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ABSTRACT

The aim of this study is to prioritize the indicators influencing the creation of a green
university using the fuzzy Delphi approach. First, through theoretical studies and semi-
structured interviews with 50 experts in the fields of environment, sustainable
development, and green universities, 20 key indicators were identified and finalized.
These indicators include optimal energy consumption, water resource management,
waste reduction, green building design, sustainable transportation, and modern
technologies. To ensure the validity of the data collection instrument, content validity
was confirmed by experts, and the reliability of the tool was verified using Cronbach’s
alpha (0.898), indicating high validity and reliability of the questionnaire. The Delphi
process was conducted in two consecutive rounds, and fuzzy techniques such as
triangular fuzzy numbers and fuzzy pairwise comparison matrices were employed for
data analysis. The findings showed that three main indicators (energy consumption
management, reduction of resource consumption, and enhancement of environmental
awareness) had the highest priorities. Moreover, the experts emphasized that the
effective implementation of green strategies requires the active participation of all
university members, including students, faculty, and staff. The results of this study can
serve as a basis for strategic planning and decision-making toward the development of
sustainable and green universities.
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Introduction

In the context of escalating environmental crises and
the pressing global call for sustainable development,
higher education institutions have assumed a pivotal
role in advancing ecological awareness and
environmental stewardship. Universities, as centers of
research, learning, and innovation, bear a significant
responsibility for shaping the knowledge, attitudes,
and behaviors of future leaders who will determine the
trajectory of sustainable development. Against this
backdrop, the concept of the “Green University” has
emerged as an essential paradigm within higher
education, one that seeks to minimize the ecological
footprint of campuses while integrating sustainability
principles into academic, operational, and cultural
dimensions (Roshani et al., 2023; Pouramini &
Bashkooh, 2023).

The Green University model extends beyond
environmental management; it encompasses an
institutional commitment to sustainability through
teaching, research, community engagement, and
governance. It promotes the efficient use of resources,
the development of environmentally friendly
infrastructure, the adoption of renewable energy, and
the cultivation of sustainable lifestyles among students
and staff (Tajeddini & Nasiri, 2022; Mirfalah
Damouchali & Kiamoghadam, 2022). Moreover,
universities have become testbeds for technological
innovation, social transformation, and policy
experimentation in sustainability (Bahmaniyari et al.,
2020; Vahidi et al., 2020).

Despite increasing attention to sustainability in
higher education, many institutions still lack a
systematic and data-driven framework for identifying
and prioritizing the most influential indicators in
achieving green university status. In Iran, as in many
developing countries, there is limited empirical
research applying quantitative decision-making
models to this issue. The present study therefore
aimed to prioritize the key indicators influencing the
creation of green universities in Iran by employing the
Fuzzy Delphi Method (FDM) — a hybrid approach
that integrates expert consensus with fuzzy logic to
address ambiguity and uncertainty in human
judgments.

Previous studies across various countries have
identified a broad array of sustainability indicators in
university contexts, including energy management
(Roshani et al., 2023), waste reduction (Esmaili et al.,
2022), water conservation (Moghimi et al., 2023), and
sustainable mobility (Kyrychenko et al., 2021).
Furthermore, global experiences have demonstrated
that the success of Green Universities depends not
only on technological investments but also on cultural
transformation,  stakeholder = engagement, and
educational reform (Atici et al., 2021; Ali & Anufriev,

2020).

Kyrychenko et al. (2021) emphasized the role of
universities in building a sustainable public health
system, while Liu and Ren (2020) explored strategies
for designing energy-efficient campus buildings.
Similarly, Gholami et al. (2020) identified the
institutional and managerial barriers to implementing
green campus operations. Within the Iranian context,
recent research has underscored the need for a
localized framework that incorporates environmental,
social, and economic dimensions of sustainability
(Roshani et al., 2023; Pouramini & Bashkooh, 2023).

