AR M K g F dR, 2019, 36(1): 154-161
Journal of Zhejiang A &F University
doi:10.11833/j.issn.2095-0756.2019.01.019

PEFFERERAFIESHEE
BO#®, BEEHE, & o, B 2
(WA MR 2 R AR 5 E#EH B, WiVl i 311300)

WE: AMFERENEAREL B EERTAART, ARMEEFLHEE | AT S, @S5k A4
MR AR AASE, AT SPSSHMTE, LARREGT I, FHHE. WA, BF2MEFE, 5
R ARG B, AN EREEERTEEINE N, 2240, OFLHGEEAARLARRAGZEAL
Fls W E; QUEFHEALEEAGERERABL, HMEAL IR AGERALER; OREKRREHELBK
%, HFHRRERAK; DEFAMNSTRRAKRA T AEARAEZFRK, KEAKBRZESRAREE; Qo
EHARMGEREENE Rk, ORAENGEFT AT OO HETERG, Yook B4 gE SRHEEk
FHEIEFTEAGEGTEAR, FURE. £4GPPRSFEA(ATERE, AMEES), AT ELRFREE,
Al 4 AR A R B A AR R e AR A, B2 A S A 1T

X BHY; FHGE,; AL, HABEE; FLYgE

hESES: S731.2 NEARER: A MERS: 2095-0756(2019)01-0154-08

Using characteristics and satisfaction of country greenway
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Abstract: In order to study the characteristics and satisfaction of the use of country greenway, this study took
Qingshan Lake Greenway in Lin’an as a research object. Based on the SPSS software platform, it conducted
statistical survey, chi-square test, correlation analysis as well as factor analysis, the demographic characteristics,
behaviors and experience satisfaction of the population were quantitatively analyzed and evaluated by using in-
terviews and questionnaire survey of greenway users. The research results showed that: (1) Qingshan lake
Greenway 's users were basically from its neighboring area and Lin’an District; (2) Nearly half of the respon-
dents used the Greenway in rather fixed frequency and most frequent users of the Greenway were neighboring
residents; (3) There were many types of recreational activities on the Greenway, and most respondents used the
Greenway for walking leisure; (4) The frequency of different leisure spaces in summer was different, people
had higher utilization rate of the sequoia forest on the Greenway; (5) Word-of-mouth was the primary way to
get information about the greenway; (6) Respondents had the highest satisfaction with the quality of the
Greenway landscape, determinants of the overall satisfaction level of the respondents including accessibility,
landscape quality, safety protection and service facilities (bicycle rental, public toilet). Based on the above re-
search results, suggestions were put forward to optimize the design of Qingshan Lake Greenway and the con-
struction of country greenway in China. [Ch, 2 fig. 5 tab. 17 ref.]
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Figure 1 Layout picture of Qingshan Lake greenway Figure 2 Overview picture of Qingshan Lake greenway 1
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Table 1~ User attributes, usage characteristics statistics
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Table 2 Chi-square test of using destination and user attributes
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Table 4  Mean, coefficient of variation and weight of observation factors
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Table 5 Difference detection between user attributes and greenway satisfaction evaluation factors
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