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Abstract

Campus landscape is an important part of campus construction, by studying the campus landscape
design and evaluation after use, can provide reference for the campus construction, firstly, using
the analytic hierarchy process (AHP) to establish evaluation index system of the campus land-
scape, then check the consistency of expert evaluation, establish the system of the weight of each
factor; secondly, undertaking satisfaction survey for the school teachers and students after the use
of the campus landscape evaluation, combining evaluation system to calculate comprehensive
score of campus landscape satisfaction. This paper constructed evaluation system of the whole
landscape, vegetation landscape, sketch landscape, by calculation the whole landscape takes the
first weight which indicates that the experts pay more attention on the foundation of the whole
landscape. By the survey, the comment of most of Lingnan Normal University teachers and stu-
dents for the whole landscape, vegetation landscape and sketch landscape are satisfied, less satis-
fied and general respectively, to analyze the use of teachers and students of Lingnan Normal Uni-
versity campus landscape and give some advices to improve the campus landscape in the end.
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Figure 1. Planar graph of Lingnan Normal University
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Figure 2. Overall landscape of Lingnan Normal University campus
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Figure 3. Vegetation landscape and sketch landscape of Lingnan Normal University campus
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Figure 4. Evaluation system of campus landscape
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Table 1. Scale assignment of different factors

F 1. TNEREFHRERE

Fr5 HEEREE ANEA NN
1 PRI AR LR, B ) 3 1
2 PRI, — NI S — SR 2 3
3 PRI, — RIS — AR 2 5
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Table 2. Weight table of campus landscape evaluation Weight table of campus landscape evaluation
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Table 3. Table of satisfaction questionnaire
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Figure 5. Arranged stone covered by weed
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