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Table 1: Personal determinants affecting meaning

Criteria

Sub- Criteria

Factors Affecting

Fate

Personal Determinants

Personality

Acquisition

Culture
Values and Symbols
Religious Attitude
Nationality
Ethnicity
Family
Gender
Physical Health
Identity and Character
Behaviors and Habits
Age
Belief and Ideology
Motivations and Wishes
General Information
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School Knowledge
University Knowledge
Social Category
Social Group and Friends
Experiences and Skills
Job

Table 2: Environmental Determinants Affecting Meaning

Criteria Sub-criteria Factors Affecting
Geographical Location
Physical Sense of Place
Ly Depth of Human Presence
Environment L
. The Moment of Communication
Environmental
Determinants Context
Type of Human Relationship with the
Behavioral Environment
Environment Environmental Culture
Peripheral Character

SESE gl sogee Jlgw vz sl ol 6 50
5o dixe y F5e Jalse uend sl 0l skae (el anslr
9 6 Sl n (elr (o b Jolge 51 S0 e pg0 o
g lilols Sllhe 5 (5l gl 5l Ghagh i
G955 6l ol Caway slajlae iad Slelis ol
Sl silas glaab i B 5o (o kel dnal> s
A8 50 ele YA Ll ol )0 ot odais b S
Jolse A g jlme ) dn o (pasid Jole Ve ol Lixs
OF 3l o S aie e g0 5o e
Vb 90 0 o) amlie VY slows Jold ael i
OHL sl A= e MalS B =0 LuSs Eeel 5 il
8 (2995 Lo (6505 ISE 2 38 135 (ogn Jolge

5 b, bl b o] S ) i

o3l 5 (15B) 35 e 59 4(0) glis )T ST slagyge]
Slyp ey A se)] el .l sal solaxwl (G)
s [AYS =G [A50) 5y 5 eeleizl ololaoy;
(@=+/0¢ asp =+ /A% G=+/4F)) akd (=0-/35Y
bow  (0=+/AYY  asp=/VYY  G=-/4F-)  lus]
6,5, Lae o(@=+ /AT « rsp=+/ATF G=+ /AFY) guls
S og ol Sl dase/Ae e dep=-JAYA G=-/20Y)
OB Sl e el 055 5 ceslie 2L S sl 5
iy JS 551 53 5 a5 Adiiy loline e
S e d jslate ay ol ool 18 s o Giegh
5 S5 b a5 Op el gl bty canal>
JooSS 0555 caali iy £9050 (B amogwly ) (08
Slael aal38l jslaie 4 pimmen 09 0dd 00ld b o]
3 05 g L gl 45 0 55 s 5 ol
28,5 winlys I3 eolinul 050 plis 5 bl Jelw

oe9R ladns s -F

225 Gloand,b ol alday o 5 Gle 4 azgi L
100 5 o &5l

ORS 5o Lae RS S 5o S5 sla)lae G )
Dyl 52y lolies OS]

sbais ) cdimoguly aliss gloog,S o Y
Solae M| ((Jmazs Jore g (2Kiils 4l o e
S50 g2

Soars 8 o)y ar DML Lo g 4528 Ced o
A Al aisle gl

o3y (wlidi gy -0
29 sl (S (glalgie (523 50 Lixo (55 JS a8
G295 I oz w18 l 0355 (008 JLis 4 sy 0
201y (GBS g (o5 BB by 93 5l (il gl ol
SRS Ghegn S Baa Llod Sl ragh ool 005 (s
ok el b b basye il (o 008 (6l
wallas cpl Bus 1y 09d o0 Cgmins (hrogi (hBs%
250 8 Sl )z 2590 Glrosuay b nld oy
(S () o pdy e plml (A0 s £55 5l (otalen 095
So g Shicole pex ol ow)n
Sarmad, Bazargan, & ) g o0 ookl (pl> £so90
WS Jels magss oolel axd> (Hejazi, 2012, 84
s gollisls (JoSS Ouazs hgmiils g ool
S eesls pslanz ly sy ol 5 il Sl
G S Aigesd Sty B> (5l el 00l oolaznl ael i
AT olaw o it (agh (2lsy S5
5 bl Bk 5l dgr e U1 L bl | a5 (gLl dnel>

