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Abstract

In this paper, 8 central rail transit stations in Nanjing were selected as the research objects, and
the data of physical space and population activity in station areas were collected. Based on the
node-place model, a total of six indicators of node and place attributes were selected to establish
an indicator system and evaluate it. The evaluation results show that the central station areas
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have good coordination, and the city-level central station areas have higher coordination than the
district-level ones. Finally, the status quo of the balanced, pressured and subordinate station areas
are analyzed and corresponding optimization suggestions are given.
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of the node-place model
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Table 1. Node and place data in sample rail transit station areas
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Figure 2. The node-place model evaluation result graph of rail transit station
areas
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