X E %S 1000-0283(2022)10-0119-07
DOI. 10. 12193/} laing. 2022. 10. 0119. 015
hES S TUISE

SHRARERD: A

W FE A 2021-11-11

& [E HH: 2022-05-09

=
199744 / & /R TAVKA / TR 5%
& /RS AR SRR T

RIS
1977 FE /At d =N /85, BEE
S /BRI IS B PR IME R S I

*IBISEF (Author for correspondence)
E-mail: xulihua@zafu.edu.cn

B, 2022, 39 (10) : 119-125.

ETERERAMAM EEEORARBE RN RN HHE

Research on Satisfaction Evaluation and Application of Pocket Park in
Shangcheng District of Hangzhou Based on User Perception

B & R DHEE ERE KA
CHEN Ting XU Lihua" MA Qiwei SHI Yijun LU Zhangwei

CHRTARMIC A KRR S 502 B, AN 311300)
( School of Landscape Architecture, Zhejiang Agriculture and Forestry University, Hangzhou, Zhejiang, China, 311300 )

wm =

AL SR A BEEAT I AS A Tl RS, W AR AR RIS R it AR T R B it
XERRACHEL, BERETITT AR 23 el SR SR S EE A, AR B A R A B AT
EIRIX 6 JE OGS AT B, A AT RHE, BV IPIErMAR, Huos sk LRI
RIS OBl 45 R 1) o S R R SRR IE . 5 SR 7 18 B HRTE 6 > A8 24 el IPA R IR IEI K 73 A1
BRI S 2 k. RES . TAEBUIGTE 6 A4S A b IPA 7T P I o T o s ek X, 2
AR Bl i e it By o BER SR R 5 KUK S5 00 R il B it T 7 T Sk DR SR SE AL BT, )
TS F= g A TR I, A BGS 2R

KR

HASoE 5 I 5 WRE 5 SR SR 5 Al

Abstract

Research pocket park satisfaction from the perspective of users’ perception, determine the priorities of the transformation
and improvement of different influencing factors of pocket parksand provide targeted optimization suggestions. This method
can provide focus and direction for the renewal and transformation of the urban pocket park and improve users’ leisure and
recreation experience in the park. Taking six pocket parks in the Shangcheng District of Hangzhou as an example, this paper
analyzes the user behavior characteristics, first confirms the evaluation index system, and then analyzes the importance and
satisfaction perception characteristics of various factors of pocket parks by using the IPA analysis method. The results show that
18 indicators show some commonalities and differences in the distribution of IPA quadrants of 6 pocket parks. The rest facilities
and sanitary facilities are located in the key improvement areas in the IPA analysis charts of the six pocket parks, which are the
most important influencing factors for the construction and transformation of pocket parks. The style, characteristics, and fitness
facilities can be optimized and improved after developing key improvement areas. The richness of plant species is in the main-
tenance area, and excessive investment is not recommended.
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Fig. 1 Study location and sample plot pocket park distribution map
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Fig. 2 Study plot pocket park plan
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Tab. 1 Basic overview of the study sample plot
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Tab. 2 Pocket park satisfaction evaluation index
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Tab. 3 Pocket park importance and satisfaction evaluation results
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