%29 #1031
2010410 A

Moo HORL g opEORE
PROGRESS IN GEOGRAPHY

Vol.29, No.10
Oct., 2010

JE 3 i = (8] A K04 4 AE

THE, MER, BB

(1. EHRIRE A 2 e RIS Sk =4 B, AU 1000485 2. rp ISR AT IR B HIFFE BE , AL 3T 100044)

8 . BRI FIARIETT 240 5 0907 1% A 1 AE Ul B R 2 R, B e T RS ARG
M ARE R AMHT R I : COAE sty 2 TRl A 24 XL it 285 W R SR MU B 16 Co B 3R, 52 B H A 07, Bl e X
A /N T3 20 DX ) 22 5 T LA B Ml 5 B3 w5 | DB i o e e PR R R 22 1) A A
FmTI A S (] AR CSRE  AL BT 223 18] (Y R ST I A8/ , LU Py TR B P00 4% 36 Sl i o B 2 T DA R
LRHOVE T, BT BRI SR FNES A, /N7 e i e (RO HL R ASCR: , 3 3t AL stk s I A5 i S AR (. O RUARIHE R
ST NS LR BN 22 e B . SRR DT TR, SR DK/ T AR RIX T PR /N TER i SRR s
S5 T J5 T SR O S X S, B PR PR 5 B B

X B R DML X RS BR K ARy 2

1 515

557N (environmental cognition) Fl1%S [A]17 A
(spatial behavior) & 17 Ay b FH 2% (1) 9 K A 5 90 8
B SCHAT Ry B2 DL A7 B2 5 A2 40 25 T
TR B Pe R B Y AR, PR AR IR X —
H R ry FE B, SO R SRR
DFRAE P AR AR 2 R AL R DG U BT
TARH I LA A R ki b 0 P B3 P o v A
=S A N NP OE N T A e IR VA 5 N R o
TR R R AR BT 30 T 23 [0 T BB A
P2 e, HEA B ERENEESR . Hh,
i 8RS T2 G S, BA R
FEREE , SO S 1 & 1 30k s B 2 28 0 PR A I 5T
(68, I 1R D] T A AR M B~ 9T N 2
FEZE I T E

Lynch" i3k 7 22 2 i 58 B3k T I R 58 1Y
JETAL, JCTEITT MR o R AR X G AR S AN
SEZ IR, U TS G ik T
Sl EARTRIE T IR R A0 Wb
RORIPE SRR (B 0 S B3 R 4 Hh R 7 2 ]
B2, M5, Appleyard® B 7855 [ 25 B A D
W1 o3 Ryt S BN 2 [B) Y (EAR TE 5= B AR 2 M4BT By
B, RS2 MBI e R S A K

53 B — AT LUA S E 45
WeiE B E:2010-01; f2iTHEA: 2010-05.

EETH : HE A RFIAS4E T H (40601030)

LA INNTSE o 4% 2 3Rk FAE 1k 25 () HIHR Y
WA B 23 Al rh b A B OCR . MBI
44 TA MR 900 T T b 44 245 (8] 53 A1 30 LR 5 OC
R, B EONN A I 2 5, e B AU IR
BERIIAJNZS [RIARY P 25 S i JE R O (AT
&S EAE R E AL S

i U5 I B 5 il s 8] 47 O 2R 1Y 2 R B DA R
5T, HE SO A HIBE B 55 S PR iR 2 A0 f 2, 56 T
Ak PREL AR PR TR AT, B T IA R B 1Y
L AR B UL R . BRI R S F
T B —— I\ 7S AR S R —— M K
Pt/ N A T 1), AELASCR — 4R 27, TeiE T IR Ik
TN 25 [ H A5 A 55 o )5 0 MDS 7 i (2 4k
PREEVE) 51 A BSRTEROR b AT i dezs Rl A R iy Ak
WL HE AR 5L [ 0, T P o A2 2k
WS TCRE R 1, TCEIE ot 25 [RTA RN i R e 2
fitt o BEENHIFFEAWT LR, 2518 AR
DA b LRt iy P R A2 ek, e B 266 % 4L it (abso-
lute distortion) f % 4t 1 [l (systematic distortion) Fll
ARXTHLHH (relative distortion)2f 5l , F AT LA KR JLHL
P 6] R 9 26 0 (B804 T

] P 3T 23 TRITA NI 9 A A0 A e, o S Ik T
BT A HIE B AT N2 [a) L Ak AF
FENIRIE A1 B A B A i e, i ok
MDS J5 i, B 75T 8 A Hb i i 3 T3k it = RA