However, the literature also reveals that many
studies have focused on isolated aspects of
sustainability, such as green buildings or waste
management, rather than establishing comprehensive,
prioritized frameworks for action (Tshivhase &
Bisschoff, 2023).

Hence, this study aimed to fill this gap by
developing and prioritizing a holistic set of indicators
that integrate environmental, social, economic, and
technological perspectives relevant to Iranian higher
education institutions.

Methodology

This study employed the Fuzzy Delphi Method
(FDM) to identify, refine, and prioritize the indicators
most influential in establishing Green Universities.
The FDM combines the traditional Delphi technique’s
iterative consensus process with fuzzy logic, enabling
more nuanced handling of linguistic uncertainties in
expert opinions.

Participants and Data Collection: Fifty
experts participated in the Delphi rounds, selected
through purposive sampling to ensure high levels of
expertise and  diversity. Participants included
university professors, environmental consultants,
green project managers, and sustainability researchers,
representing both public (70%) and private (30%)
universities in Iran. The experts’ age distribution
ranged from 30 to over 60 years, and their
professional experience averaged between 11 and 20
years. Approximately half held PhD degrees, and the
remainder Master’s degrees.

Instrument Development and Validation: The
research instrument was developed through an
extensive literature review and semi-structured
interviews with domain experts. Initial interviews and
theoretical analysis yielded twenty potential indicators
related to  environmental, managerial, and
technological sustainability (Tables 2—4 in the main
article). To ensure reliability, Cronbach’s alpha was
0.898, confirming excellent internal consistency.
Content validity was established through expert
review.

The Delphi process was conducted in two rounds.
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In the first round, participants evaluated the relevance
and impact of each indicator using linguistic scales
(e.g., “very low,” “low,” “average,” “high,” “very
high”), which were subsequently converted into
triangular fuzzy numbers for quantitative analysis.
Indicators with a defuzzification score below 0.7 were
excluded after the first round.

In the second round, experts re-evaluated all
indicators based on the feedback and aggregated
results from the previous stage. Fuzzy aggregation and
defuzzification techniques were used to calculate final
scores and establish a ranked list of prioritized
indicators. The inclusion of triangular fuzzy numbers
and defuzzification allowed for precise quantification
of expert consensus while managing subjectivity and
uncertainty inherent in linguistic judgments (Anthony,
2021; Kdhler & Kaiser, 2021).

Results

Round One Findings: In the first Delphi round, 12 of
the 20 indicators achieved the acceptance threshold (>
0.7). These included Optimal Energy Consumption,
Waste Reduction, Green Building Design, Sustainable
Transportation, Environmental Education and
Awareness, Promoting a Culture of Sustainability,
Green Space Development, Carbon Management,
Strategic Planning for Sustainability, Encouraging
Sustainable Research, International Collaboration, and
Use of Solar Energy. The remaining eight indicators
(including Hazardous Waste Management,
Establishment of Green Innovation Centers, Circular
Economy Development, Procurement Policy Reform,
and Community Engagement) were initially rejected
due to lower defuzzification scores.

Round Two Findings: In the second round, expert
consensus increased significantly. All 20 indicators
exceeded the acceptance threshold (= 0.7), with
defuzzified scores ranging between 0.80 and 0.89.
This indicated a strong convergence of opinions
among participants regarding the multifaceted nature
of the Green University concept.

The final ranking revealed that Promoting a
Culture  of  Sustainability = ranked  highest
(defuzzification = 0.89; final weight = 0.534),
followed closely by Green Building Design,
Environmental Education and Awareness, and Green
Space Development (defuzzification = 0.87 each).

Indicators related to Sustainable Transportation,
Carbon Management, Encouraging Sustainable
Research, and International Collaboration shared
similar scores (0.86). In contrast, the Establishment of
Green  Innovation  Centers  ranked  lowest
(defuzzification = 0.80; final weight = 0.480),
suggesting that while innovation is valuable, cultural
and behavioral transformations are considered more
immediate priorities within the Iranian context.

