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Abstract

In order to select flower borders with various varieties, rich colors and full of wild interest, this study
uses the SBE method to evaluate the beauty of 7 kinds of flower border landscapes in the flower bor-
der demonstration base in Jiashan County, Zhejiang Province. Different types of flower landscape
design elements were decomposed through different professional groups, and samples are selected
according to 6 types of elements for beauty evaluation. The results show that different groups of
people have different preferences for the six elements. Through stepwise regression analysis, the cor-
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relation coefficients are color richness 0.541 and interestingness 0.459, the rest of the elements are
not consistent with the beauty. The partial correlation between color richness and beauty evaluation
is the highest, indicating that the color matching and richness of plants are the most important ele-
ments to the effect of flower border creation.
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Figure 1. Flower border landscape samples
1. EEFEWHER

Table 1. Decomposition of flower border landscape elements
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Table 2. The SBE value of each photo sample
F2 BRAMHAERE SBEE

s FEAR L v R ECE, ARAEEZ IR

1 —0.582 7 -0.535 7 -0.709 7 —0.453 7
2 0.016 3 0.029 3 0.003 4 0.020 4
3 -0.041 5 -0.032 4 0.035 3 -0.160 6
4 0.424 1 0.505 1 0.481 1 0.254 1
5 0.349 2 0.325 2 0.436 2 0.252 2
6 —0.002 4 —0.059 5 —0.036 5 0.111 3
7 -0.165 6 -0.233 6 -0.211 6 -0.023 5
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Table 3. Stepwise regression analysis of beauty of flower border elements

*® 3 EREREREZLEASK
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BEFEEE 0.948 5.948 0.004
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CRFEEENEHRE LT, KR e K BTk 33%.
I Xo RIA T J5 1R[] 9 77 F =X
Y =0.029+0.807X, ®)

Table 4. Excluding the flower border beauty of X5
T4 FIRXHREERE

EFEBEA VRS t I P
BEEEH 0.926 5.490 0.003

AL, BRAAERE 3L SUE M M R s I R R O FE L, BIHRHUE 0.807, fWAHK R2EL
(3 4)°4 0.926.
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FELREARTT 8% 22 7 AR E0 0 3 34y M AMRMEGHERN 2 1. 34, ZERATIH
To i 22 AR 2 20 34

Table 5. Variance analysis of beauty scores of different populations

"5 AEIABERESONAENT

EHIARE T FEE FEEH LA S/
W5 9 Pl o 8% M0 DTG AT e D5 T %9 s S8 e
1 0625 ¢ c 1 -039%5 b B 1 -0738 ¢ B 1 -0717 ¢ B
2 0225 ab AB 2 0357 a AB 2 0111 b AB 2 0243 ab A
3 0053 b B 3 0079 b AB 3 0037 b AB 3 0047 b AB
4 0438 a A 4 0573 a A 4 045 ab A 4 0264 ab A
5 0394 a A 5 0028 b AB 5 055 ab A 5 0563 a A
6 0120 b B 6 -0170 b B 6 -0037 b AB 6 —018  bc AB
7 0259 b BC 7 0316 b B 7 -0311 e B 7 0120 b AB
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Table 6. Excellent sample analysis
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Figure 2. Sample 3 with large contrast
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