TEEENT: TEZE973-), 5, INARE A 4, B0, 2 NG I BEIFSY . E-mail: maojunw@yeah.net
1185-1192 51



1186 o R % o B 294
1 Hb P AR TR 9 23 TR A Ry M e B T P TR R 52 ) FEIX — 25 [l 29BN (AT R RRAIE 2 b P 2 A0 57 25 [
VL5 1 R P 2 3R IR L B A 2 ) R i ] B NN EE B R (0 2 — o JU T DUER DL PN 4 36 15 25 [
KARMMDS Jiik, ARG RE R Bt 501 aa I dE 2JE Ry 2 A 15 25 (8], i R IR A

S PR (] B D FC AR B2, AT e G456 200 0y JLAeT H it
S L ST D H b ] 5 ] b ] () A DT LR B R
FIF DA 25 b B ATLER A AT A A AT
FE o BARIZMEFEHE T DUHH L i A A R s
@l%? H R T 4B AR OC R BRI B A4S 1 3 =3 ()
SRR AN BB R R LR, iR 4518 T
VA FLIE I8 A RN 2 [ b i) J B MR
L, AR SCHERT N TAE M SERE T, Rl KRR AR
) 5 A A5, 32 FH 2 (R0 U5 20 A 32 R e A [
G3HT I i LA ki e R 2 (R A
Tﬂ#ﬁ{ﬁ“f“%ﬂéa‘ﬁ@ TS A 25 (1A =) 5 3k T 23 [
SEM BRI BTN R o R R R XA RIS
(B T %) 52 0 43 BT 53 SIS o

2 Bl S M ik

2AHIEHEE
2119585 e
WSO A ARG BR A AR KT 16 2 18 A
JE R TR AT OB 30 1 2 (B 98 %
FRIR)SEIR T i R AN H 8 A= 36 25 18], 43 M A
25 [ 2T e RE R A2 06 23 8] v T R 1R %
(), A IXRE  DAHIHE A BE AR 47 i I Tl s B
At 25 28 5% T 1k LA Sk T 2 [R) 45 70 22 R IR 2 5%
i SR A 3 T 2 () 2% 00 b R R e Sk i v
R K —Bemtal, A, Aok N HERRAE B E 2
Hho QH/NFEAG B E A2 BAX N e T
JEA HUFN A b, 52 B A X R4 R B . JE T
A9 Hp A RN A A R A X AR IR T A Bk i
A APASIEE . I, X AR A B
FlENGE |8
2.1.2 iﬂﬁiﬂz wUIERE
WSCGEREPUIA R A, 23 (8] 53 A0 AR 4 5] i3
24/%@*11@%7%[1%&(@ D), ZEETF 5T
()7 IR T HbR 1 805 X A AR [
SLSC - PRAFER AT B R R AR A s AR
Pn B RS )] AR N SR e A e )
MR EEHIBEGE R MR AT SR A kT R
FEEMERER; QR EW T R A2, i 1e
SRS )R U X6 3 T s R DA R 5 e B 3 T s

X R o @M B~ v 2 [RIA N5 1 2480 2 A
IREE N2 WP 22 [) 1) 22 5, 2% TR A b 1) 4
i S S ) 43 A BE % s i b i e 2 WA B . (Ha
B0 A S AR S B T T AR %
RIS 1 FiE . OiX 24 4~ Hb 5 i 8 2 i
Ve, BAT B AR
2.2 Y T IA S0 22 18] o 4 e 0
2.2.1 3T 25 (RS A ) S A

T 2 (R IA HUECHE B A1 7 A B TR BN
Sk Nt Ba NI RDN B 20 SN R 5 A= W )
i 7 A A EEER 0 25 () C B S Ay ) i oh
AL, Horpzs Rl E N AME DT A 2 KL
Bk YRR . BB Z i 2 R RE T
oz RIS ) 22 Pl P AR R /IR 22 U i 2 i, 4HL il
0T D[R] B R BSOA IR 28 A 1) (23 18] DG R4
P, ELECHE AR 2000 HLRE s &5, 17 B s i HL 5
TR B2 MG R T iZ

L e VIN R Sl WS N LB NE kS TESI RN
’%‘ﬂéﬂﬁﬁl‘f LIRS . 25 [l 7 (spatial cueing) v/

\'

A\ .

