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Table 1 The AHP model tree of landscape evaliation of garden plants
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Tabl 2 Plants utilization in project A and B

A/B
Magonolia grandifiora 2520 Vv Vv 4
Podocarpus maaaophllus 60 Vv Vv
Pinus parviflora 20 Vv Vv
Sabina chinensis 2/0 Vv Vv
Osmanthus fragrans 0 VvV Vv
Ligustrum lucidum 16/ 20 Vv Vv Vv
G nnamomum camphora 1142 Vv Vv Vv
Trachycarpus fortunei 27/ 0 Vv Vv vV
Viburnum awabuki 45/0 Vv Vv vV
Camellia japonica o0 Vv Vv v
Forsythia viridissima 3026 Vv v
Photinia semrulata 70 Vv Vv Vv Vv v
Chimonanthus praecox g6 Vv Vv
Yucar smalliana 3021 Vv Vv v
Edgeworthia chrysantha 0o Vv Vv v
Mahonia fortunei 60/ 0 Vv Vv Vv
Magnolia lilifora 62 Vv Vv v
Grkgo biloba 20 Vv Vv
Populus canadensis 1170 Vv Vv
Cercis chinensis 2429 Vv v
Prunus eracifera 10/ 20 Vv Vv v
Aca palmatum 100 12 Vv Vv vV
Hypericum chinense o0 Vv Vv Vv
Rosa chinensis 48/0 VvV Vv Vv Vv
Rhododenron simsiiplanch 00 Vv Vv Vv Vv Vv
Nandina domestica 55 v Vv
Berberis thumbargii 85/0 Vv Vv Vv Vv
Buxus sinica 90 Vv 4 Vv
Sabina chinensis 67 v Vv
Metasequoia glyptostrobaoides 0/30 4 Vv
Albizia julibrissin og Vv Vv Vv
Punica granatum o1s Vv Vv Vv
Alchornea davidii 0/31 v Vv v
Cedrus deodata 03 v Vv
Pyracantha fortuneana 0/38 Vv Vv
Wei gela florida 06 Vv Vv Vv
Sa lix babylonica 04 Vv Vv Vv
Viburnum maa-ocepha lum 04 Vv 4 v
Jassminum nudiflorum o042V vV Vv
Euonymus japonicus 0/ 100 4 4 4
Neium indicum o018V vV Vv
Wistaria sinensis 02 4 Vv 4 Vv
A 85 12 5 16 6 17 10 13 1
B 511 13 3 10 6 15 6 16 1
A 013 0. 28 0.37 Q22
017 0. 21 0.41 Q21
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3
Table 3 The resuls of evaluation
A B
0.9402 1.2 0.9235 120
0.649 2 0. 65 0.524 8 Q52
0.649 8 0. 78 0.6403 Q77
0.606 7 0.73 0.566 4 068
0.7194 0. % 0.714 8 Q093
8 1. 04 8 Lo
8 1. 04 8 Lo
8 L 12 6 (7
752 70
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Study on the method applied in garden plant landscape evaluation

TANG Dong-qin', YANG Xue-jun', XU Dong-xin®
(1. Department of Landscape and Envirormental Science, Shanghai Jiaotong University, Shanghai 201101,
China; 2. Foresty Division of Agnculture and Forestry Enterprise, Shanghai 200233 China)

Abstract: Some qualitative indexes and quantitative indexes which produced a great impact the landscape of garden
plants were selected. The qualitative indexes mainly reflect the whole and harmony of the landscape of garden
plants. The quantitative indexes mainly reflect the landscape diversity and fom an index system. Using AHP
method, the paper built the model tree of comprehensive evaluation. Based on giving value to qualitative indexes
and calculating quantitative indexes by Simpson indexes fomula, the paper evaluated an example using the AHP
model. The results and analysis show that the evaluation method appwpriates to evaluate the landscape of garden
plants or other urban artificial landscape of plants, especially to evaluate beforehand the landscape of garden plants

and to select the best one of many projects.

Key words: garden plant; landscape evaluation; AHP model



