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The aesthetic assessment of the landscape is one of the important problems of
aesthetics. The analysis of the work accomplished in different periods shows that
there are two directions of the methodology of aesthetic assessment of landscapes
in science: physical-geographic, which is based on the “objective” approach of
aesthetic assessment of landscapes, and socio-geographic, in which the “subjective”
approach is dominant. Combining subjective and objective approaches an attempt
was made to estimate the aesthetics of the landscape of Syunik Region.

In case of a subjective approach, the researcher relies on the subjective opinion
of people on the impressions received from a particular landscape of the aesthetic
attractiveness. The was carried out with a social survey through questionnaires
prepared by M.Yu. Frolova. In order to obtain the most reliable results, the
principles of selecting pictures and survey participants have been developed. Most
of the pictures were taken during our tours. The survey involved 80 people, where
more than 40 pictures were presented. The respondents highly appreciated those
landscapes, where there is a combination of different components of the given
landscape. Autumn landscapes of forested areas were rated higher than spring ones.
The results of the subjective correspond to the results of the objective made by us
for the landscapes of Syunik Region by 83%.

Comparing the average results of the subjective with the results of the objective,
we have obtained a map of the aesthetic attractiveness of the Syunik Region. The
most attractive and attractive areas occupy 9.5% and 22.4% of the Syunik Region
territory, respectively, unattractive areas occupy 0.2%. Obtaining a reliable result,
it is recommended to use the methods of objective and subjective estimations together.

https://doi.org/10.46991/PYSU:C/2022.56.3.173

Keywords: subjective assessment, landscape aesthetics Syunik Region, social
survey, questionnaires.

Introduction. Aesthetic assessment of the landscape is one of the most
important problems of aesthetics. There isn’t any single, unified and accepted
version of the assessment in science, yet. That is due to the paradoxical nature of
subjective and objective approaches to aesthetic perception and, of course, the
peculiarities of the explored area.
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The analysis of the work carried out in different periods shows that there
are two directions of methodology for the aesthetic assessment of landscapes in
science: physical-geographical, based on the “objective” approach to the aesthetic
assessment of landscapes, and socio-geographical, in which the *subjective”
approach prevails [1].

Since 1960s’ “objective” and “subjective” approaches to the aesthetic
assessment of landscapes have been formed. The first approach involves the
discovery of objective standards of aesthetic attractiveness, the physical
characteristics of the landscape, and the second — the exploration of the landscape-
aesthetic background of various groups of people, their characteristics [1, 2]. The
case of subjective approach the researcher relies on the subjective opinion of people,
on the impressions received from a particular landscape aesthetic attraction [1-3].

Within the framework of the subjective approach, the most common method
is the social survey (particularly, the polling). It has a number of advantages. First of
all, the large amount of received information allows to use mathematical statistical
methods. Secondly, there is an opportunity to identify and compare the features of
aesthetic perception characteristic of different social, national, age and other groups
and compare. However, implementarion of this method is laborious and requires
high financial costs [4, 5].

Surveys usually involve 50 or more people, and as a rule, should be taken into
account their ethno-cultural, educational level, height, etc. [3].

The aim of the paper is to study the features of the subjective perception of
the aesthetics of the landscapes of Syunik Region through social surveys. And it’s
necessary to compare the results with the objective results.

Materials and Methods. A social survey was conducted in order to find out
the features of the subjective perception of the landscapes of Syunik Region and
compare them with the results of the objective assessment, which has been already
carried out by us, a social survey was conducted.

For a subjective assessment 40 different photographs of the landscapes of
Syunik Region were selected, on the basis of which a questionnaire was worked out.
The selection of photographs was made according to the following principles:

1) the photographs maximally reveal the orographic, hydrographic, vegetation
characteristics of the landscapes of Syunik Region;

2) the collection of photographs includes landscapes which are typical for all
landscape zones of Syunik Region;

3) different combinations of landscape components are present in the photographs;

4) the photos represent the seasonal colour diversity of Syunik Region;

5) the collection includes both natural and man-made landscapes (slightly
modified, altered and modified landscapes);

6) there are frontal, spatial and deep spatial landscapes in the photographs.

The popular and famous questionnaire compiled by M.Yu. Frolova was
selected for the surveys [2].

Tables of aesthetic, ecological features of the landscape, emotional estimation
on a scale of 1 to 7 points are attached to each photo in the questionnaire.

Thus, the 1% column means “extremely negative impression”, the 71" column
— “quite positive”, the 4" column — “neutral”, the rest occupy an intermediate position.
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So, the impressions received from the ecological and aesthetic state of the entire
landscape (same-diverse, disharmonious-harmonious, ordinary-exatic, ugly-beautiful,
etc.) and emotions (fear-joy, depression-admiration, etc.) generated by the respondents
were estimated during unpointing [3, 6].

