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Abstract

This study explores the use of augmented reality in environmental design, focusing on designers’
satisfaction with this technology. By applying the SUS scale model, designers’ satisfaction is ana-
lyzed in detail in terms of system effectiveness, usage efficiency and satisfaction in order to pro-
mote technological innovation and enhance the experience. The results of the study show that
87.58% of the designers are satisfied with AR technology, which signals a bright future for AR in
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the field of environmental design. However, the study also identified problems such as operational
complexity. Therefore, while the technology has potential for development, it also faces challenges.
In the future, we need to continue to improve AR technology to enhance interactivity and immer-
sion from the designer’s perspective and address issues such as the design process in order to in-
crease efficiency.
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1. 5|

5 I ST H AR (Augmented Reality) 2L 481538 B VF 22 A, Al G 46 1 s 500 = N 0TS PR 152 1140
B[1]. WA AR HRAG LUSEHLE IS IS RGBSR BOW LB A8 int A B AR v i
AR HAR P BB RN, AN — AT R T 1) .

AR BARTEI B B v A8 (1 B IR AR IT 20 2 B B, AR TN B, TRIAE LA . TR
THY B, AR HARTT DA B B v DT 7E i B 1125 %2 v I Rk s 1) RUBE R B L B, e B it e A% el
LRI 8. AL BT LS AR HARR Bt B AL SE 7 AR S, SEE A IR Af =) R A0
A%, RS T R ST R ATAT . dhAh, TR BT L@ AR BiACK TS IR R
SRR, T BT T A S IR B R RCR AL [2]. BeE, TERCHIYEL, AR HARH
Bl 1T 2 ) S B e 2 A S A M [3] o

e gi i Bt A b, SERBLSIRt T AR S E M A AR, R IR T R
TN IA] . AR, TR SRR (R A 15 4% T B A A o s ). Aok, /B
BB RN, IR AR E M, PRACERAE R A AT R AR . H AT = 48— BIbRHERITRIE,
SHORFE AR N 2 [A18 2 R A E M . XTI 7 R AR A G . Rk, 4 5 s B3 o
PUSEREARTT TN A R I FE XK A Bh T3k 2 o St g e, AT S 3G i A S22 S T AR B e T4

AL B TEWF SR B 1) 3 SR IS R AR TE BT w0 B FH B R B U T I XS S P PR = B VP AN . A
S NTIE RIS HAR M ARI IR, N AR FARTEBAN IR HI PR, X AR BOAR R 5258 115
T R RO 34T EE U Mo SRER X RIAFREE LTI, R MO Z AR BT . M ANIERL 5 .
B, BUE AR HORMA R I PR R R o X TR ST A 2 A AL T H S S R S R A 481
BT AR T R MR BEARERERY, X2 — AR O T, mT DA BB i 58 45 Rl
PRFAE BB S . JAh, BEA TR SRR . BRI, I NAR KRR S % TR .

2. JEkERiR

(—) HRRIN SRR K FHAE 2 B Wt I R

SR IS (AR) S R AT OB I B IR T EALER HE AL, 5 AR & AR 1 28— AN R BN 2 3 4
THENURLA S BRI H T <588 2% (Ivan Sutherland) & BA ) 3k 30 B 7R 2% - EL# 20 20 90 4EAK,
AT E R A « RE/RE AT “WsmIlse” X —ARiE, AR BEE AR BIREE, £
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AN T E KRR, BT BT BRAR. BES. R RETFINY &, 21 AR HAREE
FEANKAAE . 114, AR HARMERE, Tz N FARE Wk T SO, AT RAe
WAE HARLR[4].

