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Abstract

This study explored the feasibility of evaluating public buildings using large multimodal models (LMMs). By analysing 10 cases of
buildings with different evaluations in the past and present, five keywords were derived and LMM evaluation criteria were developed based
on them. The experimental results showed that the LMM captured the changes in social perceptions and values reflected in architectural

images to a large extent, but showed limitations in complex criteria such as 'innovation' and 'contextuality' that were inconsistent with

existing evaluations. LMMs are valuable as an auxiliary tool for architectural evaluation, but they have limitations in understanding

environmental context and need to be complemented by human qualitative evaluation. Future research is needed to design new prompts to

overcome the context understanding limitations of LMMs.
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