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Abstract

This study takes the waterfront greenway in Xuanwu Lake Park, Nanjing as the research object, and
comprehensively applies semantic analysis method (SD method) and factor analysis method to
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quantify the perceived effect of urban waterfront greenway on people. By collecting tourists’ per-
ceptions of various landscapes in the park, the results show that: (1) The Xuanwu Lake Waterfront
Greenway exhibits excellent psychological experience quality, while relatively low evaluations of
comfort and fun; (2) In terms of road performance quality, the overall road condition of Xuanwu
Lake Park is satisfactory, but there is still room for further improvement in the refinement of road
paving, the richness of landscape elements along the way, and the openness of landscape views. (3)
When it comes to improving the visual experience quality, Xuanwu Lake Park has become a promi-
nent highlight with its high level of cleanliness. While expanding and deepening research on the
perception of lakeside landscapes, this study also provides scientific references for the design of
waterfront greenway landscapes and their surrounding facilities.
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P T 20 2 el (L B )R 548 i T XX, R i X K 2 el AR YY) 472.36
hm?2, 22 el 73 i 5 X S I RO PR DI RERX, 2 R AT e L KSR S0 K R S 424 i, [RI IR K
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Figure 1. Sample selection point
1. REARERLS

22. MIRF*

AV SCHEITE L R B AN S SR USSR B, {3 IBM SPSS Statistics 26 57 A
G 5 R bt 18 U HTEE(SD 72, semantic differential) RS2 10 56325, 1957 4E i # /R « 1%
i « B {8 (Charles Egerton Osgood)#i t [ — FhuCo BRI 5 777 [11] . %0 780 FE 58 A -l i AH S 1AV
MPEERIAT IS, DA BEAONREAR, BRAMAE —EXUHE 10 2R E R E S TP IXFp
JPEAEEI . SO A T R S5 A DS AR 2 Tz B [12]

1931 4E, Thurstone B X IEXEEH T T M7 T ridod—MH TR 2 AN TR 2 12X R
MGt ik BRI — A I A AT AR e, B AR A — AR OO B, X
R, 32 H bR VR R IR 2R BRAE RS, DARRRE WL A4 v (i e v e, SR TR g
B R 2 R B AN SR RS AR RE[13] . BRI MmiE N T iz, il (OBREE . A . T AR
$. e T AFE B SN R TR ABOE | AR R R A R SRR, SR A 5 8 S T A R R A AR
AT AR 335 6T AP 7 1) 88 TR N 93 #0T o

3. MRMBRFEIE

WA IR RHLEE 205 5Kk B 2 il 23 [l 3 38 2% Ab i K S8 S R B o FBIF 78 /N A R B2 A FA 3 1
205 K ik T 3 Al BAREME R S (LI 2~4), B4 4 5KIE .

Figure 2. Sample A image
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Figure 3. Sample B image
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Figure 4. Sample C image
4. A CEK®

AT RGBT N =AP R e, @SR T TRVIRA L BN IR, RS T B
e Feik, I TR ATESD, M RS B BEA R B e, DA I S R A T . ok, A
B BTEIT, TERURAESR . DUONER, TERRIS A2 R A0 CRUE B — SO RT3 T, A Wxt
i) G HEATAE 2O 7835

AT I B LU 2 O B A N A, 48] SD %:(Semantic Differential) DLt 2 5 & % T A [RNE
IKGRTE AL AN DL . 275 1R /K SR IE R 78 AR SG SOW PP FR AR [14]-[16] 0 K =1 Fh5MRRIE 73 A 5
M AR E R =R, DA BN & Gotth 2 s KSR B AN L (L 22 1) St E R AR S0
W IEIRACHIRHE, AR TR RUES B ERAMCIREIE, M5 2 3R 2 K 25 A\ Tt A R4
RIRHIE o« 1% BTk — D B 70 8% B R PR /K SR8 B AN CR I RE i . O T SRR . RS b,
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Table 1. SD factor and adjective pairs
= 1. SD FF R At

