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Study on the scale and layout of recreation space in urban parks

YANG Yunfeng', CHEN Juan®, WU Meng'
(1. College of Landscape Architecture, Nanjing Forestry University, Nanjing 210037, China;
2. ASPECT Studios, Shanghai 200023, China)

Abstract: From the perspective of the importance of urban park recreation space and the imperfection of the relevant
standard system of urban park recreation space, 63 urban parks with high resident usage were selected as the main
research objects in 11 economically developed cities. On the basis of the existing data, the field investigation and
research were conducted to collect and modify relevant data, then, the correlation analysis was conducted by using
athematical statistics software such as Excel and SPSS19. 0 to explore the relationship between the space scale of
three types of urban parks and the area of the park. The results showed that there was an obvious linear
relationship between the number and area of recreation space and the total area of the park, so the correlation
regression equation was established. In terms of layout, the layout characteristics of three types of urban park
recreation space and the advantages and disadvantages of each layout were summarized by the topological graph of
the park plan. The results of this study will be of some reference value to supplement the relevant norms of urban

parks and the scale of urban parks’ recreational space and the selection of layout models.
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Tab. 2 Parameters of urban waterscape parks
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park recreation space of Mountain Park

and the total area of the park
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