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Abstract

The prime concern in urban park development and advancement is how urban parks can uphold
and augment their own appeal within the context of a park city. This article aims to adopt a park
city perspective, utilizing methods such as surveys, on-site inspections, and data collection from
third-party platforms to explore the allure of urban parks, employing techniques like text analysis
and statistical analysis. The objective is to establish a comprehensive evaluation system for the
attractiveness of urban parks and evaluate and visually analyze their allure by taking six inte-
grated parks in Chengdu as examples. The outcome of this research will serve as a scientific basis
for decision-makers and managers involved in urban park construction.
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Figure 1. Trends in annual publication volume of city park attractiveness
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Figure 2. Evaluation index system for the attractiveness of urban parks in Chengdu
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Table 2. Indicator weight values for each indicator layer

2. BistmRIENER

iU)=E A I Z SR A AL FEN=S R FESES A
2 B TR (Z41) 0.01949
A B4 P (Z10) 0.27728
NI E P (Z1s) 0.03323
TR E L (Z1a) 0.05359
ARRREEE, 07185 KA TR (Z45) 0.09493
2SR (Z1g) 0.07497
AR (Z17) 0.10786
IhRE S X A P (Zg) 0.02326
SRS (Z19) 0.19919
ZRHLER (Z410) 0.1162
H AN BUAKAR I (Z,1) 0.05397
TCRERS B it 56 35 1 (Z,2) 0.0956
JIR 55 76 3 (Z3) 0.2793
i I B R (2) 0.11267 FHAE) 0087
U3 IR W (Zos) 0.02346
X 2R G 58E E (Z6) 0.18258
TPAIRIL(Z27) 0.11457
IR I (Zas) 0.21616
ATEEFITEIE (Z31) 0.12747
12 B A (Z3) 0.04064
AT ATIEME(ZS) 0.16843 [ TEEAN A4 (Z30) 0.31775
AT LIS 6] (Z3q) 0.40887
W 2% A FRFEPEE (Zs) 0.10528

5.23. AREHEHFETE

ST S A RCE AR 1534 B 6 AN AT 22 MRS MERAT I, BRIANARKNEE
FARIRIIAME . A TSR R (Z) R B ZFeAR 13 oME W 3 Fims Ui el A a6 BN AR FE (Zo) IR 3 2 F b
BT 4 fiss A TIETE(Z) e br R & 2 fabr R b3 a2 5 fis . Sl inbluH N & 2 %45
FREOFEFFMEINE 6. £ 7. % 8 PiR:

DOI: 10.12677/mse.2023.124069 580 RS T


https://doi.org/10.12677/mse.2023.124069

B
*
48

Table 3. Score of each indicator in the factor layer of park landscape quality
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Table 4. Score of each indicator in the factor layer of the perceived degree of park experience
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Table 5. Score of each indicator in the factor layer of park accessibility
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Table 6. Values of each indicator in the factor layer of the park landscape quality (Z,)
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Table 7. Values of each indicator in the factor layer of the perceived degree of park experience (Z,)
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Table 8. Values of each indicator in the factor layer of park accessibility (Zs)
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Table 9. Value of each indicator at the guideline level
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Figure 3. The combined attractiveness of six parks in Chengdu
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