Interpretation of Results: The prioritization
pattern reflects an integrated perspective that values
cultural and educational interventions as foundational
to sustainability implementation. While technological
measures (e.g., energy management, renewable
energy) and managerial strategies (e.g., strategic
planning, procurement reform) are essential, they are
perceived as secondary to the human and cultural
dimensions that drive long-term behavioral change
(Aboramadan, 2022; Wu, 2021).

The study’s findings emphasize that achieving a
green university requires a balanced approach
encompassing environmental, social, and economic
dimensions. In the second round of the Delphi
analysis, expert consensus increased, and all twenty
indicators achieved defuzzification scores above 0.7.
The  highest-ranked indicator, promoting a
sustainability culture (defuzzification = 0.89; final
weight = 0.534), underscores that institutional
transformation begins with people, not infrastructure.
This confirms the Persian results indicating that
cultural and educational dimensions rank higher than
technological and economic ones. This finding is
consistent ~ with ~ Aboramadan  (2022), who
demonstrated that green human resource management
and employee engagement are key mediators of
sustainable behavior in universities.

Indicators such as green building design,
environmental  education, and green  space
development (defuzzification = 0.87) jointly ranked
second, highlighting the importance of physical
environment design and learning processes in
fostering sustainability. These results align with
international research emphasizing the role of built
environments in reducing carbon emissions and
promoting environmental literacy (Atici et al., 2021;
Liu & Ren, 2020). Likewise, green space development
supports psychological well-being and environmental
aesthetics, fostering campus environments that inspire
sustainable practices (Kohler & Kaiser, 2021).

Indicators including sustainable transportation,

carbon =~ management, encouraging  sustainable
research, and international collaboration
(defuzzification = 0.86) followed closely,

demonstrating the importance of operational
strategies, advanced technologies, and global
cooperation in achieving sustainability. This finding
supports Tshivhase & Bisschoff (2023), who stressed
the value of cross-institutional collaboration for
benchmarking and knowledge exchange.

Furthermore, hazardous waste management and
procurement policy reform received relatively high
scores, reflecting increased awareness among Iranian
universities of the need for effective policy
integration. Procurement policies influence supply
chains and resource use, while proper management of
chemical waste prevents environmental
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contamination—both  crucial  for institutional
compliance with sustainability standards (Vahidi et
al., 2020).

In contrast, green innovation centers ranked lowest
(defuzzification = 0.80; final weight = 0.480), while
circular economy development also received a lower
ranking. This may stem from limited infrastructure,
resource constraints, and the early developmental
stage of green innovation ecosystems in Iranian higher
education. However, these indicators possess
significant long-term potential for scaling up
sustainability through research and entrepreneurship
(Gholami et al., 2020).

Implications and Recommendations: The
findings provide actionable insights for policymakers,
university ~ administrators, = and  sustainability
practitioners seeking to operationalize green university
initiatives.

Cultural Transformation: The leading role of
promoting  sustainability culture implies that
awareness campaigns, training programs, and
participatory ~ governance  should precede or
accompany technical interventions. Embedding
sustainability values into curricula and student life is
essential (Atici et al., 2021; Wu, 2021).

Operational Sustainability: The inclusion of
sustainable transportation and carbon management as
mid-ranked priorities reflects the operational
dimensions of sustainability. Initiatives such as
bicycle-friendly infrastructure, electric vehicles, and
carbon auditing can significantly reduce universities’
ecological footprints (Kyrychenko et al., 2021; Ali &
Anufriev, 2020).

Integrated Strategic Planning: University
management should align sustainability objectives
across departments, linking academic activities,
infrastructure  development, and  administrative
policies under unified strategic plans (Anthony, 2021).

Investment in Green Infrastructure: Although
cultural aspects ranked higher, the importance of
green building design and renewable energy adoption
remains critical. Universities should implement energy
audits, use smart systems for resource optimization,
and adopt bioclimatic architectural principles
(Behzadpour & Khakzand, 2021).