The questionnaire given to the respondents looked like this:

Landscape Aesthetic Questionnaire
Dear survey participant, please take some time to conduct a subjective assessment of the
landscape aesthetics. Thanks in advance.

1) Fillin
Name, Sur-name
/Family name
Age
Nationality
Profession

2) Gender -
Male
Female

3) Education
Secondary school

High
Other

4) Where do you live?
Village
Town/City
Village, town

5) Have you been to other countries?
Yes
No

6) How many countries have you been to?

7) Mark, what landscape do you prefer?

a)
Mountainous
Plain

b)
Forest

Meadow

Steppe

Their combination

c)
Riverside
Lakeside
Far from coastal area

d)
Native landscapes
Appropriated by man
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8) Your favourite season
Summer
Winter
Spring
Autumn

9) Have you ever been to Syunik Region?
Yes
No

Now, we present to your attention several landscapes of Syunik Region. Please, fill in
Table 1 and Table 2 for each one.

1) How do you estimate the aesthetic and ecological features of the landscape in general?

Put a cross in the corresponding box of each row of Table 1.

2) How do you rate your emotional reaction towards the landscape?

Put a cross in the appropriate box for each line in Table 2.

Table 1
Assessment of aesthetic-ecological characteristics of the landscape
Rating scale Property
Property 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Identical various/diverse
Disharmonious harmonious
Ordinary exotic
Ugly beautiful/nice
Dangerous harmless/safe
Violated/broken not-infringed
Table 2
Emotional evaluation of the landscape
Emotional Rating scale Emotional
Impression 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Impression
Sense of fear joy
Irritation peace
Depression enthusiasm
Sadness admiration

80 people participated in the survey. In order to get the most accurate results,
the survey participants were selected as:

« people with different professions (geographers, foresters, ecologists, artists,
guides, biologists, engineers, linguists, etc.). Most of the respondents (68 people)
have higher education;

« residents of different regions of RA, residents of Syunik Region (those living
in the researched area have a different perception of their place of residence) and
foreigners (Czech, Russian, Turkish, Ukrainian, Chinese, Egyptian, German, etc.);

« people, who have visited different countries, 63% of survey respondents
have been to 5 or more countries;

« people of different ages: the youngest of the respondents is 16, and the oldest
is 53 years old;
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« people of different genders: 49 were female, 31 were male.

The photographs were presented to respondents in casual order. Data from the
social survey were analysed using SPSS and Excel software packages. The obtained
results were compared with the results of the objective and the map of the aesthetic
attractiveness of the landscapes of Syunik region was obtained.

Results and Discussion. 53% of respondents prefer summer, 80% — mountain
landscapes, 46% — different combinations of vegetation, 44% — areas near the
riverbank, and 80% — natural landscapes.

The colourful autumn riverside landscape of the Nature Reserve of Shikahogh
was highly appreciated in (6.3 points). The landscape rated 6.2 points is a beautiful
combination of natural landscape and human influence.Vahanavank’s red dome
gives an unusual look to the combination of vegetation and rocks. The landscape of
the meadow-steppe with violet flowers received the same number of points (Fig. 1).

The analysis of the average results of the aesthetic-ecological characteristics
of landscapes and the emotional perception showed the following picture.
The participants of the survey rated with the highest points scale of Zangezur
lakeside panorama (6.4 points), where the mirror symmetry created by the lake gives
special harmony to the landscape (Fig. 2).

Fig. 1. Panorama of Vahanavank. Fig. 2. Panorama of Lake Gogi.

Landscapes used for industrial purposes received a low score, such as the
image of the Geghanush tailing dump (2.2 points) (Fig. 3), image of Zangezur
copper-molybdenum mine (2.5) (Fig. 4).

Fig. 3. Geghanush tailing dump. Fig. 4. Zangezur copper-molybdenum mine.
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The pictures taken in autumn were rated higher than the spring landscapes that
include the same and similar components.The clear proof of this is the estimated
average score of the photos taken in the summer and autumn in Shikahogh Reserve.
The picture made in autumn with colour diversity was rated 6.3 points, and the
picture with only green shade — 6 points

The landscape with violet flowers was rated higher than the landscape with
yellow flowers. Landscapes of volcanic mountains (3.5-5.3) were rated lower in
difference to pictures of folded blocked mountains (5.7). The same applies to lake
landscapes. It is true that the lake landscapes common in folded block and volcanic
mountains were highly rated (5.8 points and more), but the pictures of lake
landscapes, which were spread in the near-peak areas of folded block-mountains
(6.4 points) were rated higher.

