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Abstract: With the rapid social development and the improvement of people’s living standard, the single transport ation function
of road can’t meet people’s requirements. Other criteria such as scenic appreciation, entertainment, attraction to visitors, and
economy impact, etc. are becoming more important. Aesthetic assessment of road landscape has been developed rapidly since
19605 in western countries- How ever, there are few reports in China until now- It is of great significance for carrying out study
on aest hetics of road landscape. It mainly describes correlative theory and landscape assessment method widely used in western
countries, and then analyzes the pattern elements and pattern characteristic of road landscape components. At the same time,
spatial sequence of road landscape is analyzed briefly. Finally, it proposes the development direction of aest hetic assessment of

road landscape in China, which is to absorb excellent experience of other countries and relate them to Chinese traditional

historic culture to carry out road aesthetic landscape assessment.
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