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Abstract: Urban public open spaces refer to open space between architectural structures in a city
or urban agglomeration that is open for urban residents to conduct public exchanges and hold
various activities. Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) 11.7 in the 2030 UN Agenda for Sustainable
Development clearly states that the distribution characteristics of public open spaces are important
indicators to measure the sustainable development of urban ecological society. In 2018, in order to
implement the sustainable development agenda, China offered the example of Deqing to the world.
Therefore, taking Deqing as an example, this paper uses geographic statistics and spatial analysis
methods to quantitatively evaluate and visualize public open spaces in the built area in 2016 and
analyzes the spatial pattern and relationship of the population. The results show that the public
open spaces in the built-up area of Deqing have typical global and local spatial autocorrelation.
The spatial pattern shows obvious differences in different parts of the built area and attributes of public
open spaces. According to the results of correlation analysis, it can be seen that the decentralized
characteristics of public open spaces have a significant relationship with the population agglomeration,
and this correlation is also related to the types of public open spaces. The assessment results by SDG
11.7.1 indicate that the public open spaces in the built-up area of Deqing conform to the living needs
of residents on the whole and have a humanized space design and good accessibility. However,
the per capita public open spaces of towns and villages outside the built area are relatively low, and
there is an imbalance in public open spaces. Therefore, more attention should be paid to constructing
urban public open spaces fairly.

Keywords: Sustainable Development Goals; public open spaces; spatial autocorrelation analysis;
correlation analysis

1. Introduction

In 2015, the UN Development Summit approved and adopted the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable
Development, which sets out 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) covering three major
areas, economic, social, and environmental, charting a course for the development of countries
and international cooperation. The primary task of a comprehensive assessment of the practice of
SDGs in a region is to localize the UN SDGs global indicator framework. At the first United Nations
World Geospatial Information Congress in 2018, China released a quantitative assessment report
“Deqing Practice Report on the Implementation of the 2030 Sustainable Development Agenda (2017)”.
The report shows that most indicators of Deqing, Zhejiang, are close to the UN 2030 Sustainable
Development Goals. Based on the SDG global indicator framework and geographic statistical
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information, the project team carried out a localized evaluation and analysis of the implementation of
Deqing County, combining quantitative, qualitative, and localization data [1,2], and offered the Deqing
sample to the international community.

The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development aims to comprehensively address the three
dimensions of development (social, economic, and environmental) from 2015 to 2030, and shift to
a sustainable development path. Especially, SDG 11 promotes the construction of tolerant, secure,
disaster-proof, and sustainable cities and human settlements, with a focus on improving living
conditions, optimizing the habitable environment, and ensuring the safety of houses. In Deqing,
the aspects of inclusivity, sustainability, and disaster resistance comprehensively reflect the county’s
progress in the practice of creating a sustainable city and human settlements. SDG 11 contains 10
quantitative indicators, of which indicator 11.7 is the universal provision of safe, inclusive, accessible,
and green public spaces to all people, especially women, children, the elderly, and people with
disabilities. The aim of SDG 11 is to analyze the proportion of public spaces per capita to reflect livable
environmental conditions. Combining SDG 11.7 with the actual situation of Deqing, and considering
the availability and quantitative characteristics of the data, this paper focuses on urban built-up areas,
analyzes the average proportion of public open spaces used by all, and provides a guarantee for
the construction of urban public open spaces that can meet everyone’s needs.

Having enough public space enables cities and regions to function efficiently and fairly [3]. Reduced
public space has a negative impact on quality of life, social inclusion, infrastructure development,
environmental sustainability and productivity. It has been recorded that good design and maintenance
of streets and public spaces can reduce crime and violence, improve the quality of residents’ lives
and the overall appearance of the city, and play a very important role in beautifying the image of
the city [4]. At the same time, the ratio of urban streets to public spaces is an important feature of
urban space planning, and cities with sufficient streets and public spaces and greater connectivity
are more livable and productive [5]. Planning sufficient space for critical infrastructure sites such as
water resources, sewers and waste collection, recreational spaces, green spaces and parks can help
strengthen social cohesion and protect green, ecologically sustainable development. Making enough
space to support formal and informal economic activities [6], actively restoring and maintaining public
spaces for various users, and providing services and opportunities for marginalized residents are all
conducive to enhancing social cohesion and economic security.

