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Abstract

The snow structure landscapes on the university campus in cold regions have been proven to have restorative effects on the at-
tention of college students. However, there is a lack of quantitative analysis on the design features of attention restoration space
in snow structure landscapes. Therefore, this study selects the winter campus snow structure landscape constructed by the Har-
bin Institute of Technology as a typical sample. Questionnaire surveys and behavioral observations are adopted. Following data
collection and the induction of spatial design features, it quantitatively analyzes the manifestation and restoration potential of
snow structure landscape spatial design features, students’ overall environmental preferences for snow structure landscapes, and
the interactive relationship between the spatial design features and restorative activities. Based on these findings, we advocate
for strategies to optimize the attention restoration potential inherent in snow structure landscapes, enhance the creation of ice
and snow design activities and nighttime landscape management, and optimise attentional restorative design in snow structure
spaces. These strategies are designed to strengthen the attention restoration function of the campus landscape environment and
provide references for designing artificial snow structure landscapes on campuses in cold regions.
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Fig. 1 Research approach of attention restoration space design of campus snow structure landscape
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Fig.2 Layout of snow structure samples
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Fig. 5 Aerial photo of snow structure landscape
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