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Research on the evaluation of garden plant landscapes
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Abstract: Landscape plants will not only help improve the ecological benefits of green spaces but also create a
healthy living environment. Landscape plants are playing more and more important roles in the urban landscap-
ing. The evaluations of plants landscapes have become a hot research topic. This paper reviews the research
findings on the evaluations of garden plants landscapes both at home and abroad, analyzes the evaluation
characteristics of AHP, SBE, Psycho-Physiological Indicator (PPI), BIB-LCJ and SD and their applications in
the evaluations of garden plants landscapes. It also proposes the landscapes suitable for the 5 evaluation meth-
ods and points out the existing problems in the evaluations of garden plants landscapes. Finally, the prospects
and values of plants landscapes evaluations in China are discussed. [Ch, 1 fig. 1 tab. 45 ref.]
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Figure 1 Application frequency of different plantscape evaluation methods
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Table 1 Five plantscape evaluation methods
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