Considering the impact of urban public open spaces on sustainable development, many scholars
have conducted qualitative and quantitative analyses of urban public spaces at different levels and
from multiple perspectives [7]. Scholars have made extensive studies on modern urban planning and
landscape design [8,9], social perspectives [7], spatial distribution and quality assessment [10], etc.
Qualitatively and quantitatively, different suggestions have been put forward for creating popular
and ecological urban public open spaces, which enriches the construction concept of urban public
spaces. Other scholars have conducted many studies on the equity of public space allocation [11–13].
They evaluated and analyzed urban income, race, social economy, and other aspects, and advocated
for the importance of environmental equity, which contributes to reducing the inequality of urban
public spaces. However, few scholars have carried out spatial differentiation law analysis of all
components of urban public open spaces, and most studies were confined to parts of public spaces,
such as parks, squares, and green spaces, to carry out spatial distribution analysis and environmental
assessment separately [3,14]. The spatial distribution of public open spaces in terms of society, history,
transportation, economy, and population was studied from multiple perspectives, but faced with
the rapid development of urbanization today, solving the problem of public spaces in crowded
areas has become a hot spot. There is an urgent need to improve residents’ quality of life, and all
elements of public open spaces for the overall analysis to improve the safe and healthy life of residents
are important.

According to the existing research results, the important index for evaluating urban public open
spaces is the spatial pattern and formation mechanism. Generally speaking, evaluating the spatial
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pattern mainly involves quantitative analysis of the distribution form, agglomeration degree, and
agglomeration mode of urban elements in order to describe the spatial clustering and stratum
distribution characteristics of the space. The formation mechanism of urban public open spaces is
related to the urban spatial structure system, public facilities factors, and distribution and intensity of
human activities. Therefore, we want to use geographic information system (GIS) spatial autocorrelation
analysis to describe the differences in urban public open spaces distribution, and use hot spot and
overlay analysis to explore the driving factors that affect the formation of urban public open spaces.

In recent years, many scholars have used GIS spatial analysis to carry out research on urban spatial
pattern analysis. Shirowzhan [15] proposed two classification algorithms that are based on spatial
autocorrelation statistics, such as the Local Moran’s I and the Getis-Ord Gi*, which are computed
over sample urban areas including complex terrain with diverse building characteristics, and used
these algorithms to airborne lidar point clouds over the complex urban areas in order to generate
highly accurate DEMs and classify the lidar points. Aghajani [16] proposed a road accident analysis
method, which operates through the use of the GIS spatial and temporal patterns in urban road accident
prone locations; he also used the hot spot analysis with identification and data generation to help
decision makers to take appropriate measures to decrease road accidents. Fan [17] used the local spatial
autocorrelation to characterize urban landscape fragmentation, and he compared two local spatial
autocorrelation indices, the Getis statistic and the local Moran’s I, to evaluate the landscape pattern.
Xia [18] used the local indicator of spatial association to analyze the spatial relationships between
urban land use intensity and urban vitality, and they found that there is a significant positive spatial
autocorrelation between urban land use intensity and urban vitality according to global statistics.
Shen [19] used both global and local spatial autocorrelation analyses to demonstrate how urban
sustainability was spatially distributed across neighborhoods and what patterns (random, dispersed,
or clustered) could be statistically identified. Majumdar [20] used the local Moran’s I to recognize
the pattern of statistically significant LST increase by detecting clusters of localized hot spots. Some
scholars also used the spatial autocorrelation analysis in the field of river network monitoring [21],
spatial variations analysis of NPP [22], and agricultural spatial relationship analysis of drought
propagation [23]. According to these kinds of research results, we found that GIS spatial analysis
methods can help us to identify the spatial pattern among kinds of urban objects, but most of their
research only used the local indicators of spatial association (LISA) to judge the relationship between
these events (such as road accident, land use classification, river network monitoring, and soon on) in
urban environment, and lacked a quantitative description of the causes of these events. The aim of
our research is not only to find the spatial pattern, but also to quantitatively analyze the formation of
urban public open spaces.

Above all, public space is an indispensable component in the city. In view of all elements of public
space being integral to the analysis, this paper is based on SDG 11.7, in combination with the practical
situation of Deqing and existing data, adopting the method of geographic statistics and GIS spatial
analysis of Deqing public open spaces for spatial differentiation pattern. Furthermore, the population
data are analyzed to provide a quantitative assessment of and technical support for the sustainable
development goal of building safe, inclusive, barrier-free, and green public open spaces in Deqing. It
provides decision support for the management and planning of public open spaces.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Study Area and Data

