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Abstract: Green space environment is one of the key factors affecting the subjective well-being
of urban residents. However, existing researches lack refined consideration of the green space
environment and subjective well-being in different geographical contexts, which may lead to a
certain bias in the research results. Based on the questionnaire survey data of 574 residents
in the Xiangfang old industrial area in Harbin, this research adopts the hierarchical regression
method of sub-models to compare the relationship between the green space environment
perceived by residents in different venues of daily activities and the different components of the
subjective well-being of the residents. The results show that the green space perception has
different effects on different components of the people’s subjective well-being, and the effect
of green space perception varies in different venues of daily activities. Among them, a quiet
residential green environment is the most important factor affecting the cognitive components
of subjective well-being, while the number and area of green space are the most significant
factors affecting the emotional components of subjective well-being. Residential green space
environment, of which the perception has the greatest impact on people’s subjective well-being,
is the most important green environment in people’s daily life. From the perspective of people’s
different venues of daily activities, this research provides a theoretical basis for identifying the
green space perception dimensions that help improve people’s subjective well-being.
Keywords: landscape architecture; subjective well-being; perception of green space; venue of
daily activities; hierarchical regression analysis
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Tab. 3 Comparison of health and subjective well-being of residents in different activity venues
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Tab. 4 Comparison of green space perception of residents in different activity venues
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