A 258 (5 ga> dxxl e



L e STl .u'!)s 5 wlize Jolse (gasscuyglyl
a9 g ode oo (g Sy (el SCaST 5l ool

RANKING MEANING DETERMINING FACTORS IN THE
PROCESS OF ENVIRONMENTAL PERCEPTIONS VIA TOPSIS

TECHNIQUE FOR DEVELOPING THE MEANING CAUSE AND

e Jsheo

EFFECT MODEL

a ey akal) s cel Cote Coll ok aS 6,0k

.MT‘SQ Cawd

Lnm

o0 sl SeSL 51 (d) Blyzel az o b lobol pos
gy wels> 5 58 4 gl aslo Gl a

di-)=E;jV ]

dolgs s 5 Jooyd 51 W) ele 52 (59 Suled 5o

:.).AT
w,= d,
' ZI;,ld/
@ (A i Jlosl 5 (Ai ") cuie Jlos] Jol, -Y

229 o0 drloe g iy pa5 505 O jg0

A™ ={MinV,|( J&J*)(MaxV,)| J&I ")}y = (V.V} ... K,y
A" ={ MaxV,,|( J&J *)(MinV,,| J&T ")} = (V"V} ... H))

J> c‘) ;‘)‘ LE) ww‘ rﬁ): uuLu‘ » alols o)‘d.a| -f
oW VS Jt VRGN SR | PRV PSP S SO [ PRV

d; =130, -V, VP

y J
1
+ _ n +\215
di _[ijl(Vij _Vj ) ]2

drlne 25 S0y Jlowsl ol 4 (oo (Se053-0
d- Rty

bl 2y o)l S5 4 S e, F
oS S 3,8 (0 g Jlowl Jool) 4 (o (So35
ollae a3 ol iy Jlonsl S ol 4 e (S5
gl 3y S a oGS S e plpl ol
Jolge g 092 waly> 5y an S g 009 S S0y Jlowl Jool,
28 )5 Wl 18 sam oKl o e Koo

g gesls =i —F
oo S lsw sl oy sl (i ol 5
Sl Slsl g ao)s 5 Slil3 @sss Jold sl
g & casbipnsy Jgl (A0 )0 0580 )] (Ao
ol pBamozaly 9,8 Gl Sy b e (soges
S ailes Sae g Jraxd oo (EDleamd s (i
Jels g chagh dnal> SIS 4 aS el ol ke
Sodel s s gl Al o SwS Al iy i

Jouz 5o adifny (sogee Sl low (Arogs Jobou
Gl 00l 00l uLw; Y o)Lo...f.»

b o iiS gy Yo sl 51 o> oledlll
5 4575 O9lS (29551 ) 5 el STl el
SOl §f oalital b wigd (gamaslyl Jelse b u Julos
9 4 FIF e Vg 3Bl 5 (6,25 )5 4 5 alol>
0 5 pladl Lao (g izl Jow

ot iS5 —0-)

il 9,50 Ao N alews @y an ;S m g, cnl yo
oS b @Bl an S S5 Gl o oS e )
ol 31, alols pyiin 9 (Ai ") Coie Jlowsl |, alold
Lolis TOPSIS g, 4 altune J> bl 42tls (A ) iiie
el ol o5 5

S wdeldl ) S5 4 (D) s e ile )

