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Abstract

In the deeply evolving stage of the risk society, megacities have become high-risk areas due to their
characteristics of factor agglomeration and high mobility. Communities, as the fundamental units
of cities, face severe challenges, making the enhancement of community resilience crucial for risk
governance and sustainable development. This study takes Community S in Chengdu as a typical
case. Based on resilience governance theory, a community resilience evaluation framework cover-
ing four dimensions—organizational, economic, social, and physical—is constructed. The Analytic
Hierarchy Process (AHP) and semi-structured interviews are comprehensively employed for em-
pirical research. The results show that Community S has a comprehensive resilience score of 0.6938,
classified as “sub-strong”, indicating a basic capacity to cope with conventional risks. However,
deep-seated dilemmas are identified, including loose collaborative governance networks, weak fi-
nancial guarantees, insufficient community cohesion, and aging infrastructure. Accordingly, differ-
entiated optimization pathways are proposed from four dimensions: building a multi-stakeholder
collaborative governance pattern, improving diversified funding guarantee systems, strengthening
social bonding, and enhancing hardware support capacity. This aims to provide an operable analyt-
ical paradigm and practical reference for optimizing resilience governance in old urban communi-
ties of megacities.
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Table 1. Scholars’ construction of resilience dimensions
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Table 2. Evaluation system for community governance resilience in megacities from the risk perspective
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Table 3. Corresponding weights for the resilience assessment of community governance in community S
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Table 4. Classification criteria for community resilience
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Table 5. Distribution of questionnaires in community S
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