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A Study on the Architectural Planning for
Space for Stay in the Ward Based on the

Analysis of User Behavior
- Chronic Patient Ward in Korea Workers’ Compensation Hospital

Son, Jihye* X8| | Yang, Naewon** QFL|j2l

Abstract

Purpose: This study is focus on investigation of user's spontaneous behavior in the public space of ward where
chronic patients are hospitalized. Methods: The notion and necessity of social healing environment is analyzed
by literature review. User's location and behaviour are investigated for analyzing behavior by visiting the six
wards. Results: The result 1) Stay is main behavior of users. 2) The frequency of stay is high in the place where
are planned as the dayroom, the program room and the balcony. 3) In the corridor, the users are staying
around court and single side corridor. And the users who are staying in the ward planned middle corridor and
double corridor are spreaded all over the corridor. As the result of the analysis of correlation between fre-
quency of user for stay and area of public space, 4) The area of the dayroom, the program room and the
balcony is bigger, the frequency of users are higher. 5) There is no correlation between area of corridor and
frequency of users. 6) When the density of user is highest in the place for stay, one person occupied 1.96m’.
Implications: Hereafter the public space, which social healing environment is considered, is planned, this study
could suggest the directions of architectural planning about area.

Keywords Social Healing Environment, Chronic Patients, Public Space of Ward, Feature of Stay Space,
Planning of Size
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[Figure 2] Comparison of Hospitalized Days between General
Hospital in Korea and Worker's compensation
Hospitals
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[Figure 3] Comparison of Hospitalized Days by Departments
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[Figure 4] Hospitalized Days of Pneumoconiosis Patients
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[Table 1] Outline of Case Hospital's Wards
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2) Research Method
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[Table 3] Cases of Behavior in Hospital's Wards
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2. Literature Review of Social Healing
Environment
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[Figure 5] The Availability of Social Support Reduces
Cardiovascular Reactivity to Acute Psychological
Stress
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[Table 4] Current State of Public Space in Investigated Subjects
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[Figure 6] Social Healing Environment of Vidar Clinic
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3. Investigation of User Behaviors in Public
Space
3.1 Current State of Public Space in
Investigated Subjects
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3.2 Frequency of User in the Investigation
Fields by Behavior
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[Figure 7] Comparison of Frequency of Users in the
Investigation Fields(The Result is Based on 100
Patients)
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3.3 Investigation of Behavior of User for
Stay
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[Table 5] Position of User for Stay
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4. Analysis of Correlation between Frequency
of User for Stay and Area of Public
Space

4.1 Correlation between Frequency of User
for Stay and Area by Field
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[Figure 12] Area/Bed of Investigation Field
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[Figure 13] Correlation between Frequency of User for Stay
and the Area where the Frequency of Stay is a
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[Table 5] Area of Public Space where Frequency of User for Stay is a lot.
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[Table 6] The Number of User for Stay by Time
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[Figure 15] Occupied Area of Space for Stay per Capita
(This result is based on 100 patients)

=222 33 2016 9 43



7to] 0|At 47t AIT) 2 , O|BX} 1olEt X|E B2
AR BNE HO2 EARIGCIFgure 15). 24 2 018X
4 el Afolo] BiEe HYsle Evt 1382 7}
B7t0| O|8A} L7} 74E &2 W), O|8A} 1

o 196mo] DIRS HYSln AU Al 1918 OF 2nro| B
Zto| RS APESORICIT 2 4= Urt

= o0

5. Conclusion
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