
15 o
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o
=g
[t
it
*:n
i
&
4
N

= ;ﬁ%aﬁyiﬁﬁﬁiWKﬁ%% e
51

’
|

CZRRBEHAZ A EALAEFAR A
o BB SR Y o TLIRAR vk Ap B A 4T

It
|

TR R T K 2 TR R A MR
Ao LR TR 2 4 TR 2 A LA

SRR S ERE N TR RN R P

- THRBAA L R Rk £ R AT
EARAZ B PR TG E LT AR > 1 one-way ANOVA
(

R REY A 61 ) I AN B TR A R TR B R
o]

SR R RE L E AL - HRFE B R FRE
I':&

=
=
(\x.
3

| EEFSDLR > FR T i

=)

sk if

R TS R

IR
s

Ho HRE TR B L A R R TR B
K‘f/& ;;/}\LL;WS'HI% ﬁt« °

2061 AR R S TLRA AT R

3 5t 5 i R
N=78 N=76 N=73 F P
mean SD mean SD mean SD

Being Away 21.8974 458566  24.7105  4.29206  26.8767  4.75495 22.824 .000**

Fascination 37.2051  7.40894  38.7632  7.90421  44.7671  6.79363 21.775 .000%*

Coherence 19.6923  4.08452  20.4474  4.74804  23.1233  3.82588 13.486 .000**

Compatibility 39.7692  7.09293  40.7500  9.94803  45.0274  7.76740 8348  .000**

PRS 118.5641 18.66213 124.6711 21.93712 139.7945 18.20787  23.063 .000**

#4571 0.01 B ERE .

Pl 2 2 Bifpr»ek £F 5 28 0 2 one-way ANOVA

BT F IR AT TRE R RELLE R RS Z B % HAE
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ZCERBHIZ AN A LA AT
ABfAZ BRI A AAAET G AR L one-way ANOVA i& {7
BRo FMARD BE C AHRENE HEREZBF R R AL B

TEHFOLRE ($04 62)c - HHiLE I BHBR2Z TR R

W

PR BB SR AL BABANFE RIS EIE 0 A M RE LI R

=

%62 A F RZAEZAHPDAELEE IR

F'”‘ B FRET R B R BB
N=25 N=25 N=10 F P
mean SD mean SD mean SD
b faEg 77656 145561 84844  1.79940 103226  1.62043  25.682  .000**
b g 209.2969 6538765 283.0156 310.79976 170.9032 91.94431 3.721 026*
b s R R 19712 36458  2.0415 38267 24188 30626 16.826  .000**
L EE=ED; 6739 10557 6729 11330 7253 10133 2.891 058

*E o iE 0.05 B F R o *RE T 0.01 BEFKE

B f B e o SRR e E Ap BALA 3
2 FRAGSTATS :i& & |z 100m*100m % 2 5. ﬁﬁ#i}f L6 fﬁi z
#ﬂ%e B ERBERE R FREAR *ﬁ’fi AR T2 E R deT £ 6-3

AT

206-3 B LA B B R 4 PR E AR M A 4 4
Being Away  Fascination Coherence Compatibility total
Land PD -331(**%) -.029 321(*%) -127 -.040
Land PR -273(*%) 025 508(+*) -201(%%) 031
Land SHDI -362(**) -.108 275(%%) - 151(%) -.107
Land LPI 326(**) 065 -.506(**) 282(**) 055
Land MPS 117 -.036 010 -.009 018
Land MSI 020 018 225(*%) -133 034

*2oniE 0.05 B E KB o **E 72 0.01 REFKE o

*g%iﬁﬁi‘ﬁ%%%ﬁfp C R FREESE G P AR EENR A BT
IR R A MR B F R R N H A 4 o TR | R €
o RAHERHE AT R B e RS R R BRI 2
HE G Rephit e Ry Fan TRFE, g2F feapl @

g T - R PG R edp R
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T~ BRI Bl 2 IR R E A M A
MRS RS PR A R B AL
BAARM AT B 5 40T & 64 #1770 T U IS IR E Rl 2 B

stsr

23

PRSI ES g P OB A Y el BB B ARG I

PR A RTEERTE SR G el F e BT & 64

7. 6-4. B LA i SHdpdker 4 MO E AP M A 4T £

HR. Al EMG. Al HR. A2 EMG. A2
Land PD 107 -.070 095 -.046
Land PR -011 -.029 -.041 -016
Land SHDI .148(%) -.135 .081 -.120
Land LPI -.041 -019 029 -.042
Land MPS -.150(*) 120 -139 125
Land MSI -.089 131 -.106 130

*2 7 E0.058 F K o FRA T H00IBEF RE o

Ao B ELSHip s A2 GAR M LA AT
MEABRSHEENIBRSHEL LR E R AAPNAR%  EFARE &K
AR AATZ B 54T & 6-5 977 > RARAATBERT UFR > KR
RARFTOGR - ER -~ TOARRHEEREAPME > 7 25 T hikk
T e iR (A o

306-5 B il Bt A A 4
B fasE b EE S HER B B3R

Land PD -288(**) 124 -229(*%) -.089
Land PR - 412(**) 200(*) -260(**) -.053
Land SHDI  -216(*%) 125 -142 -.044
Land LPI 353(*%) -.149 373(*%) 235(+%)
Land MPS -072 -.046 -134 -.105
Land MSI -183(%) -.066 -178(%) -.096

¥2 7 20058 ¥ K - % 7200148 % K E -
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SR F IR A SRR AR MR R
Beie W F TR E B RO R F AR ML R BT R 5

FoApM AL foo 4o T & 6-6 ST o

% 6-6 ¢ % K .IW AR F B4 TR E AR A 4T &

BeingAway Fascination = Coherence Compatibility =~ PRSall

HR.A1 -.049 -.011 -.056 .025 -.017
EMG. Al -.045 -.065 -.080 -.085 -.085
HR. A2 -.034 -.020 -.036 015 -.017
EMG. A2 -.025 -.023 -.074 -.098 -.069

-

f
pafﬁﬁbgéﬁéjhrﬁmﬁgﬂ s ArENE 2 R d A Fﬁ"r‘;’?'r* 2 SRS W

Z Bt 38 BB PR R LB T BRI TR B 2
§ A AT B AP A F AR o S IRB BT R L RS A
BB G EFR P OFEARERS AP S ET HAPEONID B TR
S AROCEEEIE S KA o B A NIl TR A RS T R A

SR SRR L o i B I AT E o b R BB 2
H g @%ﬂaw&ﬁmaaaﬁ‘a’ﬁ;g%ﬁiiﬁﬁﬁﬁ?wﬂ

I;E Y W'\flll}l‘? I,{}é Jﬁ\rs s I8 BALNS g‘_%:]"'y‘,\ffﬁ T

*

Bt REad BRRERERT
B KR Rk - REEp KA R
o 26 R E R B AR A

Boe IR WA ERE Fg Py SRR = B

t mi}%\&ﬁ ‘1‘13}4’7@_4 F R A

*
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1<
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