Deqing is a small county in Huzhou City, Zhejiang Province, China. It is located in the north
of Zhejiang and consists of 9 towns and 2 townships, and the total area is 937.92 km2 (Figure 1). In
2016, Deqing County was listed among the top 100 counties with the highest comprehensive strength
of China’s small and medium-sized cities. The public open spaces of built-up areas and 3 streets
or districts (Wuyang, Fuxi and Wukang) were extracted from the remote sensing images taken in
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2016, with 0.5m spatial resolution (Figure 2). Yuying brook runs though the downtown of Deqing
(red line in Figure 2). The remote sensing image presents true color synthesis product data provided
by the Geomatics Center of Deqing. It was made based on Google Earth, and it was shot on 11th,
March 2017.
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There are four types of public open spaces in Deqing, which are park, square, green land, and
public facilities. Because urban public spaces in Deqing are mainly distributed in the built-up area
(the blue polygon in Figure 1), what we are mostly concerned with is also the built-up area in Deqing.
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It needs to be pointed out that there are large forest parks and a golf course in the southeast and
west of the built-up area, respectively. These two areas are not within the built-up area, but it is also
worthwhile to analyze their autocorrelation effect on the distribution of public space in the built-up
area, so we called these areas ‘edge areas’ in this paper. In the autocorrelation analysis of public open
spaces in Deqing, we will analyze the whole area and the built-up area separately.

The population of Deqing in 2016 is 440,000 (The population data is from the “Urban Construction
Statistical Yearbook of Zhejiang Province (2016)”) and these data were gridded into a raster layer
by the Geomatics Center of Deqing (Figure 3), and these data were used to analyze the correlation
between the urban public space distribution and population aggregation in Sections 3.3 and 4.3.
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2.2. Methods

Spatial autocorrelation analysis is a technique to test whether the observed values of an element
with spatial location are significantly correlated with the observed values at adjacent spatial points,
and it is a technique for calculating the degree of spatial unit attribute aggregation [24,25]. In this
paper, we analyzed the spatial distribution characteristics and formation mechanism of urban public
open spaces at the global and local levels. Global autocorrelation analysis mainly describes the overall
distribution of urban public open spaces and determines whether the phenomenon has aggregation
characteristics within the city, but it does not indicate exactly where the aggregation areas are. Local
autocorrelation analysis mainly judges whether there is a significant aggregation area or spatial hot
spot, and calculates the range of the spatial hot spot. In addition, we used population data as the main
influence factor, combined with hot spot analysis and geographically weighted regression methods, to
analyze the relationship between public open spaces and the population.

2.2.1. Global Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis

Global spatial autocorrelation refers to the degree of spatial autocorrelation of a single attribute
value in the whole research area. The most commonly used correlation indicator is Moran’s I [26–28].
In this paper, the global Moran’s I was used to test and determine the global autocorrelation of public
open spaces in the built-up area of Deqing and surrounding streets. The calculation formula is as
follows:

IGlobalMoran′s =

n
n∑

i=1

n∑
j=1

ωi j(Pi − Pmean) ∗ (P j − Pmean)

(
n∑

i=1

n∑
j=1

ωi j)
n∑

i=1
(Pi − Pmean)

2 (1)
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where pi and pj are the category i and j areas of public open spaces, respectively, and i and j cannot
be equal; ωij represents the space weight matrix between space units i and j; and n is the number of
public open spaces.

The variation range of Moran’s I index is (−1,1). If the spatial process is irrelevant, the expected
value of I is close to 0; when I is negative, it means negative autocorrelation; and when I is positive, it
means positive correlation.

Moran’s I cannot fully reflect the distribution pattern of spatial variables, so it needs to be
compared with the I index (expectation and variance) in the random pattern, and then used to construct
the z-statistic, which follows the normal distribution, is constructed to test the significance of the spatial
autocorrelation of the research variables. The expression of the z-statistic is:

Z =
Iobs− E(I)√

D(I)
(2)

where E(I) and D(I) are the expectation and variance of I, and Iobs is the Moran’s I value calculated
from the actual data.

2.2.2. Local Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis

Local spatial autocorrelation is the degree of correlation between a spatial unit and an attribute of
its adjacent units. The global autocorrelation index determines the distribution of public spaces, but
because of the space data heterogeneity, global autocorrelation data may exist in the local randomness;
there is also a global random distribution data of partial correlation, so we used the local indicators of
spatial association (LISA) [29] to measure the local correlation of urban public spaces. The calculation
formula is:

Ii =

n(xi − x)
n∑

j=1
ωi j(x j − x

)
n∑

i=1
(xi − x)

2 (3)

where ωij is the spatial weight coefficient matrix, which is used to express the spatial position
relationship between research objects, and can reflect the contribution degree of a public space to an
adjacent public space.

In this paper, the area of public space was taken as the spatial weight matrix. The value range of
local Moran’s I was not limited to (−1, 1). The spatial association model can be subdivided into 4 types:
HH, HL, LH, and LL. HH is the focal point associated with high value and high value, indicating
that the public space and a surrounding public space occupy a large area; LL is the focal point of
the correlation between low value and low value, indicating that the public space and a surrounding
public space occupy a relatively small area. LH and HL have outlined correlation regions, indicating
that there is strong heterogeneity between the attributes of public open spaces and the surrounding
public space. As in other statistics, the value of local Moran’s I needed to be compared to the expectation
and tested with its standardized Z-value.

