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(for completed projects only)

Submission Deadlines: 1.

The unspent balance, if applicable, and auditor’s report: within
six months of the approved project completion date.
2. Completion report: within 12 months of the approved project

completion date.

Part A: The Project and Investigator(s)

1.

2.

3.

Project Title

Seminar Series on “Urban Green Infrastructure — enhancing ecosystem services and

biodiversity”

Investigator(s) And Academic Department(s) / Unit(s) Involved

Research Team

Name / Post

Unit / Department /
Institution

Principal Investigator

Dr. LAW Man-yee /
Teaching Fellow

Department of Environment,
Faculty of Design and
Environment, THEi

Co-Principal Investigator(s)

Dr. ZHANG Hao /
Assistant Professor;

Dr. Dr. SHI Shulin /
Teaching Fellow (currently
Assistant Professor)

Department of Environment,
Faculty of Design and
Environment, THEI

Co-Investigator(s)

Dr. LEUNG Tsz Yan
Flora / Assistant Lecturer
(terminated in May 2017
because of resignation)

Department of Environment,
Faculty of Design and
Environment THEI

Project Duration

Date of RGC/
Original Revised Institution Approval
(must be quoted)
Project Start Date 1 Jan 2017 N/A N/A
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of Completion Report

Project Completion Date | 31 Dec 2017 28 Feb 2018 23 Oct 2017
Duration (in month) 12 Months 14 Months 23 Oct 2017
Deadline for Submission | 51 o 518 28 Feb 2019 23 Oct 2017
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Part B: The Final Report

1IDS8 (Apr 2017)

5. Collaboration With Other Self-Financing Degree-Awarding Institutions

Collaborating

0 = = -
Self-Financing Institution Yo of Participation

Distinctive Element(s) that
the Institution is
Responsible for the Project

NA

6. Project Objectives

6.1 Objectives as per original application

1. To explore new dimension of ecosystem service brought by robust green

infrastructure in urban spaces;

2. To advocate on feasible ways and policy to build biodiverse and healthy urban

spaces;

3. To share experience in creating livable habitats through planting and landscape

design;

4. To promote the sustainable and effective greening techniques for slope upgrading.

6.2 Revised objectives

Date of approval from the RGC:  N/A

Reasons for the change:

3.

6.3 Realisation of the objectives

(Maximum 1 page; please state how and to what extent the project objectives have been
achieved; give reasons for under-achievements and outline attempts to overcome

problems, if any)
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6.4 Summary of objectives addressed to date

1IDS8 (Apr 2017)

Objectives

Addressed
(please tick)

Percentage Achieved
(please estimate)

1.To explore new dimension of
ecosystem service brought by

(Approval on 23 Oct 2017)

robust green infrastructure in 100%
urban spaces;
2.To advocate on feasible ways
and policy to build blf)dlverse 100%
and healthy urban spaces;
3.To share experience in creating
livable habitats through planting 100%
and landscape design;
4.To promote the sustainable and
effective greening techniques for 100%
slope upgrading.
6.5 Project progress
Original Implementation Revised Implementation
Schg dule P Schedule Updated Progress
(Date of RGC’s Approval)
Project End-Date extended to
31 Dec 2017 28 Feb 2018 On Schedule

6.6 Speaker(s)
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Title / Name T-g'tilg (/)f Previous Research Links with
(Surname in Post / Institution Preserﬁtation/ Hong Kong Institutions
Capital Letters) (Nature and Date (Month / Year))
Course
Ecosystem
Services of Air
Quality
Assistant Professor, | Improvement
Dr. ZHANG Faculty of Design | and Carbon Local
Hao and Environment, | Sequestration scholar
THEI by Heritage
Trees in
Macau
Professor, Research Foliar Dust
Center for Pollution
Prof. MA Ke Eco-Environmental .
) . . Effects on Nil
Ming Science, Chinese .
Urban Trees in
Academy of
. Beljing
Sciences
Professor, The
Global Institute for
Urban and
Regional
Sustainability, Landscape
. Ecology and
Shanghai Key Lab
Prof. L1 Jun Ecosystem .
. of Urban N Nil
Xlang . Services in
Ecological .
Urban City,
Processes and Shang Hai
Eco[Restoration, g
East
China Normal
University
Department of
Plant Pathology Anti-pollution
§>arrc:f. SUN En and Microbiology, | of Street Trees | Nil
g National Taiwan in Taiwan
University
Benchmarking
Current
Teaching Fellow, Utilization  of
Dr. LAW Man | Faculty of Design | Native  Plants
. : ; .~ | Local scholar
Yee Caroline and Environment, | Species in
THEI Public ~ Urban
Greeny in Hong
Kong
The Role of
Regius Keeper Botanical Extensive
(Royal Botanic Gardens in
Prof. Stephen | - den Edinburgh) | Buildin 5 | research on
BLACKMORE Inburg uiiding plants in
and Queen’s Biodiverse and China
Botanist Healthy Urban
Green Space
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Chair Professor, Enriching
. | Department of U_r ba_n .
Prof. JIM Chi Biodiversity
Geography, The . Local scholar
Yung - . by Nurturing
University of Hong .
Kong Native
Woodland
Head of Greening,
Landscape & Tree | Place Ecology:
Management The Role of Local expert
Ms Deborah Section, Landscape in and
KUH Development Biodiverse .
Bureau, The Urban practitioner
Government of the | Spaces
HKSAR
Assistant Director, | Leaf Litter
Arboriculture, Management in | As invited
M. Elango Plant Records, Singapore speaker in
VELAUTHAM Plant Resource Botanic g:onferences
Centre & Curator Gardens : An in Hong
(Trees) Singapore | Arboriculture Kong
Botanic Gardens Perspective
Eco-Landscape
Professor, College SSS:HUC“OH of
Prof. WANG | of Architecture,
. . : . Waterfront .
Jin Xi’an University of . h Nil
Tao Architecture and Areas in_ the
Technology Age of the New
Normal
Professor-level
Senior Engineer in
Landscape
Architecture,
Deputy Director of
Chief Engineer
Office and Vegetative Land
Ms. XIAO Jie | Executive Chief scape and Nil
Shu 11Engineer for | Habitat Creation
Plant
Landscaping in
Shenzhen BLY
Landscape &
Architecture
Planning & Design
Institute
CEOQO, Chief Sustainable
Designer, UP+S Raingarden
Mr. ZOU Yu | (Beijing) Based on Lid Nil
Bo Architecture & (Low-Impact
Landscape Design | Development)
Co., Ltd.
Teaching Fellow, Evidence-based
Eirﬁ SHI" Shu Faculty of Design | Garden Design | Local scholar
and Environment, | for Elderly Care
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THEI Facilities
. How Does
Dr.  LEUNG Assistant Lec“fref' Vegetation
Faculty of Design .
Tsz . Facilitate Local scholar
and Environment,
Yan Flora THE Slope
Stabilization?
Ecological
Program Director, | performance of
Dr. HAU Chi School of Native Plant
) X : . Local scholar
Hang Billy Biological Species on
Sciences, HKU Roadside
Slopes
Geotechnical
Engineer, Civil
Engineering  and | Evolution and
. Development Challenges  of
Isrt'lelt‘_')ll?/n;HAN Department, Slope Local practitioner
The Government of | Landscaping in
Hong Kong Special | Hong Kong
Administrative
Region (HKSAR)
the Supervisor of | The
the Forestry | Relationship
m:LEtEeghen P. Dgpartment, between_ Nil
Village of Mycorrhizae
Bolingbrook, USA | and Roots

6.7 Please provide details of the activities organized, including the theme / objectives of the
activities, targeted participants, attendance, analysis of participants, e.g. country of origin,
research background, etc., evaluation forms of the activities and a summary of the

participants’ evaluation.
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Publicity Materials for Seminar | to 1V
(Project No. UGC/IIDS25/M01/16)