{5 Code P4 AT Evaluation factor A% Adjectives
Al TH % 9
1 % R R A % A A2 T8 B I
A3 TH R
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B1 TLRFHEE
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B5 EPE
B6 MBI
c1 7 )%
c2 H AR
C3 i I

DR C4 A
c5 U ik
C6 IR K
c7 UEIp]

M EMARFCRES 5ENEREEM SD WM RFHRA A, 825384 020 e GO
HURZ, S A T K X SR8 SO E R R R . 8P IE S T, PRI A, BRI
T8, WTTRTEAN 5 AT e BT . RURE, AR SURBUAS 50 4y, LR 150 43 1]
B, [BIWE 100%. HAE R & ILIEE 145 17, BRIR IS A 8% N 96.6%.

4. BT SD ZE9IE M 4R
4.1. SD VMR ER

ASHIT FULE N € 2% T AT NI AT B2 TR SD 23R 1€ B2, (€M) 1IBM SPSS Statistics 26 73 # K
PEEAT I 0 A B SRER AT EFT B, S N RAFREATIE D M. SRR ZE R RBID T Es AR, fixt
25 RGHAT TR

M 2 AT UG Y, Bartlett BREAIG I SE i BIA S 1737.560, I HHXS R &2 PEBER (Sig {H)
0.000 (IXJEH B p EH/MT 0.05 5L 0.01 (MR FE/KT), WT LA AR B8] (147 5 R AR P 57
FbEZ AAER M ZE S . HER 41, Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO)K S8 [FMEIA ] T 0.942, PRk HdE A4 &
EHATHET 0T, CAERBGE R R A FE R 7 I MR AR R 1] A SR 45 4

30 2 K SR TE S R AR AT SE i i, BATRER TG — K51 SD 15750, K&/
W7 SUEA FIAERZ_ERIPE S L. BETIXEE SD 15y, FATA LS A SD 1R T KT 0 E
(WA 3), XTI (EARER T WAL RS E 7 T BEAAR R B . 22 ) SD PP h 28 &I (UL 5] 5) BLEE B Bt
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Table 2. KMO and Bartlett inspection
= 2. KMO MBHFI4R K

KMO Fl BRI RS 56
KMO BUbe i DI & 4 0.942
bl (Ve i 1737.560
ELRER R BRE FE R 50 H A 190
BEN 0.000
Table 3. Evaluation results of SD method
2 3. SD IR
FEAS Sample
SD [A¥ SD factor ¥1{H Mean
1 2 3

TE S B 4.33 3.97 4.27 4.19
TE A 431 3.72 4.02 4.01
T P 2 4.22 3.77 4.06 4.01
EH Y 4.08 3.81 431 4.06
(=R ZUES 4.22 3.89 4.18 4.09
TR T 4.04 3.93 4.10 4.02
TR O E 4.27 3.93 4.14 4.11
TR EEE 4.18 3.87 3.97 4.00
SOWTFIE 4.14 3.75 4.12 4.00
WA 4.12 3.85 4.22 4.06
B 4.33 4.04 4.22 4.19
fignL 3 431 3.75 4.02 4.02
P B ARG 4.25 3.81 4.04 4.03
7 [A] Jgk 4.14 3.83 4.25 4,07
H 2R 4.22 3.93 4.18 4.11
EyaL: 4.10 4,02 4,08 4,06
LK 4.29 3.95 4.14 4.12
MR Rk 4.20 3.91 3.97 4.02
R IR I 4.18 3.75 4.14 4,02
Wl 4 4.16 3.87 4.22 4.08

DOI: 10.12677/design.2024.96686 224 Wit


https://doi.org/10.12677/design.2024.96686

&
=
B
48

44

43

42

41

39

3.8

37

$ oF & ¥ & 9 & & ‘%r N @‘ & &
5 & R G G F & ﬁ’f » RN
@@5&% @@6 %&%' ,@%’ @1 4 /4{5 %» % &’?’ % % ?’3’ *vi%’ £ &

