(#BE RS2 e, Vol. 20, No. 3 pp. 93~102 19924 107 ) 93

ARACERS [#=2sold Ieask ol B pize (1)
R ST RO MERE LR daree ) HeE -

B H Eb
VR CT RGN SR

A Study on the Recreation Carrying Capacity of Lawn
Areas in Parks(II)
—Estimation of Psychological Carrying Capacity —

Eom, Boong-Hoon _
Dept. of Landscape Arch., Hyosung W. Univ,

ABSTRACT

This study was carried out to ‘estimate the recreation carrying capacity of lawn areas in parks. Recreation
carrying capacity in this study is composed of two parts, ecological carrying capacity and’ psychological
carrying capacity. This part deals with the psychological carrying capacity, based on the perception of
crowding level and recreation satisfaction of users. The survey was conducted at the lawn areas of Doturag
World and Seorabul Flaza in Bomun Resort Complex in Kyungju.

The major results are as follows:

1. As the result of regression analysis between use density of lawn area and level of perceived crwoding,

the capacity was estimated as 60.0m? man.

2. As the result of regression analysis between use density of lawn areas and total recreation satisfaction,

the capacity was estimated as 48.5m? /man.

3. As the result of regression analysis between use density of lawn areas and satisfaction to ues density,

the capacity was estimated as 63.2m? /man,

4. As a conclusion, the psychological carrying capacity was estimated as 60.0m? /man. And this value is

based on user’s perception of crowding and recreation satisfaction level for each use densities,
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Fig.3-1 Regression Model between use density of lawn

area and leve! of perceived crowing at Doturag World.
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Fig.3-2 Regression Model between use density of lawn

area and level of perceived crowing at Seorabul Plaza.
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