Posters
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News in THEI website
https://www.thei.edu.hk/news/bachelor-of-arts-honours-in-horticulture-and-landscape-mana
gement-offered-a-seminar-related-to-urban-green-infrastructure

https://www.thei.edu.hk/news/bachelor-of-arts-honours-in-horticulture-and-landscape-mana
gement-offered-a-seminar-building-biodiverse-and-healthy-urban-spaces

https://www.thei.edu.hk/news/bachelor-of-arts-honours-in-horticulture-and-landscape-mana
gement-offered-the-third-rgc-funded-seminar-planting-and-landscape-design-for-better-life
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1IDS8 (Apr 2017)

https://www.thei.edu.hk/news/bachelor-of-arts-honours-in-horticulture-and-landscape-mana
gement-offered-the-forth-rgc-funded-seminar-sustainable-and-effective-biotechnical-techni
gues-on-slope-upgrading

Facebook Page

https://www.facebook.com/vtc.hk/posts/1837254596302586
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https://www.facebook.com/vtc.hk/posts/1746949395333107

https://www.facebook.com/UrbangreeninfrastructureHLM/
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Evaluation Report for Seminar |
(Project No. UGC/IIDS25/M01/16)

Ecosystem Services Provided by Urban Trees in Urban Spaces

Seminar | on series “Urban Green Infrastructure — enhancing ecosystem services and
biodiversity”

Date and Time: 01 April 2017 (Saturday), 9:30 — 12:45

Venue: Hong Kong Space Museum Lecture Hall

This seminar series entitled “Urban Green Infrastructure — enhancing ecosystem services
and biodiversity” is fully supported by a grant from Research Grants Council of the Hong
Kong Special Administrative Region, China (Project No. UGC/IIDS25/M01/16). The first
seminar of “Ecosystem Services Provided by Urban Tress in Urban spaces” was conducted
on 1% April 2017 at the Hong Kong Space Museum Lecture Hall. The seminar aimed to
discuss how urban trees can improve problem of air pollution and carbon sequestration.
Speakers of the seminar include: Dr. ZHANG Hao (THEi, Hong Kong S.A.R), Prof. MA Ke
Ming (Chinese Academy of Sciences, Mainland China), Prof. LI Jun Xiang (East China
Normal University, Mainland China), and Prof. SUN Yen Chang (National Taiwan
University, Taiwan). They shared their research about ecosystem of urban trees and air
quality improvement, drawing over 108 participants from various sectors, including arborist,
landscape architects, practitioners in landscaping industry, lecturers in tertiary institutions,
researchers, university students, secondary teachers and students.

To better plan and execute future seminar, 108 questionnaires have been distributed after the
first seminar and 54 questionnaires were returned. 54 questionnaires were valid and
effective response rate is 50%. The evaluation questionnaire consists of nine (9) questions
(please see table 1 Questions and average rating results). The questions are divided in two
categories: closed questions (questions 1 — 8, which are answered with the use of a numeric
scale from 1 to 5 where 1 represented the lowest level of satisfaction and 5 the highest level
of satisfaction.) and open question (question 9, where participants could write their opinions
and comments).

The seminar can be considered as a successful one since the average rating result of each
item is above 4.2 which means a high level of satisfaction from participants.

Table 1 Questions and average rating results
Questions Average rating result

1. AR R

Overall rating of the seminar 431
2. WIRtEHERE
- : 4.42
Topics of the seminar
3. HIREROR
: 4.31
Content of the seminar
4. FBAETROROTEWE
: . 4.22
Quality of the presentations
5. BAEA FHERA TR 4 431
Usefulness of information presented '
6. EEREEEE RS 4.40
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Response of speakers to audience’s question
(during Q&A session)

7. WrRTE A ZHE
Arrangement on registration and invitation
8. WFAEr A AR EE B AP B 429

Accessibility and comfortability of the venue

Overall rating of the Seminar

The average satisfaction result of this item is 4.31 and shows that the participants evaluated
the Seminar as very good. The atmosphere in the seminar room was satisfied and the
audience can be considered as active and its participation as welcomed. All the participants’
questions and queries were answered analytically and all the speakers did their best to give
as much information as they could.

Seminar presentations aspects

Five indicators were evaluated by the respondents. The indicator “Topic of the seminar”
achieved the average result of 4.42 which means a high level of satisfaction from
participants, which shows a complete acceptance of the seminar topic of our participants.
The indicator “Content of the seminar” reached the average result of 4.31 which is also a
good level of satisfaction from participants. The indicator “Quality of the presentations”
also reached a very good level of satisfaction as it reached the average rate of 4.22. In
general, all the other indicators have been rated between 4-5. To be more precise, the
indicator “Usefulness of information presented” reached a high level of satisfaction for an
average rate of 4.31 and the indicator “Q&A section” also reached a high level of
satisfaction, 4.40.

Seminar Organization aspects

The overall average results of 4.44 and 4.22 shows that participants are completely satisfied
with the seminar organization aspects. The indicator “Registration and invitation” achieved
the highest average result of 4.44. on the other hand, the indicator “Choice of facility/venue”
reached the lowest average result of 4.22 which means good level of satisfaction from
participants however more comfortable lecture theatre should be provided to participants.
We also notice one comment about the uncomfortable seats at the Hong Kong Space
Museum Lecture Hall.

Suggestions and comments

All the participants were asked to give suggestions/comments in order to improve future
events in seminar series on “Urban Green Infrastructure — enhancing ecosystem services and
biodiversity”. There were also a variety of comments given by the participants. Most of
them are listed below:

1L RIOEBFERE L, BUERS
This event is great. We learnt a lot.
2. AFEREERELEAT

It’s better to have Cantonese interpretation.
3. PEfraeat K72, AR LRTHEA AN EEBEEITEE, REREAET . R’E
R, B BN EREIEE N ETARAY

The seat is not satisfying and make people uncomfortable.

1IDS8 (Apr 2017) 18
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4. FHENEDE, "IEAAIFHEEL, JRE T saiiit
Future seminars should give speakers more time to share their research.
5. WIEHEFENIEER S » HAFKENHE

Future seminars should have English and Cantonese interpretation.

Photos Taken in Seminar |

Photo A (/i) THEIZRIE Kkt S e BRIz A D B S o 1o o 38 A 0 X S A BB SR S S B g |-
T T A A BRI R LA RE VAR ARG T B R R AR AR T BURLE e AE REER B 7T LB TR RS T B R
AN VSR SR B S L S R AR AR ORI ALt Ll K S SR TSR 4 B AR 45
w5

Photo B WEt &5 4R B AR AR LRIE S,
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Photo C i+ THEIEREE I i m A Be BB 2 R B ok (e —) o B2 RS A # A
WA R E T CAMD AT S A R B B S LS B2 e b i T 9nf iy 4 A B A B A RE kAR
IV EFRAEEE G =) M BIRHRR A RS A P ORI TR R IR (), BTHEL
R F577 8% (T MTHEIZREE Kkt 2B R BRaA S (G 1) & — G E A
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HHERTHERRR RERSGHER
R EREE (RE ) XBELHREEN
WL & RS ETBIARA R RGRB
Bref & H#H: 2017484 H1H

w g HEHAE
RS BLEINED, & 7 N —KIGENE e, sRIRR LR WG KPRt i
ak, DMERREME gz 2% CGEHEGO T ABESER ) .