JARBEESIA T AR $ARTE S N K B eIt N, CAFEBH P B A s T 3 2
Wil %, XIMAZ61HEH T —MET AR HARME NG TH, BRI IH 2B 25 (8 i i, seil
AT R RO . eAh, EAESE[TIUET T @B AR BRI, R — A sl ot T,
A5 BB U1 TS B A b ik S SR R RO AT =5, [ B 9/ T I TR AR AR o AR A 1) I o 3 71T 88 4T 4 e
M AR [8]FE H T —FhIE T AR AR B3R T MR T, 5 Bhnk i 0 Kol iFi () 3 3 i 2 () S5 A AT JRy . BN
ZH T OIReE @ B dhAh, TR T AR HEIARTE@MYE MG B RN, —FPET AR BRI EH4E
PRS-, FBhEP N e SR BB A i, B, ERERHR[OIHE— DR T — R T AR HAR
PSR YEY RS, BV N ORI AME R & b . A, SEA RTINS T 3 9 I SE R R SO
TR R A R R R T [10]. AR TR e, S5 SE R RN 456 T 2 MR T RAEBUE N AT
LR SR BRI SRR 5 E e RS, HNTT R A REE QI 2 B EoR TR [11] -

(Z) SUS BERIEEA PR BRI

John Brooke 7 1996 KR IS4 T SUS BRI M VRIS, R SUS B3R E—Fik
MR, A RIE TR, A TR O T EIRSS REA R E [12] . — TR XF 50 44 SR Tk
TR RS T SUS BRI 5 BEFIUE, JF5 HARH s & TR BT 7. BFias L8, Sus
BT MR E T A, T D3R 5 5 3R S5 1 A T A0 — 00 F Pl B (S B [13]. — AT SUS
BERMIETENA T SUS BRI . Mgt Ry, HREESRec THAMEIHE, LA
B SN ARG A A SUS SR HEAT F P Tl R T A [14] 0 — T0UET 077 i et i P mT P Ak i e e
T SUS &R, KRBT TR E R0 BB P URSZ, =5 vt 58 B En IR JI[15]. BT s R,
SUS ERZ M5 HNIIE TR, AW Aur o P E B BRI, FIE XT3k N FEEL
NEHAREH[16]. T SUS ERFIETRILATA Do 2 R TS [ 8038 04 FH 35 = FE DA B 7

(2) MR RLGRE ST

HATX AR HiARTE 2 (A1 TH & AN I Fe O TS, a2, WA 2. (HRE &
245 RS VAU ) R A5 FH 12 AR 1 T I R R N R R 9T o AT 2T SUS B3R 1S3 F 71
SR VPl 385 S 3 S B AR A 23 TR AR ) B T AR P 0 S BRI R B, (EAR S R A R, 7E H A A
BT SUS SR M358 I ST H AR AT LA R s F P BB ARl R R . DR, AT DU IX e A i R 3 PR
B, R — DI AR DG SEIR A 7T, DASGIF 38 5 I SE R ARTE BT R 1A RO E AR 35
3. ARAE

(—) PR

JiRHE fa, WERA AT SN TAE. AT unity3D fiR4<Jy 2022.1.16f1cl, EasyAR fiRAC:
4.X, EHTFHF G Android8.0 BL L, At O — TR T BL A EasyAR (1) AR #difhal. W%
1, Bt ie] BLRE AT isc it 3D A5 28Y (Lobj ST 5 . mitl ST ATV 4 7E 18 58 5 N2 Unity3D. 25 46 TS A
K%, RS HR R, R EHG AT DU SO0 5Tt 2R B s e B s w1 aa 5SStk 3D
FOWBCRAEAY, R A RIS H T, FER /NI B DLE B R S T 5 1R AR BR.apk
S, AR RHFRT 236 B B bR & (R EFH) . WK 2, FFaE AT AR B RCREEAE, TGN
AR EHE A ) 230 3D S ACRA R, BIelfEFHLE I HBTRTE 3D Bl Z5& st ie, Wit &
e HC B BAZ BT R IR B TR, ERNE. WHREIEM. WREFEAYE, KREREEELwmET
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Figure 1. Unity3d operation flow chart
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Figure 2. Overall technology roadmap

B 2. BARAREELE

(Z) BEERILRAH

RS S IR G R LT AR AT, ARSI R Ry B
SR SUR BRI, BB " FFRET RS, SR B TR G W2 FA ML
BRI, IR R S R 6 60 22 5B B RS Y 52 02 52 B BRI
T 5 5 4 R S B USRI LK T SC SR R BER L S B %

SRR, IKTF S RIS F 52 LA £ TR R T B T B RO
SR EARAE A AL, S RIS, ST SCHOR AT SR AR AT 181 5L S0
B SE STIHEIE F ORI FBAREEIFLLA P 76 0. BURHEAT AR 6115 . 2RI 10T
511 2P DL B CH SUS 14 B BERIER . XK 60 6 A7 i, BOR B34 H01% 51
0, PEAVREABC L 1.

