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Abstract

The important guarantee to promote the construction of new-type urbanization in China is to de-
velop urban resilience, and the objective requirement to achieve high-quality urbanization de-
velopment is to improve urban resilience. The basic link of urban resilience construction lies in
the evaluation of the current situation of community resilience. “Community resilience” is a micro
perspective and an important part of urban resilience. Taking Guangzhou as an example, this pa-
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per clarified the connotation of “community resilience”. Based on the specific situation of “com-
munity resilience” obtained from the questionnaire survey in Guangzhou, this essay tried to con-
struct an index system for evaluating “community resilience”, and verified and modified it by prin-
cipal component analysis. This paper describes the situation of community resilience in Guang-
zhou and explores the differences between urban and rural areas in community resilience and the
causes. Conclusions: 1) “community resilience” can be evaluated from four dimensions of “resi-
dent activity”, “resident well-being”, “community environment” and “community management abili-
ty”. 2) The resilience level of rural communities in Guangzhou is higher than that of urban com-
munities. Urban communities need to strengthen “interpersonal relationship” construction, and
rural communities need to strengthen surrounding infrastructure construction.
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A DXAE ST A BT, AR SRARS R IR I AR AT B 2ok . B 2005 SRR K2 DK, AEIX R
RIAFPIINEENE, BFMEXZMEHE . PSSR E RN SR . ZHERMLEIEY, X
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(&) AEXFIESCHRE R A

PIE— A i R TR TR “resilio” , HFEEGRRE “RIHBHILIRE T, JE RO TS T
“resile” . FEEFRAE, LT —IESEHON THUREA GRS PR U7 BRI SE[3]. 20 AT 70 4K,
5 E A S HIREME (ESREUNERNRENE) il “ TREPIE” A “AB0E” rIB&[4]. £ “4
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WATITEADUE SR RG VIR IR, R4 2 RGUAE RN B2 56 AR R (A4 . T A et
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I TR Y R & i (Physical Systems)F1 A 242> (Human Communities) ({45 &4, R H 32 24
W 5 g VA J ERORS A 7K ST B 3 ] S0 o SRR R 7T £ AT 00 0 S R ] Rt 82 E AR 2 b Ak 22 25 5 A IR
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AR, ENEZEFE Wi SRR AR . R E AT, VLA
TSRS . SR, TR, IR T I e &, LU R AT 5
WEHT[11]. PR A S A4S R G T K = A IX T, iR m i 9 2 ) E[12]. 3 FEUR
SRR AR, W B U Rk B SR AT R IR T, Do PR ) IR T R R bt SR R BR [13]
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R RV, MTTREAT A B X PR (R 43 5%l B ANl FE it

SiEEPNAMEE I, RSO XM 5 ESCHR AW Wi MsEm A G ZHEZ
Abo “IRTTEIME” RTCAMTT SCE R SCHRANERE AT E R . T SUZ TN, WS BRI T
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Figure 1. Research roadmap of community resilience
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A DA g3l i WP RO OO 10, — TN S 3 T 0 A R AR Wb, 53— T U R AR X
N B EHAT o STV A9 2 A R R IV W B R A N R GEIVE[17]. 1K — BSR4t
DX R 9P A T GO N, IR (Ungar) A A4k X301 5 B e w i B 2, SO A
BRI BEEUOVHEX PN OREDE. A AU, EBPIE S ERY)
PSS [18]. (RS ERME ST, Behi i AL X WM s SCORAL DXHRAH AR, I BRAE XU 5 1 521 ml R84
REJT, BURTEILAN T IR EFEAIRAS I DI RES5 FI[16] 0 25 b, ASCNA, #E X248 K A TR S AT
FEDX TR, F ] R REm, 46Tk B B, RS R G SRS, AR R RE
(=) B AL X FIPEFE AR AR
HETCA B dor 77 X IR oe” PP IRbn iR &R o & o0 SR S oM i B3 T B 4R AR
iR CEREMEALT . “@itSe” o W RSRS T . IR EMmg T AR, fE AR
WER AR SR bR P s “ AR XSORE 7 o “HBER MR o ORI T AR AN 3L
W7 DR “BIRS 5 AR &[19], NPT “HXPIE” R4 T 2HE L 1), HEE. FITSE AR
SAMABTFURER, R T SORT PRIV AR AR, N AN AN EEE” o “15 e
T PR AR XAEVE R R R ARV AR BN e X EA S A XE ROH
J&Z[20]. Cutter SEMNAD . #hex U HIBE. TR AN OB PR A B2 404k T 39T #EIX A BE R 1 1)
P TRAR[21]
Table 1. Indicators of urban resilience from Rockefeller foundation
= 1 RRIESE S SEmEIEER
—ZRdhhr TR bR =R bR
2t A X S HF
AR IHHEIX
ENIE DIN Gl
BRZ5M AR
A R AR RS
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YEfE 2. A Ete FRERIN 55
AIAT TR A0 R m ]k
B R A LI
ATHI A 55 SRR
BIESES 5240 EI L ANEZS e i
B F 5
XM ERET R H LS