EHFW | W= ME | AR | JER
= AN =
1. BFET e g i = 5 4 3 2 1
%
2. Miat e EE 5 4 1
3. WS &N 5 4 3 2 1
4. FHE N B E 5 4 3 2 1
b 52
5. B RAEA A #ENE 5 4 3 2 1
FrfS
6. ahH AE R EE T 5 4 3 2 1
[
7. MR E RIER A 5 4 3 2 1
8. AT =G nl i
F55 % 7 3 P
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Tabulated responses of Feedback survey for Seminar |
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. . 5 Very 4 Somewhat 2. Some.w ha‘t 1 Very

[ QUES TETEe e, Average | o \icfied | Satisfied | ° Neutrel DlssaSISfle Satisfied | total
L. BT A R 431 18 35 1 0 0 54
2. WS EE 4.43 25 27 2 0 0 54
3. W EINE 431 19 33 2 0 0 54
4. TGS N SIS R 4.22 18 30 6 0 0 54
5. BIREA KA e 431 19 33 2 0 0 54
6. 5 AE ] EE R 1) R 4.41 25 27 1 1 0 54
7. W ERIERA 2 HE 4.44 28 22 4 0 0 54
8. Wal &bl i K &7 # 4.22 25 19 8 1 1 54
9. BARKIEEINE KR

3. AUTEENEAEE G, WOEIRZ
43. H B R EEA T
44. - BEAIERET K2, JEAS Ly HAAL B ANA ) / £ B SHES, 1% 1 V55 2 5F 4.
- GREEERM, A B AL BZ AR AET AR
- LFFEEA L (ﬁﬁ#ﬁ)
- Poor time management”
45. FEENAEE, faT%’Jﬁifa'ﬁ%i_‘, IRE T EE WAL
Online 1 . T@ﬁﬁ%%*ﬂ% L RE A A.
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Evaluation Report- Seminar |l
(Project No. UGC/IIDS25/M01/16)

Building Biodiverse and Healthy Urban Spaces

Seminar Il on series “Urban Green Infrastructure — enhancing ecosystem services and
biodiversity”

Date and Time: 15 July 2017 (Saturday), 9:30 — 12:45

Venue: Hong Kong Central Library (Lecture Theatre G/F), 66 Causeway Road, Causeway
Bay.

This seminar series entitled “Urban Green Infrastructure — enhancing ecosystem services
and biodiversity” is fully supported by a grant from Research Grants Council of the Hong
Kong Special Administrative Region, China (Project No. UGC/IIDS25/M01/16). The
second seminar, "Building Biodiverse and Healthy Urban Spaces", was conducted on 15th
July, 2017 at Hong Kong Central Library Lecture Theatre. The seminar aimed to discuss the
utilization of native plants in public urban greenery, how to apply leaf litter to promote tree
growth and health, and the contribution of botanic gardens in building a biodiversity and
healthy urban space. Speakers of the seminar include: Dr. Caroline LAW (Teaching Fellow,
Faculty of Design and Environment, THEI), Prof. Stephen BLACKMORE (Queen's
Botanist and Honorary Fellow, Royal Botanic Garden Edinburgh), Prof. JIM Chi Yung
(Chair Professor, Department of Geography, University of Hong Kong), Ms. Deborah KUH
(Head of Greening, Landscape & Tree Management Section, Development Bureau, The
Government of the HKSAR), and Mr. Elango VELAUTHAM (Deputy Director, Singapore
Botanic Gardens). The topic of Dr Caroline LAW had changed from “Transforming
Manicured Extensive Green Roofs as Biodiverse Natural Habitats” to “Benchmarking Current
Utilization of Native Plants Species in Public Urban Greenery in Hong Kong”, to better fit the
seminar theme.

They shared their research about urban biodiversity and utilization of native plants species
in Singapore, England and Hong Kong, drawing over 200 participants from various sectors,
including arborist, landscape architects, practitioners in landscaping industry, lecturers in
tertiary institutions, researchers, university students, secondary teachers and students.

To better plan and execute future seminar, 200 questionnaires have been distributed after the
second seminar and 91 questionnaires were returned. 78 questionnaires were valid and
effective response rate is 39%. The evaluation questionnaire consists of nine (9) questions
(please see table 1 Questions and average rating results). The questions are divided in two
categories: closed questions (questions 1 — 8, which are answered with the use of a numeric
scale from 1 to 5 where 1 represented the lowest level of satisfaction and 5 the highest level
of satisfaction.) and open question (question 9, where participants could write their opinions
and comments).

The seminar can be considered as a successful one since the average rating result of each
item is above 4.0, which means a high level of satisfaction from participants.
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Table 2 Questions and average rating results

Questions Average rating result
Overall rating of the seminar 4.34
Topics of the seminar 4.33
Content of the seminar 4.36
Quality of the presentations 4.28
Usefulness of information presented 4.19

Response of speakers to audience’s question

(during Q&A session) 4.06
Arrangement on registration 4.18
Accessibility and comfortability of the venue 4.42

Overall rating of the Seminar

The average satisfaction result of this item is 4.34 and shows that the participants evaluated
the Seminar as very good. The atmosphere in the seminar room was satisfied and the
audience can be considered as active and its participation as welcomed. All the participants’
questions and queries were answered analytically and all the speakers did their best to give
as much information as they could.

Seminar presentations aspects

Five indicators were evaluated by the respondents. The indicator “Topic of the seminar”
achieved the average result of 4.34, which means a high level of satisfaction from
participants, which shows a complete acceptance of the seminar topic of our participants.
The indicator “Content of the seminar” reached the average result of 4.36, which is also a
good level of satisfaction from participants. The indicator “Quality of the presentations”
also reached a very good level of satisfaction as it reached the average rate of 4.28. In
general, all the other indicators have been rated between 4-5. To be more precise, the
indicator “Usefulness of information presented” reached a high level of satisfaction for an
average rate of 4.19. The indicator “Response of speakers to audience’s question (during
Q&A session)” reached the lowest average result of 4.06 which means good level of
satisfaction from participants however more time should be given to the panel discussion
session.

Seminar Organization aspects

The overall average results of 4.18 and 4.42 shows that participants are completely satisfied
with the seminar organization aspects. The indicator “Arrangement on registration” reached
a high level of satisfaction, 4.18. What’s more, the indicator “Accessibility and
comfortability of the venue” achieved the highest average result of 4.42 which means
participants are very satisfied with the lecture theatre this time.

Suggestions and comments

All the participants were asked to give suggestions/comments in order to improve future
events in seminar series on “Urban Green Infrastructure — enhancing ecosystem services and
biodiversity”. There were also a variety of answers given by the participants. Most of them
are listed below:

® Better time management is needed
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1) Coffee and tea would have been nice; 2) Too much text, some unreadable. Please
ensure that all text on slides are readable; 3) would be good to start on time, the
speakers seemed quite rushed.
More case study example for explaining the design to enhance the ecosystem service
and biodiversity with successful result. In addition, the species selected for ecosystem
services and biodiversity in plant.
Would the slides be uploaded?
more of this, thank
Perfect!
more in-depth seminars on urban forestry are welcome
continue improvement for coming
thank you for making this informative event happen
information of some survey report before hand for better understanding
Introduce successful cases in detail
The seminar in overall is quite fascinating and informative, probably limit by the time
frame, would suggest next time considering a chunk of technical topics such as soll,
tree structures, the suitability of tree species composition, so as to explore and discuss
the challenges that currently facing in HK. Also, you may have considered this before,
maybe due to the time limit but would still prefer having the Q & A session right after
each speaker's presentation.
When the time break ended, the audiences were still chatting. Maybe next time the
organiser can remind the audience to go back to the seat 5min before the start in order
not to affect the rundown of the seminar

Photos Taken in Seminar |1

Photo A Zd) ¥rindttisE SIEE Mr. Elango VELAUTHAM, 38 A R FHOR B kA 91 AT B0 19
ISR R Akt ESEABIAREHATE B30 &t EEET 8 EFEYE L B R &S
1 Prof. Stephen BLACKMORE, b KEEHIE R AEE EHBEE, THE REAGRFHEBIREEE R
USRI FW . TSR T AR SR A Y 2 R R RS T A
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Building Biodiverse and Healthy Urban Spaces

Feedback Form

1IDS8 (Apr 2017)

Seminar Il on series “Urban Green Infrastructure — enhancing ecosystem services and

biodiversity”

Date and Time: 15 July 2017 (Saturday), 9:30 — 12:45

Venue: Hong Kong Central Library (Lecture Theatre G/F), 66 Causeway Road, Causeway

Bay.

Thank you very much for attending seminar “Building Biodiverse and Healthy Urban
Spaces”, the second one on series “Urban Green Infrastructure — enhancing ecosystem
services and biodiversity”. Your feedback will be very important and helpful in enhancing
our services and meeting your needs.
Thank you very much for your time and suggestion.

