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Coordination Degree between Regional Development and Ecological Environment in Gansu Province

MA Jin-tao,BU Xin-chun, WEN Sheng-qiang  (JSTI ( Gansu) Transportation Planning and Design Co., Lid., Lanzhou, Gansu 730020)
Abstract Taking 14 cities and prefectures in Gansu Province as the basic research unit, 29 evaluation indicators were selected from the re-
gional development system and the ecological environment system, and the comprehensive development degree evaluation method was used to
construct the regional development-ecological environment coordination degree evaluation system of Gansu Province. The degree of coordination
between the regional development and the ecological environment of the 14 cities and prefectures, and a quantitative evaluation of the overall
development level. The results showed that: the development level of each city and state in Gansu Province was uneven, the ecological envi-
ronment conditions were inconsistent, and the coordination degree between the development level of each city and the state was not the same;
the overall coordination degree of regional development and ecological environment of 14 cities and prefectures in Gansu Province was low,
with the comprehensive coordination level as the classification standard, the cities and prefectures of Gansu Province can be divided into three
types: a, synchronous coordination, including Zhangye City, Baiyin City, Gannan Prefecture, Wuwei City, Pingliang City, Tianshui City,
Qingyang City. City and Jinchang City;b, approaching coordination, including Linxia prefectures, Jiuquan City and Jiayuguan City;c, ecologi-
cally dominant, including Dingxi City, Weinan City and Lanzhou City. According to the development level and ecological environment of dif-
ferent types of regions, the constraints of social development and coordinated development of ecological environment were analyzed, and corre-

sponding coordinated development countermeasures were proposed.
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Table 1 Coordination degree evaluation index system and relative weights between regional development and ecological environment in Gansu Prov-

ince
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Table 2 Evaluation results of coordination degree between regional development and ecological environment of different counties in Gansu Province
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Fig.1 Schematic diagram of the regional development synthe-
sized evaluation in Gansu Province
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Table 4 Evaluation grade of the ecological environment in Gansu
Province
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Fig.3 Coordination degree between regional development and eco-environment of different counties in Gansu Province
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Table 5 Cluster membership of coordination between regional devel-

A%

¥

opment and eco-environment

(D) RILER | M) ) IR
City ( prefec- Clustering||City ( prefec- 25455 ||City ( prefec- Clustering
ture ) result ||ture) ture ) result
Sl 1 Il 52 2 FEPTH 3
Zhangye Linxia Dingxi

FIRTT 1 LB 2 Blg g i 4
Baiyin Jiuquan Longnan

HEM 1 FEURT 2 =Ml 5
Gannan Jiayuguan Lanzhou

AT 1

Wuwei

Pt 1

Pingliang

PN 1

Tianshui

PRFHT 1

Qingyang

=Tl 1

Jinchang

0 85 170 340

[ snphapm
[ ] AR
[ Jamxr

B4 HRERBERSESHEMAETE
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gional development and eco-environment
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