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Abstract

In the context of the rapid development of urban economy, while creating more job opportunities
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and improving people’s living standards, unforeseen risks including natural disasters and sudden
diseases have also emerged. The problems such as the level of infrastructure construction to be
improved, the destruction of the ecological environment, the single product structure, and the
failure of the implementation of the organizational emergency plan have greatly affected the sta-
bility of the urban system, and the urban resilience needs to be comprehensively evaluated and
improved. This study mainly takes Shanghai as an example. On the basis of relevant theories of
urban resilience, this study evaluates the resilience level of Shanghai city by combining compre-
hensive analysis and statistics with explanatory structure models, and finally obtains the resilience
assessment level of Shanghai City. Finally, based on the results of empirical analysis, targeted solu-
tions are proposed for the urban construction of Shanghai city. It aims to improve the resilience of
Shanghai at different levels from the perspective of social development.
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Table 1. Values of infrastructure resilience assessment indicators
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table 2. Membership degree of infrastructure resilience assessment indicators
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Table 3. Values of ecological environment resilience assessment indicators
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Table 4. Membership degree of ecological environment resilience assessment indicators
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Table 5. Economic resilience evaluation index values
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Table 6. Membership degree of economic resilience indicators
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Table 7. Values of social resilience assessment indicators
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Table 8. Membership degree of social resilience assessment indicators
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Table 9. Organizational resilience evaluation index values
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Table 10. Membership degree of organizational resilience evaluation indicators
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Table 11. Comprehensive assessment level results of urban resilience in Shanghai
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