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Research on the Curriculum Evaluation System of Landscape Engineering under CIPP Model

Jiang Xiaofan, Ma Tao, Liang Jinpeng
(College of Life and Environmental Sciences, Huangshan University, Huangshan 245041, Anhui, China)
Abstract: In order to solve the problem of lack of professional evaluation system for undergraduate courses in universities, there are
some problems such as single evaluation method, unscientific indicators, emphasizing results over process, etc. Through the evalua-
tion of the combination of context, input, process and product to construct the "Landscape Engineering" course evaluation system, re-
spectively from the four aspects of evaluation of teaching objective, teaching input, teaching process and teaching results of the
"Landscape Engineering" course, using the Analytic Hierarchy Process for systematic analysis. The results indicated that the overall
evaluation score of Landscape Engineering course show a stable "inverted T" structure, which indicated that the design of this course
is reasonable and basically meets the requirements of talent training program. The students' evaluation of the teaching process is the
highest, with an average score of 8.00. Among them, the number of students who chose 8.1~9 points is the largest, accounting for
45.59%. The evaluation of teaching input is the lowest, with an average score of 6.85 points, among which the number of people who
chose 6.1~7 points is the largest, accounting for 35.29%. The average scores of teaching objective and teaching results are 7.16 and
7.50 respectively. Among them, the number of people who chose 7.1~8 points is the largest, accounting for 31.6% and 35.3% respec-
tively.
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Fig.1 The teaching evaluation system of landscape engineering based
on CIPP model
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Tab.1 The evaluation and judgment matrix of landscape engineering course
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Tab.2 The AHP of landscape engineering course
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Fig.2 The classified statistical histogram of teaching evaluation

of primary indicators
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Fig.3 The statistics of teaching evaluation of landscape engineering
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