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Indicator System of Quality of Urban Development
from Perspective of Urban Functions

BAO Yuehua , CHEN Qiang
(College of Economics and Management, Tongji University, Shanghai
200092, China)

Abstract: The paper attempts to evaluate the quality of urban
development through objective urban functions development
and subjective public satisfaction. Four types of basic urban
function are proposed such as production. shelter, cultivation
and connection. Then, the relationship between urban
functions and public satisfaction is revealed. Regression models
show that all these elements are important factors in
explaining overall public satisfaction as a whole or individually
and together can explain about 60% of the variation in overall
public satisfaction, which implies that it is not enough for the
urban policy-makers only to concentrate on the development
of urban function of production, all urban functions are of
importance and should be boosted equally. At last, an indicator

system is set up.
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Tab.1 Urban functions and their attributes
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Tab.2 Sample distribution
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Tab.3 Objective indicator system of quality of urban development
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Tab.4 The result of KMO and Bartlett’s test
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Tab.6 Regression analysis of each urban functions and public life satisfacion
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Tab.7 Regression analysis of objective quality of urban development and public life satisfaction
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Tab.8 Conjunctive indicator system of quality of urban development
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