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Research on the Employment Accessibility of Floating Population in Metropolitan
Area from the Perspective of Land Use: A Case Study of the Main City of Nanjing
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The floating population is an indispensable group of metropolitan residents, and their living and commuting status has always been
a hot spot for scholars' research. However, even if the floating population has already been an important part of urban populations,
research on the interaction between land use and the floating population's employment accessibility from the perspective of urban
planning is still insufficient. This article uses the land use perspective as the starting point and the quantitative analysis technology
as the main method to measure the employment accessibility level of the floating population and its relevance with urban land use
characteristics in the main city of Nanjing. By adding the floating population's individual attributes and analyzing the progressive
association between 'land use characters - individual attributes' and 'individual attributes - employment accessibility', this paper aims
to further study the impact mechanism referring to the floating population's employment accessibility.
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Tab.2 The proportion of sample questionnaires in each street
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Tab.4 Floating population's employment accessibility level based on streets
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Fig.5 Research scope of land use characteristics considering individual commute path
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Fig.6 Research scope of Nanjing land use characteristics
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Tab.5 Correlation analysis of land use characteristics and employment accessibility
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Tab.7 Regression model fitting result
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Tab.8 The main factor extraction of individual attributes
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Tab.9 The main factor composition matrix .
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Tab.10 Correlation analysis of land use characteristics and individual attributes
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Tab.11 Correlation analysis of individual attributes and employment accessibility
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Fig.8 Relevance analysis process between land use characteristics, individual attributes
and employment accessibility
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Fig.9 Associated impact pattern of employment accessibility
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