Monitoring and Evaluation: The inclusion of
continuous monitoring and evaluation among the
approved indicators highlights the necessity of
measurable benchmarks such as carbon footprint
analysis and waste-tracking systems (Shahriari et al.,
2020).

International Benchmarking: Participation in
international  sustainability rankings (e.g., UI

GreenMetric) and partnerships can facilitate mutual
learning and external validation of progress (Atici et
al., 2021).

Policy and Governance: Revising procurement
policies and establishing institutional frameworks for
hazardous waste management will ensure long-term
compliance with environmental standards and reduce
institutional risks (Fawehinmi et al., 2020; Vahidi et
al., 2020).

Research and Innovation: Despite lower
rankings, developing green innovation centers and
promoting sustainability research remain key for
fostering innovation ecosystems and student
entrepreneurship (Kohler & Kaiser, 2021).

Conclusion

This research contributes to the growing body of
knowledge on sustainability in higher education by
developing and empirically validating a set of
prioritized indicators for creating green universities in
Iran. Using the Fuzzy Delphi Method, the study
successfully captured expert consensus and reduced
uncertainty in prioritizing twenty interrelated
indicators.

The results underscore that the path toward a green
university is multidimensional, requiring simultaneous
attention to  cultural change, environmental
management, technological advancement, and
institutional governance. Among these, promoting
sustainability culture emerged as the cornerstone,
reaffirming the centrality of human awareness and
participation in achieving sustainability goals.

By aligning with global findings (Aboramadan,
2022; Atici et al., 2021; Roshani et al., 2023) while
contextualizing them within Iran’s socio-economic
and educational realities, the study offers both
theoretical and practical implications. The proposed
indicator hierarchy can serve as a strategic roadmap
for policymakers and university leaders to plan,
implement, and evaluate green initiatives effectively.

Future research could extend this framework
through comparative cross-country studies,
longitudinal assessments of implementation progress,
and integration with quantitative performance metrics
such as energy audits, life-cycle analyses, and
sustainability reporting standards.

Ultimately, this study affirms that the
transformation toward green universities is not solely
a technological or infrastructural endeavor—it is
fundamentally a cultural evolution rooted in
education, awareness, and collaborative action across
all levels of the academic community.
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Ghoran Orimi et al., 2022 Reducing water consgmpti_on and utilizing Management
recycling and purification systems.
Esmaeili et al., 2022; Rl 55 bilews 5 dll; céljl 5 uals . B
Yadegari Dehdakordi & Reducing and recycling waste within the Waste M 6
Nilashi, 2022 university campus. aste Management
5 sloasliy ) 5l slabjel (xS higel 5 siluSin b
Atici et al., 2021; Wu, e 90l slmolS 8 et 7
2021 Including sustainability education in academic ~ Environmental Education
curricula and workshops. and Awareness
Kyrychenko et al., 2021; - 0o . b J&
o 9 S 4l bl jloslinal 5 (eges Jiig o> gy ek Josdo> 8