Table 1. Details of respondent information

=1 WRATEESIEE

e IiH NEUA i kb /% A E IiH N 7 /9%
5 27 52.9 ) RN 1 2
1) &3]
5'e 24 47.1 LR 5 9.8
18~24 % 20 39.2 AR} 24 47
25~30 ¥ 16 314 i+ ALl E 21 41.2
30~35 ¥ 8 15.7 511k & 28 54.9
35 5L 7 13.7 AR 1RI62: T & 25 50
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BARSLRRAE W] NI BR: BE— REATSI H s O T RAESR E AT AR BORFEILSK
Brats 58 = AN S0 TNt R P 7 18 550 I S BOARAE PR G B TR 7547 R R A S S5 [ 5 ) AL SRS DY
FEHEAT AT IR A PPAS IR, R AR SEOR Rt A rp it FEN DA 75 BB S iE 3k

F—b FRASKIR A BN A HUHE AR £ ERIERRE. B, #HATSRIIERET. H sk
W RAETT AT VRN A, TS BT BRI LB AR BORAEAS [ RCR B RAR AR iR
R, IFORIESEIN O FIRIF B . 55— 20 HEmBLSCih O R EUALE KIRIEAE M . NRER T RIER S
SR R, 8 S0 I V- PRI I 7 L FEL 24 0E AR IR SR U 5 e Bl 8 R 3R (5 3), L skIaxt R AR
R IROR R 2 HEATIZ 1A unity (18] 1), JFREERT AR ZCREIVRA I B T, B)a 70 st 7e
RESEB IR RCR R . THRIEAEEA S . WA 4, SER RAE B R AL AR BRAFXT 8 5E K
FHATHH AL . A 5 MOYSKIRI I AR ORI . 5 =00 MRS, SR )E, XISl
XGRS SEH AR RICR S U2 75 e FLAT AU % St T LR G T IR 5 SR ) A2 I R <5 [ 5
W SHPUD: W 2, HEN “RTPEIPAE” iR, BRSO R #HIH 4 SUS W IR ER.

"

Figure 3. Design case anchor diagram
E 3. @it R GIEEE

Figure 4. AR test experiment diagram
B 4. AR A LI E

Figure 5. AR test interface diagram
E 5 AR MK FEE
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Table 2. Setting of scale variables and items
2. BERTERBINGEE

3 EEE2N EiEEAN S
T4 TN ELAMAIBARN TSR A REAE T IX A B
AR T5 EBUEAN RGBT RE AR i B A48 T
T10 il PR AL 22 AT B B )
T2 ARIIZA WL i BX A R
— T3 AN IR A BT TR A 5
T7 AR ER 7 N AL RE PRI 2 2 XA R A
T8 FRAN XA W FH A FH A2 A JRR T
T1 A R m A H A XA R
W T6 TR R AT A AE R A AR K
T9 Fos A Y IZ A S B R H A 5 0

(M) BRI

4 F] P2 (System Usability Scale);2 — 0¥ H TR R4 5 AL L, ©85F 10 M8, 4
AN S ASBRIBE (a2 TR 5 1 P 6 22 48 2 FE IR FIRERE o KBRS (DB 4570 WSt 1) 0~5 (4%
FEL, b 0 R EM S ME, 5 FoRimiFi 5 L. FHra A s ek, F285. B0
Vo2 0~40, forblim, RS MERL . UATHIES 5EN S0 TFSE. TER. BE%E. K
ISP 7 IXAMER IR IX A R G IR 5 I E

ffi H§ Cronbach’s alpha k58 SUS BHIEE. W{E /&R SUS i35 & R 48 5 PR — 2k
ANHERTE . H NN, alpha RECKT 0.7 FoR G B WEAF RS, WRZEHBENANREZ RS
(K35 FAPE, AT LA AR t A3 sy ¢ AR 3SR LEACT- 2975 70 02X T LASHE Bl s WA~ 2R Ge 1Y) o PR S84
MM S5t Bk 7 BAE M, SR ROZAT AR AR IR ALK S 5, DA E R G 99 RN R IXAT BAFE B
Bt Ikt R GEH 5 .