E N e &

G B WA E IR FUSCR, ARG “HEXAED” © “ABRRR” C TRRSET . CEREL”
SETT I, ARMRHE A T PR A XCIER 17 MBS R AR(ILE 2).  “HEXIREE” 2 — M X AEAE 2R
fitf, RmRZERWFEARE, JGESEE. Zalk, PARN. KAZMF U RESHEIARR
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BATEREHR[22].  “X1 AR EIERIL” 25810 B E SIS 0 R B ARAATL, W] DS ot X8 P
WAEDEIRE S “X2HXIRZARIL” KRR RN A 50724, SRRREEFNRERE
IR R Z 2K, —MABA 2R X PPERIUEAE I AL R[23]. “X3 A X B it
DA A PRI T LR S B SRR o XA A DXHO(ERI I 7 s AR A I A B2, A3 W B8 A ] SRAS 145
XEEPR R AE A XAE RO o T I A SRS TS RE, TR Ak X, “X5 A X ARSI IR 8
FARAE DR B AR B AL B, AR, IR RIS B AR IR B i

Table 2. Hypothetical index system for assessing community resilience
= 2. BIgMAXREETENERER

B EFE bR iF] 7t
X1: WRELEHILART DB EE A AR AL AR X Sl B rh R R RIE R
X2: FRX iR E L FELS AL DX P R AL B VR SR SR AR AR ] 2
X3: FEIXEEGEE T IR Ak DX PR A B R A P A e 2
Xd: Ak DA R 7 ] A B S T PR X AR 2 75 (M) 2
X5: XA RSN BT EA X SRR B R ?
X6: AL T 1R 4 5 A HEAT HAE B AR TR B R AR 2
X7: SFHKHR T 1R85 s H A s R AR AR an e 2
X8: FtIXEEE ) T 1) S BT AE AL IX HOBEER Syt ey 2
X9: JERAMEE N BB T IR S T AE AL IX 10 B AR AL DX B N 52 B A5 ey 2
X10: EREUGZY WGSBS BEEIERE AR ?
X11: 52 HZ 7RI E RS X EHE SRR ISR BN ?
X12: FRZ5E ¥ TR X . B RE R A R
X13: fFIE R B R T 4K 2 AR R AR ?
X14: AP TN A SRR A2
X15: S K TR T R S ) A SR A 7
X16: 2 HR 55 e RO BT AE /N X A R S5-I R L ey 2
X17: WFRRAETEEE TER AR AT A A B ?

NRALXIRAS, AR xS 5, R ey XA E, SR XK R IZ 0 & . ttis =
MR IR “JERZERER” « “ERZSEHXEREL” Pk “ERIEWAFRZ” « 1%
BRI E » ANBRR RS A St em s A rp @ ar, BRI “BRIEsIER " JilE “X6 #52
REPE” A7 R0 S8 B AR g W AR AR ERR s Z R ] “ X7 AR ELR AR ORI E AL X B R ) A 8 A%
JZ. “X8H:XEER 7 fIE R MAHEAEAE, MIAFERIRE, AH T XE RSO SRSt F
br, BEMTR AL KBRS I BEI[24]. £ “JRRZE” REl, “X10 HRBUGSE” 5 “X9 EREME
BB N GYHCR” 3 B0 AR X RAT A2 R S AT A R LSS, AT AR DL RAE A DA B 3% R R
.

