449 % 454 MoR BTk R e Rk Vol. 49 No. 4
2017447 JOURNAL OF HARBIN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY Apr. 2017

DOI:10.11918/].1ssn.0367-6234.201510083
HEFAMEEE=EITENMERNAES N
RIS e sh

(LW IR Tl K2 bR, WA IRIE 1500062, M /RIESERE T 4B, M /RIE 150086)

S

W OE OIWEESPTEN Y P AMRAERE R EIEME R, AT E S E PRI E B E SR RN T, L RE N
Bl A E S DNA R ELA BRI ER S ] ER DM E W EHAT S FBE, A Fa e &
WHEREWLE T FEREHFLBIFN AR, NTEET BF AR E = EP MR R 2R R A3 5 A — R e tr A
43N RAGAREREFN B AT 8 A B AT A ] YR IT A R A I 4 kT R B IE T O R R B B A TR 1R
KEEWR: BH PAMRREET R E IR B SN £ D275 RIE

RESES: TU024 XEREREAD: A XEHS: 0367-6234(2017)04-0173-06

Construction and application of Evaluation system of daily outdoor leisure sport space
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(1.School of Architecture, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin 150006, China;
2.School of Technology, Harbin University, Harbin 150086, China)

Abstract : Based on the analysis of foreign evaluation system of daily outdoor leisure sport space, the proper methods
for developing the evaluation tool in China are investigated. In the case of Harbin, the initial indicator set is presented
by focus group and the questionnaire survey is designed. The evaluation system of daily outdoor leisure sports space
including 5 domains and 43 items is developed by classifying the initial indicators with Principal Components Analysis
(PCA), calculating weight and giving the evaluation formula. The evaluation system is proved to be practical through
the trial evaluation and countermeasure design in 8 target spaces.
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Fig.1 The statistic information of respondents
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Tab.6 The evaluation system composition and weight
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Fig.2 Design countermeasures of 4 different spaces
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