Please indicate your level of agreement to the following statements by puttinga " O™

mark in the box.

Very | Somewha Neutra Somewhat Very

Items Satisfie t | Dissatisfie | Dissatisfie

d Satisfied d d
Ove_rall rating of the 5 4 3 9 1
seminar
Topics of the seminar 5 4 3 2 1
Content of the seminar 5 4 3 2 1
Quality 01_‘ the 5 4 3 9 1
presentations
_Usefulnegs of 5 4 3 5 1
information presented
Response of speakers to
audience’s question 5 4 3 2 1
(during Q&A session)
Arr_angement on 5 4 3 5 1
registration
Accessibility and
comfortability of the 5 4 3 2 1
venue

Suggestions and Comments:

1IDS8 (Apr 2017)
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Tabulated responses of Feedback survey for Seminar 11

Item / Questionnaire No. 1 (2|3 |4|5]|6 7 8 | 9 |10|11 |12 |13 |14 | 15|16 |17 |18 (19|20 | 21 |22 |23 |24 | 25 | 26
1 Overall rating of the seminar 4 | 5|5 4|45 4 5(5|5|4|5|4 3|43 |4|5|5|4|5|4|5|5]|4]4
2 Topics of the seminar 4 | 5| 44|45 5 515|514 |5|4 4|52 |4|5|5|4|5|4|4]5]|5]4
3 Content of the seminar 4 | 4| 4| 4| 415 5 5|5|5|4|5|4|3|4|3|4|5|5|4|5 |45 |5]| 4|34
4 Quality of the presentations 35|43 |4]5 4 55|54 |5|4|4|5|NA|4 |5 |5 |4 |4 |4 ]| 4] 4| 4]4
5 Usefulness of information presented 34| 44|45 4 4 |5|5|4|5|4 (3|42 |4|5|5|4|5|4|4]5]|5]4
6 Response of speakers to audu_snce s question (during 415 INAl 3| a5 4 5|55 |3|5|alalalalszls|s|al|ls|s!s]|3Inalsz
Q&A session)
Arrangement on registration 4 | 4|5 3|45 3 5/5|5|5|5|4|4|4|3|4|5|5|4|5|5]|5]|4]|4
8 Accessibility and comfortability of the venue 2|1 4|15 |4]| 4|5 4 5/5|5|3|5|4|4|5(NA|4 |5 |5|4|5]|5]5
As
9 Suggestions and Comments: NA | NA | NA | NA [ NA | NA [ Be-lo | NA | NA | NA | NA|NA |[NA|NA|[NA|NA|NA|NA|NA|NA|NA|NA|NA|NA|NA| NA
w
Item / Questionnaire No. 27 28 129(30|31|32|33|34(35|36|37|38(39(40| 41 | 42 | 43 | 44 | 45 | 46 | 47 | 48 | 49| 50 | 51 | 52
1 Overall rating of the seminar 4 4 |13 |44 |4 |44 ]4|4]|4|4]4]4 4 4 4 5 4 4 4 5 4 4 4 5
2 Topics of the seminar 4 4 13|45 |5|3|(5|5|4|4|4]5]5 4 4 4 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 4 5
3 Content of the seminar 4 4 13| 4|54 |3|5|4|4|4]|4]|4]05 4 4 4 |5 |3 | 4] 4 5|5 5 5 5
4 Quality of the presentations 4 4 | 3|34 |4 3|44 |4|4|4]|5]4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 4 4 5 5
5 Usefulness of information presented 4 314|414 |33 (44|43 |41 4]4 4 4 4 4 3 5 4 5 5 5 4 5
g | Response ofispeakers to audience?s question 4 4 4|3 [NA| 4| 4|NA| 4| 4| 4a]4[NAINA| 3 |[NA| 5 |NA| 3| 4 |NA| S5 4| 5| 4 |4
(during Q&A session)
7 Arrangement on registration 4 4 14| 3|4 |2 |4 (54|44 |4]4]3 2 5 4 5 3 2 4 5 4 5 4 4
8 Accessibility and comfortability of the venue 4 4 |4 |1 4|5|5|4|5|5|4|4|4]3]|5 5 5 4 5 3 3 4 5 5 5 4 5
9 Suggestions and Comments: NA NA |NA|NA|[NA|NA|NA|NA|NA|NA|NA|NA|NA|NA B:ISOW NA | NA [ NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA|NAL B:ISOW NA
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Item / Questionnaire No. 53 | 54 | 55 | 56 |57 |58 | 59 |60 |61 (62| 63 |64 | 65|66 |67 |68 69|70 | 71|72 |73 |74 75 76|77 |78
1 Overall rating of the seminar 4 4 5 5 4 | 4 4 414 4 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 4 5 4 4 5 5 415 4
2 Topics of the seminar 3 4 5 5 3| 4 4 4151 4 4 5 5 5 4 5 4 4 5 4 3 5 5 415 3
3 Content of the seminar NA| 5 5 5 4 | 4 4 4 |51 4 5 5 5 5 [NA| 5 4 4 5 3 5 5 5 415 4
4 Quality of the presentations 3 4 4 5 4 | 4 4 4151 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 4 5 5 5 41 4 3
5 Usefulness of information presented 4 4 4 5 4 | 4 4 4 151 4 4 5 5 4 4 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 5 41 4 2
6 Response of speakers to audn_ence’s question (during 4 5 5 4 4|4 4 alals 5 4 5 4 4 5 5 INA| 5 3 4 5 4 3| 3 2
Q&A session)
7 Arrangement on registration 5 3 5 5 4 | 4 4 4141 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 3 3 5 5 51| 4 4
8 Accessibility and comfortability of the venue 3 4 5 5 4 | 4 5 41513 5 5 5 5 4 5 4 5 5 4 3 5 5 51|15 4
As As Be As As As As
9 Suggestions and Comments: Be | NA | NA | NA [ NA|NA “low NA | NA|NA| Be |NA| Be[NA|NA | Be | NA|NA|NA|NA|NA|NA| NA | Be|NA|NA
-low -low -low -low -low
. . 5 Very |4 Somewhat 2 Somewhat 1Very
Item / Questionnaire No. 79 | 80 81 | 82| 83 |84 (8 |8 | 87 |8 | 89 | Average Satisfied | Satisfied 3 Neutral dissatisfied | dissatisfied Total
1 Overall rating of the seminar 4 4 5 4 4 5|5 |5 4 5 4 4.31 31 55 3 0 0 89
2 Topics of the seminar 4 5 4 3 5 514|565 4 4 3 4.33 39 41 8 1 0 89
3 Content of the seminar 4 5 4 4 4 514 |5 4 5 3 4.36 38 42 7 0 0 87
4 Quality of the presentations 4 5 4 4 4 5]14|5 4 4 4 4.24 28 53 6 0 0 87
5 Usefulness of information presented 4 5 4 3 4 4151 4 4 4 3 4.15 26 52 8 2 0 88
6 Response of speakers to audle_:nce’s question (during 4 3 5 3 3 alala 4 5 3 406 24 37 17 1 0 79
Q&A session)
7 Arrangement on registration 4 5 3 4 5 4 | 5|5 5 5 3 4.22 37 38 11 3 0 89
8 Accessibility and comfortability of the venue 4 5 4 4 5 5|5 |5 5 5 5 4.43 48 31 8 1 0 88
As As As As As
9 Suggestions and Comments: NA| Be Be [NA| Be [NA|NA|NA| Be |[NA| Be
-low | -low -low -low -low
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Specific comments:
51. Better time management is needed
53.1) coffee and tea would have been nice; 2)Please ensure that all text on slides are readable; 3) would be good to start on time, the speakers seemed quite rushed
59. More case study example for explaining the design to enhance the ecosystem service and biodiversity with successful result. Also, the species selected for ecosystem services
and biodiversity in plant.
63. Would the slides be uploaded
65. More of this, thanks
68. Perfect
76. More in-depth seminars on urban forestry are welcome
80. Continue Improvement for coming.
81. Thank you for making this informative event happen
83. Information of some survey report before hand for better understanding
87. Introduce successful cases in detail
89. The seminar in overall is quite fascinating and informative, probably limit by the time frame, would suggest next time considering a chunk of
technical topics such as soil, tree structures, the suitability of tree species composition, so as to explore and discuss the challenges that
currently facing in HK. Also, you may have considered this before, maybe due to the time limit but would still prefer having the Q & A session
right after each speaker's presentation.
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Evaluation Report- Seminar |11
(Project No. UGC/IIDS25/M01/16)

Planting and Landscape Design for Better Life

Seminar Il on series “Urban Green Infrastructure — enhancing ecosystem services and
biodiversity”

Date and Time: 21 October 2017 (Saturday), 9:30 — 12:30

Venue: Hong Kong Central Library (Lecture Theatre G/F), 66 Causeway Road, Causeway
Bay, HK.