2.2.3. Hot Spot Analysis

Hot spot analysis is used to identify the spatial clustering of high values (hot spots) and low values
(cold points) with statistical significance, and a new output factor class is created for each element in
the input element class by using z-score, p-value, and confidence interval (Gi_Bin) [30]. If the factor’s
z-score is high and p-value is small, then spatial clustering with a high value is indicated. If the z-score
is low and negative and the p value is small, there is a spatial clustering with low value. The higher (or
lower) the z-score, the greater the clustering degree. If the z-score is close to zero, there is no obvious
spatial clustering [31].
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In this paper, spatial analysis of population data in the built-up area of Deqing and the surrounding
3 streets (Wuyang, Fuxi, and Wukang) was conducted by using hot spot analysis to judge whether
there was an obvious correlation between the clustering characteristics of population distribution and
the spatial distribution characteristics of public open spaces in the study area.

2.2.4. Statistics and Evaluation Methods of Urban Public Open Spaces by SDG 11.7

In terms of SDG 11.7 in the UN 2030 Agenda, it said that “By 2030, provide universal access to
safe, inclusive and accessible, green and public spaces, in particular for women and children, older
persons and persons with disabilities”, and it also provided the assessment indicator of SDG 11.7.1,
which is “average share of the built-up area of cities that is open space for public use for all, by sex, age
and persons with disabilities”. Area of public open spaces as a proportion of total city space, including
the land allocated to streets. The indicator was calculated by integrating two metrics: (a) land allocated
to public open spaces; (b) land allocated to streets. The proportion of urban area allocated to public
open spaces, including street and sidewalks, was calculated by the following formula:

p =
Sp + Sl

Sb
× 100% (4)

where P is the proportion of total public open spaces, Sp is the total surface are of public open spaces,
Sl is the total surface of land allocated to streets, Sb is the total surface area of the built-up area of
the urban agglomeration. So, the method to estimate the area of public open spaces is based on three
steps: (1) spatial analysis to delimit the built-up area of the city; (2) estimation of the total public open
spaces and; (3) estimation of the total area allocated to streets. Considering that green land is the major
part of urban public open spaces, and it could reflect the intensity of urban development, we also
recognize the ratio of green land as an indicator of assessment of urban public space.

Ratio of green land (G) in the built-up area is:

G =
Sg

Sb
× 100% (5)

where Sg is the total surface area of green land in the built-up area. We used these indicators to
measure the sustainable development level of public open spaces in Deqing, and to compare with UN
2030 goals.

2.2.5. Geographically Weighted Regression Model

The geographically weighted regression (GWR) model is a spatial analysis technology—it explores
the spatial changes and related driving factors of the research object by establishing a local regression
equation at each point, and can be used to predict the future results [32]. In this paper, we used
the GWR to show the relation between population and four types of public open spaces.

The general regression model is:

yi =
∑

k

β0 + βkxik + εi (6)

where y is the dependent variable, x is the independent variable, β is the regression coefficient, and ε is
the random error. The GWR is an extension of the traditional regression model so that its parameters
can be estimated locally, so the GWR model is:

yi = β0(ui, vi) +
∑

k

βk(ui, vi)xik + εi (7)
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where (ui,vi) is the coordinates of the i-th point, and βk(ui,vi) is the value of the continuous function
βk(u,v) at i.

3. Results

3.1. Analysis of Global Differentiation Pattern

In this paper, global spatial autocorrelation is used to analyze the public open spaces in the built-up
area and edge area of Deqing. We analyzed the spatial autocorrelation of the three attributes of urban
public space in Deqing, including area, length, and type. The results are shown in Figure 4 and Table 1.

ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Inf. 2020, 9, x FOR PEER REVIEW 8 of 18 

 

0.001149, and one of built-up area has increased to 0.005578, as shown in Figure 4b. The Z-values of 
the whole area and the built-up area were 1.72 and 2.47, respectively. Z did not fall into the confidence 
interval [–1.96,1.96], that is, when the significance level was set at 0.05, the public space distribution 
showed positive spatial autocorrelation. Meanwhile, we found that the autocorrelation of public 
spaces is more positive and significant in terms of length and type. The Moran’s I and Z-value also 
increased by removing the edge area from the whole area. It can be seen that the edge area has a great 
influence on the autocorrelation of public spaces of the built-up area, especially for the analysis of 
area and length. 

 

 

(a) 

 

(b) 

Figure 4. Global autocorrelation analysis results of public open spaces in terms of area: (a) whole area; 
(b) built-up area. 

Table 1. Statistic results of spatial global autocorrelation analysis. 