Ali & Anufriev, 2020

Sustainable Transportation
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References Description Indicator Row
REWR 4
Promoting public transportation and the use of
electric and low-emission vehicles.
Al’lthOIly. 2021: Shahriari Lol 3 d)bﬁt.’, dl)g @b dlﬁ‘\&l}){ 9 La’wL.w L))5.,\; LS)IAi\-.f. dl).g n_i.:).:l)m\ d},v_)énljﬁ
et’al. 2620 Developing comprehensive sustainability Strategic Planning for 9
’ policies and plans for universities. Sustainability
gty (gly oD Lagzo )3 juww (glaliad (4)lapSS 4 2k
Liu & Ren, 2020; Qazi et o b le s o S35 Ao "
al., 2020 Creating and maintaining green spaces on Green Space Development
campus to enhance air quality and
environmental conditions.
ol (sl 0oL slaguygi 9 st yo sla iy cual
Gholami et al., 2020; O sl rom’ g st e oot s
Adnyana & Sudriati, -olSsls (531 RIS P 11
2022 Installing solar panels and wind turbines to Use of Renewable Energy
supply energy for the university.
. Gl oje o Sladss glaojey | cules
Koéhler & Kaiser, 2021; 7T J ] R0 o Sl g% & §r9dd
Tshivhase & Bischof, _ PR Encouraging Green 12
2023 Support.mg te.search prOJectg focused on Research
sustainability and the environment.
5l odlaal (gilwaingy (slp Sadign (slapimm | oolisl e o ose el ool
Aboramadan, 2022; Ni et .l P ente o
al.. 2022 . j E | Smart Management 13
2 Using smart systems to optimize the S
N ystems
utilization of resources.
u’_'>)\> é:l.m 4 u.i..m)lj u..\!blf 9 lem @L.n )l odlaiw!
Fawe_hinmi et al., 2020; Layia s o e gl 3l oslizal 4
Liu & Ren, 2020 Using local resources to reduce dependency Use of Local Resources
on external sources and lower costs.
sloasls 5 5l belisly gyl o Slas 5 os)llas
iari 4 oo b)) g cyllas
Shahriari et al., 2020; (S 9 oS : Sy = 15
Vahidi et al., 2020 Monitoring university sustainability Continuous Monitoring and
performance through quantitative and Evaluation
qualitative indicators.
g e (gladiio; > (Mol Bo5gp 1> &S ylie
9 (S jlare sdiej On EBej9n D <5
. lops sl 095
Kohler & Kaiser, 2021; o P il :,w < f‘f)l:wb ?‘” | 16
; romotion of Internationa
Aboramadan, 2022 Engaging in international projects related to Cooperation
environmental and green initiatives.
Copde g SUybs lowd dlgo 5l edlizwl yials b Bl ,
Tshivhase & Bischof, e Sh dukj ) o= ot slabilony Lal,lS o e
2023; Ghoran Orimi et o el e Efficient Chemical Waste 17
al., 2022 Ehml.natmg or.reducu.lg the use of hazardous Management
chemicals and improving waste management.
9 o Sjlee 4 29 b Closd g SV g sl Ml
Pouramini & Bashkooh, .6 Ai).} SBee T
2023; Qazi et al., 2020 . . Sustainable Procurement 18
’ - Purchasing products and services based on Policies
green and sustainability standards.
> AW gl gl pln g 3lge 5l sae ooliwl
Gholami et al., 2020; ey SHOEE S ey T S0 ol SLadl donngs
Yadegari Dehdakordi & S0 19

Nilashi, 2022

Reusing materials and resources to reduce
waste and improve efficiency.