o 1 J”W“F R
0 5900m ‘:l i ('MITL

BT b5 e Ras [RITA0 n) #5 DA b s R )% 5 3 1T

Fig.1 The cognition sits and investigation of

spatial cognition questionnaire in Beijing
TAERCK A, 2R H T HEkah 3 240 Tt 475 AR
SHEFN 67ENF  7THMME S FEELI AT 9 ArE KM
1092 50 1R 1240 RO l3sogo%7"ﬁf§l@‘f
14 ARARPE IR 3 1S A E ST 16 LA 17 T IHTE
18I 19 Kim/AFE 20335286 215 BHZNFE
22 Pk EE A 23R AR 24 BRI A TR



104 TAEAE S AU 28 RIA 4L h AR 1187

B 7R (locational cueing)BEME 73 7l KA A b 1 1)
RGuR2E MIRR2ER, AR A 2 B8R i ER
o AL SEG 7 1 (partially graphic)iE 4736k i & %S
[EAHIAME L . B R R rh, 2 s 3 Ik =
(EJ DA b P18 L 29 B S A2 T (] 2 v 5] 2 5]
FIXT EE AT, R T SEER S M A 2 b B ) B i, e L
Foe B EA TR e R S 2
VAR S bt , AR A 30 =36 | DU 3R
S TE PR A AR R G2, B 16 T35
£ 2 s e 7 N 7 7 1S B 2 N< S ity B E T IS )
KTV R 5, s T2 Hef] 23 (Al R
T AN E R IR AR S 54 R 4
INZ RN E B TR TR R AR 24 Hb gL
R
2.2.2 TAHIHE B i) o3 ffeinml

TAHI b P& 7 246 % L it 432 2R e HH ih FAR X 41
o e 2t of HH R 5 22 46 FiT A K 5] 5 PR 2
PETXoF I L A 1) & i 2 , R e A it 45 38 2ok AT
By TR A T I P DA R PR P~
07 1l 5 2 [ P A 25, s s () A R g~ Y i ], mp
B RN A BT R A RS AT s B 280 1P AT
8l e AP 45 5 MR AN BETH R A A S b [ 5 1
V] TG o7 s Pl 25, s B it 2 (R oA R 4
PERFAE , 7] LA 23 [ HTR A S s M A N 225717
LA VERI R

(1) Bk JL B £ [v] I (bi-dimensional regression,
BR)J5 ik DA I i 00 5 S DA b ] A
b A U 1) b PR A b P A T8 P AT RS B e
i 47 S5 08 30 R P B /N e A A O 25 A
AN B RN 7 B WO LR AR BH 3 M. 2005
1%t Tobler 51 A B~ , 18 i BB AR bR 18] HLA [v]
VA G Z 0 3 A (] —F- 18 P 2 B8 22 2 A 45 48 g AR
U, AT DL LA — A T A Bl B T Ak
P, 25 18] 01 25 s i (b ot RSSO £ 32 A Ll
Horpr, ZRGEHM AR XL AT L4350 388 o L A
[l F rh i Il ) R R R 22 R B, BR L 3L A (]
TR IR

u| f(ar —az\[x by e; .

(Uj(az alj[y,;%(sz{fj I1<i<n (1)
S B B SRR A A ) AT o %
Ukb/:‘l]ﬂﬁ)ﬁ E‘Jﬁé*fﬁj{j(xi,yi);al NN \bzﬂ‘j E[UEI %é& ,Xd-

