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Building the Evaluation Framework for Transport Strategy toward High Quality— de-
velopment: Taking Wuhan as an Example
LIU Bing, ZHANG Hanshuang, CAO Juanjuan, XU Lei, CHEN Xiaorong, WANG

Zhiwei

Abstract: It is strategic to develop a high-quality transport evaluation framework to
enhance transport sustainability. First, the problems and changing trends of transport
strategy evaluation are explained, and the four-in-one evaluation framework of "goal-
action-diagnosis-technique" is proposed. Taking Wuhan as an example, an evaluation
framework consisting of performance indicators of accessibility, modal share, conges-
tion index, environmental index and user satisfaction is constructed. By referring to
the three-level indicators of "performance-operation-construction", the cause of insuffi-
cient goal achievement is traced back to the lag in the implementation of TOD corri-
dor plans, which exacerbated car-oriented land use-transport interaction and led to
more serious congestion in the central city and poorer accessibility in outer new
towns. Then, two different scenarios of "strong core+multiple corridors" and "strong
corridors+multiple centers" are evaluated, highlighting the significance of "rapid tran-
sit+corridor TOD" to the decoupling of spatial expansion and road congestion and
the transformation of high-quality development.

Keywords: high-quality development; transport strategy evaluation; performance indi-

cator; TOD corridor; growth-congestion decoupling; Wuhan
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Tab.3 Planning scenario definition and comparison of its performance evaluation results
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transit—oriented—compact—accessible mode
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