“X11 {FRHEEhR I B X B 5 E RIS R S WG JERS 50 H R X AR
Frfas, AWK D, MR @SAEE DRI, BTN S s RS Al b, BRI X
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5 “X12 RS 5MAMME” MO[25] AL X6 B Fe 2% B 1072 Bk i B AR o Ji B SR AR K IR K
FEAR R AR T RO DA s A R R S R, S R S A XA s Ak e ik &, A A
TS E KBS R THE XIE[26] . (Hi T iX e — S b WL ahR, BRAECRIEEERTR, A
LR i) 5 vh ELHE 0 7] 3217 56 T X183 3 X17 19 5 TR b Y il 7l o

SR PA_E B A SR X 1 2 BRI BB 50, MR BETE O LA AL XIVE O Fabn i &, DRIUAE
T HB R R TTIX S 2y TR R KR R AE AR A DX 1 5 T PO AN R i

3. MREXBMASHERIR

(—) M TR

JUMN, fEIRR CRRT O, RIFRERR. AER, RSTAREE S, TAREBUA. &5 B BEMSUR T
Ovo JOMTHBAL R ECRRERE 77, T ARE MR ES, BRI = AMRIRS, BaEBRLARE NN . S
Bl R4 112 i 57 0 %8 114 J 3 4%, b4 22 i 26 /3% 23 £ 56 4. ZRIEHE MR . BT E, 74l
LTI = K FEERIRAR X, JLEE T e T i T DX R X BL R RO T p £ B, m e AR SE TR LT,
H&EWE. BITRAATEIX WA . 2014 4F 1 A, ATBIX RIS, M85 Wk, #7s. RI.
iz i, 7880, E. mib. Ab. B0t 11 AN X, BN 7434.40 75 Tk, #{EANTA 1881.06
JiIN[27]. 2021 4F, AT SEELHLIX A4 7= 8 28231.97 47T,

(7)) B RIE

AR I 46 i) A 7 PR G AR SO B T E 1) 17 AN FR bR T (LB 3% 1) RIBUR B HH T N v
B IIAEIX 0o “IRTTE X7 5 RRAEX " P, BT BN T2, 43 B AT AL AR Sk E 10 A4
X R IE) A o A IR ) 25 Y AR O TV 1072 5 WS B A 45 G 0007 2, BRI 03 A BTl /N X B2
W 15 RO BE e /N X R R TIAE . JERBUARE 301 43, [ 2% 226 13, B RCRN 75.08%.
7 226 1A 3G, Sk T 41.6%, Pt EE 58.4%; I TTALIX L EL 78.3%, AKATHEIX A EL 21.7%.
X 17 AN AR B (1) ) 3545 S HEAT45 2 /3 #T J= Cronbach’s alpha i£ %1 0.867 (>0.7), 3 W 4E B Sz n] (5[28] .
HEAT R /il , KMO #6584t 14 0.854 (>0.6), Bartlett’s BRIRAS 6 3% 1y 0.000 (<0.05), % H]i% )
BT R A7, & A& AT ERI 9 HT[29].

4, BiRS

(—) XL R R

Xof 1) 4 8 R 8 o b, R B K 5 2290 A E A e i R B R gy, il 5 I RIS SR IEAR,
BREFIER KT 1 BIRT 4 TE KD BiFoisk ik 57.541% (% 3). ARIEHEFCA 17 DUINAS Bk X1 Al
X13 #ME 15 ANR I T 2R T 0.5, AR 15 AN H AL 4 A>3 oy IR 1 012 T DL U 1 ReAR
weME R AR P 1 2 B [30].