D9 g0 b oads wlide o m Slo

drle 2y Jsey8 Geb Ggjge olie (2 o Sle -
POy 5o
Vij = n i X W
sy oo o)l Jdo @l baype ele 055w
D9y ool 3 eolial 4 plll g o b, plo 4 S 9,5
dsle sl Gagi gl o aatline b s sl
39l 00l oolaznl gl ‘59):31 Oy e a5
pac jlaie sl ol (5 )bae cledbl jo gyl (b
1 Py S Lz 55 55 Lansgs 00 Ly gl
(B35 OO 00 S O g 50 (Hlawbl pas (pl aS 56k
S s 5ylo Slly8 55 a5 el (69 y90 3l i

E=S{D P srrreenes D, :—kZ[p”anp”]
i=1
:7k{anl+anl+ 44444444 +1Lnl}
n n n n non

k(L D))} = kL
n n n

|.L.)| ‘6)5M u,».));Lo )| S92 g0 ‘STLc)UcJ 6‘9*7“’
D9 o0 dwlne ) Jg0y8 Gl (Pij) & jg0 4

o2lg> dasine o Glyl 4 Py acgexe SIE; gl
s

E/ = _kz::l[pi/ Xani/];vj



SCIENTIFIC JOURNAL OF IRANIAN ARCHITECTURE el 53wt 5 (6 oo (gols s 5
& URBANISM, VOL. 11, NO. 2 ORISR 3 5 \ R
100 Fall & Winter 2020 WA yboune) 3 5l ¥ 05kos 1) 0590 0

il oy FAIY a5 wlosgy 5L 5 0yl wlids
o a4 azg bidlioe ilone 0B (alil)IS alade
sl p¥ oole comdo (Bapsguly CiS Gl ool
ol 4 uptsn Lol g 4l p lolgm @ uly

Ayl ly el

e bl Aoy sl Jel> mls
3as ame oo las ¥ o el Jgao 0 gy el i

Olye g Ob) weye Loy (Basmogaly 15 VoY o
b laslesls plaslogs 4y |, Linghs dsal> 5l cous
S e gl plsSial elei a5 as e ol mls

Table 3: Descriptive analysis of general questions

Question Relative Cumulative
Row .. Chose Frequency Frequency Frequency
Description P
ercentage Percentage

Male 100 49.26 49.26
1 Gender Female 103 5.047 100
Total 203 100 100

Between 30-20 Years 135 66.50 66.50

Between 30-40 Years 58 58.57 95.07

2 Age Between 50-40 Years 7 3.45 98.52
More than 50 Years 3 1.48 100
Total 203 100 100

Masters Student 140 68.97 68.97

3 Education Masters 26 12.81 81.76
Ph.D. 37 18.23 100
Total 203 100 100

State University 60 36.14 36.14

4 Education Azad University 50 30.12 66.27
Place Nonprofit University 56 33.73 100
Total 166 100 100

Length of Between 0-50 Years 174 85.71 85.71

5 Work Between 10-5 Years 22 10.84 96.55
Experience More than 10 Years 7 3.45 100
Total 203 100 100
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Table 4: Ranking of Meaning Determinants Related to Fate Sub-criteria

Research Population 4th Step 5th Step 6th step
Rank Factors Ait Ai- Di+ Di- Ci
1 Family 0.061 0.022 0.020 0.141 0.88
2 Culture 0.105 0.036 0.061 0.108 0.64
3 Values and Symbols  0.118  0.035 0.105 0.058 0.36
4 Nationality 0.062 0.023 0.109 0.045 0.29
5 Religious Attitude 0.018 0.011 0.113 0.041 0.27
6 Physical Health 0.049 0.021 0.121 0.031 0.20
7 Ethnicity 0.100 0.027 0.133 0.022 0.14
8 Gender 0.068  0.024 0.0151 0.001 0.01
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Table 5: Ranking of meaning determinants related to personality sub-criteria

