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Preference Traits to the Residential Greening Environment of Inhabitants and Public Eco-value
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Abstract: In order to improve the residential greening environment in Beijing, a survey was carried out on

the public preference traits to residential greening environment and eco-value by online questionnaires. The

results showed that most of inhabitants liked to take recreation activities outdoors, and walking was the

most common outdoor activity. About one-third of residential districts’ recreation facilities didn’t come up

to the mark. Most of urban parks had better accessibility. Significant differences were found in eco-value

among different circles. Those living in poor greening environment exhibited strong desire on eco-value,

while those living in better greening environment had weak eco-value. The results could provide some cer-

tain basis for planning of residential greening landscape.
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Fig. 1 Age structure of the people surveyed by questionnaire
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Fig. 2 Public desirability of types of green lands
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Fig. 3 Public desirability of leisure activities

WA 4 Fros S 6 T A 00 o A /N X S b B
2 T A i A it (A 3 BT SRR TR B SR [ /N X
Fe A5 23 ) hg 82, 1% 1 69. 7%, BEBAA B4 1/3 /N

DX VA 3 ) % b U Lt P AR E SR
W 5 Frs . 76 A /N X 1, 15 min DL
BERE AT 2 S5 30T 14 A el Tk A 5 e A i 1) /N X
LA Ry 46 %6 5 33 Y0 B S AR /N IX 25 A7 &8 8 30 1Y 2 el

KA L4 H A ]y 15~30 min, 84 21 % i/
X BT 30 min LA A il 5 1 530 59 24 Bl s A
NS,

82.1%
69.7%

100.0
800 59.0%
60.0
23.4%
40.0
20.0 '~

5.2%
T 0w wpam B BB W
LA £

B4 BENMBFBRIEEMNE

Fig.4 Recreational facilities of residential districts
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Fig. 6 Public desirability of greening seasons
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Fig. 8 View of eco-crisis across age
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Fig. 9 View of nature across educational levels
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Fig. 10 View of eco-crisis across educational levels
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Fig. 11 View of nature across income levels
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Fig. 12 View of eco-crisis across income levels
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Fig. 13 View of nature across leisure desirability
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Fig. 14 View of eco-crisis across leisure desirability
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