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Study on the Chinese Characteristics of Sustainable
Urbanization Development

CHENG Aihua WEI Houkai

[Abstract JThis paper analyzed traditional urbanization mode and its characteristics of " high consumption high emission and low
efficiency" and the resources and environmental constraints when we do urbanization in future. Then we tried to do scenario simulation
of Chinese urbanization sustainable development in 2020 by the different towns” pace of urbanization development which from the
aspects of land water energy ecology environment and employment what depend on the point of resources and environment”s
capacity. The purpose of the scenario simulation is to pre-estimate the various urbanization mode of sustainable development and to
make the sensitivity analysis and policy analysis which hope to become the basis of decision-making for our country.

[Keywords] Sustainable Urbanization; Resources; Environment; Employment; Scenario Simulation

( 21 )
(1958 -) . .
22012 - 08 - 02

China’s Urbanization : Mechanism and Development Challenge
ZHOU Weilin
[Abstract] It is essential to own a view of big pattern and think under the dynamic background of development and
transition during the study on China’s urbanization. From this standpoint paradox appeared under the development
can be explained and analyzed. By evaluating the paradox of china’s urbanization this article examines the

endogenous mechanism and the more challenges of development.

[Keywords JChina’s Urbanization; Paradox; Endogenous Mechanism; Mode of Great Power
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