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Evaluation of the University Campus Landscape A Case of Chenggong Campus in Kunming University of Science and Technology
LI Zhe-hui, WEI Wen~ , HUANG Zhen-zhen ( College of Architecture and Urban Planning, Kunming University of Science and Technol-
ogy, Kunming, Yunnan 650500 )

Abstract

mosphere and cultural heritage of the campus. Under the fervor of campus landscape regeneration, its landscape evaluation model is worth of

University campus landscape is closely related to the learning and lives of both teachers and students, and affects the academic at-

studying. In this research, AHP was used. Based on 16 evaluation indexes and combining with the questionnaire survey and field research,
campus landscape of Kunming University of Science and Technology was evaluated. Results showed that Kunming University of Science and
Technology had relatively large landscape space scale, was lack of local characteristics, and was weak in plant level. Therefore, quantitative
evaluation method should be used to provide some data and ideas for future upgrades of campus landscape in Kunming University of Science

and Technology, as well as to offer references for landscape renovation of similar university campuses.
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