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A Research on ldentification and Evaluation Index System of Public Activity Cen-
ter in Megacities: The Case of Shanghai
JIN Zhongmin, ZHOU Lin, ZOU Wei, SHI Cheng

Abstract: With the spatial expansion of megacities and the development of the mar-
ket economy, public activity spaces have grown multi-centric and forces shaping
their development become more diversified. This paper takes Shanghai as an exam-
ple and uses multi-source data. Firstly, it identifies 86 public activity centers catego-
rized according to rank and function. Secondly, in consistent with the four-goal ori-
entations (diversity, vitality, quality and equity), a framework is established for the
evaluation of spatial resources of the public activity centers that covers three dimen-
sions, five sub-dimensions and twelve indicators. Finally, an empirical analysis of all
indicators is carried out to provide a basic evaluation of Shanghai's public activity
centers. The proposed evaluation index system has practical significance for major
megacities of China, in particular in understanding current status and making plan-
ning decisions on public activity centers.

Keyword: megacities; public activity center; evaluation index; feature identification;

development model; planning optimization
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Fig.1 Static identification and dynamic verification data sources for public activity centers
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Fig.2 A analytical chart of the identification process for Shanghai public activity centers
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Tab.1 Levels and descriptions of Shanghai public activity centers
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