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Post occupancy evaluation of rural complex in the rural of large cities

LIN Qiqi, XU Bin, ZHANG Yaping
(School of Landscape Architecture, Zhejiang A&F University, Hangzhou 311300, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: [Objective] Txplore the comprehensive requirements of users in the planning design of rural
complexes. [Method] A case study of the rural complex in Raocheng Village of West Lake District in
Hangzhou, starting with the rural scenery and the perception of rural life in the suburbs rural village of big
cities, post occupancy evaluation (POE) method was used for survey and information feedback, and correlation
analysis was made on POE conclusions, spatial participation and landscape preference of each landscape node
in the rural surroundings complex. [Result] (1) The users mainly come from the villagers around Raocheng
Village and residents of Hangzhou City; (2) The Raocheng village rural complex is an important place for
users’  daily relaxation, however only 9.26% for short-term or long-term vacations; (3) The main factors
affecting user’ s satisfaction level with the rural complex are rural experience, landscape features, cultural
features and supporting service facilities, and the rural experience and landscape features are the dominant ones;
(4) The rural perception of landscape nodes has a positive correlation with user preference and user density.
[Conclusion] Landscape planning design should not only retain and translate the native elements, but also need
to consider the source of users and the needs of behavior patterns. [Ch, 2 fig. 4 tab. 14 ref.]
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Table 1  User attribute and usage characteristics analysis
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Table 2 Component matrix after rotation
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Table 3 Landscape node rural perception evaluation form
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Figure 1  Superposition analysis of rural perception and landscape node preference
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Table 4 List of scenery node utilization situation
W Y GIRGT ) il /(- m )
g e BOREC GO s 3 3
R A AR e W BH R ANt Bt
Al HE AR (B . AR e 1 660 0.148 0.025 - 0.173
FAMO 5067 304 12 Jkd#sk 210 0.024 0.029 0.005 0.058 0.261
FAFA 166 0.024 —  0.006 0.030
P BN (St . KA 1057 0.060 0.083 —  0.143 o170
HIRM 8136 170 6 o o 17
Wl (R K 3E) 710 0.007 0.020 —  0.027
S N TR R AR ) 1400 0.012 - - 0012 0076
AL 4229 94 5 )
SCAb R Ve AT 1200 0.058 —  0.006 0.064
o ] A H (75 H3E) 11 000 0M10noamso%401
S 124546 934 7 - 175
FORAST- 5 (3% WEYE) 112 0.055 0.036 —  0.091
i ARSI ML) 5000 0.014 0.009 0.022 0.045
ST 49 926 237 9 0.056
K 662 - - 0.011 0.011
EORFERKIE . KR 1974 0.041 0.005 - 0M6N%
A ST 2N el 17 692 226 11 SRR 450 0.022 0.011 0.004 0037
RIS (B . TR . A 9274 0.010 0.001 0.001 0.012
I AEY/NT| 980 20 5 Db i ) 280 0.053 0.018 - 0.071 0.071
AR /N (SRS HE) 264 0.011 - - 0011 "
T fi B\ 1318 6 5 .045
v el 56 (5 48k 86 0.011 0.023 - 0.034
AR AL EE) 1398 0.077 0.035 — 0.112
B 2030 033 " fap 1195 - - 0.003 0.003 0280
—H/Pu 5 1 .
Al AL H 13 000 0.027 0.013 0.023 0.063
5ty 2 250 0.044 0060 — 0.104
IR (57K 2278 0.023 - 0.003 0.026
ek 3240 85 5 NTH(EERRE . KEL, AR 309 0.065 — - 0.065 0.121
5ty 2 365 0.030 - - 0.030
fisf AL 15618 215 6 IMERMEHEYER) 11315 0.017 — 0.002 0.019 0.019
— | " SR 19200 0.101 0.055 0.015 0.171 0.570
FOMWE 35000 237 .
KRG (B FAE6) 1127 0.093 0.037 -  0.130
VLI —FORBA B
6r O ZHEHE
S_Nﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁmm)uma -
& 8 AT 7 REUE /(<107 Fi
Ll
EE3
#, | i
il 114 I \
0
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

ST R

LEAND; 20 JLESRE; 3. 304bsLE; 4. 5t0RH; 5 T RE; 6. BB A,
T AEBEANE; 8 MG A 9. =B 10, WDk 11, B68M; 12, 530

i, 13 BEES
B2 SHBRRESERAZTHNERE. THhT XKEEMHyH

Jd=

BT

14, HEPRAT 2818

Figure 2 Overlay analysis of rural perception and user population density and behavioral methods
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