W RGN, R RTINS X RCE XL, 2R
7SRRI 5 n s LR

WG /N ek 5B E X = Jai +a3 ,3(1)
AARIE A

u; -sin X; b, e .
SR kv MR RIEEE
2 o TR RUZARSE A, BT 2 (] A 0 4 4 4
Tk LA R 5 by L by 8 SRR K5 ) T
ELJ7 ) AR SR B, SRAE A KK
] b B AR B 5 0 Kol i BT e i) £ B, e ke
23 (AN M B ST ] o BT A T AN s Ry 56
HERE 6.
DA b P 5 PR 2 P18 i Fs DA R e 0 S
o b e AT Jm AR DL R B8 A o 8 0 P ) 2 4 A
7 Z2 #(bi-dimensional correlation) . 15 2% 2 % 41 i
FAC AR AR R AR L . o iR ER
ORI th R T B 4 AH O REA RS RS, O
B B R I A I DA R b L EH R B e AR
SR R T T S (RIS A A B PR R, L
2 E3):
R— Jl i Zln: l(ui - ai)2 + 27: I(Vi - ‘A/i)z
Z?: l(ui -u)’+ 27: I(Vz‘ - ‘_’i)z
(e, v ) FOR IR A A AR
Cup o v)BING i HLS A FR ISR (1) . 538 9 Y
HRRZBAML,0< R <1, R#EMT 1, £ N0H
Pl P A DA b 5 2 TR 5 S B T W) B AR B v
i 3 AR A DG RO ATE— R T R
NI S8 5 L« L=1-R*® 4)
Q)FRUE MR 2.2.2 50 B NI R 4%
b S R AT SR, AN DG PN 5 b g B4
ARG, J5 2 v AR UE DT 2506 B D7 i B2 o FRife T
ZEMB LA A L) JEAH(S ) ELO (s )RR
o3, 34 5NN b T ) s ) e SR e — R, 2
A B A 2 X [ b SR I RIS Oy Tl AR
ORI, ARUEDR 22 1.0 BORRIRN N 4846 T 60%119 53
BrRE s, Ky 1) 5 bR oy 22 DR AR IR R
TE—i , KA T B Ry WO 1), SR T i
NGBS ) AR A A8 S £ E SR 5 [l i 22 3R
J& o BRETT 22 W6 (B T AR R /N H 5 mT LA W kTl
PR b 7 B DAY B ARORE 2, T BB N R R %A
S HE AR o A B T EL O RE . BSOS AR I
Ty ZE M B AR HE SR LUl , HAE AR 0~1 Z [A], 322
T 0 BEIRAE AR AL T 0E B, T f B A
HURBEHLAY LR EA U000 =505 0. %% fA B2

€)



1188

SCIIE R

2o R 29%

FERBRE T 22 W K Bl 5 A L T RS T
A A, Hor, 005 180° K Rkt £ 5 05 1),
90°F R AR VU N T ] o 45 Hb BRI 7 2515 1)
T U AT AERAR i G 80 i 2 6t A A A
P, 5 b P12 T ) O 22 AR SR A A3 )1 Y
8]0 BRIy 2006 [ AR A48 b (40 B 7 SR [20]
A TN A, AN FER

3 WEFELR

3R BN T EEHER

b 57 B DA R ) B TR B2 AT DA PR A v 250
(2] F7%) T ARUR I . A FH ArcGIS 7 spatial statistics
tools #5H f*) Directional Distribution(Standard Devia-
tional Ellipse)JJ fig 7351 2 H 45 H 5507 B A AT 1A%
HETT M6 R, SREbRE 22 7 E R S5 (GR 1), 3
T, 2 23 b bR ey 226 15 T AR Ty B (B 2)
31145 LS 7 B AR B HIORE JEE 22 S R

8000

323k s DX b AU BN IR X AR

Pt J7 2 A0 B TR RRU Y B IR 28 22 43 B 3R W, v
3k DXL &R X b 5 FE 0.000 7K S F A7 7E B 8 1 X
Bilo ARAEIX 13S0 T RPN 3). 231
SRR 7 2 A0 (B T AR O 22 1) ) P 2R B 5 1 Je
IRHDZR BN 0.798 35 0.01 By B EIER T . WAR,
T8 B IR T O X, A6 B DHT R BE 1 K (] 4a),
3T o A7 A PP AR RIS DX e B AR
3.1.3 $ER IR BRI A5 b s 07 BN T R AR

PR BRI L M A BN B A A T 25 0 1] T
PR KRR L 32 B R IR BRI . — 5T, [ 3R
Br PR SRR N AR ST TR Y —
—RIPIA2 [ B AL BN E R X, 55—,
b 2 A BN DXV P R PR 2 e A IR
(B X1 13 4 Hb 3 RABANFE SR /R 30 3% b, HA I
BRI AER A

