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Abstract

Post Occupancy Evaluation(POE) has a good role to improve or adapt the design items through the survey or interview of the

resident. Among buildings, the university dormitory provides the living function to support the study in the university. Therefore,

it needs to find the design elements and improve the living and study condition for residents.

In this paper. it aimed at conducting the POE in university women dormitory for women and providing

the building and

design items for the next improvement. In addition, it aimed at analyzing the relation between the building satisfaction and the

affecting factors, dividing the building into 8 spatial area such as room, entrance area, toilet and etc.. For these, data are

surveyed the women dormitory located in the north area of Kyungsangbuk-Do and collected the 683 samples. This study shows

some results ; First, the resident evaluates living condition of the dormitory room is a little good. Second, the freshman has a

good score more than any other grade, which probably affect the period of the experience and exposure in university. In addition,

residents get affect from the finishings, furniture and inconvenience. Third, the resident evaluates living condition of the

dormitory room is a little good. Fourth, the satisfaction degree is affected by each size more than any other components in 8

spatial areas. Especially, the number of laundry machine is important factor for satisfaction. Second, the overall satisfaction is

affected by room size higher than any other factors.
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Table 1. Area of the individual room
area(m’) size(m)
shower, washing room 2.3 1.15x2
entrance 2.6 1.3x2
toilet 2.3 1.15x2
individual room 1872 2.6x5.6
sum 25.93 3.6x7.2
laundry room 19.76 -
cafeteria 264.64 -
careful reading room a part of 1* floor
lounge a part of 1™ floor
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Figure 1. Typical Floor Plan
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Figure 7. Bathroom
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Figure 18. Careful Reading Satisfaction
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Figure 14. Cafeteria Satisfaction
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Figure 15. Lounge
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Figure 20. Dormitory Room Satisfaction
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Table 2. Analysis of the Individual Room
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beta
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Table 5. Analysis of Shower Room
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size
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ceiling
shower head
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Table 3. Analysis of Entrance Area
size
floor tile
wall paper
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Table 6. Analysis of Laundry Room
.. standardized
. coefficient ..
classification coefficient
B beta
size 323 372
floor tile 213 .309
laundry wall .035 .039
room ceiling -.022 -.024
number ofilaundry 54 292
machine
1) R*=0.941

Durbin-Watson= 1.789

Table 8. Analysis of Restroom

. coefficient standardized coefficient
classification
B beta
size .389 407
floor -.018 -.019
lobby wall 241 257
ceiling 146 156
sofa, table 221 193
1) R*=0.962
Durbin-Watson= 1.949
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An aAl Zog 4o AAEe Hlx= Ao
IA, ) oA som o g vAE AeR desk layout | 260 266
e AL Q)T 1) R™=0953
Durbin-Watson= 2.024
Table 7. Analysis of Restaurant
< ; A&
assificati coefficient Stan??ir?liid 4.9 AARSE
classification - S 71EAE (D), A, 334, AR 58 T3 8
a
size 330 345 N TG A tgh vEEeke] AAE TG
floor ~202 -019 ok 87/ FHdGel gk EAAR T1sAb A=)
restaurant wall =1 20 o TR va) Audos 2 JFL Hol: 7
ceiling .079 .080
seat array 199 202 . . .
—— Table 10. Analysis of Overall Satisfaction
food distribution 152 149
D) R*=0975 coefficient standgr(jlzed
Durbin-Watson= 1.961 classification coefficient
B beta
_ ) individual room .386 379
A X
4.7 T'J] = entrance 048 044
FAAY wEme] ds vA= 8ARE FARAY], toilet 122 122
wel, W, 4%, &), Hol 5 B 4 ATk FAA 2 shorver 107 108
. laundry room 024 052
= = S H AT A © L0 o3kl plxl=
7] q— £ oﬂ ]OH EH AR Ee Y%= ] - ) " restaurant 120 136
ALE UL Gtk 1 gfo] WA Asbe} Hlolw G PP S lobby 114 115
FAPSE 9] 98kS n A= Ao BEAEQT intensive reading 051 050
room
1) R*=0.974
Durbin-Watson= 1.901
18 d=ZuHAAss =y #2338 A4 #1135 20161 7€
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