Table 3. The corresponding meaning of principal component

3. BERLEMMMMERSTE X

Ry it T B A~ J7 A7 22 F 4y b 2% o B AL BT

X11 (0.740)
X10 (0.719)
X6 (0.701)
X7 (0.673)
X8 (0.625)
X9 (0.604)

F1 3.320 19.527 19.527 JE IR E
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Continued

X17 (0.767)
X15 (0.723) .
F2 2.595 15.265 34.791 X14 (0.697) JE AR
X16 (0.569)

X5 (0.772)
F3 2.139 12,583 47.374 X3 (0.768) X B3
X4 (0.597)

X2 (0.718)

F4 1.728 10.167 57.541 X12 (0.563)

X HLRE

FHSr F1 RIDTEREE ik 19%, HA & i mim A8 s X6, X7, X8 sl “ ARk R” K&
X9. X10 AR X11 v[iaghihy “BRZ2E5” WER, KU ARERIRA, 24X EREFRRS 54 5 E
A IE S EE T 2 2 52X F 554, R4, B, AR X AR S R F & aos B,
AL X FIPURR BE ) SR ETIE NP, B E A X PIE[31]. Ik FL vl “ R IRIGERE” o Tk
4y F2 A8 “X14 AR, “X15 SRR A “X16 ALIRSHESE Y, R=F 0T A ¢ AR
FE” [32]0 Ferf X7 SPARKATERFE” (AT N2, Ui BH RO A DX SR TR X Rl e Je AR
R FR, BERER SRR 5 AR o I4ERE X F0E, Jlb Rt L2 S kA .
XS F3 o, WA R X5 A XAESIRE” . “X3 HXBGEE” Ak X HAT R & A,
NI AR e S B A S O A O 5/ =Y Bl =y (i 1 - o 3 RV R 5 e S s A R S S R S R | v
SRAALE AL DXAE T e il 28 2 1 i AR v B 5 G 3R AR AR TR B S Ry T BRI, DA B = ALy AL XA
SPAEX IV A B AR R [33].  “AEIXVRERVERIAL K" Z BT DA HERRTE AL, SRR KRS BT
FEIX & RAHRIEIA B A2 AR, FHIE AL DX i i DA A R A& AT F 5. FRsy F4 B H
DURANABR AR R R, “HXIGZRENR” 5 “BRAMSE” WA SR S F R 74k X R
NGHIEBEE S, XA KA A% FIRRE[34].

(=) HXFETF IR A R

MR CL A, B AL X PPN TR AR A R, BB S B AR DL _E 2B v 00 2 DR f806S 2 (1)
J5 2 DTHR R 2 (W% 4).

Table 4. Community resilience evaluation index system
4 AT IERE R

AR B B MEFE bR I E
X6: FATFEE 0.055
X7: SRHKR 0.055
X8: #XEEE N 0.055

JE R IR 0.33 P
X9: ERIEHE N LB E 0.055
X10: JFERBUAS S 0.055
X11: [EREZhRHE 0.055
X14: AP 0.0675
. X15: AR 0.0675

J& B ARAE 0.27 B

X16: AFRBHEE 0.0675
X17: WARAEFENSE 0.0675
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Continued
X3: Xy 0.073
X IIE 0.22 Xa: FIX A E R 0.073
X5: XA E 0.073
X2: #XiGZEN 0.09
X E B RS 0.18
X12: RERZ5H %M 0.09

5. [N XEE S

(—) TN AL X B Gt b S

& A X EIPEPP R R AR AR 0T M T AL X I 2 AT PPN IR R B LR 45 5 (AR 5)) MM T AL IX 143
o34 3.39, IR R “XEMEESN” B0, 15 3.73; “JERAEHE” Kz, BN “HXHEE”
“JE RIEEREE” A5 AR, AUF 271 (WL 2)0 TN T XA A X AR 0 3.37, AT HL X AL X )
PEAFIr N 3.40. BT S S MRS Y AT IV, RIE “BRARAE” o “REXIAER” . “AEX AR
717 ZANTTTHI S 30 AR, AT 2 M4l = 0.03. 0.08. 0.02. WETE “JERIGIRE” Jr %
PRI K, 2R 0BT R 0.25, FFFEAXFIME &5 b 0.03 (LK 3).

