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Research on constructing an evaluation system for pocket parks’ landscape
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Abstract; A scientific and reasonable evaluation system is an important prerequisite and basis for planning
landscape in pocket parks. Based on statistical analysis and analytical hierarchy process (AHP) , the evalua-
tion indexes of pocket parks’ landscape were screened out, validated and weighted. Results show that (1) fif-
teen objective, typical and comprehensive evaluation indexes were screened out from 29 primary ones by using
SPSS—AMOS software and related analysis of statistical methods, and their reliability and validity were veri-
fied; (2) weight ranking of the criterion layer was as follows: social culture, behavioral psychology, aesthet-
ics, and ecology; (3) the most important factors in each index layer were respectively: a clear and unified
style, microclimate comfort, high space utilization rate, location identity and sense of belonging. This study
provides reference for future scientific and systematic research on landscape planning in pocket parks.
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Tab.1 Preliminary selection of landscape evaluation indexes of pocket parks
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Tab.4 Distribution and ranking of the weights of evaluation indexes
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