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Optimization Study on High Efficient Cognition System of

Disaster Prevention Signs in Public Buildings
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Urban-rural Development, Beijing 100835, China)

Abstract: Based on the relationship between the disasters of the public buildings and the disaster
prevention signs at home and abroad which were analyzed and the sign questionnaire survey, the
optimization method for the high efficient cognition system of the disaster prevention signs in
public buildings was studied through three aspects such as regional division, gradation setting and
systematic design. By raising the division concept of the disaster prevention cognition regions,a
new perspective point was proposed in which cognition regions were classified as dangerous,
transitional and safe regions. Combined with the public building levels, the disaster prevention
signs were divided into different gradations to ensure the efficiency and the economy of the signs.
According to its own factors, the systematic settings of the disaster prevention signs were
improved by enhancing the forms, details and humanized design of the disaster prevention signs.
The results show that the improvements of the design and settings of the signs in every aspect
finally lead to the optimization of the high efficient cognition system.
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Fig.2 Requirements of Disaster Prevention

Signs in Public Building
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Fig.3 Division of Disaster Prevention Cognition Region
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Fig. 5 Setting of Signs by Area
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