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Abstract

By analyzing the cross-sectional survey data of ecological environment in Kunming in 2018, the
satisfaction index system is constructed. Using fuzzy comprehensive evaluation method and en-
tropy method, the satisfaction degree of ecological environment in Kunming city was calculated,
and the influencing factors of satisfaction were analyzed. The results showed that the satisfaction
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degree of ecological environment in Kunming city was relatively satisfactory (2.0581), the most
satisfactory aspect was personal B3 (1.8772), the least satisfied was government B4 (2.2003), and
the most important factor affecting ecological environment satisfaction was pollution (0.3469).
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Figure 1. Number of districts and counties in Kunming
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Table 1. Satisfaction index and descriptive statistics
= 1. HEEERSERNET

HirE N2 fatr 2 BhRTHME TR bRbRE 2
S—— 75 i & Bl11 1.8927 0.8102
by
. WK & B12 2.0682 0.8648

i? VTS B B21 2.1809 0.7601
4 o 555 Y B22 1.9681 0.6798
o 15447 TH B2 -
‘;T‘ 75K b F1 B23 2.4545 1.1168
5 A TER IR AL EE B24 2.1318 0.8752
i Hik i B3L 1.6108 0.6064
=
g 4775 B32 1.4755 0.6514
- A NJ51H B3
& by 34325 B33 1.8236 0.7842
ﬁl\ G TP B34 2.6845 0.8551
J
) FOLFLSE B4A1 2.1755 1.0181
U7 T B4
5 E—44F k B42 2.2364 0.9542

FEAGEREREOL T, BATATELNE 1A, B WY AR AP 200 o B R b KBl i 4R hm 22
BAE 2 (A, & SO A AR BTR LU R RHRTRHIA . a5 et s sk, Aimhil
ARBRELBGH R WA MK B BB R AR 0 W AT TP B R s S e R I AT T b AT, TR
T2 FRAAZER . WBRAE; B/RXTHRGAT 2 R A5 XA i s G i, BEaHl
Bih. EAFRMBERIPMRARIENCL: SEFEME, YOUTEBX KRS R 2%, SRR
B WAPTFEH X BUR R RS SO R BB

3.2. BN AE

3.2.1. BMEETNE
ZFA RS E 2B S AMELEE W, T AT BRI SR SIS
B, BATE TR R, FERABRIZEE PP
AE E A5
X :zrj]:lvviixij

Horp i) R s | MENR T RIS j AR, wy Rones | HEIR T B05E  MRFRIORCE, X Romsl i i
HENI R TR | MRS I TS fE

H bR JZ 18
Z=>" WX,
o i SRR T ANENZ, w RoRER | ANMENERORCE, X, RoRE | ANHENZ FI1E .
3.2.2. fEEE

SRR AR 25 0 AR LB i B2 0L 145 J2 B K/ N R e HR AR IO AL, 45 B A8 B EE 32 WA
R = R AT AS L

LR &

1) JRas%E U g

TR MAFEARL R, N AMESREAT LR E PO I AR, T8 R A S

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2020.95086 834 Gt 5 3


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2020.95086

*IF¥

X X
A=| Dol Herbo NE AT RS MR EUE .
X X

2) AR R G HE
N T HER SRR AR BRI ZE RS VPR A RN, i LB R AR AT AR AL B
3) THELH | WURRR N IE | T SRR L

4) HE | TR
& =—k*2 P '”(Pij)
SEokk>0, I WEAIE 6 >0, SUHH K SHAKM A%, £k=—, Mosesl.

nm
5) THELE j DR bR ZE 5 R AL
g, =1-¢
XEFH J WHEAR, FEARE x; SO, X PPOT I/ EOR, (e
6) THEEE | DifE bR A E
w3 j_12..m

J ZTzlgi

33. BIFTEHER

WRIGER G RRAPE O AR EVE T, ZEAh T ) BT A ST B B ER G VP e, BRATA S
BAEN RSN RRCE, 10 2S5 E RV T RSB A R AR E, 28R SR G R (E
SRR R AR EE 3R DL AR B OISR A

Table 2. Index weight measurement and satisfaction score
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