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ABSTRACT: This paper aims to study and practice the construction method and process of multi-dimensional evaluation
model of regional cultural product modeling. Semantic words related to regional culture were collected from the three
dimensions of regional temperament, cultural image and modeling style, and extract them into core semantic words that
can be used as evaluation indicators. Experts are invited to evaluate the weights of evaluation indicators and evaluation
dimensions to obtain evaluation indicators for each dimension and the weight matrix between the three dimensions, which
is used to build a multi-dimensional evaluation model. According to the construction method and process of the
multi-dimensional evaluation model, the design project of Sichuan culture public facilities (garbage bins) was successfully
launched, and the regional and regional characteristics of the final design concept were well recognized. Based on the
evaluation model, the dimensional evaluation value B and comprehensive decision value E of the program can be obtained
from the potential user evaluation scores, assisting the designer to screen more promising prototype solutions and clarify
their optimization direction, which helps to improve the design iteration efficiency and reduce project cost. Therefore, the
multidimensional evaluation model is an efficient and feasible design method for regional cultural products.
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