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Abstract; This study focuses on the evaluation index system of resilient city based on the framework of
"society, economy, urban system and service, and urban management". Through literature statistics, a
factor group is obtained, and non-conforming factors in the national condition and statistical system of our
country are removed. By means of frequency analysis, the same typed indexes are merged, and expert
questionnaire based on Delphi Method is used for index selection. Analytic hierarchy process method is
used to build such indexes into a three-layered structure with four criterion layers and multiple filed and
factor layers according to their correlation and subordination. Experts will score the relationship between
every two indexes to finally work out the ranking weight for indexes at all levels, providing the basis and
reference for empirical evaluation research of resilient cities.
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Tab.1 Summary of resilient city evaluation index system
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Tab. 2 Index systems at home and abroad
as selected by the index
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Tab.3 The relative importance of factor 1~9
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Tab.4 The weight of resilient city evaluation indicators
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Tab.S The values of average random consistency index RI

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

RI  0.00 0.00 0.58 0.90 1.12 1.24 1.32 1.41 1.45
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Tab. 6 The consistency rate table
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