Development of the
Circular Economy
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sl 3 IRl dnsls 5 bty o Lie il
Moghimi et al., 2024; B dnoly )l s
Raad & Jabari, 2021 : = . : i 20
aa abarl, Enhancing student and academic community Community Engagement
participation in green programs.
6ol Sldlas o 88 e 5l ol Sl slbasls £ Joas
Table 4. Final Indicators from Expert Opinions and Theoretical Studies
References Description Indicator Row
Roshani et al., 2023; 25 wlie g (655 2l )5 g 5l o3l &5 Bpan Cople
Pouramini & Bashkooh, Use of efficient energy systems and renewable Energy Consumption 1
2023 resources. Management
o . Silwdige g mle Coplo O pg slagygld 5l aslawwl
Moghimi & Hashemnejad, ek ” ) -u.)y e o el e yolid ] odlil
2024; Ghoran Orimi et al., syl 3 s SRS . 2
2022 Use of modern technologies in resource Use of Green Technologies
management and process optimization.
. Sl Bpae b lapladles 5 juw (55lore 55,54
Esmaeili et al., 2022; SAREEN Ay i ) . el ol b
Yadegari Dehdakordi & ot s SBO e S 3
Nilashi, 2022 Application of green architecture and low- Green Building Design
energy buildings.
b 5 oY1 plo g o) aaSlieo HLil ials
Bahmaniyari et al., 2020; il )b (gjlodige LB slajl5 rals 4
Vahidi et al., 2020 Reducing CO2 and other emissions through Greenhouse Gas Reduction
process optimization.
Kyrychenko et al., 2021, M O glie o e
Ali & Anufriev, 2020 ‘ . 3
! nuiriey, Reducing water consumption and utilizing Water Resource Management
recycling and purification systems.
Tajeddini & Nasiri, 2022; ol jd bilawy 9 dl; cdljl 5 ials . B
Mirfalah Damouchali & Reducing and recycling waste within the Waste M 6
Kiamoghadam, 2020 university aste Management
5 0 slaasby ) (o)l lagbjeel xS o .
Atici etal., 2021; W, bisel slmol S atis) Rigel 5 lokinsg
2021 ] g - Environmental Education and 7
Inclusion of sustainability education in Awareness
academic curricula and workshops.
5 S ald flog jloslinal g (egee Jiig o> gy
. a l L’ ey
Expert Interview S paenS Y 2l Jog e . 8
Promoting public transportation and the use of Sustainable Transportation
electric and low-consumption vehicles.
. . Kl 1L 6l mels ladol g dcuwlaw pgls 1L lp SOl ] (6 5)4eb
Llu&Ren, 2020’ QaZl et ° ‘))a.ks)‘i?.: d)”é‘ sl g o (oY S Lsf )’)"M’ S Ry4eby 9
al., 2020 Developing pol}c1es‘ gnd.comprehe.n.swe plans Strategic .}’lanpmg for
for sustainability in universities. Sustainability
Do dl)é oKy e 30 jaw salas d)l.x.gfd 9 .\\.‘?q‘
Rad, M., & Jabbari, 2021; Lo g lon cudS .o .
s s g > - 9 l9® Cuny 3 Lad
Behzadpour & Khakzand, Foo (S1285 day 10

Creating and maintaining green areas on
campus to improve air and environmental
quality.

2021 Green Space Development
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b (sl o2k sl g sy sl iy o
Anthony., 2021; Shahriari o5l g5, s (g5l 51 eolil 1
etal., 2020 Installing solar panels and wind turbines to Use of Renewable Energy
supply energy for the university.
Kohler & Kaiser, 20215 cawgjlazes 5 5l 0jo> 3 Slhdod sboejyn | coles o Sloytings & rgi
Tshivhase & Bischof, Supporting research projects in the field of Encoﬁra 0 Gréeﬁ R“esearch 12
2023 sustainability and the environment. ging
51 olsnl (¢ jlwdins (gly Lo dLmW” w31 oozl el Co (F9%: |
Kohler & Kaiser, 2021; ’ Tt e * ’ Hedgh ."ﬂ"\‘ o i
Aboramadan, 2022 ole Establishment of Smart 13
Using smart systems to optimize resource use. Management Systems
L;'>)l> é)L\A & &.fi‘“‘)lf u&mlf 9 ‘_;bu é.;l.\.p )l odliiuwl
Tshivhase & Bischof, aaiy 5o ials gl e o osli]
2023; Ghoran Orimi et al., Using local resources and reducin, e 14
2022 g g Use of Local Resources
dependence on external sources to reduce
costs.
laasls b 5l el gyl 3)Shes s o)l
. S g oS soie 2l g o)l
Expert Interview Monitoring universities” sustainability Continuous Moqitoring and 15
performance through quantitative and Evaluation
qualitative indicators.
g jlare (gladio; > (Mol (slrojgy 0 Sl
9 (s jlaue ladise ) Om SW®ejn )d <5
. low sl 209,
Gholami et al., 2020; oy P ool ‘ty < f‘f’f‘ﬂ C;j”) { 16
o ? romotion of Internationa
Adnyana & Sudriati, 2022 p,ticipating in international environmental Cooperation
and green projects.
Copdo g Sbyas Sl dgo 5l oolawwl pals b cdis p
Gholami et al., 2020; i 3 ey du’ ".ijo ) i wlhows labilons 20l )8 o e
Yadeggri De?hdakordi & o 'b. _w Efficient Management of 17
Nilashi, 2022 Ehm{natmg or.reducn.lg the use of hazardous Chemical Waste
chemicals and improving waste management.
Shahriari et al., 2020; ;;'%1;9 )w dm)(l;” = 4?9;16 QL‘fb ot i = L5 bcwluw N 13
Vahidi et al., 2020 urchasing products and services according to Procurement Policy Reform
green and sustainable criteria.
Soe 9 AW LialS (gl mlio g dlge I saze ealitwl / domls sl
D a8l dxwgd
Pouramini & Bashkooh, “(£390 % < 7
2023 Ghazi et al.. 2020 ; [ Development of Circular 19
) " Reusing of materials and resources to Economy
reduce waste and improve efficiency.
sl y > 2L drls o obezeiily e )lie il 58l
Moghimi et al., 2023; Rad, o dxoly S lie > 20