Attributes Area Range 
Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis 

Global Moran ‘I Z-Score p-Value 

Area Whole area 0.001149 1.723 0.085 
Built-up area 0.005578 2.353 0.018 

Length Whole area 0.03332 13.05 0.0021 
Built-up area 0.04647 17.117 0.0027 

Type Whole area 0.13448 49.09 0.0000 
Built-up area 0.1515 50.12 0.0000 

The results show that the z-value changes from 1.72 to 2.35 and the spatial autocorrelation of 
public space is significantly improved after removing the edge area, in terms of area. These two types 
of public space cover significantly larger areas than other public spaces. This takes advantage of the 
local regional features in developing tourism and promoting the rapid development of the economy 
at the same time, but the autocorrelation of the whole public open spaces is weakened due to its 
distance from the public space in the city. In addition to the edge factors, the public open spaces have 
obvious clustering characteristics, mainly because Yuying brook runs through the downtown of 
Deqing, and especially in the downtown area, parks and squares for recreation have been built 
around the lake. Many green spaces are distributed along the beach of the lake, and the green space 
beside the park and the built-up area covers the largest area. Public facilities are mainly distributed 
in the vicinity of residential areas. As can be seen from Figure 1, the further away from the built-up 
area, the less public space there is. Except for some small public facilities, such as community health 

Figure 4. Global autocorrelation analysis results of public open spaces in terms of area: (a) whole area;
(b) built-up area.

Table 1. Statistic results of spatial global autocorrelation analysis.

Attributes Area Range Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis

Global Moran’I Z-Score p-Value

Area
Whole area 0.001149 1.723 0.085

Built-up area 0.005578 2.353 0.018

Length Whole area 0.03332 13.05 0.0021
Built-up area 0.04647 17.117 0.0027

Type Whole area 0.13448 49.09 0.0000
Built-up area 0.1515 50.12 0.0000

According to the Table 1, we found that the global autocorrelation of public spaces is positive in
terms of area, length, and type. Taking the area as an example, the Moran’s I of the whole area is just
0.001149, and one of built-up area has increased to 0.005578, as shown in Figure 4b. The Z-values of
the whole area and the built-up area were 1.72 and 2.47, respectively. Z did not fall into the confidence
interval [−1.96,1.96], that is, when the significance level was set at 0.05, the public space distribution
showed positive spatial autocorrelation. Meanwhile, we found that the autocorrelation of public
spaces is more positive and significant in terms of length and type. The Moran’s I and Z-value also
increased by removing the edge area from the whole area. It can be seen that the edge area has a great
influence on the autocorrelation of public spaces of the built-up area, especially for the analysis of area
and length.
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The results show that the z-value changes from 1.72 to 2.35 and the spatial autocorrelation of
public space is significantly improved after removing the edge area, in terms of area. These two types of
public space cover significantly larger areas than other public spaces. This takes advantage of the local
regional features in developing tourism and promoting the rapid development of the economy at
the same time, but the autocorrelation of the whole public open spaces is weakened due to its distance
from the public space in the city. In addition to the edge factors, the public open spaces have obvious
clustering characteristics, mainly because Yuying brook runs through the downtown of Deqing, and
especially in the downtown area, parks and squares for recreation have been built around the lake.
Many green spaces are distributed along the beach of the lake, and the green space beside the park
and the built-up area covers the largest area. Public facilities are mainly distributed in the vicinity of
residential areas. As can be seen from Figure 1, the further away from the built-up area, the less public
space there is. Except for some small public facilities, such as community health centers and temples,
parks and squares are rarely distributed. On the whole, there is significant spatial autocorrelation in
the public open spaces of the built-up area of Deqing. Setting large leisure areas at the edge of built-up
areas not only expands the scope of public space in Deqing City, but also provides enough public
open spaces for residents in built-up areas and surrounding towns, and alleviates the crowding of
public spaces in built-up areas. This provides a guarantee for a healthy and green life for residents and
promotes the sustainable development of the ecological economy in Deqing.

3.2. Analysis of Local Differentiation Pattern

In this paper, the LISA index was used to conduct local spatial autocorrelation analysis of public
open spaces in built-up areas and the surrounding edge area in Deqing. The LISA map is shown
in Figure 5. The local spatial distribution of public open spaces is characterized by five types, HH
(High-High) is a cluster of high values, HL (High-Low) is an accumulation of high and low values, LH(
Low-High) is an accumulation of low and high values, and LL (Low-Low) is a cluster of low values, N
(Not Significant) represents no significant feature. The HH (LL) area indicates that public spaces with
high (low) values have aggregation characteristics, and the HL (LH) area represents the abnormal area
caused by public space with a high (low) value surrounded by public space with a low (high) value.

