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Evaluation and Analysis on Urban Disaster Response Ability in Developed Areas
—A Case Study of the Pearl River Delta

Du Peng' > Xia Bin' and Yang Lei' ?
(1. Guangzhou Institute of Geochemistry —Chinese Academy Guangzhou 510640 China;
2. Graduate School of Chinese Academy of Sciences Beijing 100086  China)

Abstract: Taking cities in economic zone of the Pearl River Delta where is the economically developed region
in China as a object of study an evaluation index system of comprehensive ability of urban nature disaster response
is constructed. On the basis of the empirical test and analysis the spatial4emporal evolution pattern and
characteristics of coordination degree of urban natural disaster response ability of the cities in the Pearl River Delia
in the course of rapid economic development are analyzed and studied. The research is of theoretical and practical
values for comprehensive evaluation on level of urban disaster management.
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