o 0
7000 0
N _ 0
e KAH S B e/ MBI A B 6 eono §ig. B
S b E 5000 o
5o 23 /M o5 i FEA B DRI B R i R = 4000 010
ANTT RS J s, A R M T L S i g el PRE
. N N o — . 4
S AP E NPT S T S /] - N I Y
0
. ’f:,_—:/\ — Y % Y o
JEEEN A S /N —~ /NGl F = w i THRAE R ES ARG % E
s0go 5500 F BT\ EINTE L Bl kA 23 bel 3 A % g i; % A £ % % : ; x ; # ﬂﬂ A % i% W
—1 S b uh gk e ik Bk i i <
Wbl kg — 2, 13 A bk, A 10 3l "o Wk b i
Y S VN — v ) = 2
2, BT KB 7 2 0 ) A ‘ -
P12 23 AP s ity 220 5 1 R (5]
TlE#HE2). . . - .
Fig.2 The ordination plots of standard deviational ellipse
area of 23 cognition locations
F1 23N MR BN — B ERENESEUR A MRS
Tab.1 The parameters and one time distortion distances of the 23 cognition between locations
e ES )\}z ] A5 ARy ZE W 1 i it E) )\} ] AR T 2 M 1 B
BEES/m TR/ m? B0 /m BHES/m i F2/m? B0 /m
Do F H K 2242 28308701 0.188 842 ALY 7828 72193179 0.836 2401
B3 2k 7/ Rl 9532 658853%H 0.695 2115 AR ke i 6130 55357011 0546 1187
Bl /N 229%5 12081929 0.484 631 0 A b 6797 72331040 0.732 2087
JEBCK A vl 2616 19769417 051 %8 WL 8878 53578971 0652 2325
i B A [ 7874 53939213 0.244 1539 ok =2 8 1 4057 24346765 0403 631
WS S 7642 44161445 0.674 175 PN TN 3200 21510374 0526 469
Hudz A 5280 29564539 0.757 1350 RN 6016 50281183 0612 1098
HRITHR 1473 163%771  0.628 448 [EN=ARES §737 5308 27021289 0597 09
R [T Hb R i 4787 25180424  0.648 04 e 5758 67947468 0823 1994
LY 6122 30109115 0.654 457 B b N 6662 29251082 0.692 614
26T Hb R 3463 20516990 0.558 405 R R 1882 17691566 0578 422
[E A M 5483 45542163 0.691 1530




104

TAE A JU Rt S (A AR R

1189

2MANMNEBNNNESFRER
3.2.1 RBIX A5 o5 A7 5 DA A v o3k X LA B B
A ESC
T 3b A, TP X KB B O R
B304 0.484.,0.657, Hr & /N IE & . BIHER
J5 22T, HL IR X R XA B 0 R A A B f
X5, 7 0.000 /K | i 2
322 FERINEE bR A EINATEL OB K, R,
BB
Hein, sogo 52 G E 62 VI BH 2 Fel | By 9% 5% el Al
b 23 Bl 1 5 0 22 43 03 A 0,188, 0.244 . 0.403
0.484 . F/INIYES L BH i AV B AR B 5K B
7 R A3 A, s o T 2 A0 [ ) K i i K
oL, B2 BA S A 3 ), W S RLE RDE o i
B MR MbIR AT  EA R R IR
T2 B 1R 52 M 150 2253 31 0.836.0.823.,0.757 .

a LR

Uz

KM AR
L 401 b
e A =
= Jestk sy
‘/\'ﬂi#ff sogoiR M Bt KA

wasaE O
[ ]

—

] ’
AR T3 By

3 bty ZE A T A
— FEiE

0 3300 m
| I

0.732.0.695.0.692 .0.691, 3¢ B} 3 L& Hl 1 (1 {37 A
FAE B ARG £S5 ], X e S A TR R R

i W ey T
3.2.3 B — 23 ) S BEMELR AL AL 32 1 AR T 224
1) 507 10]

3/ (P e 7 N1 e 775 o/ | = 52 € o =3 ] 2
AT ) 9 ARV ) R L ) o 22 28 S TR E A
BEMESIAFRORE O AR 5 2206 58 )1 Al 1y )
B TR ) sk (3 R/ N, HOE R 22 BRURMR S
(B 1)o AFAEPIRRIE DL, 55— Pl s O0 LLPS BT T3 Bkt
O BIBERA P BT IRk 6 T b 36 P B4
A, AE ZERRTPE BRSO J BRI B 25 ) v
MELR, DY LT 1Bkt 7 22 A0 I ) S5 07 1] BBk
TALTFR U IR EA IR AR Z SR ER A R
A P IR R ELR Y S B T RLAE 3 bR
METT ZEM 1B A4 3 52 7 1) P b ) A J8E R T AR V4 i)

b LR

R 2 bl
0

i 2
—

[+ F A
T e

sogo;%l JEE B

| K sz /A
WA A
==
PR
=T
ABERRETS o

0 3300 m
S ——

P13 23 Al A B DA B 7 25 M B T AR | 00 3 ] (. T A b B0

Fig.3 Standard deviational ellipse area and eccentricity graphs between 23 cognition locations (a. area; b. eccentricity)

8000 a
< <
7000 ° %
. 5
S 6000 y=6723x+3E+06 N
= 2 PRac-d o
Z 5000 R=0.636 o
= O ©
o
= 4000
3000 o o © o
"Q e o ©
£ 2000 S 20
= o &
1000 <
0
2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000
SR # S /m

b
o 0.21x+47.43 *
y=0.21x+47.