This seminar series entitled “Urban Green Infrastructure — enhancing ecosystem services
and biodiversity” is fully supported by a grant from Research Grants Council of the Hong
Kong Special Administrative Region, China (Project No. UGC/1IDS25/M01/16). The third
seminar, "Planting and Landscape Design for Better Life", was conducted on 21st October,
2017 at Hong Kong Central Library Lecture Theatre. The seminar aimed to discuss how to
create well-being promoting landscape and habitats from the perspective of landscape design , with
a special focus on Planing Design and the combination of other ecological technologies, such
as stormwater / rainwater management, Low Impact Development, and therapeutic landscape
design, etc. Speakers of the seminar include: Professor WANG Jintao, College of
Architecture at Xi’an University of Architecture and Technology, Ms. XIAO Jieshu, Senior
Engineer of BLY Landscape & Architecture Planning & Design Institute in Shenzhen city,
Mr. ZOU Yubo, CEO and chief designer of UP+S (Beijing) Architecture & Landscape
Design Co., Ltd., and Dr. SHI Shulin, Teaching Fellow, Faculty of Design and Environment,
THEI. Professor WANG Jintao changed his topic from “Planting Design: Learning from
Traditional Chinese Gardens” to “Eco-Landscape Construction of Urban Waterfront Areas in the
Age of the New Normal”. They shared their experience about how to build better life through
planting and landscape design, drawing over 160 participants from various sectors,
including arborist, landscape architects, practitioners in landscaping industry, lecturers in
tertiary institutions, researchers, university and secondary teachers and students.

To better plan and execute future seminar, 160 questionnaires have been distributed after the
third seminar and 80 questionnaires were returned. 80 questionnaires were valid and
effective response rate is 50%. The evaluation questionnaire consists of nine (9) questions
(please see table 1 Questions and average rating results). The questions are divided in two
categories: closed questions (questions 1 — 8, which are answered with the use of a numeric
scale from 1 to 5 where 1 represented the lowest level of satisfaction and 5 the highest level
of satisfaction.) and open question (question 9, where participants could write their opinions
and comments).

The seminar can be considered as a successful one since the average rating result of most
items is above 4.0, which means a high level of satisfaction from participants.
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Table 3 Questions and average rating results

Questions Average rating result

Overall rating of the seminar 4.08
Topics of the seminar 4.09
Content of the seminar 3.95
Quiality of the presentations 4.01
Usefulness of information presented 4.08
Response of speakers to audience’s question 399
(during Q&A session) '

Arrangement on registration 4.29
Accessibility and comfortability of the venue 4.34

Overall rating of the Seminar

The average satisfaction result of this item is 4.10 and shows that the participants evaluated
the Seminar as very good. The atmosphere in the seminar room was satisfied and the
audience can be considered as active and its participation as welcomed. All the participants’
questions and queries were answered analytically and all the speakers did their best to give
as much information as they could.

Seminar presentations aspects

Five indicators were evaluated by the respondents. The indicator “Topic of the seminar”
achieved the average result of 4.09, which means a high level of satisfaction from
participants, which shows a complete acceptance of the seminar topic of our participants.
The indicator “Content of the seminar” reached the average result of 3.95, which is also a
good level of satisfaction from participants. The indicator “Quality of the presentations”
also reached a very good level of satisfaction as it reached the average rate of 4.01. In
general, all the other indicators have been rated between 4-5. To be more precise, the
indicator “Usefulness of information presented” reached a high level of satisfaction for an
average rate of 4.08. The indicator “Response of speakers to audience’s question (during
Q&A session)” reached the lowest average result of 3.99 which means good level of
satisfaction from participants however more time should be given to the panel discussion
session.

Seminar Organization aspects

The overall average results of 4.29 and 4.34 show that participants are completely satisfied
with the seminar organization aspects. The indicator “Arrangement on registration” reached
a high level of satisfaction, 4.29. What’s more, the indicator “Accessibility and
comfortability of the venue” achieved the highest average result of 4.34 which means
participants are very satisfied with the lecture theatre this time.

Suggestions and comments

All the participants were asked to give suggestions / comments in order to improve future
events in seminar series on “Urban Green Infrastructure — enhancing ecosystem services and
biodiversity”. There were also a variety of answers given by the participants. Most of them
are listed below:
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A5 refreshment sl 55 4
A IR AN AR, ARBEUR A IR S T
PowerPoint / Presentation materials could be downloaded for future reference, thank
you!
#igPowerPoint ] LN A ENnglishB i 7 LAkl 78, BlRIRE 5 T RN
AT R LR
SRR o
B R I EE N\ R AT, N R B,
Frad R IR, 5 RAER TR NE .
IR ] AN A2 DA T R IR I Bk, BRI 7 S IRe ) S 458 A ol .
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Tabulated responses of feedback forms for Seminar 11

11DS8 (Apr 2017)

Item / Questionnaire No. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 [ 10 | 11 |12 | 13 | 14 | 15 | 16 | 17 | 18 | 19 | 20 | 21 | 22 | 23 | 24 | 25 | 26

1 A & () B R = 4 | 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4|4 |5|5|4]| 4|3 |3 |4|4]|4|4|2]|4|3]|4|4|5]4
2 WEE e i =R 4 |5 | 4| 4| 4|3 | 4| 4| 4|5 |5 | 4| 4| 4| 4| 4|5 | 4| 4]|3|3]|4]|3]|TF5 3| 4
3 i Nt E 4 | 5| 4| 4| 4|3 |3 |4|3|5 |5 |4 |4|2|4|4|5]|3|3|2|3|3]|4]|]4|5]|24
4 TR N 2 3 4 | 4| 4| 4| 4|3|3|4|4|5|5|5|4|3|5 | 4|5 | 4|3|2|3|3|4|5]|5]4
5 B A BRSNS TS 25 5| 4| 4| 4|5 | 4| 4| 4|4 |5|5|5|4|3|4| 4|5 |3|4|2]|3]|2|5|4]|5]4
6 A e [ JE B A P [ R 4 | 4| 4| 4|5 | 4| 4|3|3 |5 |5 |4|4|4|4]4|4|3|4|2|3|4|]4|5]|5]4
7 et & Rk 2 HE 4 |5 | 4| 4| 4|3|4| 4|5 |5 |5 | 4|4|4)|4|4|5|5|4|2|4|5]|5]|]5]|5]4
8 bt & 5 b i T P R 7 10 4 | 5| 4| 4|5 | 4|5| 4| 4|5 |5 | 4| 4|4 |5]| 4|5 | 4| 4| 4| 4| 4|5]|5]|5]|4
o | ikvmB G R R w | om | . ?lﬂ w | | m ?ﬁ wm | m ||| m| e $ | om | m|m| |
Item / Questionnaire No. 27 | 28 | 29 | 30 | 31 | 32 | 33 |34 |35 |36 |37 |38 |39 |40 |41 |42 |43 | 44 | 45 | 46 | 47 | 48 | 49 | 50 | 51 | 52

