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Abstract As a new type of healthy public space, greenway users carry out leisure activities, exercise,
sightseeing and necessary transportation in greenway. However, at present, there is little research on
greenway users' evaluation and perception of greenway, and there is no comprehensive exploration of
Greenway environment from a humanistic perspective. Combined with the research and actual
situation of the existing representative greenways in Chinese cities, this paper refers to a large number
of documents, applies the semantic difference method and multiple regression analysis method,
analyzes the current situation of the Dongfengqu greenway, explores the influencing factors and impact
evaluation of the greenway environment from the perspective of greenway users' perception, and puts
forward suggestions on the optimization of the greenway environment in Zhengzhou from multiple
levels. The main conclusion of this paper comes from the data conclusion obtained by semantic
difference method, which is feasible in the resident evaluation of greenway use. The feedback results
of post use evaluation can provide a reliable reference for the planning and design of similar
greenways in the future.
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Fig. 1. Basic Meaning of Greenway
(Source: Hanro, et al., 2019)
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Fig. 3. China's Classification and Classification of
Greenways
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Fig. 4. Dongfeng Canal City Greenway District Map
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Fig. 5. Cross Section and Real View of Natural
Greenway of Dongfeng Canal
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Table 2. Environmental Measurement Results of Semantic Factors
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Table 4. Multiple Regression Results
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