£ 2000 R™=0.555 & © o

=

= 1500 O o

£ 000 %0 ______ 5o

g ol 2T < o

= S0 Qe & o

0
2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000

5 R4 1B B /m

P4 25 Ml s bR 22 A0 I TR DRI S T il 5 22 1 T B G AR (a TR, b AR B L i )

Fig.4 The relations between the standard deviational ellipse, cognitively deviated distance and distance to Tian'anmen

in the investigated places (a. area; b. cognitively deviated distance)



1190 Hoo#ORk

2o R 29%

HZRUNA AR B TRl  SUZ R 5% 5
T NAFAE— RO BRI X b A
s B CE R EE S, B E AR
X AAAEZE 51 ) A5 T 2% 8] 8 A HEEL T 2 1Y
B 2E M6 R 0 3= F 07 ) .

3.3 T AL B AN B Y =S 18] 4544

3.3 4 X HH RS £y CBE 2R

18 1 ArcGIS ' spatial statistics tools F5i 1k T f)
mean center JJ B8 XT £5 5 i A A A 9 467 B IR A
ProR A AR, FHLAZRIR 25 H S - 34 457 B A
ABFR P ARAS 1 28 25 B AL R 4 o - T AR AR R
TSN AL bR 5 SEBRA AL s Y B 8 AR 45
b 4% 1 = (B 5) o b R IR T 25 () 2
PN OB g [ o AR SR T, X — 2516 5 i R A%
£ T MDS Jr i A R BA —FUE, Horp, #5 1
SUPAL B A M A R R s s R 2 B R
WG KA ] BV R 22 1) A 4545 Il 25 [ R )
HALORLRE . (HIR, 25 b S L B 7 1) 5 AR
At VU AR A4 it A 258 5 IR A T e
TR S HIARBR R BT A REAS A (B AR E, T A
SCREC, P T B RHERIR S
332k e s LN T RBIX

23 A~ b AL A S (B 2 1157 m, 22N
1996 m. FH R/ NI4T T HL R, AUAT 405 m,
LB RS B IRS 2401 m, J5 25 /T L AE
1 2~3 km BYFH AT 5 o Horp, R LAAI b 48 X6 41
iR KT 23N, BT 4E R 1528.6 m, )5
HE N 672.9 m,

25 b IR A S ORI B Y R IR A
KAREN 0.745, WETEIKE 29 0.01, Fili M 1 2 9k
ey IR B A G R (BT 4b 8] 5), X 3R
AP A e 2 X 3 DX P A R Al 2 288 D, TR Sk T
I L1l DX I Rl 25 38R o X — AR R s o
(1) 25 (8] 73 A7 A% Jiy— 5 T A5 & Couclelis 54 Hi 1Y
f A B, , ARG A 5 A AR 3R 1) b AR R R
L0 2RI A6 o] < DA A P 1 | g i B T
PR, 122 30l Y S A RN . D) — T T, S
i) A %) 24 Ty B A FE Y Lee 1Y 4 [ SBUCEE B 57 2
LB AR 3T rh s ] R IR UL A, 55 Golledge
20 Briggs””  Burnett™ [ 1t SE 3 17 SCUEMF 5T )
3T R BE R R A UL A . R R
AT DUHAE ST G WS | e R iR, 2007 4

P ) 3 0 1 L EEAK THEB s s B 6 N e, 5
1995 4FAH LU R T 24N EH 49 a8
3.3.3 ZGe /Iy, U ERAR B VR FH I

Sk g T it A R GE A, XA AR
EOPNSIB: A s B (A M ER AT DS WP S o = Nk 7 E S
B, Hop REEMZEFN 1.276, B E L ki o
T DA P 2 o) b ] = i T ) & /NN T, K24
78.34%. 04 0.02344° , 3 B R R0 3 X B A4 S
P ANE] 1, ZHEAHOC R IR =ik 0.99, T AR 5L
L {4 0.015, /N T B 8 45 58 & MDS J7 2459 21 19
0.231", 3 SLAS i 2 B DA Rl J&] v 425 b ot ) T
55 SR o b T 1] 5L A B v O 4 NS A AR (L
Qb /IS T T L, A s AR DM, R R R AR
TR0 P AR 2% D 255 A T O T Fe: BROR 45 1)
SUAEE B[R] I 4k, £ R D e B FA RN o 3K
25T Freundschuh™ B 0 % W 2 25 1 8 RO 125
(B4 4 A AR P 1 UL, L EDIE T Dee Jonge™ #iL 0]
% 3 T 2 T G A DA b P X, S A O
A DG T AR IB8 K D) 2 2 AR St 3 T oA 2Rl e 1 52 il 1)
S ARRLEY

