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Abstract

Colleges are places to cultivate talents and to spread knowledge. The construction of campus land-
scape to create a warm, comfortable and healthy campus environment has an effect that cannot be
ignored. By adopting the combination of analytic hierarchy process (AHP) and fuzzy comprehen-
sive evaluation (FCE) method, the campus landscape evaluation model of landscape propaganda
and education and spirit culture was set up. Taking Lingnan Normal University as an example, the
campus landscape satisfaction survey was carried out. The results showed that the comprehensive
evaluation for Lingnan Normal University was general, and campus landscape propaganda and
education, cultural landscape, and art landscape evaluation were poor, general and good respec-
tively. Based on this study, suggestions about campus landscape instruction were put forward in
order to provide valuable references for improving the campus landscape.
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Figure 1. Campus plan of Lingnan Normal University
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Figure 2. Campus landscape evaluation system of colleges and universities
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Table 1. Factor weight allocation of the campus landscape evaluation system of Lingnan Normal University
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TE Y5 (P6) 0.0879
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Table 2. The campus landscape propaganda and education and spiritual culture evaluation index system and evaluation of
Lingnan Normal University
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HHFW(CL) HHE(P2) 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.3 0.2
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FE7R E (P4) 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.0
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