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0. 588 6 12 0. 626 2 8 0. 657 8 5 0. 6459 4 0. 602 3 8
0. 622 4 7 0. 657 7 2 0. 5830 13 0. 487 6 24 0. 460 6 26
0. 593 0 9 0. 546 4 16 0. 540 1 17 0.528 9 20 0.534 0 18
0. 443 8 30 0. 476 8 27 0. 490 9 23 0.472 8 27 0. 457 6 27
0. 506 4 19 0.533 2 19 0. 505 2 22 0. 533 8 19 0. 452 3 29
0. 564 3 16 0.582 8 14 0.5811 14 0.537 8 17 0. 539 4 17
0.592 0 10 0. 585 4 13 0. 613 2 11 0. 5591 14 0. 5537 15
0. 478 4 23 0. 456 1 29 0. 469 9 26 0. 544 8 16 0.5310 19
0. 407 8 31 0. 396 9 31 0. 440 1 30 0. 360 5 32 0. 394 4 31
0. 490 5 21 0. 519 3 21 0.528 0 20 0.579 7 11 0. 607 4 7
0. 5817 13 0. 653 3 3 0. 656 3 6 0. 680 5 2 0. 675 6 2
0. 662 3 3 0. 649 2 5 0. 688 0 2 0. 654 8 3 0. 703 1 1
0. 656 5 5 0. 669 7 1 0. 695 5 1 0. 6819 1 0. 597 4 9
0. 547 7 18 0. 536 9 18 0. 589 5 12 0. 603 3 7 0. 499 5 24
0. 603 1 8 0.5959 11 0.616 8 10 0.5018 22 0. 628 6
0. 591 2 11 0. 617 5 10 0.622 0 9 0. 534 2 18 0. 620 3 4
0. 629 9 6 0. 586 3 12 0. 577 6 15 0. 568 2 13 0. 563 7 14
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0. 257 6 34 0. 202 5 35 0. 189 3 35 0. 178 7 35 0. 220 9 35
0. 443 8 29 0. 373 8 32 0. 456 6 29 0. 414 2 30 0. 368 3 32
0.271 2 33 0.312 3 33 0. 344 7 34 0. 341 8 33 0. 339 5 34
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Evaluation on the Level of Ecological Civilization in Chinese Cities
CHENG Jin-hua, PENG Xinjie, FENG Yin

Abstract: It is the basic goal of urban ecological civilization construction to be suitable for living and engaging in
economic activities Cities in China can be divided into large cities and small and mediumr-sized cities according to
the population scale. The key problems to be solved in the process of upgrading the livable level of the two kinds
of cities are different, and the emphasis of ecological civilization evaluation is different. Therefore, it is necessa-
ry to construct the index system of ecological civilization in big cities and small and mediunrsized cities, and e-
valuate the development level of urban ecological civilization. Taking 35 provincial and sub-provincial cities in
China and 7 small and mediunmrsized cities in Hubei Province as the objects, this paper analyzes and evaluates
the construction of urban ecological civilization in China, The conclusion is as follows: (1) The basic evaluation
system of urban ecological civilization in China should be constructed from four dimensions: land and space opti-
mization, resource and energy utilization, ecological environment protection and governance, and ecological
system construction; (2) China’ s big cities are faced with the problems of high population density, traffic
congestion and unequal allocation of public service resources in the central urban areas. On the other hand, small
and mediunrsized cities are faced with the problems of idle and wasteful land resources, weak awareness of eco-
logical environment protection, low efficiency of resource and energy utilization, and so on. The construction of
differential index system should be based on the problems of resources and environment faced by cities of differ-
ent sizes and the outstanding contradiction of social and economic development; (3) From 2011 to 2015, the ec
ological civilization index of Chinese cities is in a state of small fluctuation, and the overall trend is better. The
cities with high ecological civilization index in big cities tend to have the characteristics of balanced development
of economy and environment, and most of them are concentrated in the eastern coastal areas The development
of each dimension in the cities with high ecological civilization index in small and medium-sized cities in China is
balanced, and there is no obvious weak dimension.

Key words: land and space optimization; ecological system construction; ecological civilization index
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