4 ZEe5ihe

4.1 g5t

V& 3CH 12 BR J7 ¥ FARE 7 2240 B ) 5 v 3
fife 7 At e RS AL E w7 &R
SR AR G AR AR A 3 AR

Db 538 T 2 [ DA %) 248 X611l 45 40 6 80 A
NS At T O AR 2R, S B A 2800, I e X

P 5 DA T, AR TS Bn i B % (O 21K

Fig.5 The deviation of the cognitive map and cognition

locations in relation to the actual locations



104 TAEAE S AU 28 RIA 4L h AR 1191

b /N T T A0 DX 25 S5 AT A i T A 56 v %) 30
HU IS | R R, Horh 2 BRI R 2]
B AL WA S [ A0 Ak eE . @b
ST A [A] ) ZR GEAH T A/ )N, I A AR 2 R A 44
IR R RS A S VR, 80T AR
FNEEAE) /N7 1) i A (R HH R RICR, , 7 539t b g
T2 (R E+ B b i I 25 R R . DR FITE
T N A A, A 25 S . AR R
T, RBIX /N TR IX T8 2 BR 2 a5/ N T B2 A
HCRE b 5 0 1w O T SR X PO IR X B R
PRI B AR PR b S
42RE

(1) ¥& 3G B2 T b 5 30 i 2 [R] 67 B DA 48
X R GEH ARXTHM, SHE T = A [ 4y
ATRE R, I 5 A0 2R 0 A B R 1 At Sk A
T % 0 25 Re Rk 2 L L R G TR Z 5 e, (B
AERTH 8 2 A 0 A 2 J R A 2 22 0% SR PR T T Y
AMMRZES . BT ARTH M AY E R R, 75
MO A ATHE SR, DA BB 1) 7 2 43331
PHEHLE Iy ) HHM B G

(2) A SO A9 A AE T 0T A i s ]
MIFHFNABREERFIE . BTt B XS AR AL 1
RHSCR AT T T2 i A0 B, {SOR 45 b A0
M B AR E B, ST A b A Y S PR
fIE, ZAR T 45 o S e TR B B s ARG i 8 S
A M SR Ry [ 8 A S D AR TR A P B R )
JIT R 7% PR3 JE RS BFIAN o S ZEit o rh e
TS SRR X BRI S22+ 1

S 3k

(11 Lynch K. 3T ES. J7 45, fTIHEAE, 6. Jbnt: R AR
#t, 1960.

[2] Appleyard D. Styles and methods of structuring a city. En-
vironment and Behavior, 1970, 2: 100-117.

3] AR, @iEdr. REEEDOE LRI BT
2 it SRPE: HBTE AT B 44 Rk D 25 [ 43 A, 2 PR, 1987,
41: 15-25.

[4] A E B BRI E. Hu IR & 7 Hev? 2R
T 5 JNERIIF 2003 4F RIS 11: 26.

[5] Haas BLE, PPN —, WS —, (3 A L B T
B4 & I+ EREROFBAL. BRHBHE, 2005, 41:25-43.

(6] M —. TEM P2 L 2 BRNsEETT oAk e
DB DR, ZERHBEA, 2003, 55(2): 107-121.

[7] BTG, SRTATHODEDAM A A 2 KD R A

DIIARRIZSL. 2 IRT@ A £ 2 A7 4 IR— ARG AR TTE
DILIR & JFEBA—. Bif IR RS, 1998: 193-218.

[8] # MOt AR, AR DEAD I BT 5—
F R0 2 FH & L T— o MR,
1994, 103: 221-232.

[9] M. SRR DB AU B 2 EHEE Y 40, Hh3
5T, 1989, 62: 339-358.

[10] A AT ALIE T2 3315 2 BRI DA A TE 2.
HERFRR, 1990, 63A: 255-273.

[11] Lloyd R, Heivly C. Systematic distortions in urban cogni-
tive maps. Annals of the Association of American Geog-
raohers, 1987, 77: 191-207.

[12] 2408, VFoam. ) M s i 4 2 ) o A, A S 3,
1993, 8(3): 27-35.

[13] JTIbR, R [ . s Tl B s ] 45 4 ) JL B SRS
=24, 2001, 56(1): 64-74.