N

ot GA —e— GHEB -~ GHHC

Figure 5. SD evaluation curve chart
5. SD i ehekE°

TR 2 AT LA EE R, 418 A 5EEE C MR ik 7E 4 £ 43 S XAA, X—PPaiaH
BA B S B HH 2 5 0P 4 IR A 2k S R BON IE T LA A . M2 N, G458 B VRS ESN
e, HAMETPRIKE, o] RERE /RTE S L )y AP AE SO 25 1], 75— BRI iR, DA R
HOEEEN

BTN S, S50 XA E N I IE RS WS T 7 s Y, Rl R TR G S 56 5 R
LA RG] I DUAS B LR TS LRI I N o TR B8V 1B BV TR R 1 U TE N Y I R
ERERLS, B> T SAE; B T A R E T I EAL S O, NI R S T
ANEH BN FIRIR 25 8] 2 AT, T il it A i IR BA AR A4 s b R 2 A W s 4 i,
HALWE AL 2 HARE SRR R 220 TR 5] 2y r3g6s, WIrTRE R IR T 4uE s somE . i
TEER MBI 5 R0 E AR B AR SR, ISR AR T T I I U Dl i s

Eu@%%ﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁ,Zﬁﬁ&ﬁmﬁm%ﬁﬁﬁme%maﬁﬁﬂxéu,,%%ﬁ%
T T EEIVE, SD E N 411 F1 4.12, X EEG G THERUFE R HARTMN, LTS
BRI AR A, JEFEE T AN AR IE R A .

MIERE B 8 5 A FE SR 2RI Tl (75 /K 4008 LM 2458 3, RERs R I Hh i R i R I BE AT K .
FERH A IR 2 &7 18 FE 5 R R IR PP A, 00 SD {358 4.02. BT ARBIRZ K, M T/NEEA, HHE
TR R AR, I A ST S R BRI AR . BEAh, BT AR H R KRR, SRR
R, XTE— @R L TR R ERE . dE—Drr, KA E K SREE IR 5] 21T
AR T MRS DR EHEA R, SR R ESOER, XA AL W R
HELAIRIFIRE S 5 RIBR ARG . AT S —RGL, AR E NG R BahE B, Wil B2 F s
WA, IR A R, CARTE S 2 DO RS R R o RIS, St v A 238 B i SR 1A 345 )
B, N BE RN AR R, A R R L. W E KR X S, NI R AR N ATE . TER
T EIAEL .

TERR T Z U A T B B R IR T T, 25 300 0 0 2R 1 58 W 25 7 7 s BEVEA, O A
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DR T B A T 5 | R AES LR, Nl G T 87 3@ EAT RS . AT, AR TIERR T I e,
PRERSE . TCER ZREME S SOWTTBUE 77 TH BV RS S 1, 1X =351 SD {H 4> AIAE] T 4.01. 4.0 1 4.0,
BN TR X ], EAE TR R 20 A e DAL 22 BT AR R T 18 % 1 g o R
{EFETE PR AT AR b, e MR SRR . B I HE C DL ORI b, AT R I AR 58 AT R iR e T
i FUPAT I AR [FIR, JTERFEET, REAE BRSO RME, HEN TSGR
H5OH E, BYRETEINEE 28, IR SRR R BT RO0FRE, RS A
P _ESRAE T T R AL AR B SOZ K, (R DY s, e S T AL S s, i
T BERE I SZ 2 B ARMISRIE, XA 3R W 50, R ARk /& B 77 1

