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Livability Evaluation and Its Obstacle Factors Analysis of Rural Settlements in Towns in Rapidly-urbanizing Areas—A Case Study of
Guanlin Town, Yixing City

LU Han, MENG Zhan
Abstract
dents from three aspects of production dependence, living convenience and ecological suitability based on farmer field research. The livability

(Jiangsu Land Development and Consolidation Center, Nanjing, Jiangsu 210017)
Taking Guanlin Town of Yixing City as an example, this paper constructed the evaluation index system of the livability of rural resi-

degree of settlements in 18 administrative villages were evaluated, and its obstacle factors were analyzed. The results show that the livability de-
gree of rural settlements in Guanlin Town were generally higher, the production dependence score was significantly lower than the living con-
venience and ecological suitability scores. The villages with high and relatively high livability degree were mostly located in the north of Guanlin
built-up area. The main obstacle factors affecting the livability degree of rural settlements in Guanlin Town were the distance from primary
schools and the susceptibility to flood disasters. In the future village planning of Guanlin Town, the livability degree of residents can be consid-

ered to decide whether to retain them or not, and efforts should be made to solve the obstacle factors of the livability degree.
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Table 1 The evaluation index system and weight of the livability of ru-

ral settlements
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Table 2 Classification standards of livability evaluation index of rural residents

Level C, /% C,//m’ C,//km C,//m’ C Cq /) % C, C, //km
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Table 3 Livability evaluation results of rural residents in Guanlin

Town
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Fig.1 Production dependency classification diagram
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Fig.2 Life convenience classification diagram
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Fig.3 Ecological suitability classification diagram
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Fig.4 Livability degree classification diagram
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Table 4 The obstacle factors ranking of the livability of residents in

administrative villages of Guanlin Town

NP4 SRS F-HE Obstacle factors ranking
Village name 1 2 3

#BILA} Dushan Village Cs(29.25%) C,(26.33%) C,(15.36%)
=F K| Fengyi Village Cs(26.77%) C(26.77%) C,,(21.69%)

W &N Lingxia Village C;27.58%) C,(23.64%) C,(23.42%)
KfF#S Daru Village C,(37.46%) C;(11.99%) C,(10.72%)

FHEHR Shaoxiang Village
BHAFT Guanlin Village
A% FT Niujia Village
145k Yangshe Village
TR Gehu Village

X JFEF] Gezhuang Village
ZRFEH] Dongyao Village
H7EF] Baimang Village

C,,(33.00%) — —
C;(27.44%) C,(26.75%) C,(23.52%)
€,.(36.59%) C,(11.62%) —
Co(31.89%) C,o(17.15%) —
C,(31.96%) C, (12.64%) —
Co(30.04%) €, (13.49%) C,(12.33%)
€(3091%) C,,(10.87%) —
Co(30.55%) Co(16.13%) €, (13.43%)
WEART Binhu Village C;(17.12%) C,(12.84%) C(12.23%)
H#:F54F Guifang Village Cs(24.19%) C,,(22.00%) —
AT Nanzhuang Village  €4(22.24%) C((18.86%) —
ekt Lidu Village C(27.01%) C(23.76%) —
XA Yizhuang Village  C,(23.00%) C,,(22.48%) —

iR Qiancheng Village C,4(26.56%) C4(23.36%) C,/(11.67%)
TE A5 N B A e
Note; The data in the bracket are the obstacle degree
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Fig.5 The obstacle degree and contribution rate of the factors

affecting the livability degree of Guanlin Town
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