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1
2011 7 2012 5.0
2013 8.8 .
2. “ ”
3.2 3
N 4
( 0
3 11

2010 0.478 0.409 0.367 0.231 0.617 0.616 0.197 0.210 0.213 0.220 0.134
2011 0.451 0.427 0.258 0.226 0.595 0.581 0.169 0.196 0.221 0.207 0.122
2012 0.461 0.436 0.403 0.218 0. 606 0. 623 0.173 0.203 0.230 0.211 0. 141
2013 0.448 0.518 0.406 0.230 0.626 0.608 0.163 0.192 0.269 0.211 0.141
2014 0.423 0.504 0.398 0.222 0.595 0.591 0.164 0.185 0.223 0.205 0.127
2010 0.764 0.362 0.061 0.320 0.176 0.314 0.602 0.203 0.237 0.372 0.514
2011 0.753 0.409 0.095 0.645 0.196 0.422 0.612 0.279 0.202 0.603 0.346
2012 0.728 0.427 0.093 0.628 0.223 0.453 0.631 0.297 0.256 0. 647 0.371
2013 0.578 0.330 0.069 0.225 0.150 0.357 0.525 0.278 0.197 0.324 0.744
2014 0.771 0.399 0.091 0.306 0.201 0.421 0. 690 0.379 0.569 0.439 0.389
2010 0.472 0.408 0.327 0.360 0.304 0.729 0.517 0.474  0.431 0.399 0.514
2011 0.351 0.328 0.249 0.307 0.145 0.533 0.429 0.310 0.322 0.341 0.591
2012 0.403 0.326 0.306 0.329 0.377 0.735 0.442 0.361 0.315 0.340 0.335
2013 0.367 0.312 0.221 0.272 0.363 0.758 0.371 0.328 0.273 0.300 0.366
2014 0.362 0.279 0.252 0.361 0.247 0.362 0.689 0.854 0.382 0.357 0.510
2010 0.329 0.562 0. 151 0.257 0.483 0.538 0.342 0.227 0.196 0.073 0. 348
2011 0.343 0.386 0.147 0.281 0.339 0.463 0.357 0.054 0.204 0.124 0.634
2012 0.427 0.378 0.313 0.297 0.637 0.698 0.328 0.166 0.219 0.128 0.175
2013 0.442 0.373 0. 144 0.249 0.627 0.724 0.224 0.122  0.195 0.055 0.235
2014 0.535 0.444  0.137 0.321 0.582 0.372 0.432 0. 541 0.269 0.079 0.309
2010 0.356 0.636 0.624 0.567 0.624  0.591 0.581 0.612 0.712 0.623 0.457
2011 0.381 0.559 0.641 0.570 0.572 0.646 0.668 0.647 0.704 0.680 0.422
2012 0.388 0.584  0.565 0.545 0.739 0.407 0.712 0.631 0.712 0. 647 0.383
2013 0.819 0.830 0.224 0.840 0.903 0.884 0.852 0.865 0.8068 0.850 0.857
2014 0.524 0.725 0.431 0.339  0.361 0.511 0.432  0.631 0.506 0.670 0.414
2010 0.714 0.554 0.262 0.331 0.510 0.615 0.534 0.252 0.283 0.333 0.450
2011 0.669 0.549 0.289 0.502 0.498 0.690 0.505 0.238 0.270 0.440 0.470
2012 0. 649 0.509 0.321 0.457 0.586 0.720 0.472 0.243 0.264 0.436 0.238
2013 0.649 0.508 0.233 0.296 0.529 0.683 0.445 0.292  0.288 0.307 0.532
2014 0.707 0.582 0.281 0.289 0.509 0.597 0.539 0.483 0.457 0.363 0.326
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The Study on Evaluation Index System Establishment and
Comprehensive Evaluation in City’s Ecological Civilization Construction

Based on the Eleven Cities in Jiangxi

XU Ye WEI Ru CHEN Yanfang
( School of Statistics Jiangxi Economic Forecasting and Decision-Making Research Center

Jiangxi University of Finance and Economics Nanchang Jiangxi 330013 China)

Abstract: Based on five dimensions( eco-economy eco-environment eco-culture eco-institution eco-habitat) a new
evaluation index system in ecological civilization construction is established which contains much richer connota—
tions. Targeted Jiangxi province and its cities AHP analysis method and TOPSIS method are integrated to evaluate
both ecological civilization construction and its five dimensions comprehensively in Jiangxi province. The conclusions
indicate that five dimensions of ecological civilization construction in Jiangxi province are in a pretty low level and
there are various problems in economic development industrial restructuring energy conservation and emission
reduction investment in environmental protection people’s life and so on when accelerating its construction. There
are certain degree of incompatibilities in the progress between Jiangxi’s ecological civilization construction and its
five dimensions and according to the ranking the construction of eco-habitat has a most distinct contradiction with
other dimensions.

Key words: ecological civilization construction; construction of index system; comprehensive evaluation; Jiangxi

province