TERL DI AZ ST B 7 T, B B RO T R A T 1 — K, WOk T Ak 4.19 1) SD fH, X7
BT AR AN LAY 5= 802E o BRI EE AR 7 BN A [ B — ZI (6 AR SZ 2035 8
S, TEEREANE S AR PRI E — R R A . AN AR SRR . X EA S T X
I 2 el P 7 3 T TS R R S R A SR WL, B BT A0S . S RIIEEY, B A SRR A3,
HAE] T BN SR, 52 RO L )& B IR VT 7, SRR PP 4.01, HR4kiE B B2
PL3.72 By 17 oRIEMEE R, X—IMARNE G, S 54068 B ALFE RSN REAT 7. /B R
LA TS SR O TE, 5418 B FAAW G| TOREIFR IR R RS, SEREAN A
I AN 28R T 208 Z R A WO 4, 75 ZEWE R AT R (Ll X TCBEAE— e FRRE s 1 a8 B 1)
e, (MR AR EZ R RMER, WA VA 55 R . RI, WaT7ERFr4kiE B J
AFMEZ RV RN, PTUMEAGSS @R, WD NIRS RS, TGS RRGIE, BN T X
T T 2 ] 2 >R 75 782 B2 AR W v A

42. REAFRBSwE

P73 g R, SCBR IRt 22— D S R R, R R RO AT a6 T R AR e S =
MMZO A BT I RIRSR AT 02K X — I RERZME R 7K S0l SO 2 R N B A5k, (755
Ao PR HR RESRS HLEF W3t ORERIE RO AR T . ARHE ST ZMRER A ROLE 4), BRI AT 1,
HEEMBRE TR EMIENYIG IR &R AR, 2R BRI HAR 22K,
BRI BRI AL S ) o XA R IR FM AR T — A OO BB O E R 4R, Bk, TR
RaWT 1apday “OBEEERE" . R, BolT 2 a4y “EHREIRE", AFT 3aman N
WK FR .

Table 4. Total variance explanation rate

T4 RBRPHEMBER

BT E R
CILGERRORE) SRS 7 Jie e e~ I A
it TEEs RBRw Bt FEASH RRw Bt TEESK RBR%
1 10.103 50.514 50514  10.103 50.514 50514  5.082 25.409 25.409

D%

2 1.401 7.005 57.519 1.401 7.005 57.519 4.362 21.808 47.217
3 1.013 5.066 62.585 1.013 5.066 62.585 3.074 15.368 62.585
4 0.807 4.035 66.620
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15
16
17
18
19
20

0.715
0.636
0.608
0.577
0.503
0.491
0.449
0.419
0.409
0.344
0.321
0.297
0.262
0.238
0.208
0.199

3.575
3.182
3.042
2.887
2.513
2.453
2.247
2.094
2.043
1.721
1.607
1.484
1.311
1.188
1.038
0.994

70.195
73.377
76.419
79.306
81.819
84.273
86.519
88.614
90.657
92.378
93.985
95.469
96.780
97.968
99.006
100.000

FWOTE: ER TS,

4.3. BXREATFRYITL

FERIF SPSS HAFx & 20 A 7 A Gt AT Al 0 A i A v, IR BOE AR E R T 1 B HE N
R 22 FE PR 7, I 0o K 4 B AT ke e (R ) e K7 Z2R BRAE A e e 488), JAIAS 3 1 — 1 e
ST ZRER (WA 5)o IXFKRVEMER T & QIR 70 IR A AR AV R AR . AR I Bdfs
A ULE Y, REFIRER RS T 20 NMET, EAHT = A2 3B 73l 2 06 R R B e /K i 5t
WA FESR 2K 62.585%, & HIIX =AM A fe ¥ /K 2l SRR A S SR E) ) B AE 4R R, e AITRERS i e
FFMEFE KB IR AR B (R E 2 . R o T RCR LUACEAR, B — 2 F {5 2 .