Among two similar forested landscapes, the picture with the snow-covered
mountain was rated higher in the background (5.8 points up to 6 points).
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Fig. 5. Maps of aesthetic attractiveness of landscapes of Syunik Region.

Comparing the results of the subjective assessment of the landscapes of
Syunik Region with the results of the objective assessment of the landscapes of
Syunik Region [7], we obtained 83% compliance.

In order to obtain a reliable result, subjective and objective assessments were
combined and a map was obtained for assessing the aesthetic attractiveness of
landscapes in Syunik Region (Fig. 5).

The obtained results are quite similar to the objective assessment results.
Only the areas occupied by urban settlements are differed. As a result of subjective
assessment, urban settlements received average points (4-6 points), as a result of
objective assessment, urban settlements were considered unattractive from the
point of view attractiveness. As it is seen from photo 5, as a result of combining
subjective and objective assessment urban areas are not considered unattractive.
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The most attractive and attractive areas respectively occupy 9.5% and 22.4%
of the territory of Syunik Region, unattractive areas occupy 0.2%.

Conclusion.

1. Respondents appreciate landscapes more highly, in which various
components of the landscapes are combined. The only exceptions are landscapes
covered with flower carpets.

2. The presence of high ridges with folded block-mountains in the
background of the landscape was highly appreciated by 91% of the respondents, but
the landscapes in which the parts of the mountains are visible in the foreground,
created a sense of danger in people.

3. Autumn landscapes of forested areas were rated higher than spring
landscapes. It shows that people like multi-coloured more.

4. The results of the objective developed by us for the landscapes of Syunik
Region correspond to the results of the subjective by 83%.

5. The most attractive and attractive areas occupy 9.5% and 22.4% of the
territory of Syunik Region respectively, unattractive areas occupy 0.2%.

6. The application of the proposed objective and subjective’s methods
together gives a reliable result.
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Wdithnithnid

Lwimpwdwnh ghinughmujut ghwhwnnidp jutnumuhtt glinughmn -
Pyl quplinp juinhpbitiphg £ Swppbip dudwbwuppewibitipnid. junmupywd
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wyhuwnwbiptiiph ytpnidnipyniin gnyg E wwhu, np ghunpub gk
gnnipnih nibh jwinyupmitph qinughnujut giwhwndwb dhpnnitnh
tipynt nipnyuodnipni’  $hghuwppuiwuphwgpujub, nph hhdpnid pouo k
wubtnwdpmbitiph gtinughunwljut qwhwndwd  «opjtijnpy» dnnbtignidip W
unghwjuyhuwphwgpuijui, npnid gipulju E «unipjtijuhy» dnnbgnidp: dnpa k
wnytip hpwluwbwgbly Umnibhph dwpgh wbnuwdwmidtiph ginughunipyuib
qgbwhunnid®  hudwnptiny  vniptijmhy W opjijmhy  dWnnbtignidbtpn:
Uniptijnhy  dnntigdwtt ntypmd  niunidtwuppnnp hpdp £ phngnibned
dwpnubg uniptijumhy Jupdhph wyu jud wylt piuyunytinh glinughunwjui
gnuysniyniiihg unwgwd muunpnidpnibitpn:

Q-buwhwnnid@ hpuubigyty Eunghwjujubt hwpgduwdp® U.8nt. Spnnduyh
Juqiwd hupguptpnphlitph thengny: Unwyti hntuwh wpynibp vnwbugno
hwudwnp Wulyty £ Gupbtph pbupngubt b hwpgdwb dwubulhgitinh
pbwnpnipyult ugpniiipbitin: Glwpbtph W60 dwup unwgyly £ dbp Ynnihg
Juwmupyud tpeninhitiph dudwbwly: <upgiwin dwubwlgh E 80 dwipn, npnbg
ttipuyugyt k40 ptwyunltp: <wipgynndbtipt wnwyt) pupap G gwhwnty
wyt ptwwyunYtintitipp, npuntin wnu L jwmanudmh wwpptip pununphstttiph
hudwnpnipgmnit: Thnwunwuum muwpuwdpbbinh wtwbughtt puwyyuntiptitp
wytih punpdp  qwhwnyty, pwt qupwbughtt pouyunmytpbtipp: Upnipyby-
why qhwhwndwh wpnniipbbpp 83%-ny hwiwwuwnuwupuwinid & Uynithph
dwupgh juinpudwmbbtiph hwdwp, dbp hul Ynnihg, Juumupgusd opjtljnpy
gbwhunmdwb  wpynibpbipht:. - Umpijnhy  qwhwndwd  dhohtwgyuid
wnnnibpbbpp  hwdwnpbnyg  opjtijwnpy  qhwhwwnmdiwt  wpnynibpltiph htn'
unwgti] Giip Umibhph dwipgh ginughumwuljub gpugsnipyul pupntiqp: Unuwy
gnuyhy b gpudhy mupudpbbtipp hudwwyuwmuwupnwbwpup  qpuntighnid o
Unibhph dwpgh wmwpwdph 9,5% U 22,4%-p, wbhpuwniphy mwpudpbbpp’
0,2%-p: <nruwh wpynilp unmwbwne hwdwp wnwewplynid £ opjtljnpy
gbwhunmdwb b ynipytjunhy gwhwndwd dbpnnhubtpp jhpunk) dhuuhb:

