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Abstract The relationship between perceived accessibility and perceived material space, perceived social
culture and perceived security was explored. The research method was structural equation model by AMOS
software. An empirical study was carried out on Fuzhou Xihu Park, Nanjiangbin Park, Beijiangbin Park and
Jinjishan Park. The results showed that perceived security and perceived social culture indirectly had a significant
positive impact on perceived accessibility (total effect 0.28, 0.166). Perceived material space positively and
directly affects perceived accessibility (total effect 0.417). It is suggested that park management and recreation
activities should be improved to enhance the impact of perceived safety and social and cultural factors on
perceived accessibility. To increase the impact of perceived physical space on perceived accessibility, recreational
facilities and environmental hygiene in parks were added.
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Figure 1 Preset model of perceived accessibility
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Table 1 Analysis of exploratory factor
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Table 2 Overall validity analysis of the model
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Table 3 Standard regression path coefficients of structural equation model
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PREELTAE AR T2 L el A AT AP S IR L 49

(9 €D &) ) €@ €
60 72 68 41 87 83
1]
77 8 83 64 82 el
BaRe % w( Eaaxit (-22)

] . p S 04
& £S5 66 4
o]

@@@@@@

30

[ 2 AN FIE AR B S EARE L S HU R IT IR R
Figure 2 Path diagram of standardized parameter
estimation modified by perceptual accessibility model
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Table 4 Effects of perceived accessibility factors
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