Research Population 4th Step 5th Step 6th step
Rank Factors Ai+ Ai- Di+ Di- Ci
1 Identity and Character 0.096 0.045 0.000 0.196 1.00
2 Belief and Ideology 0.156 0.057 0.081 0.119 0.60
3 Motivations and Wishes  0.096 0.040 0.114 0.093 0.45
4 Behaviors and Habits 0.212 0.065 0.135 0.069 0.34
5 Age 0.066 0.031 0.196 0.000 0.00
5 A Ol b as joe (110 9 il 5 ylas Jalge w3 se ola (plasST Loy j3 7 oo)let Jouo
sl yho 4 Bl ol (K205 a3l (e85 e 45
Table 6: Ranking of meaning determinants related to acquisition sub-criteria
Research Population £t Step oth Step 1 step
Rank Factors Ai+ Ai- Di+ Di- Ci
1 Experiences and Skills 0.073 0.024 0.021 0.172 0.89
2 Job 0.077 0.025 0.034 0.149 0.81
3 University Knowledge 0.102 0.020 0.107 0.081 0.43
4 Social Group and Friends ~ 0.068 0.018 0.119 0.065 0.35
5 Social Category 0.040 0.018 0.122 0.061 0.33
6 General Information 0.152 0.032 0.140 0.042 0.23
7 School Knowledge 0.067 0.022 0.177 0.000 0.00

Table 7: Ranking of meaning determinants related to physical environment sub-criteria

Research Population 4th Step 5th Step 6th step
Rank Factors Ait+ Ai- Di+ Di- Ci
1 Depth of Human Presence 0.118  0.043 0.008  0.209 0.96
2 Sense of Place 0.063  0.027 0.085 0.142 0.63
3 The Moment of Communication 0.219  0.052 0.098  0.133 0.58
4 Context 0.125  0.037 0.137  0.086 0.39
5 Geographical Location 0.077  0.030 0.212  0.000 0.00
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Table 8: Ranking of meaning determinants related to behavioral environment sub-criteria
Research Population 4th Step 5th Step 6th step
Rank Factors Ai+ Ai- Di+ Di- Ci
1 Type of Human Relationship with the Environment 0.165 0.100 0.000 0.262 1.00
2 Environmental Culture 0.425 0.178 0.141 0.131 0.48
3 Peripheral Character 0.149 0.090 0.262 0.000 0.00
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Fig. 2 Comparison of the ranking meaning determinants related to personal and environmental criteria from the
gender perspective
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Fig. 3 Comparison of the ranking meaning determinants related to personal and environmental criteria from the
academic rank perspective
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Fig. 4 Comparison of the ranking meaning determinants related to personal and environmental criteria from the
type of university perspective
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Table 10: The second research hypothesis examination

Gender Examination Mann-Whitney VA Significance Level H.
Mann-Whitney 326.50 -1.074 0.283 Not reject

Academic Rank Examination Mann-Whitney V4 Significance Level H.
cademic RanK ) fann-Whitney 351.00 0.673 0.501 Not reject

The Type of Examination Chi-Square le rger ;;(S)r?lf Significance Level H.
University g\ skal-Wallis 0.097 2 0.953 Not reject
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Fig. 5 Ranking of meaning determinants based on relative proximity index
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Objective and Background :Human requires meaning understanding for perception
of the environment. Perception is the process by which we select and interpret
environmental stimuli to achieve meaningful experiences. In this process, the mind, as
an audience, looks for certain dimensions of the subject to find meaning and concept.
Every phenomenon, transfers its message through meaning, when it is in the scope of
human perception. The first deliberate or unconscious attempt by human beings is
based on the creation of a kind of alignment between their mental states and
environmental forces arising from the phenomenon. Only in this case effective
communication with the environment and a meaningful experience are possible. In
other words, human ftries to create a personal identity of architectural space in his
mind .Therefore, the audience's atmosphere affects our sense of environment by the

organization of elements. Therefore, cognition of latent signs in the environment,
contributes to meaning perception by the audience. Hence, in environment psychology,
the process of perception, finding meaning determinants will help architects to design.
Previous studies in the field of humanities and psychology related to meaning have
been carried out rarely; with regard to the extent of the factors influencing the formation
of meaning, so far, no research in the field of architecture and environmental sciences
has examined the these variables. In addition, the influence of these factors and their
interactions ,prioritization and measurement of their importance are not observed. The

purpose of this study is to investigate factors affecting the creation of meaning in the
minds of individuals, to rank these factors to find the most effective priorities, to find
the means of communication, and interaction of these factors on each other, and to

show how they optimally function.

