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Abstract: Greenway system plays an important role in im-
proving the quality of non-motorized traffic environment.
Greenway system for Shunyi District is positioned as a
landscape system link, a green arterial traffic and a specific
tourist route. This paper investigates the existing transpor-
tation problems and proposes the "Integration" Strategy for
land use, infrastructure and design. Based on that, green-
way system is planned by the suitability assessment to de-
termine 11 greenway routes including three routes (Central
Avenue, Aerotropolis Greenway and Beijing-Miyun Green-
way) with green traffic as main function. It is expected that
greenway system design will address the problems of
non-motorized traffic in the three aspects: lack of continu-
ity, inconsistent development and low-quality.
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2.5 KA EERBER BITEM EITRE
B 3.5~5 m(W @ RIT) FREBZETHITABHERDST
AfTiE HKBITRES <1440 A-h', HERBEMA, TUEETEN TUREEBTH
. A hE BER>3 o ERITER S
TR BT 34 m( 3 87)
biJ= 3~ oliE ST ; . = AT
Bi7EiE BIEE>25 km-h', G E 5 ;gﬁ HEFEBTEE, T AT B
AER>9m’
B 2.5~3.5 m(W[E@TT)
NG FXKIBITRE S 4 1 440~1 830 o MERERSTERE, REMNE AT EEBRRES,BRE
s A-h? ATEEEYRRSTEE R
—RInAE A9 E BERA 23 m?
s T 2.5~3 m(EERT) BITEERDZE T, BEAE -
BTHE s 20225 k-’ i, ERTNNE, EREAR A DHEE
TE1.5~25m
A FXKBITRESI B 1 830~2 500 ERESITEEMBEMAET—ER  HEFE, B TATEH
s A-h? #l, RAMEETESLEHR EEESES
=RIHE A AERA 1.2~2 m’
ae%E B 1.5~2 m(B[E1B1T) BT, AN R E R TR, T g

BITEE H 15~20 km-h

MRFLZEFR

E5 FEEIERH

Fig.5 Possible land use for greenway

El6 48 &ikLkik

Fig.6 Possible routes for greenway



Wih: “GEER” RETHHTRERFAI—DPRUERT IR X ZE R ZRK A5 39

SRR A KR, B, IR SRS, TISTHEM. TR GRAIE IR R SR T,
BERAEEEKTHBRTRE, B T I N N

HEEE BB AN ESR: )

FTTLEIAATE. BTEERE 3.1 MERILLLEE

B R — AR D), M TRIE LG S MR B, H RS TR 5 RT3 AL
RIET TREBTHELEN; 255 WA, ARG TR b4 Rl £ T e It I
S RRES ASBAGE. AFEE HREEEAB(UES), HTIRESE S AEEREE
RS B, BT IR i AR AR kB (L 6), T GIS h, i & LB 4 B
T3 % % T 5 TR I %5

ORI RS o 4

— BRI
— B

2.3 HEIRIT i
BT RS 55EED BT , ﬁ
KEUMEX, LS REREL
Bl eR A, ZUERDREEN 4
REiE BRI, B XRE @D R Ay =
B8 D B LR B O b SR IR 18 D
HEREARERR. RUIEREE o TEYZ ol ‘
ZECE 0 : \M \
1) BRI 5 IR R R N NP
W, BUAGTE. B %M AEE ~ |
S, 7\
2) BRI GENENT HE —
B HESERI 17, B WIHEEE .. R
& KEEREHETRARRERE B 7 ik L Bs A KL TR
ij] E"] = [Eﬂ 51& ﬁf_ﬁ = *O Fig.7 Assessment of feasibility for potential greenway routes
3) WEREGHINAZERAOR e
HRBEEFGE W, TEEER ¥
M FiE R BRI E RN EE
AP
4 BRERINIEEER AL
W, MRNLEBEMT.
5) REIW LIS Fih ik B N 5
B, MBEHELE, NHREEENE &
BEREN

NYIER N
3 BRIEZLBEAL
L ERATFS

EJ0-1.0 E=>3.0-40
E=>1.0~2.0 E3>4.0~10.0

HEE HEEL WA e
2

B, MYEL “EEMITFN” HWgE E 8 RELZEITFME
IR R, SIS EEE Fig.8 Overall assessment of greenway routes



40

WHRIE F 105 F482012F 78

(Polyline){& F T —PB EX BTN FA 470

3.2 AISCie T ERR mA BUM B D IR i 2 SRAR RO

RIBEEGRE. HERITOMIRE, AWLEEFET
KM, KiEmRESMELRERENEELBEASE
%%, A, BNREERLHETR=TTANN:

D) KM WEELEIEHESERZHTIT
fir, MXHEREZM TS TIRTERES, WRTIRE
WH KNS T AFBRRARESERE . ML ERESHEEE
BB EIE L

2) MR A BRI : &L LS ED B R FRI R BR A
1 W b 43 A IR AR o 2 iR e BE ERER n BUF Y Y AR, IL5E
EEBRFFRD MR HNEF RE AR N TR FELHE.

___/'"'\/i'ﬁ“q%ﬂ /5
A, . -
9 LRIBL AL
Fig.9 Layout map for greenway
] =Y |
W L F i
e E
e | f

T T

e
-' ¢
{ [
f "
| e iy
"y, P ‘
z*.'- Ry \"

mmmm SRELEEE % "----'.I. ! SN
BEX 1] “‘ < (
BEX l 0 |“ }
TWX / “'0 |“ {
o Gelsls )

. A ---:- ....-~. o |

QO HEXBEFI Sammn? ‘
A i

10 == 3 558 2 B HL X
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