4. EWERE SR

(—) BE. ZEMT

AHFFELL 51 A R A5 Sy B A, (8 SPSSAU 8 ik, A il o Mt A5 FE RN, A5 B R e] SR
BCATE R, fRIRNES RSk se v, RN E TR AR il & 2] e BN RN HET. W&
3KE, THHEA ML 3 /NME RN R 10 AN & W DU 1 52 46 LA o &% (Cronbach )y 0.861, KT
0.8, BLEERXS “CITCE” , Zr#THif CITCERT 0.4, RULWI M iz (i B A REFRIAHRC R, (A
B33 PR A5 2 7K 7 RAT SR 2 BH 0] 36 A0 — B R I DRI &2 TR B RAFI TS B . 25 B Ui B Sae 1)
fERERT . 4 4 () KMO 1 Bartlett fkG46, p {24 0.000, /NT-0.05 £ BRI T HF SRS KT Rk
FERAR IERAPERR RS, RV T B Re I AT R R (R AR . R e R R R 4 SRR R R
JIT BN R R FLIEAFAE . $E 4 AT 0L KMO {88 0.781, AT 0.7~0.8 18], U356 W HF 70 o 3 4 3 HY
SR, ATHD S N S R e o e e Fi I R e R IR 1 RO R, B 2 RoRT
ERBI. AHFITESET 0.4, WRPEFEIEN N KR EE ST OB EA—S, IEN SR A
Rtk
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Table 3. Cronbach reliability and validity analysis
5% 3. Cronbach 5 E 247

Ja H a R BT 1 ) (AHAFT7£)O

T1 0.621 0.844 0.769 0.215 0.637
T2 0.646 0.842 0.603 0.437 0.554
T3 0.524 0.852 0.678 0.176 0.491
T4 0.511 0.853 0.146 0.756 0.592
™ 0.685 0.840 0.810 0.249 0.719
o 0.861

0.608 0.845 0.186 0.848 0.754
T 0.602 0.845 0.867 0.069 0.757
i 0.577 0.848 0.160 0.814 0.688
™ 0.447 0.857 0.674 0.075 0.460
T10 0.527 0.854 0.156 0.770 0.617

Table 4. KMO and Bartlett tests
5% 4. KMO 71 Bartlett B94&38

KMO 0.781

bl (Ve i 236.773

Bartlett BRI FEAELG df 45
p e 0.000

(Z) WAL F B A HEREN SRS 2

1. WRISEEARNARAH M

WA 5. 4 6 o, AR R R R =M A B R 78 7 B RTINS SRR e (AR 3R
PLAR RS2 R R RE L o AE A AR TT T T4 BRI 7R, X EOR RN T R A R 7> Jm T 3.4,
RHT 80.4% I THITIA AL XA B AR FF C AT 2 — AR HR N I EOR SR A B, T UK
a7 BRI BOR B AR A AR RUR B30, BE AR /M UE W HOR B2 AE SE B b A Rk . T5 FUBF- 19459y
b TA R foe B, A 86.28%BL TN 28 4t Hh A % I RE XA AL A BRI R . HAS MDD RERUAFF
4, ARG AL, A5G BT IT ) 7 2E AT DAFE I A SR R . A BT R T AR A 6 S T
IR, AN PR S BRI R A5 T [ A R A A 4, AR v S IR R Bl B I A 2. T10
AR, A 72.55% BT IR HZ R AR IUE BT, ARLRRERIHETE] . RY AR REAR
PEROR S, EAREAZY TR AR ETRHBLEIL. B3 5 EIREA A T10 En 4T
RAE S HARE U 250K, I RGN A0 P 808, BRI RS TR REREE . &%E
BR=ANEISLI R, W RILSEHOR I e S SK PR IR F R IR RO 3 79.74% i Imii i, $70 thik 3.477.
ARG UE W] N 2R G RO 0k, Re 3 BIsL v I BE 4 ik e vk U 8 o (B SR N R e R 2R s B AN,
2979 10.26%. SLERWFTCARIL, HIT SIS G 0 O N S EEIA BT BT AR BRI RA R 0, TLF AR
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Feful unity FLX ST F A R O5R, STRTHAVER] AR SRAHAELE RME, T AR 2 =T i 28 P o s Ads Sk it
BRI Z AR AR I RN, REUS A MAER BT B TR, SR e AR TAERCRM
WSO BRI AT et o (HTH 1) 2 AF 08 BE ARERSE A, 76 29 S BRI 75 200 sy, My
PERAFR. RAGERIETI . InaE KRG T, (248 RS EAEA R4 & .