Methods :This research is applied and it is descriptive from research design viewpoint,
which is carried out in a subgroup of the Delphi-type survey method. In the theoretical

*This paper is based on Marjan Mohsenzadeh’s master’s thesis, entitled “Designing a time
museum with an emphasis on semantic factors” that To the guidance of the second and third
authors and Fourth authors advices It has been done in Shiraz University.
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section of the research, internet resources ,archives, and documentary studies have been
used to for finding meaning determinant. In this regard, 28 factors affecting meaning
were categorized in five sub-criteria. They included 20 “personal factors” in the three
sub-criteria of “social and predestination”, “personality” and “adventitious ’and 8
“environmental factors” were categorized in two sub-criteria of “physical
environment” and “behavioral environment”. Then, according to TOPSIS
requirements, a questionnaire has been developed including 71 pair comparisons in
terms of two 9-degree spectra for determining modeling and ranking meaning
determinant.

Findings :The statistical population of the study consisted of all faculty members and
post-graduate students of Shiraz universities. In this research, a questionnaire was used
for data collection. To eliminate the risk of sampling errors and increasing the validity
of the research, a questionnaire was distributed among the 340 members of the
available statistical population through a computer or face-to-face visit. Data were
analyzed from 203 returned questionnaires via TOPSIS technique and Shannon entropy
method. The results showed that the factors of “identity and personality” (Ci= 1.00,
Di+= 0.00 ,Di-= 0.20) in personality sub-criteria and “the type of human relationship
with the environment” (Ci= 1.00, Di+= 0.00, Di-= 0.26) in behavioral environment
sub-criteria ranked first. There is no significant difference between personal and
environmental criteria in the meaning formation that shows they are not given priority
in terms of the meaning formation and they have the same effect .According to the
information, attitudes of males and females (Sig= 0.283, HO result=Not reject),
academic rank (Sig= 0.501, HO result=Not reject) and type of university (Sig= 0.953,
HO result=Not reject) are almost identical and they have the same viewpoint in
identifying various factors. Finally, a systematic and comprehensive model of the
factors influencing the creation of meaning was developed using Vensim software.

Conclusion: 28 effective factors on the meaning, which, 20 “personal factors” in the
three sub-criteria of “social and fate”, “personality” and “Acquisition” and 8
“environmental factors” were categorized in two sub-criteria of “physical
environment” and “behavioral environment”. Then, the cause and effect model, by
forming an interconnected structure of factors, indicates the way relationships and
factors interact with each other, depending on their priority. According to the model,
each factor influences several factors. The two factors of “Identity and character” and
“Type of human relationship with the environment” have a centrality in the loop of
influencing factors, which is evidence of their power of influence among the
determinants, because they are directly and indirectly involved in the formation of
meaning in the mind. On the other hand, the influence of factors such as “Depth of
human presence”, “Experiences and skills”, “Family”, “Job”, “culture” and “sense of
place”, which are influential in other priorities, are well known.

By analyzing these relationships, we conclude that everything that human encounters
during his/her life, both consciously and unconsciously, is the source of meaning for
him/her. Therefore, designers can increase the quality of architectural space and more
effectively communicate with audience by considering and targeting each of these
factors. According to the discussion above, architecture separated from its functional
aspects conveys meaning; it acts as a mediator for determining the meaning and it can
affect their perceptions and behaviors as space users forming the individual's

environmental behavior.

Key words:

Meaning Determinant Ranking, Meaning Cause and Effect Model, Environmental
Psychology, TOPSIS Technique, Shannon Entropy.
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