According to the actual situation, due to the existence of public space occupying a large area at
the edge area, the local spatial autocorrelation within the built-up area is not normally expressed, as
shown in Figure 5a,c,e. Therefore, edge factors were removed for local spatial autocorrelation analysis,
and the results are shown in Figure 5b,d,f. From the figure, it can be seen that the red area is the cluster
of high values. From the property sheet, it can be seen that the green space with high values has
aggregation characteristics. According to the analysis of the geographic environment, the north bank of
Yuying brook is mainly a development zone, while the south bank is mainly a development zone and
villa area. In terms of traffic, the built-up area is close to the Changshen expressway in the west, where
the Linmo line and Changshen expressway are interlinked, and the green space around the traffic line
is widely distributed, so it has an obvious high-value clustering feature in the west of Deqing. Under
this spatial feature, convenient transportation facilities promoted the rapid economic development of
Deqing, and the green land along the river on both sides was conducive to promoting the green and
ecological image of the city. The yellow and orange areas are characterized by high and low values,
mainly because these areas represent the park and square in the city center and the scenic area near
the city. It is surrounded by other public spaces, such as the green belt of the residential area and public
facilities, which results in clustering characteristics of high and low values. This distribution feature
indicates that the public space design in the built-up area of Deqing is humanized, meets the needs of
the public, and is conducive to green, safe, and sustainable healthy living space. The gray areas are
mainly urban roads and residential green areas, which are scattered randomly and have no obvious
local clustering characteristics. On the whole, public open spaces in the built-up area of Deqing are
mainly distributed in the western part of the city (mainly green space), as well as the parks and squares
in the inner part of the city and scenic spots on the edge. However, there is very little distribution
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in other towns outside the built area. This distribution shows the imbalance of public open spaces
in the research area. It is necessary to make an equitable improvement plan to promote the overall,
balanced and sustainable development of Deqing. Additionally, the length of public open spaces has
a similar aggregation with the area, and the aggregation of type is lower than other attributes.
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The results of global and local spatial autocorrelation analysis indicate that public open spaces have
positive and significant spatial correlation and spatial agglomeration characteristics in space pattern. In
addition, different attributes of public space have shown different relevance and aggregation. The type
has the most positive and significant global autocorrelation, but it also has the worst local aggregation.

3.3. Correlation Analysis between Population and Public Open Spaces

With the rapid economic and social development, many people are crowding into the city.
Considering the fact that urban public open spaces cannot meet the activity needs of the highly dense
population, it is of great research value to quantitatively analyze public open spaces with population
as an influence factor [33,34]. In this paper, high/low clustering analysis (Getis-Ord General G) was
first used to analyze the distribution characteristics of population data in the study area. The results
show that the spatial autocorrelation of population distribution is significant, and the spatial clustering
is high. Then hot spot analysis was used to further analyze the population distribution characteristics.
We superimposed the population hot spot analysis results with the local autocorrelation results of
public open spaces area, as shown in Figure 6.
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Figure 6. Hot spot analysis results of population and overlaid results with the local indicators of spatial
association (LISA) of public open spaces area.

The population of the built-up area is characterized by the spatial sub-bureau with Yuying brook
as the boundary. The southern part of the lake is concentrated with high values, which are distributed
near public facilities such as parks, squares, and shopping malls in the center of the built area and
the south. In the north and west, there are low-value clusters, because the north and west are mainly
development zones. In the southwest, there are places that only high-income people can afford, such
as villas and mansions. However, in the three street areas outside the built-up area, the low-value
clustering feature only appeared in the town center and the vicinity of important traffic lines, and
there was no high-value clustering feature distribution. Therefore, the characteristics of population
distribution have an obvious correlation with the spatial differentiation of public open spaces. To
validate the results of correlation analysis, we calculated the polygons distance between the population
cluster area and the aggregation areas of public open spaces, as shown in Figure 7.

We calculated the distance between public open spaces and population by using the neighborhood
analysis, and this distance refers to the closest distance of these polygons. The smaller the distance,
the closer the polygons are, and the closer the relationship between public open spaces and population.
So, we could calculate the histogram of the distance between these polygons to judge their correlation.
It should be noted that what is measured here is the relationship between the aggregation of these
factors, which means that what we analyzed is the spatial relationship between the local autocorrelation
analysis results and hot spot analysis results. According to Figure 7a, we found that distances of
these polygons are mostly close to 0, the mean value is just 14.44, which means they are all close
to each other. However, we should note that it does not fully indicate that they have a significant
correlation, because there are many polygons with no significant aggregation, and there is no distinction
between high-value and low-value aggregation areas. Therefore, we need to analyze the correlation
between high-value clusters in LISA results of public open spaces and hot spots of population, and
the correlation between the low-value clusters and the cold spots. According to Figure 7b–f, we found
that the distance between polygons of length (LL) and polygons of cold spot is the shortest, which
means that the low-value cluster of the length of public open spaces has a significant correlation with
cold spots of population, and the same is true for the high-value cluster of type of public open spaces
and hot spots of population.
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In conclusion, the experimental results are in line with the actual situation. Taking population
as the factor, the spatial distribution characteristics of public spaces are further analyzed from
the perspective of the geographic environment and transportation facilities. This shows that the design
of public open spaces in the built-up area of Deqing meets the needs of residents. However, the further
away from the built-up area, the less space there is for public activities. Combined with the results of
SDG 11.7, the per capita public open spaces and the rate of green land in urban built-up areas were
8.63 m2 and 38%, respectively, which are higher than the SDG index, the index value of the dashboard,
and the target of the country plan in 2030. However, in other townships, except for built-up areas,
the per capita public open spaces are relatively low. The results of the index align with the results of
this study and provide a scientific basis for the discovery of problems in the construction of public
open spaces in Deqing, in order to further optimize the construction and provide certain technical
support and construction guidance and balanced and sustainable economic development between
urban and rural areas.

