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Abstract
This paper employs the entropy weight TOPSIS method to construct a comprehensive evaluation
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system for urban transitional development, encompassing four dimensions: economic transition,
social transition, ecological transition, and innovation transition. A longitudinal analysis of Xu-
zhou'’s transitional developmentlevel from 2015 to 2024 is conducted, and a horizontal comparison
is made with 12 other cities in Jiangsu Province. The results show that Xuzhou'’s transitional devel-
opment level generally exhibits a fluctuating upward trend, peaking in 2017 with some fluctuations
thereafter, followed by a slight recovery in 2024. Among the 13 cities in Jiangsu Province, Xuzhou
ranks fifth overall, placing it in the middle tier. However, it demonstrates notable strengths in inno-
vation transition and ecological restoration, forming a distinctive “Xuzhou characteristic”. This study
provides a systematic evaluation framework for the transitional development of resource-based
cities and offers decision-making support for Xuzhou to further optimize its transition pathways
and enhance its comprehensive competitiveness.
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Table 1. Evaluation index system for Xuzhou’s transformation and development
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Table 2. Entropy values and weights of secondary indicators for Xuzhou urban transformation
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TR J BRI AT ST (X7) 0.9036 0.0964 3.6959%
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Bk 2w Al HU i (Xas) 0.8495 0.1505 5.7729%
FR A [F RS S8 5 GDP b (X1s) 0.8372 0.1628 6.2411%
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Table 3. TOPSIS evaluation calculation results
%z 3. TOPSIS NI EER
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2018 0.211 0.085 0.287 9
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2020 0.19 0.113 0.373 7
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2023 0.167 0.156 0.483 3
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Table 4. Summary of weight calculation results using the entropy method
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Table 5. Ranking of transformation and development of 13 cities in Jiangsu Province (2024)

5. 7178 13 MM R L RHEF(2024)

W D* D- C HiFr 4 R
M 0.222 0.107 0.325 5
B 0.095 0.234 0.712 1
TR 0.169 0.173 0.507 2
T8 0.183 0.134 0.423 3
N 0.200 0.129 0.392 4
ZpE] 0.220 0.079 0.263 7
R 0.255 0.040 0.136 13
TE% 0.235 0.056 0.192 11
h 0.240 0.051 0.176 12
70| 0.228 0.070 0.235 9
BT 0.220 0.081 0.270 6
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