2. WERINEHEARMARSE S AN

TEAT R TTIH, T3 IR /R 82.35% & i NIXA AR B H R4t L FMHM% S, AFHEARF
PV e B e B R BIPT 230,  $RAE(EA HEAR A S I AE PR B BT B T RO BB B R, fER kit
JE SR AR B AL G AR T B S 38 S B AR I AT Re e . WA 5, T7 30 fE A R M Al T s
8, HA 84.31% W 1HMidE I LI HAE f5 U N KR /3 AAHZ AR REPUE 22 2 - s LRI R
B ERMGTT 20, MUEA RGBSR W shiiR AR AR . W sLiRgiit-RKkE, Wi
IRIFARRBARAE B BT S B =, A ARAE AT, AR U AE 24 & Bk AR TP LR
PRIHIE M 5% P YR 3 Al 2 4% b ) J . {ELM T2 1 T8 B S B B Sk G, R WAATYAEAE B 7 et st Jo
M RGRAE T VA BT, a0, 36 sl B DR ASE 28 55 22 Fl o 2 5 v SRR BN IR R A . X SR
N RGN TR IR T e, BRI, FREERAREERE TR RS E, €
58 5 TG, SR BRI, PLEMRIRILThReT M G T HM . 25 LRTiR, 82.84% B ity
RO G AR R R, BRIR R SO A, DURSE SARA T AR R . AR AFAE 3B 43 il
ANRECMmAR A, A7 25 8 A T B PR R R A BT TR BC B F5 oK, InaRse e T, PRARIRE R, HIE
REEEERG AL, WSS, (RIS TR 27 mier g, Bk, ARk
BEEA T

3v AP XIS AR K HEEE

TE R T, T Bk HE Edm 2 8, A 86.28% 5 tHITixy B AR 7 I B B IR & H bl
Pl 4 78 SUS s . 100 T BT /R R BT H I 1% 8 AR iR B B O IF B .. 456
TUEE, 27 A E B BT TAT TR AR HAR N A ORI R, MU AR HR R E AR RAT A A A 2
HIGIESLIG T B2, T6 RHIBAHITxt R H RS RE AR e A B fe . SEge R I, K Hikit
TR SR T Sketch Up Bt Bt 58 e A7 B & T MB, 11 H BT unity 7«48 A 7 A % 100 MB.
XRWTTIN ARG FZEE IR e, AT KR 4, BRI R G GAF AR )&, s>

TARKR . SBRYL, K2R 2 AR i o B e e s SR A (5 L, BER R
R RGAEARK R T, ANH TSR0 aett. (EEMERIEENE EUIHRE— P 5B IR H fe s i

WRAER (VAT REVE, 38 M B AR (R, (R BRI (1 22T SE B

4y SKWEERDMT

AHT T B A LR R I N 2 00 = 5 (0 BT M A A (R B U 23 . IRESEIRSE R, K2
KBTS 1% 28 GE ) B RE AT 55 2 1) Bt A S B R RoR B L, b fiIB & e e. i, WMo
Hym R W], SR SEROR Bl AR BT DT PR R Ak o IRl 2 ST TR AR PR 4 7 L 5
AEEET T G G, DM EE RS E AR (AT Rk 5 P, A T T ITEAE , SR v
.

B, AEIRETBRE R S SR I SEERA IR AE PR, 55 2 R INRACE RGIIRE,  THRA A
R TRE . WL P, IREREFRENE, ARSI B IRLS . i AR SR B S BRI
o RIEARR KA GUL AT REBIEFIONL 2, AT R AT S E RIS, RN Wik
grvtit LR Aett.