Table 5. The rotational component matrix

5. HEEE Ak RERE

Jig e i i o FEL R a
J&5y
K71 ¥ 2 73
1) JEPE G 0.650
2) TEHR 0.771
3) iE K 0.582
4) EIYEy 0.624
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5) HEpEFNE 0.684

6) ML AT 0.743

7) R ORTEE 0.691
8) LARFTHE 0.714

9) SMFFIHLE 0.656

10) BRI 0.719

11) Bk 0.555
12) #F&E 0.572

13) i 0.649

14) 73 [a)j& 0.724

15) HIRK 0.624

16) V& 11K 0.775

17) 4% 0.675

18) MhiFik 0.730

19) HRBRIEK 0.685

20) W51 0.621

FEOBEAERFERE T, 3T XK GETHN  B R R R . R X
TR K SR (1 22 (R JEOE 1L T ] (R P 3B et SR IR ISR JRy AR AR AT A RS2 B R IR I S
SR, SR TARTIOPR R . AN, SRIE AL I S S LA E IS R e T U,
AR BIRSE S FI, I AR B30T Ak 3 A AT 1

FEIE BRI R 5, 0 T 2K S8 AN M B i R A 5 . JUR A E LRI
PRACTESE o T AN 3 5 BOAE SR A DUSRAL 1B, I i B fe it T — MW PG RAT B2 A
UeAh, spiEAE S TR Wi Bt G, R TR AUKR . @S T, SRFEMR T2
BT, T T IEH IR i

FEALSE I AZ IR A, O 2GS K SRTE PN 20 e B R T BRI S5, R DR S (R T s BT
FHEH, BAAMRTEWI T, A T T LSRR AN . RIS, BT HEK R SR
WALER A OR TR AEAT RN BT IG AN 22 A . XM IR BT NIRRT TR AL A R, I8
WO T W R I S AR AR K 88

5. e SR

ZHE A 5508 CEF D L3RG 4 £ 43 I, X AR X TR BT A AR 1 A A0 X 2% 2R1E
P IETHI T A% RE FRITH 2 5 - 209 B TF 20 WU R A A 2 A A2, IR EVF RS R R Le SR B IS _ LI A A4 Tt
MEEARRT S 20T 2 el 0 B 90 2% S Yl 52 3 1 T R i BEA AT, UL RAETE R TR L . B, &
S LARIE S| JIZ U AP, BBl T AR RS

FELRIE 0 PRARIG B 5 T, 20 sV K SR3E AR O PR IG B 85 TR B 0, Rpop 2 2 (e, W&
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PRI L IR R XA I, PRI R IR G SRAALSER S| T, UG R . $RTE S
Mty AMFEE M o DB RSNV . SARMEE TR, RN EMAEZ 2R, WEIEEE
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FEIE R DU AT T, ISR THE RS i 5, T HUE B RO PR S B A TS, A (R
M3 HOK RIF. RN, InssiE s i B 4e9 S 0R5%, B ORI 2 AR AT AL R R v I B2 21 e i R AR 2B AT 34
i FEBENTR, EREF ARSI AL, $IE2 N TRUWTTRBH 580% . miERG
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F1 7 3 P AT e K o
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DR . [FIR, Jnsseigent B NS B, B R & 2 Pl 58 $RTF SE BT, InaRstiEA
LFMAPECVEBL, M AT B SRR T RN Fr SR 2 RIS R (0 M . AT DLE B R Rl SrAt
HaE T3 IRTHEH ARG /7.

FESRVS TR /K SO T AR v, 2B S22 A (SD iR BN, B 7R e 2 ) AR
B, XMW B R A% O B AT A b e X IP IO PP S T K SO 51 0 5 T RE
PESRAE T — 2 USRI AT OB FLa A%, IEARHE 70 T SRR IR K. BHAL RO B, 2E T N HESh 3 s
IKAEZ I AT RRE R e B T ISkl . SR, A SD IEAE 2 Ml A Co BLBCR7 T e B Hh A A3 O A1
%, HVPUras R A EAHESPE VY AT RES2 B2 MR I LA) . FEAS IR, SR UL SEEE R
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