X I
AR E
Eé\i X FREE
& B AR AL
J& B R BE
0 0.5 1 L5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4
(¥

BEE moR I

Figure 2. Urban and rural comparison of community resilience in Guangzhou

2. TN XFIES 2 2 L E

Table 5. Evaluation results of community resilience in Guangzhou

F 5. IMNHHEFEITFNER

Y EIIX I Ja B ER Je B ARAL X IR X B BE X
] 2.59 3.59 3.58 3.74 3.37
ZH 2.84 3.56 3.50 3.72 3.40
Bk 271 3.57 3.54 373 3.39

e -0.25 0.03 0.08 0.02 -0.03
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Figure 3. Urban and rural differences in community resilience in Guangzhou

3 IINmHEREMHE ESR

(7)) W5 2 MR X R BRI

PMEIE & BIAL X EIE TN T AR A R 9 AE 8T TS A 2 A 1 DRI AR B2 AT SN A T A5,
PLELE PE/NT 0.05 ubnde, NABLER “fa RAGEREE” 4b, HAb =KL BIHAAAEREER . IR
JERIX BT A AN 2 4 (I AR AT O AR T AR, RBE MR . CARELRRT . “HIX
AEERINE” = AR R FIWT S 2 AR ZR (L 6). /£ “HARE” - “AERXR” WAE
B EZRES ST, £ HEXAEFERNE EIRTE s ET 28,

Table 6. Comparison of urban and rural scores

6. Wi SRR TRNELENFHILL

T 56

H{H

WA &= ZH
T BEM ] EZx

A FERE —2.567 0.011 2.36 2.80 0.44

RS —2.642 0.02 2.54 3.04 0.5

FEIX AR v A5 R 3.083 0.02 3.84 3.49 0.35

LA A R SCHRIESE & M T SERRIG OU0 BLE S GO ELAE: 55— “JERARAL " 7RI 2 [0 50A
PR Z U], IR M AR 2 BRI, SERiN 2ia R R, HEBEIREIRE ). KT
I . B RIER AR, Tlbfe., date. BRI . EA7AE 4 5 aih P R
AL ERERBA T LAR SR S0l =81A5A, &S5 MAKFEAZS, hREE;
INPE B ST, B R, AR R, AR BN RL35] . “HEIXIABE” I 2 [H) 2= 57
SBT3 B IR S 2 AR A, e 2 IR T
Z R IX AL Vit 5 N IR AR B RO . [ 5T A SRANTE R R HRRERX M TV

WHIRBIX 2 R BB HT A BT &, B RAE = AR vE /s IR S e A T 5238, NARIEERR X 5 2 4
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AL X B AR AE R 7F “FEXETRAE S LIRS 22 BIARK AT LA I AR5k £ MR BR A 2 VA B0 e 175
AW AAET, ST AR EE 0L, NSRBI EI, 2N I8 2R R 4 &
.

5 fE CHERSRRIET L CABHGR” BIAER LSS R T . ARG RRL R
EFAATALX, EE R IERRT ALK R, X R A, A8 RO TR X A
Mg % oM. BALEH SO K TS 2 R, S8R RERA, TRRRAA S P EB R 200k
A[36]. ITTH “HEIX ATFERINE” 135050 T S0, LI 2 A M X (3R BE e S5 4 To i e R ok
22Uk, AT RS B N R R
6. BIXER

(—) EiX

& FH BA L FE b Zot T g AR X IR SO AT I, RIS 2 IR K I K S AR AE Bk
25, (EMLERRIR S 2 AELE 2 RIS A R L

— B RS A, BRI R RS S X A AR, T AR R I
ALK AN NG . WON L AR 55 25 7 T ) 22 57540 FR IRV ST VR A 6 R IO B A . B 9 R,
BIREZE R [FIAE X 2 ep, o AR 6 R AFIR TR 5 R R AL (X 5 305 15 B ik (X A S 23 (VL GUL R 2 30
IEMIE R [24]. X ERIEH KGR, — RN ISHE 5 BRI K B R 1 R 2a 10, 812 %
VEMOTER, WO R R SR . T, B RN X A LA, WIACE S AL X e it
s PR HE, AHKERAERS S, HE TR T S B STE, X BT X E AL
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