DOI: 10.12677/design.2023.83237 1975 Wit


https://doi.org/10.12677/design.2023.83237

VEESIEE

Table 5. Specific average values of vraiable
=5 ELEAKTEHNE

A T FOUA S
T4 3.451
AR T5 3.608 3.477
T10 3.373
T2 3.373
1 Rk ” s 3.554
T7 3.686
T8 3.510
T1 3.922
R T6 3.569 3.765
T9 3.804
Table 6. Satisfaction analysis
Fz6. HEESN
| —fk ELAR i 75 /% AEH I =% i EL/% T T4 o E /%
T4 23.53 43.14 13.73 80.4
ARt T5 23.53 49.02 13.73 86.28 79.74
T10 17.65 33.33 2157 72.55
T2 27.45 39.22 11.76 78.43
i % T3 23.53 33.33 25.49 82.35 6 84
% 7 2353 41.18 2157 86.28
T8 27.45 45.1 11.76 84.31
T1 23.53 27.45 39.22 90.2
T T6 29.41 33.33 2157 84.31 87.58
T9 19.61 45.1 2353 88.24

=) 4

HET, CAZI AR HORLES R A B it St 7T, HARZIRFBAKERT S, BTRY KT
IR LR AR SR BRI S S EME. WO R, —IURFHHoR B 7 2 7E 70
A NRIEREZ, PR NBITRIFERIA L, DOAOAA, A Refeit SRR AT . At 7 EE M it
Uiy BE RB 2 A Sriz ] AR RCR RIUBIARKRIR I B 5 BB R WA PR B, AW
iR R S w IR T BRI AL MR T, (REBOREEIAEAL . N R RERT 5. B TAS
R, HAT AR RN HZBIREFHE, RAKRKEGES, GHRAEESE TR GRS & it i T
PR MRS BN S W B FoR, R4S e B T, I BIRFRRE . AR, B TT i
JEERFH RIS, T A RIS o N HAZ HL BT i 22 AL AL A EAL, (@ A T S v Ui SE I A4
BRMGERETTE . 855 FAAEBORTT KW R 1B, T MBI R IR R, HES 3 s LS M
THEE U . eAh, SR AOHE R R T 2 BN A, ST R N AR A (A AT A
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P o 336286 ) A ZTE S SR IS h A3 B U, T BB 7540 RAE AR AR (U8 5 A28 B AR AE 2 U8 7
5. (Tt ERE

(—) Wit

W RIS R AR FE IR B T T T WA 5, A AT R A GE i B e . BT A% R R
FRFIIR S P IR R B TR e BE TN A e T ) R, AE SRR T, SRRt S J2 AR
AR T ABURAE G XRS5 1, ALk 2 R R . o S T8 AN, BT
X P 5 S R 1 UV ELAS 305 77 1 S B8R (b 5% PR A o DA e 2 2R 5 S g 47
Sy R IR, AR BERTTITIREUE4S 3D MLt A B BUse 3 1A b, A0S S A I i M4 It
PRERVRTRAL, I R i 2 T B AT 1 . AT LA S TP (R8s /o ) A BT ), 8 B
S M PR A ST, EUUASRBETROR . RIS R E R I B b R SR R AR R AR,
BRI Bk, RIS TR P R G RGO . AR TR 44 S A R 4
A&, $RETAERCE.

(Z) ERILSEH AT H Wi BN R R & Pkbk

HAT AR BARYYSZIR . A RE BRI T AT R PRI Bk, 5 V06 251 B RV A M 4
BRI . AR LBk, IR SERfiE Y. SRERRIG BN, S0 sehR RO (AR . FREAD
B DR 25t 2 SEORRRE 0 AR AR . BETHIT 35 B JE AR A IR AR R TE4E 5 & BB AT 1L
T, AT 7040 9B AR 7523 LT T 7, BT SR EABA T LA RS, ISR B 2 %
Ak, FERIFT AR IIE % AR (3 % 4 RSO U e S R K £ W R, L A
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