4. Discussion

The results indicate that GIS spatial autocorrelation analysis can help us to describe the different
spatial pattern of urban public open spaces, and to identify the causal relationship with population.

4.1. Understanding Global and Local Spatial Pattern of Urban Public Open Spaces

In line with early research by Cybriwsky [35], Johnson [36] and Mitchell [37] that highlighted
the importance of understanding spatial pattern and formation mechanism of urban public open
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spaces in the field of urban planning and urban sustainability evaluation, the findings from this case
study demonstrate that the formation of urban public space is positively associated with the urban
population. In addition, the results show that global spatial autocorrelations are significant and this
kind of autocorrelation has obvious local aggregation characteristics. Different from the research by
Fan [17] and Xia [18], which just used local spatial autocorrelation analysis to find the relationship
or evaluate the spatial pattern, the current work further found that there are both global and local
differentiation characters of spatial pattern for urban public open spaces, and the main factor causing
this difference is the population by hot spot analysis. In addition, our results indicate that the local
spatial relationships are associated with urban public open spaces. This finding can further verify
the spatial justice evaluation of public open spaces, which was also proven by previous studies [38].

4.2. Assessment of Urban Public Open Spaces by SDG 11.7.1

Meanwhile, according to the assessment of SDG11.7, it can be seen that the per capita public open
spaces area and green space rate of Deqing’s urban built-up areas in 2016 have reached the goals of
the UN 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. According to the Section 2.2.4, we calculated these
indicators for Deqing and compared the results with the UN 2030 goals. Table 2 shows the calculation
and comparison results of Deqing in 2016.

Table 2. The assessment results of urban public open spaces by SDG 11.7.1 in Deqing’s built-up area.

Indicators Deqing in 2016 UN Goals in 2030

Population 440,000 /

Built-up area (km2) 34.64 /

Area of public open spaces per capita (m2) 8.63 >1.5
Proportion of total public open spaces (%) 16.5 15

Ratio of green lands (%) 38 38.9
Area of green lands per capita(m2) 15.3 14.6

According to the Table 2, the value of most indicators of Deqing in 2016 surpassed one of UN
goals in 2030, which means that Deqing already has a high level of sustainable development in terms
of urban public open spaces, especially in the built-up area.

4.3. The Relationship between Population Agglomeration and the Types of Public Open Spaces

According to the analysis results in Section 3.3, we have shown that the distribution of public
open spaces has a significant relationship with the population, and the relationship represented by
different attributes of public open spaces is also different. As shown in Figure 7, high-value cluster of
type of public open spaces is related to the high-value cluster of population, and a low-value cluster of
length is related to the cold spots. So, the population agglomeration should also have a relationship
with the different types of public open spaces, but how does this correlation present? We tried to use
the GWR model [39] to analyze this correlation.

Since we are concerned about the relationship between population agglomeration and various
types of public open spaces, we have used PD (distance to park), SD (distance to square), GD (distance
to green land) and PFD (distance to public facilities) as the influencing factors of population distribution
through multicollinearity diagnostic analysis.

Let the number of populations be yi, and the coordinates of the i-th point be (ui,vi), then the GWR
model of populations is:

yi = β0(ui, vi) +
∑

j=1,k
xi, j(PD)(ui, vi) +

∑
j=1,k

xi, j(SD)(ui, vi) +
∑

j=1,k
xi, j(GD)(ui, vi) +

∑
j=1,k

xi, j(PFD)(ui, vi) + εi (8)

By calculating the regression coefficient corresponding to each factor, the minimum, upper
quantile, median, lower quartile, maximum and average of the regression coefficient of the adjusted
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spatial kernel were calculated. Then we used the Monte Carlo method to perform a significant test on
the spatial variability of each factor, and estimated the p-value of the regression coefficient, as shown in
Table 3 and Figure 8.