A. A. ETUA3APAH, B. C. MYPAZISIH, A. T. TPUT'OPSH

CYBBEKTUBHAS OLEHKA 5CTETUYECKOI'O KAYECTBA
JJAHAITA®TOB CHOHUKCKOU OBJIACTHU

Pesmome

OcreTndeckas OlleHKa JaHmmadTa SBISETCS OJXHON W3 Ba)KHBIX MPOOIIEM
JaHAmapTHON 3CTETUKH. AHaNM3 pPa0OT, BBINOJIHEHHBIX B Pa3HbIC IMEPUOIBI,
MOKa3bIBACT, YTO B HAyKE CYIIECTBYET JIBa HANpaBJICHUS METOIO0B 3CTETHUECKOMH
OIICHKHM JaHmmadToB: ¢u3nKo-reorpaguueckoe, B OCHOBE KOTOPOTO JIEKHUT
“OOBEKTUBHBIA~ TIOIXOJ OSCTETHYECKOH OLEHKH JaHIma(ToB, W COLHUAIBHO-
reorpaduueckoe, B KOTOPOM IOMUHUPYET “CyObeKTUBHBIIN moaxoa. Hamu cienana
TIOTIBITKA OLIEHUTH 3CTETHKY JaHamadgToB CIOHUKCKOW 00iacTu, coueTas CyOnhek-

TUBHBIA U 00BEKTUBHBINA ITOAXObI.
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[Ipu cyOBEeKTHBHOM MOAXOJE HCCIENOBATENb OMHUPAETCS HAa CyObEKTUBHOE
MHEHUE JIIOJIed O BIEYATICHUSX, IOJIy4aeMbIX OT ICTETHUECKOW IPUBIEKATElb-
HOCTH TOT'O WJIM MHOTO neH3axa. OLeHKa IPOBOAUIACh IIyTEM COLIMATIBHOIO OIIpoca
yepe3 aHKeThl, moaroroBieHHele M.IO. @ponooit. [ momyueHns: MakCUMaabHO
JOCTOBEPHBIX pPe3ybTaTOB ObUTH pa3paboTaHbl NPUHIUIBI 0TOOpa (GoTorpaduii u
YYIaCTHHKOB OIpoca. bonpmuHCTBO oTorpaduii ObIIH clieIaHbl BO BpeMsl HAITHX
TypoB. B ompoce mpunsuim ydactue 80 uenoBek, UM Obulo mpenctasieHo 40
nei3axxeil. PecioHIEeHTH BBICOKO OLEHWIM T€ JaHJaQThl, B KOTOPBIX HAOIIO-
JIAJIOCh COYETaHUE Pa3IMYHBIX KOMIOHEHTOB naHmmadra. OceHHHE MeH3aKu
JIECHBIX MAacCHBOB OIICHMBAJIMCH BHIIIE, YeM BeCeHHHUE. Pe3ynbTaTel CyOheKTHBHON
OLIGHKM COOTBETCTBYIOT Pe3yJbTaTaM OOBEKTHBHOW OIIEHKHU, BHIITOJHEHHOW HAMH
st nanamadros CroHnkckoi obmactu, Ha 83%.

CormocTaBuB ycpeHEHHBIE PE3yIbTAThl CyObEKTUBHOW OLIEHKH C pe3yIbTaTaMu
O00BEKTHBHOW OLEHKH, MBI TOJNYYHIH KapTy 3CTETUYECKOH MpPUBIEKATEIbHOCTH
Cronukckoro obnactu. Haubonee npuBiekarenbHble U IPUBIIEKATENbHbIC PAHOHEI
3aHMMAIOT COOTBETCTBEHHO 9,5% wu 22,4% Tepputropun 00JIaCTH, HENPHUBIIC-
KaTenbHble pailoHbl 3aHUMAlOT 0,2%. I MosydeHus TOCTOBEPHOTO pe3ylbTaTa
PEKOMEHAYETCSl MCIOJIb30BaTh METOAbl OOBEKTUBHOM M CyOBEKTHBHOW OLIEHKH
COBMECTHO.
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