1 T & e PR R 5|5 | 4| 4| 4| 4|4 ]3| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4)|4|4]|4|4)|4|4|4|5|4]|5]|5]|4]GF5
2 R e E 5 5| 43| 4| 4| 4 3| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4] 4| 4]|5]3 5| 5| 4|5
3 R & N g 5| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4] 4| 4|3 |3| 4|3 | 4| 4| 4|4|5]|4]|5|5]|4]|65
4 AT N 2 D I 5| 4| 4|3 | 4| 4| 4| 4| 4|3 ]| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4]|5|4|4|3|5]| 4|5 ]| 5| 4]|°5
5 BURAEA B # A BT 1S 28 5 | 5|4 | 4| 4|3|4|3|4|4|3|4|3|4|4|4|5|4|4|4|5|4|5]|5]|3]|F5
6 w5 e [ AR 1 R 55| 4|3 |3 | 4| 4| 4| 4| 4|3 |4|3| 4| 4|5 |4]|4|4|5|5|4]|5]|5]|4]4
7 st & k4 24 55| 4|5 | 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4|5]| 4| 4|5|5]| 4| 4]°5 5| 4|5 5| 4|5
8 et e 35 b 0 T R Y 0 5|5 |5 |5 |5 | 4| 4|5 | 4| 4|3|4|5)|4|4|5|5|4|4|5]|5]|5 ]| 4|5/ 4]|3
Piosos = - il il n il

9 PR RIEBI  R HE moom || | 8 R | & | & | E * fiE | A * i . fm|m | & | 8| & | & & | & | & -

4. MRA refreshment 5t 5 IF

8. B ML, ARBEIRABLIRREE TRE .
20. ZORGEIR Nk MBI ZERBOE NG, W FE R A& # 2 BN, {H BRIEFING INTRODUCTION &
12 A EZAMNEER, HFRRA, AR5EE.

37.PowerPoint / Presentation materials could be downloaded for future reference, thankyou!

40. #5% Powerpoint A UM English BRERE NI 7S, BURBRAE S THRNE.
42. IR TR LHEE BN .
52. KA
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Item / Questionnaire No. 53 | 54 | 55 | 56 | 57 | 58| 59 | 60 | 61 | 62 | 63 | 64 | 65| 66 | 67 | 68 | 69 | 70 | 71 | 72 | 73 | 74 | 75| 76 | 77 | 78
1 T R R = 4 | 4| 4| 4| 4|4 3 4 | 4|3 | 4|4 ]4]|4 4 4 | 4|5 | 4|5 4| 4|5]|5]|5]|4
2 WY e 3 4 | 4| 4| 4| 4|5 4 4 | 4 | 4| 4| 4|4 4 4 4 | 4| 4| 4] 4| 4| 4|55 ]|5]4
3 iR R A E 4 | 4 | 4| 4| 4|5 3 4 | 4 | 4| 4| 4|3 4 4 4 | 3 | 4| 4| 4| 4| 4|5 |5 ]| 4]4
4 VB A 2 TR A 53| 4|3 |3]5 4 4 | 4| 4| 4| 4 ]3| 4 4 4 | 5|5 | 4| 4|3 |4|5]|5]|4]3
5 LR A T S A A9 28 4 | 4| 4| 4|3 |5 3 4 | 4 | 4| 4|3 |4] 4 4 4 | 4| 5| 4| 4|5 |4|5]|5 /|54
6 A e [ JE A A P [ R 4 | 4| 4| 4] 4|4 3 4 | 4| 4| 4| 4]4) 4 3 4 | 3|4 |3 |5 | 4| 4|5|5]|4]3
7 BT & (A 22 HE 4 | 3 | 4| 4| 4| 4] 4 4 | 4 | 4| 4| 4 ]4) 4 4 4 | 4|4 | 4| 4|5 |4|5]|5]|5]65
8 | Wit EmMIN IS RATEE | 5 | 4 | 4 | 5| 4 | 4 4 4 | 4| 4| 4| 4] 4| 4 2 54| 4| 4|5 |5 | 4|5]|5 ]| 5|4
9 | BERIIGEIRE R NA | NA | NA | NA | NA %ZE T | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA ?IE NA | 40F | NA | NA | NA [ NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA

Item / Questionnaire No. 79 | 80 | Average 5 Very Satisfied 4 Somewhat Satisfied 3.Neutral 2 Somewhat dissatisfied 1 Very dissatisfied  [TOTAL
1 A & (B RS = 4 | 4 4.08 14 59 6 1 0 80
2 Tt e i 3 R 4 | 4 4.09 15 57 8 0 0 80
3 IRt AES 4 | 4 3.95 13 52 13 2 0 80
4 R T 25 T 3 | 4 4,01 19 44 16 1 0 80
5 BT A B S A s 2t 4 | 4 4,08 21 46 11 2 0 80
6 2 e [ Ik R [ R 3 | 4 3.99 15 50 14 1 0 80
7 B & (k22 HE 5 | 4 4.29 27 50 1 0 80
8 | WIF e eI KA | 4 | 4 4.34 31 46 1 0 80
9 | BERIIGEIRE R R NA | NA

58. F TR I 5l NG RE A, NAERKEBRE.

59. FERHREN B, e RAGER S BNE.

65. WA 2 LARE R e R I 1R, BRIR T AR ] e R s .
67. N O R NET,, M WIFL,
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Evaluation Report- Seminar IV
(Project No. UGC/IIDS25/M01/16)

Sustainable and Effective Biotechnical Techniques on Slope Upgrading

Seminar IV on series “Urban Green Infrastructure — enhancing ecosystem services and
biodiversity”

Date and Time: 16 December 2017 (Saturday), 9:30 — 12:30

Venue: Hong Kong Central Library (Lecture Theatre G/F), 66 Causeway Road, Causeway
Bay, HK.

This seminar series entitled “Urban Green Infrastructure — enhancing ecosystem services
and biodiversity” is fully supported by a grant from Research Grants Council of the Hong
Kong Special Administrative Region, China (Project No. UGC/IIDS25/M01/16). The forth
seminar, "Sustainable and Effective Biotechnical Techniques on Slope Upgrading”, was
conducted on 16" December, 2017 at Hong Kong Central Library Lecture Theatre. The
seminar aimed to discuss how to utilize sustainable and effective biotechnical techniques to
upgrade the slopes both in HKSAR and USA. Speakers of the seminar include: Dr. Flora
LEUNG Tsz Yan, from Agriculture, Fisheries and Conservation Department of HKSAR
Government, Dr. Billy HAU Chi Hang, Programme Director of MSc in Environmental
Management, School of Biological Sciences of HKU, Ir. Lily CHAN Suet-ying,
Geotechnical Engineer of Civil Engineering and Development Department of HKSAR
Government, and Mr. Stephen Philip MILLER, Supervisor of the Forestry Department of
Village of Bolingbrook in USA. Ir. WONG Hok Ning (original speaker in proposal) had
retired from his position, and Ir Lily CHAN Suet-ying was recommended by Ir WONG as a
speaker. Ir CHAN talked about “Evolution and Challenges of Slope Landscaping in Hong
Kong”. Dr. Apiniti JOTISANKASA (original speaker in proposal) notified us that he could
not come to Hong Kong, thus another speaker Mr. Stephen Philip MILLER was invited to
talk about “The Relationship between Mycorrhizae and Roots”.

Speakers shared their experience about how to upgrade slopes through sustainable and
effective biotechnical techniques, drawing over 110 participants from various sectors,
including arborist, landscape architects, practitioners in slope engineering industry, lecturers
in tertiary institutions, researchers, university and secondary teachers and students.

To better plan and execute future seminar, 110 questionnaires have been distributed after the
second seminar and 75 questionnaires were returned. 75 questionnaires were valid and
effective response rate is 68.1%. The evaluation questionnaire consists of nine (9) questions
(please see table 1 Questions and average rating results). The questions are divided in two
categories: closed questions (questions 1 — 8, which are answered with the use of a numeric
scale from 1 to 5 where 1 represented the lowest level of satisfaction and 5 the highest level
of satisfaction.) and open question (question 9, where participants could write their opinions
and comments).

