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Evaluation of the Winter Campus Plant Landscape Based on AHP Model—A Case Study of Northeast Forestry University
LIU Yang' ,GAO Yu’, ZHANG Rui'"
150040 ;2. Forest Protection Research Institute in Heilongjiang Province , Harbin, Heilongjiang 150040 )

Abstract Taking the winter campus plant landscape of Northeast Forestry University as the research object, the field investigation and the the-
oretical research were conducted, including species of trees and its applications. The analytic hierarchy process was applied to establish a win-

(1. College of Landscape Architecture, Northeast Forestry University, Harbin, Heilongjiang

ter campus plant landscape evaluation model, which provided a synthetic evaluation for winter campus plant landscape. The 9 factors that af-
fectting the comprehensive evaluation of the campus winter plant landscape of the index attribute weights were calculated by using AHP to es-
tablish the evaluation model and the investigation of the questionnaire data collection, which provided some theoretical support and help for the

future construction of winter plant landscape in university campus in winter.
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Fig.1 Hierarchial structure model of plant landscape evaluation
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Table 3 The values of random consistency index RI
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Code Order number
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Table 4 Plant landscape quantitative AHP evaluation model
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