[14] b fett. AE AU s B AY 2 W) BRI 5 T e s (R 2544 P
B2, 2005, 25(2): 142-154.

[15] 2255 45, 2. R 23 (8] R A, Hh B~ 4R,
2006, 61(8): 809-817.

[16] Ak, BOLT. BT 1 R 330 X s RUBFN Al T B 4
TCRIMTIFAT. HIBERESY, 2006, 25(5): 804-813.

[17] WRAEAL, BRAEmE, 25 iy e BBE B LA e Rk
2 AL R A X G 1) R A 3 B, FAGHT ML 2004, 24(3):
60-64.

(18] A¥ &, HIREL, XK, 2. ki Fe R DA g 28 WA s
JE: DAt st . skt B, 2008, 27(2): 96-103.

[19] B, s, XU, 2T 2w B RYAL mUm R &
AR KRB AT, HLFRR, 2008, 63(6): 625-634.

[20] %, KFEE, RIRE, 5. LI RN I it 1)
23 (8] 3 A T8 W RIAE BRSSO
HH, 2009(3): 54-60.

[21] Kitchin R M, Fotheringham A S. The effects of spatial
and locational cueing on the analysis of aggregate cogni-
tive mapping data. Environment an Planning A, 1998, 30:
2245-2253.

[22] Gale N. Some applications of computer cartography to
the study of cognitive configurations. Professional Geog-
rapher, 1982, 34: 313-321.

[23] Couclelis H, Golledge R G, Gale N, et al. Exploring the
anchor-point hypothesis of spatial cognition.Jouranl of
Environmental Psychology,1987, 7: 99-122.

[24] R A BV, 24 B HTIZ BT 2 58 M EE B 382 5 5,
1983, 56: 695-723.

[25] Lee T R. Perceived distance as a function of direction in
the city. Environment and Behavior, 1970, 2: 40-51.

[26] Golledge R G, Briggs R, Demko D. The configuration of



1192 B R i 2945

distances in intra-urban space. Proceedings of the Associa-
tion of American Geographers, 1969, 1: 60-65.

[27] Briggs R. Urban cognitive distance//Downs R M, Stea D.
Image and Environment. Aldine, 1973: 361-388.

[28] Burnett P. Time cognition and urban travel behavior. Ge-
gografiska Annaler, 1978, 60B: 107-115.

[29] Freundschuh S M. Is there a relationship between spatial
cognition and environmental patterns?//Frank A U, Cam-

pari I, Formentini U. Theories and Methods of Spa-
tio-Temporal Reasoning in Geographic Space. Berlin:
Springer-Verlag, 1992: 288-304.

[30] De Jone. Images of urban areas: The structure and psycho-
logical foundations. Journal of the American Institute of
Planners, 1962, 28: 266-276.

[31] A MRS, 1L AR DR X P 2% . B B~ /) b,
1990, 7: 1-19.

The Characteristics of Urban Spatial Cognitive Distortion in Beijing

WANG Maojun', SU Haiwei’, HUO Tingting'
(1. Institute of Resource Environment & Tourism, Capital Normal University, Beijing 100048, China;
2. China Academy of Urban Planning & Design, Beijing 100044, China)

Abstract: This article analyzes the spatial cognitive distortion of Beijing residents, and emphatically discusses
the systematic distortion and the characteristics of it, in the way of BR and standard deviational ellipse. Three
conclusions were obtained as follows: Firstly, the cognition of the informants in the investigated places is clock-
wise centripetal convergency, presenting the magnet effect, the urban spatial cognition of Beijing residents is
clear; the cognitive distortion in the center is smaller than the outlying areas. This can be well explained by ur-
ban central attraction of reward hypothesis. Tian'anmen has the core effect of organizing urban spatial cognition
of Beijing. Secondly, the systematic distortion in Beijing urban space is smaller, and the regular annular traffic
makes the residents’ cognition datum lines, leading to a high similarity of topological structure and a distortion
effect with small deflection angles, and reflecting the distinct characteristic of Beijing urban spatial structure.
Thirdly, in the investigated places of Beijing city, the difference of location cognition is significant. The conver-
gency of outlying areas is smaller than that of the town center, and the convergency in places far away from an-
nular traffic is smaller than that near the annular traffic. The suburbs are more obvious than the town center, sug-
gesting that the places near the annular traffic have more obvious convergency.

Key words: cognitive map; absolute distortion; systematic distortion; BR method; standard deviational ellipse
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