The seminar can be considered as a successful one since the average rating result of each
item is above 4.0, which means a high level of satisfaction from participants.
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Table 4 Questions and average rating results

Questions Average rating result

Overall rating of the seminar 4.36
Topics of the seminar 451
Content of the seminar 4.33
Quiality of the presentations 4.33
Usefulness of information presented 4.36
Response of speakers to audience’s question 441
(during Q&A session) '

Arrangement on registration 4.37
Accessibility and comfortability of the venue 4.48

Overall rating of the Seminar

The average satisfaction result of this item is 4.36 and shows that the participants evaluated
the Seminar as very good. The atmosphere in the seminar room was satisfied and the
audience can be considered as active and its participation as welcomed. All the participants’
questions and queries were answered analytically and all the speakers did their best to give
as much information as they could.

Seminar presentations aspects

Five indicators were evaluated by the respondents. The indicator “Topic of the seminar”
achieved the average result of 4.51, which means a high level of satisfaction from
participants, which shows a complete acceptance of the seminar topic of our participants.
The indicator “Content of the seminar” reached the average result of 4.33, which is also a
quite good level of satisfaction from participants. The indicator *“Quality of the
presentations” also reached a very good level of satisfaction as it reached the average rate of
4.33. In general, all the other indicators have been rated between 4-5. To be more precise,
the indicator “Usefulness of information presented” reached a high level of satisfaction for
an average rate of 4.36. The indicator “Response of speakers to audience’s question (during
Q&A session)” reached the lowest average result of 4.41 which means good level of
satisfaction from participants however more time should be given to the panel discussion
session.

Seminar Organization aspects

The overall average results of 4.37 and 4.48 shows that participants are completely satisfied
with the seminar organization aspects. The indicator “Arrangement on registration” reached
a high level of satisfaction, 4.37. What’s more, the indicator “Accessibility and
comfortability of the venue” achieved the highest average result of 4.48 which means
participants are very satisfied with the lecture theatre this time.

Suggestions and comments

All the participants were asked to give suggestions/comments in order to improve future
events in seminar series on “Urban Green Infrastructure — enhancing ecosystem services and
biodiversity”. There were also a variety of answers given by the participants. Most of them
are listed below:

® You may want to let the quality of speaker's presentation quality / standard prior to the seminar
as there is a big difference between the speakers. Some are really good & one didn't make as
much sense & harder to understand their English.
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Extend the time for each section that allows speaks to share more of their experience and
explain their research result further.
The session given to speakers were too short that speakers could not explain deeply.
More time for some seminars.
Recommend to provide online archive for the seminars, e.g. on YouTube.
Mr. Millers talk spent too much time on irrelevant topics.
Give more time to each speaker.
More Soil Management part.
More time should be given to each speaker. More material for Mr. Miller & Dr. Billy's part.
Maybe don't rush the speakers.
Excellent! Looking for more seminars in the future.
To increase the public awareness, the presentation PowerPoint can be shared after the seminar!

Photos Taken in Seminar IV

Photo A ——— (/) WU BAAGEME RIEpii L, FHRRKSAEYRERSEN pEEl L, LARTH
W RS TREA, PASSCBIOHRIRE N AT S e e RN KEhdet,  BATHEIERE Kk
AFEBIRI S AR R A R L SR .

Photo B — W&l 5IlEE —F —+HREAFRF AN LRIG 2,
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Feedback Form

Sustainable and Effective Biotechnical Techniques on Slope Upgrading

Seminar 1V on series “Urban Green Infrastructure — enhancing ecosystem services and
biodiversity”

Date and Time: 16 December 2017 (Saturday), 9:30a.m. — 12:30 p.m.

Venue: Hong Kong Central Library (Lecture Theatre G/F), 66 Causeway Road, Causeway
Bay.

Thank you very much for attending seminar “Sustainable and Effective Biotechnical
Techniques on Slope Upgrading”, the fourth one on series “Urban Green Infrastructure —
enhancing ecosystem services and biodiversity”. Your feedback will be very important and
helpful in enhancing our services and meeting your needs.

Thank you very much for your time and suggestion.

Please indicate your level of agreement to the following statements by putting a "O"
mark in the box.

Very | Somewha | Neutra Somewhat Very

ltems Satisfied | t Satisfied | DISS&ClItISer DISS(:lthSer
Ove_rall rating of the 5 4 3 2 1
seminar

Topics of the seminar 5 4 3 2 1
Con_tent of the 5 4 3 2 1
seminar

Quiality of the 5 4 3 9 1
presentations

Usefulness of 5 4 3 9 1

information presented

Response of speakers
to audience’s question 5 4 3 2 1
(during Q&A session)

Arrangement on

. . 5 4 3 2 1
registration
Accessibility and
comfortability of the ) 4 3 2 1

venue

Suggestions and Comments:
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Tabulated responses of feedback forms for Seminar IV

Item / Questionnaire No. 1 2 3|4 |56 |78 9 |10| 11|12 |13 | 14 | 15 |16 |17 | 18 | 19| 20|21 | 22 |23 | 24| 25
1 Overall rating of the seminar 4 5 3|5 |5 |44 4 4 4 14|44 4 5 51| 4 4 414 |5 4 51|43
2 Topics of the seminar 4 4 4 | 55|44 4 5 4 | 51415 5 5 5|5 5 5|1 41|5 4 5| 5|5
3 Content of the seminar 3 5 3|55 4|4]|3 5 4 | 4| 4| 4 5 5 51 4 5 4 1 415 4 5|5 | 4
4 Quality of the presentations 4 4 3|5|5|4|5]|3 3 4 14|44 5 5 51| 4 5 5|35 4 51|41\ 4
5 Usefulness of information presented 4 4 3|5 |5|4|4) 4 4 5|54 4 4 5 5|5 5 4 |1 4|5 4 51|14\ 4
6 | Response of speakers to audience’s question (during Q&A session) | 4 3 4 | 5|54 ]5]|4 4 54| 4|4 5 5 5| 4 5 4 1315 4 5|5 | 4
7 Arrangement on registration 3 4 5|5 |5 4| 4|4 4 4 | 4|5 |5 4 5 51 4 4 5|14 |5 5 5|14 |5
8 Accessibility and comfortability of the venue 3 5 4 | 5|54 |45 5 514 |5]|5 4 5 51| 4 5 5|1 41|5 5 5| 5|5
As As As |As As As
9 Suggestions and Comments: NA |Be- |NA|NA|NA|NA|NA|NA|Be- [NA|NA|[NA|NA Be- |Be- |NA|NA|Be- [NA|NA|NA|Be- [NA|NA|NA
low low low |low low low
Item / Questionnaire No. 26 | 27 | 28|29 | 30 | 31| 32 (33 (34| 35 [36|37| 38 |39|40 |41 |42 |43 | 44 | 45 |46 | 47 | 48 | 49 | 50
1 Overall rating of the seminar 414154 5 3 4 513 4 4 |5 4 5|14 |5 |5 ]| 4 5 3 41414 |54
2 Topics of the seminar 4 | 5|5 ] 4 5 4 4 5|2 4 5|5 5 4 | 5|5 |5 ] 4 5 3 4 | 45|54
3 Content of the seminar 4 |51 4] 4 5 4 4 4 |3 4 4 | 5 4 4 |4 |5 |44 5 4 4 | 4|54 4
4 Quality of the presentations 4 | 5|5 ] 4 5 4 4 5| 3 4 5|5 4 4 |4 |5 |44 5 3 4 | 4|54 4
5 Usefulness of information presented 3 (5|4 4 5 4 4 513 5 4 | 5 4 514 |5 )| 4] 4 5 4 4 1 4|5 |44

6 | Response of speakers to audience’s question (during Q&A session) | 5 | 4 | 5 | 4 5 3 5 51| 2 5 4|5 5 4 | 5|5 |54 5 3 413|544

7 Arrangement on registration 3|44 4 5 5 4 51| 2 4 5|5 5 4 | 5|5 |44 5 2 4 1413|415

8 Accessibility and comfortability of the venue 414144 5 3 5 51| 2 4 4 |5 5 4 |55 |44 5 4 41514 |5]|5
As As As As As | As

9 Suggestions and Comments: NA |NA|NA|NA| Be- |[NA| Be- [NA|[NA| Be- [NA|NA| Be- |[NA|NA|NA|NA|NA| Be- | Be- [NA|NA |NA |NA |NA
low low low low low | low
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2.You may want to let the quality of speaker’s presentation quality / standard prior to the seminar as there is a big difference between the speakers. Some are really good &
one didn't make as much sense & harder to understand their English.
9.Extend the time for each section that allows speaks to share more of their experience and explain their research result further.

