AR XER | 9

BT X5 Fbr a9+ DX A3 B 2 JE IR 55 ix g R AL
FMEWE R — U T i ORI il

Research on Optimization Strategy of Public Facilities in Community
Life Circle Based on Subjective and Objective Evaluation: A Case Study of
Nanning Central City

W R E B BKEE P$IHKX KEBFEF  YANG Chen, XIN Lei, OUYANG Hong, LIANG Lidong, ZHU Minji

W BEAREATACRALN “UAAR BETRT LHZARFIFNGEE LA KM RGER EETANN T LAT
AR IR G RHE B F AT RRE ) G BN Tk, R RIEE RN EFAFREFE R AT HREERET T
TSI X A, B AR KR Rt &AL AR BN GRAERSGKT) fe 0 (BRHBETE) 6948 KM
2L, VN IR G856 50 F) 3% A8 K F AR K B34 XA AR K4AFF R A m AR YE & KRR A48 XM AR R B AR e
FoEARAMAR A TR LHEA, R AR A E B AR GE 80 5 RARA KB AH A 4 E A 3R T R A T
S

Abstract The community life circle has evolved into a crucial instrument for executing and assessing urban regeneration within the
current framework of a "people-centered™" concept. However, with little consideration given to local life and resident demands,
traditional design of public service facilities in the community life circle is mostly dependent on spatial performance evaluation
methodologies such as facility coverage and accessibility. Using the central city of Nanning as an example, this paper introduces
a community resident satisfaction survey and divides public service facilities into four categories based on the strength of
correlation between the subjective evaluation (resident satisfaction) and the objective evaluation (quality of facility services):
strong correlation, medium correlation, weak correlation, and irrelevance. Subsequently, considering the correlation characteristics
of each facility type, potential influencing factors, and insights gained from field research in two representative communities, we
aim to propose a strategy for classifying and optimizing public service facilities within the community life circle. The goal is to

offer other cities nationwide experiences that can serve as reference points in their own urban development initiatives.
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Fig.1 Study area in central city of Nanning
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Tab.1 Types of facilities and their service distances
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Tab.2 Correlation coefficient between subjective and objective variables
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Fig.10 Satellite images of life circle unit Aand B
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