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: ARIES( Artificial Intelligence for Ecosystem Services) ; IMAGE-GLOBIO( Image Global Biodiversity) ; InVEST( Integrated Valuation of Ecosystem
Services and Tradeoffs) ; LUCI ( Land Use Change Index) ; UFORE( Urban Forest Effects Model) o
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: MCDA( Multi-eriteria Decision Analysis) ; BBNs( Bayesian Belief Networks)
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Exploring the Mechanism of Child Participation in Urban Planning:
Take Regensburg and Shenzhen as Examples

LEI Yuechang WEI Lihua LIU Lei

[Abstract IThe rights that cannot be realized in the form of space in modernist cities are not authentic. Child participation in space
construction is a kind of " urban right" whether children can use and create urban space equally. However children”s ability to
participate in space construction does not appear with age. It needs to be cultivated through social experience and interaction with
others. This makes the team of adult planners need to learn to adapt to child’s ability growth and explore effective ways to collaborate
with children. Regensburg and Shenzhen have made pioneering exploration in the aspects of information provision organizational
support and ability improvement on child participation in space construction which provides an adaptive framework for children to
participate in urban planning and spatial development in a comprehensive effective and sustainable manner. Not only does the
framework help to use the tools of urban development and urban planning to protect child’s spatial rights but also achieves the goal of
building a city suitable for childs growth.

[Keywords] Child Participation; Urban Planning; Regensburg, Shenzhen

Methods of Ecosystem Services Evaluation in Spatial Planning
WANG Yuwei WEI Fang ZHOU Yinan ZHAN Xiaowen

[Abstract IThe research of ecosystem service evaluation method can provide a new idea for spatial planning in China as well as make
up for the deficiency of current technology and method which is of great significance to the perfection of theoretical system the
optimization of spatial planning and the promotion of human well-being. The research is carried out from three aspects: theoretical
review method introduction and method construction. First of all all kinds of basic data are summarized research of methods of
ecosystem services evaluation status at home and abroad are introduced. Secondly the latest foreign research results are summarized
abstracted and combined with the current situation of China. Then classify and summarize the models and tools contained in the new
method. Finally the evaluation criteria for method selection are determined the application scenarios of different methods are put
forward and the decision process of method selection is simulated in the form of decision tree.

[Keywords] Ecosystem Service; Evaluation; Spatial Planning; Decision
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