14 45585 OIS TS 40, JEVRTR .
15.More time for some seminars.

18.Recommend to provide online archive for the seminars, e.g. on Youtube.
22.Mr. Millers talk spent too much time on irrelevant topics.

30. Give more time to each speaker.
32. More Soil Management part.

35. More time should be given to each speaker. More material for Mr. Miller & Dr. Billy's part.

38. Maybe don't rush the speakers.

44. Excellent! Looking for more seminars in the future.

45.To increase the public awareness, the powerpoint of the presantaion should be shared after the seminar!
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4 2
Item / Questionnaire No. 51|52 |53|54|55|56|57|58|59|60|61|62|63|64|65|66|67|68|69|70|71(72|73| 74 | 75 |Average > Very Somewhat & Somewhat LT
Satisfied s Neutral (5. . " Idissatisfied [Total
Satisfied dissatisfied

1 Overall rating of the seminar 5|/5|5|5|5|4|4|5|3|4|5[4|5|5|5|5|5|4|4|5|5|5|4| 5|5 4.36 33 36 6 0 0 75
2 Topics of the seminar 5/5({5|5|5|4|4|5|3(4|5(4|5[4|5|5|5|4|4|4|5|4|4| 5 5 451 42 30 2 1 0 75
3 Content of the seminar 4|15|4|5|5|4|4|5|3|4|4|4|5|4|5|4|5|4|5|5|4|5|5|] 5|5 4.33 30 40 5 0 0 75
4 Quality of the presentations 415|5|5|5(3(4(5[3|4|4|4|4|4|5|5|5|4|5|5|4|5|5] 5 5 4.33 33 34 8 0 0 75
5 | Usefulness of information presented| 4 | 5|4 (5|54 |3|5(3|4|4|4(3|5|5|5|5[|4|4|5|5|5|5|5 ]| 5 4.36 33 36 6 0 0 75
g | Response of speakers to audience’s | | o | 4 | 5 |5 | 4| 4|5|3|4|5|4|5|5|5|5|5|4|5|3|5|5[5|5 |5 441 | 40 27 7 1 0 75

question (during Q&A session)
7 Arrangement on registration 5(5|5|5(5|4|3|5|3|4|4|5[4|5|5|5|5|4(4|3|5|5|5]| 5 5 4.37 38 29 6 2 0 75
g | Accessibility and comfortability of | , | o | 5 | 51 4\ 44| 2|3|a|4a|5|5|5|5|5|5|4|5|a|5|5|5|5 |5/ 448 | 43 27 3 2 0 75

the venue

9 Suggestions and Comments: NA[NAINANANA|NANANAINAINAINAINAINANANAINANAINANAINAINAINAINA| NA | NA
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Research-Related Outcome

7.1 Potential for development into research proposal and the proposed course of action
(Maximum half a page)
See7.2and 7.3

7.2 Research collaboration achieved
(Please give details on the achievement and its relevant impact)
- provide networking opportunities with greening and landscaping companies, and we
are planning a series of applied research topics:
@® Naturalised green roof plant species selection
® Ultilization of big data from participatory urban tree observation of citizens

7.3 Any new development and/or challenging research topic(s) has / have been identified and
any new initiative(s) for future research has / have been inspired.

- Future collaborations with Mr. Elango VELAUTHAM on the research topic of leaf
litter for mulching in urban green spaces, and investigate the application potential of
this horticultural practice in Hong Kong

- Study on whether leaf litter will promote the breeding of mosquitoes in urban green
spaces, and citizen’s perception on this issue is currently undergoing by Dr Caroline
LAW and her final year student

- Publication of list of ornamental native herbaceous plants and shrubs with high
potential in urban greenery in Hong Kong by Dr Caroline LAW

7. The Layman’s Summary
(Describe in layman’s language the nature, significance and value of the research activities, in
no more than 200 words)

The seminars on series “Urban Green Infrastructure - enhancing ecosystem services and
biodiversity” are in collaboration with Greening, Landscape and Tree Management Section of
Development Bureau and Hong Kong Institute of Horticultural Science. There are 4 seminars in
total with different themes and purposes. The 1st seminar “Ecosystem Services Provided by Urban
Trees in Urban Spaces” in April aimed to discuss how urban trees can improve problems of air
pollution and carbon sequestration. The 2nd seminar “Building Biodiverse and Healthy Urban
Spaces” in July was being aimed to discuss the selection of native plant species to provide food
sources and habitats for wild life, and also landscaping management strategies. The 3rd seminar
“Planting and Landscape Design for Better Life” in October enhanced the public awareness of the
importance of planting and landscape design for better life. The 4th seminar “Sustainable and
Effective Biotechnical Techniques on Slope Upgrading” in December enhanced the public
awareness of the importance of using sustainable and effective biotechnical techniques on slope
upgrading. All aforementioned seminars got successful concern from the public.
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Part C: Research Output

8. Recognized Conference(s) Paper(s) Related To This Project Was / Were Delivered (As
Applicable)
(Please attach a copy of each conference abstract)

Submitted to
RGC
(indicate the year| Attached | Acknowledged
Month / ending of the to this | the Support of
Year / relevant progress| Report RGC
Place Title Conference Name report) (Yes or No) (Yes or No)
NA
9. Research Personnel Trained (As Applicable)
Name Capacity
Ms Victoria Kwok Research Assistant
Mr Liu Dongzhe Research Assistant
Mr Orange Wang Research Assistant

10. Other Impact (As Applicable)

(e.g. prizes, collaboration with other research institutions, technology transfer, etc.)

We, THEiI, are maintaining long-term relationship in collaboration with other research
institutions and greening and landscaping companies, e.g. Hong Kong University of Education,
Singapore Botanic Garden, Centre for Urban Greenery and Ecology, Botanic Gardens Conservation
International, Kadoorie Farm and Botanic Gardens, Zero Carbon Building, and etc. Research
collaboration in various topics are undergoing.

11. Public Access Of Completion Report
(Please specify the information, if any, that cannot be provided for public access and give the
reasons.)

Information that Cannot Be
Provided for Public Access

NIL

Reasons
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RESEARCH GRANTS COUNCIL
COMPETITIVE RESEARCH FUNDING SCHEMES FOR
THE LOCAL SELF-FINANCING DEGREE SECTOR

INTER-INSTITUTIONAL DEVELOPMENT SCHEME (11DS)

Completion Report - Attachment
(for completed projects only)

RGC Ref. No.: UGC/11DS25/M01/16

Principal Investigator: Dr LAW Man Yee, Caroline

Seminar Series on “Urban Green Infrastructure — enhancing ecosystem
services and biodiversity”

Project Title:

Statistics on Research Outputs

Peer- Scholarly

reviewed Conference Books, Patents Other Research Outputs

Journal Monogra )
Publicati Papers ohs and Awarded (Please specify)

ons Chapters
0 0 0 0 We, THEI, are
maintaining long-term
relationship in
collaboration with other
research institutions and
greening and landscaping
companies, e.g. Hong
No. of outputs Kong _Unlve_rS|ty of
arising directly Educ_atlon, Singapore
. Botanic Garden, Centre
from this
. for Urban Greenery and
research project ;
Ecology, Botanic Gardens
[or conference] X
Conservation
International, Kadoorie
Farm and Botanic
Gardens, Zero Carbon
Building, and etc.
Research collaboration in
various topics are
undergoing.
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