Table 3. The statists of regression coefficient and p value in geographically weighted regression
(GWR) model.

Factors Minimum Upper
Quartile Median Lower

Quartile Maximum Mean p-Value

Intercept 1.403425 6.671395 8.59312 10.90685 15.17895 8.465096 0.3656
PD −0.01187 −0.00398 −0.00207 −0.00088 0.012311 −0.00231 0.5132
SD −0.01532 −0.00384 −0.00173 0.000458 0.014355 −0.00205 0.2006
GD −0.01785 −0.00122 0.00105 0.004885 0.014287 0.001162 0.3245
PFD −0.01764 −0.00154 0.000483 0.001878 0.008409 −0.00042 0.0115ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Inf. 2020, 9, x FOR PEER REVIEW 15 of 18 
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A comparative analysis of the p-value shows that PFD exhibits significant spatial instability,
and their regression coefficients change with spatial location. Most of these coefficients are negative
numbers, which means that the concentration of population decreases as the distance to public open
spaces increases. Comparing and analyzing the mean of coefficients, it can be seen that the absolute
value of the coefficient of PD is the largest, and it has the largest impact on the degree of population
aggregation, followed by SD, GD, and PFD. From Figure 8, we can also see that the difference in
the distribution of the coefficients of PFD is the most obvious (Figure 8d), while the distribution of
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the coefficients of PD is more even, and the high values are more concentrated (Figure 8a). Therefore,
the park has the most significant correlation with population agglomeration.

5. Conclusions

This paper obtained data of public open spaces in the built-up area and surrounding streets
of Deqing based on remote sensing interpretation. Based on the ideas of geographic statistics and
spatial analysis, spatial statistical models such as spatial autocorrelation and correlation analysis were
used to analyze the spatial distribution characteristics of public open spaces in the built-up area of
Deqing in 2016 and its relationship with the population. The area LISA results show that high-value
aggregation in public spaces is mainly distributed in the development zone in the west of the built-up
area. The clustering of HL is mainly distributed in the center and edge of the built-up area. The edge
area shows scattered distribution of low values of public space and has no spatial autocorrelation,
but it still influenced the autocorrelation of public open spaces in the built-up area significantly. In
addition, different attributes of public open spaces have shown different LISA results—the type has
the most positive and significant global autocorrelation, but it also has the worst local aggregation, and
the length of public open spaces has the similar local aggregation with the area.

Based on the result of correlation analysis, it is found that the spatial differentiation pattern
of public open spaces is significantly related to population agglomeration. The further away from
the built-up area, the less public space there is, and lower population agglomeration. The high-value
cluster of type of public open spaces is related to the high-value cluster of population, and a low-value
cluster of length is related to its cold spots. The results of geographically weighted regression show
that different types of public open spaces have different relationships with the population, and the park
has the most significant correlation with population agglomeration.

In addition, the assessment results of SDG 11.7.1 indicate that the per capita public open spaces
area and green lands rate of Deqing’s built-up areas in 2016 have reached the goals of the UN 2030
Agenda for Sustainable Development. Therefore, it shows that an excellent livable environment
and high level of sustainable development in Deqing’s built-up area, but the balance of urban and
rural public open spaces needs to be further improved. This study provides a scientific basis for
the optimization and construction of public open spaces in Deqing. It also provides experience and
a demonstration for other regions in China to carry out quantitative assessment of SDGs, contribute
Chinese wisdom to the global implementation of the sustainable development agenda, and propose
Chinese solutions.

The results from this study could identify the spatial pattern of urban public open spaces by
GIS spatial autocorrelation analysis, but it is worthwhile to state that this kind of spatial pattern
difference is very susceptible to policy intervention, especially in cities in China. Although Chinese
urban planners now attach great importance to the impact of urban public open spaces, considering
the mismatch between urban spaces and socio-economic activities, the autocorrelation of urban public
open spaces may change in the future. So, we need more data from different time periods to explore
the formation rules

Additionally, the formation mechanism of urban public open spaces is complex and diverse, and
it is reliable to analyze the relationship of urban public open spaces with population as the main
factor, but if we want to thoroughly understand the formation mechanism of urban public open spaces,
we need to analyze more factors, such as public facilities, roads and traffic, government investment,
human behavior, and other socio-economic factors. In addition, Deqing is an example of a high degree
of urban sustainable development worldwide, so the experimental results of this case are more ideal,
but they may not necessarily applicable to other cities with low sustainable development. We need
more cases to verify or obtain more general research conclusions. However, limited by data availability,
selecting all the cities of different characteristics and development patterns is unachievable. In future
studies, more factors may be analyzed based on the current analytical framework, and the proposed
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method may be applied to other cities to further examine whether the findings of the present study are
suitable for various city types.
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