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Abstract: According to the system science and entropy
theory, the paper presents the theoretical concepts and
models about order parameters, quality of order parameters
and alignment degree of urban e-strategy and urban d-strategy
alignment systems. Empirical researching of data of Shanghai
city reveals that the Shanghai urban e-strategic system
evolving status is ordinal, while the urban d-strategic system
and alignment system of the urban e-strategy and urban d-
strategy are in disorder and lack of coordination. Finally some

recommendations are given for practice.
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Tab.1 Indicators and values of urban development strategy from 2005 to 2009

2 # & B2 5 EWREL mBEARA® BHHEA FHEHRS * GDP %3
F&E REDHEA TR A MAFEE by EQH P I LWEmE MEHEL GeEET KT
/&5 GDP ¥ WEE4E HEERHE I H LS GDPH FERE/% L WA EIt5 8
A/ % EWE/ % AR/ % HE/% LLE /% R
2005 2.31 5.13 6. 51 27.5 28.6 23 57.6 0. 883 118.5
2006 2.45 6.01 7.14 27.0 24.4 18 59.5 0.873 131.3
2007 2. 46 7.70 7.20 28.5 25.6 21 61.2 0.833 148.0
2008 2.58 6.92 7.32 29.0 24.8 26 62.7 0. 801 183.3
2009 2.90 13. 27 7.16 29. 4 23.3 28 63. 8 0.727 227.1
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Tab.2 Indicators and values of urban E-Strategy from 2005 to 2009

 RESE EEEGNL . e
Fam APRTODORMSE P 2T BRI ppgme REREE susy 0 msas
LES R LS BroEE i O g :
Ry oy s GDP GDP g /o % K2/ % T/ A&/ % AN
i = P&/ % /% °
2005 9126 83.13 11.9 4,57 8.72 45,2 33.8 4.82 1354
2006 11498 80. 63 12,7 4,73 7.55 52.7 44,9 5.21 1421
2007 13056 69. 44 13. 4 4, 64 6.71 58.1 47.6 6. 04 1607
2008 14604 72. 60 11.5 5. 07 5.77 61,4 53.9 5.18 1614
2009 16915 77.27 9.6 5.13 3.97 65,1 60. 6 4.59 1528
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Tab.3 The order degree and qualities of urban D-Strategy parameters from 2005 to 2009
FEE/Ffy  wlan) i Cerz) w1 Ce1z) w1 Cews) u1 Cers) w1 Cets) w1 Ce17) w1 (e18) w1 Cers)
2005 0.01 0.01 0. 04 0,03 0. 37 0. 33 0. 08 0.10 0.12
2006 0.17 0.11 0. 08 0,02 0.13 0. 06 0. 31 0.14 0. 20
2007 0.18 0. 30 0.09 0. 05 0. 20 0.22 0.53 0. 34 0. 30
2008 0.31 0.21 0.09 0. 06 0.16 0. 50 0.71 0. 50 0.52
2009 0. 67 0.92 0. 08 0. 06 0.07 0. 61 0. 85 0. 87 0.79
Q 0. 46 0. 24 0.21 0. 39 0.13 0. 44 0. 45 0. 34 0.53
4 2005—2009 SEFHHEEUBBEFREFSESEERFE
Tab.4 The order degree and qualities of urban E-Strategy parameters from 2005 to 2009
FEE/Fly  wlen) uz Cegs) uz Cezz) uz Cezs) uz Cezs) uz Cezs) uz Cezr) uz (e2s) uz Cezo)
2005 0.02 0. 88 0. 58 0,02 0. 98 0.01 0.11 0. 09 0.15
2006 0.31 0.73 0.74 0.07 0.75 0.37 0. 43 0. 20 0.35
2007 0.51 0.03 0. 88 0. 04 0.58 0.62 0. 50 0. 44 0. 88
2008 0.70 0.23 0. 50 0.16 0. 39 0.78 0. 68 0.19 0. 90
2009 0.99 0.52 0.12 0.18 0.03 0. 96 0. 87 0.03 0. 65
Q 0.59 0. 30 0.13 0. 36 0. 00 0.58 0.54 0. 30 0.31
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Tab.5 Strategy fitness degree and subsystems’ order
degree from 2005 to 2009
£y w1 (e:) uz Ce;) C
2005 0. 06 0.11 —
2006 0.09 0. 36 0.1
2007 0.18 0.32 0
2008 0. 23 0.43 0. 07
2009 0. 31 0. 26 0
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