M., & Jabbari, 2021

Enhancing student and university community
participation in green programs.

Community Engagement
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Table 5. Composition of Expert Members
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Fe=0) Jlo
20% 10 J
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b £ YL
10% 5 J?e
Over 60 years
50% 25 2] gl 8
Master’s degree M
S5 Education
50% 25
Ph.D
60% 30 it
Male S
o Gender
40% 20 <
Female
Kol sbewl
30% 15 e
University Professor
20% 10 G jlarme (Wl )L Holie » )
Environmental Consultant/Expert b Caabge
20% 10 oo (sboojop Jsiuo b e Job Position
Green Project Manager
- L, Z ry
30% 15 e b Ninssy
Researcher
Vo0 Jlo
30% 15 J
5-10 years
b < 15 4;
40% 20 gtk z
11-20 years Work Experience
R
30% 15 v it 5%
More than 20 years
Jgd ol
70% 35 ol o5 )
Public University ol gg5
30% 15 opas oSl Type of University
Private University
40% 20 GL“-‘-‘-’U °)5)‘ l‘ alae O )l pros
More than 5 papers/projects
50% 25 L; ".." 5 035)7; lﬂ AJLE" a U\ L; “u" 5 “"ifL"’
1 to 5 papers/projects Research Background
10% 5 LfLw S 0j90 Lﬂ s ) )I )“"’S
Less than 1 paper/project
olitiw y 5Lzl T Jg
Table 6. Questionnaire Validity
Cronbach's alpha index Number of questions
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Table 7. First Round of Results of the Delphi Questionnaire on Green University Indicators
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Energy
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Building
Design
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1 .
= 50 0.76 095 080 053 1140 960 630  Sustainable
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Culture of
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Approved
Development
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50 0.86 1.00 093 0.65 12.00 11.10 7.80 Carbon
Approved

Management
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snbpac Sl
Not 50 0.61 083  0.65 036 1000 780 430 e 14
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3510 sl
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Innovation
Centers
&5 5l eolawl
& .
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Approved Use of Solar
Energy
laidl dawgs
aobpse &loyls
Not 50 0.53 0.74 055 029 890 6.60 3.50 Development 17
Approved of the
Circular
Economy
bl g ol
aobpse yosws
Not 50 0.67 0.87 0.71 043 1040 8.50 5.10 Continuous 18
Approved Monitoring
and
Evaluation
ol
3bipas 2 sl
Not 50 0.65 0.85 0.69 040 1020 8.30 4.80 Procurement 19
Approved Policy
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Table 8. Second Round of Results of the Delphi Questionnaire on Green University Indicators
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Table 9. Ranking of Effective Indicators in Creating a Green University
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