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Does rated visual landscape quality match visual features? An analysis for renewable energy landscapes - ScienceDirecthttps://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0169204620314845
[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. Rated visual landscape qualities and measured visual features are correlated.
2. Landscape preference decreases with increasing renewable energy systems.
3. Rated landscape coherence is an index of place-technology-fit in energy landscapes.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article “Does rated visual landscape quality match visual features? An analysis for renewable energy landscapes” is a research paper that examines the relationship between rated visual landscape qualities and measured visual features in order to improve understanding of how people’s preferences for landscapes altered with renewable energy infrastructure (RES). The article is well written and provides a comprehensive overview of the research conducted, as well as its findings and implications. 
The article is reliable in terms of its content, as it provides evidence to support its claims and conclusions, such as citing relevant studies on the topic, providing data from the study conducted, and discussing potential implications of the findings. Additionally, the authors provide a balanced view by noting both positive and negative aspects of RES development in different landscape types. 
However, there are some potential biases present in the article that should be noted. For example, while the authors discuss potential conflicts between RES development and other ecosystem services, they do not explore counterarguments or consider possible solutions to these conflicts. Additionally, while they note that people generally prefer natural landscapes over built environments, they do not discuss any potential benefits or advantages associated with RES development in terms of aesthetics or other factors. 
In conclusion, this article is overall reliable and trustworthy due to its comprehensive coverage of the topic at hand and evidence provided to support its claims; however, there are some potential biases present that should be taken into consideration when evaluating its trustworthiness.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Renewable energy infrastructure conflicts
· Benefits of renewable energy landscapes
· Aesthetic value of renewable energy landscapes
· Solutions to renewable energy infrastructure conflicts
· Natural landscape preferences
· Visual features of renewable energy landscapes
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