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Signage System of Underground Garage Based on Public Attention

YIN Yi, LYU Qiu-su, WU Qiong
(Nanjing Tech University, Nanjing 211816, China)

ABSTRACT: This paper sorts out several main factors that influence the use effect of the signage system of the under-
ground garage, makes a quantitative analysis of them, and finds out the most important factors, which helps designers to
use for reference. Through the questionnaire design, the obtained sample quantity was analyzed mathematically with sta-
tistics, that is, independent sample T test, chi-square test and one-way variance analysis were conducted on the effective
sample data through the statistical software SPSS21.00 to explore the internal relationship of influencing factors. Re-
garding the eight element sinfluencing people’s attention to underground garage signage system design, there is a signifi-
cant difference on the eight factors between people not paying attention and people paying attention (chi-square values
aremore than 15**, is a strongly significant one), and the ographic size” factors (the F value is 19.132%**) of visual sys-
tem design of underground garagehas the main influence on the act of the attention of the parking users. This conclusion
can cause designers to rethink the intrinsic value of the guide system design of underground garage, and can also bring
different ideas and enlightenment to designers in the future guide system design of underground garage.
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