N E4S: 1000-0283(2025)02-0077-09
DOI: 10. 12193 /]. laing. 2025. 02. 0077. 009
hE 23S TUISE

SCERFRERD: A

I FsHHA: 2024-07-19

{EEIRH3: 2024-09-30

=

19964 / 4z / ) | |£RBEA. / TEIE AP 54 /
WRABAARARLBRIREZIRIT
XUERtR

19804 / &2/ EiBA /L /#f /AR 58
RESSMRIT

*B(SVEZ (Author for correspondence)
E-mail: liujingyi66@126.com

EElAR, 2025, 42(02) : 77-85.

ET2RAFEFNORAEEHRIBHE
— W Bl

A Study on the Renewal Strategies of Pocket Parks Based on
Intergenerational Sharing for All Ages: A Case Study of Shanghai City

EXE  NEE

DONG Meijun LIU Jingyi’

(LRI RS A A POR S TREARE, 1 201418 )
( School of Ecological Technology and Engineering, Shanghai Institute of Technology, Shanghai, China, 201418 )

wE

SRR T T A ARG R e O AT T S 2R (2510, BRIEAE R B A T R A4S A el 4R

PRt iiat, et I T X A A4S A R TR, ST I TR TR P14 A el

[EE=SIVE Sr | %%ﬁm,%éméﬂéﬁkﬁ@mTMD AN/ T o ST e = ) W s =N e )

SRHCERI AT, g AN 23 L SEHE AR IPA B, WFST25 R0 - (1) 7EmhEEL il |, Aidlezmt

B R B 8 SRR A3 M A, X %ﬁ%&ﬁiﬁﬁ% FIAS A TRl TENR S 1 K R TS B A B2 2R D5 TRIA A

NE, HHBRIG 2 REAERBRIEA S ; KERIVIE BRI, RINFHURIE SRR, R 4E2

FTESRAEE LI ST A AR . (2) FEZSIRIBEERAL b, S GBI RV E e 2 Rk as )
TES AR BB A, SIS I ERAS B A, IR 4 IRERIE T A . Shhas i AP
HIZREE, AR A IR R A A A 2 I S, SR A A Al PR = oems - (1) LU

ﬁ G, (R DI IEEE, feigihdtes, (2) MR A Rk,

KR

A RBRILEE s DA A 5 BRIELEE § 2Rl s W BT 5 IPASSY

Abstract

The burgeoning development of pocket parks within the context of urban renewal has increasingly made these green spaces ac-
cessible to the public, prompting an exploration into the model of intergenerational sharing within these parks in the high-den-
sity fabric of urban life. This study focuses on pocket parks in the metropolitan area of Shanghai, identifying time-sharing
patterns based on the leisure behaviors of different age groups at varying visitation times, followed by cluster analysis. Addi-
tionally, a survey was conducted to assess the importance and satisfaction levels of various pocket park space-sharing indicators
across all age groups, from which data was collected and analyzed to formulate the IPA model for these indicators. The findings
reveal that: (1) The peak intergenerational sharing times are around 8 a.m. and 3 p.m., correlating with the lifestyle habits of
each demographic. (2) There is a noted deficiency in pocket parks’ ability to entice prolonged stays, which may be attributed to
the limitations of their recreational spaces. (3) Many visitors desire enhanced transportation, leisure, and entertainment facil-
ities, indicating a potential shortfall in the diversity of activities offered by these parks. Regarding spatial sharing, the synthe-
sized data highlights key areas for improvement, including the separation and safety of special and general spaces, the security
of facilities for different age groups, nighttime lighting, the adequacy of rest areas, the complexity of site space, and sensory
diversity. Drawing from these findings, a strategy for the intergenerational sharing update of pocket parks is proposed: (1) Fos-
tering intergenerational sharing through synchronous sharing and promoting venue sharing through staggered time-sharing. (2)
Constructing a comprehensive protection framework for all ages.
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Fig. 2 Kernel density map of intergenerational time clustering analysis for all ages
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