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Tab.8 Theoretical emphases of rural landscape in domestic and international research in the past 20 years
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Tab.9 Regional characteristics of rural landscape in domestic research
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A Review and Prospect of Rural Landscape Research:
A Domestic and International Perspective

DU Xingyu, DENG Wei®

(The Faculty Geography Resource Sciences, Sichuan Normal University, Chengdu 610101, China)

Abstract; Enhancing the quality and efficiency of rural spaces constitutes a core task for rural development, and
reshaping rural landscapes serves as a critical pathway to address the dilemmas of urban-rural spatial restructuring.
Rural landscapes not only are integrated carriers of natural ecological background and socio-historical contexts, but
also visual medium that embody nostalgic memories and poetic living imagery, holding strategic significance for
achieving high-quality territorial spatial development.

In this study it employed Citespace knowledge graph visualization technology to conduct a bibliometric analysis
of selected literatures in Web of Science and CNKI core databases, interpreting the academic lineage of rural
landscape research in Europe, the Americas, Japan, and China from both qualitative and quantitative perspectives.

(1) The results indicate: The evolution and research paradigms of rural landscapes in China and abroad were
deeply embedded in specific socio-economic and regional contexts, exhibiting marked spatial heterogeneity.

(2) Divergent cultural institutions and intellectual traditions led to distinct research trajectories: Western
studies concerned about biodiversity conservation, ecosystem service assessment, and policy-driven landscape
governance, whereas Chinese research demonstrated phased evolution characteristics, transitioning from analysis of
traditional settlement morphology to landscape gene identification and cultural value evaluation.

(3) Domestic research exhibited four stage-specific characteristics, forming a regional cognitive model
characterized by “nature-culture” dual dimensions in spatial contexts.

This review aims to provide theoretical clarity for spatial governance under the rural revitalization strategy,
facilitating the transformation of rural landscapes into multi-functional platforms that preserve nostalgic memory,

highlight ecological values, and stimulate endogenous development momentum.

Key words: rural landscape; rural revitalization; urban-rural integration; China-foreign comparison
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