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What is the GPCI?

What is the GPCI?
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iven the global competition between
G cities, the Global Power City Index
(GPCI) evaluates and ranks the major cities of
the world according to their “magnetism,” or
their comprehensive power to attract people,
capital, and enterprises from around the world.
It does so through measuring 6 functions—
Economy, Research and Development, Cultural
Interaction, Livability, Environment, and
Accessibility—providing a multidimensional
ranking.

Originally formulated with input from the
late Sir Peter Hall, an authority in the urban
research field, and published annually since
2008, this ranking is created under the direction
of the Executive Committee, comprised of
various experts in different fields, while the
Working Committee oversees concrete data
analysis. In order to ensure the impartiality

Executive Committee / E1TEE S

of the ranking process and results, two third-
party peer reviewers validate the contents and
provide suggestions for improvement.

The GPCI is able to grasp the strengths,
weaknesses, and challenges of global cities
in a continuously changing world not only
through a ranking, but also through analyzing
that ranking’s specific components. It is hoped
that in addition to this year’s results, the
historical data since 2008 will also continue to
be of use to various stakeholders for planning
urban policy and corporate strategy.
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Methodology

he GPCI evaluates its target cities in
T 6 urban functions and each of these
functions comprises multiple indicator groups
(total: 26 groups), which in turn consist of
several indicators. A total of 70 indicators
are used in the GPCL.The average scores for
each indicator within an indicator group are

combined to calculate a city’s function-specific
rankings, which are then totalled to determine
its comprehensive ranking.The highest possible
total score equals 2,600 points.
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Function Indicator Group No. Indicator
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Working Environment Total Unemployment Rate TRARERDES
L Total Working Hours per Capita 1A 74 DIEFHBREFE DR S
Workstyle Flexibility L IQES /(3
Cost of Living Housing Rent FEEEHKEDES
Livability IEHEESI IF Price Level MEKEDES
B Security and Safety Number of Murders BRAEHDOD B
e R Economic Risk of Natural Disaster BREZEDOFEBENIZIDD LS
4 Well-Being Life Expectancy T
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Ease of Living Number of Medical Doctors EEBm &R
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Number of Retail Shops INEEHEDZ S
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Transport Comfortability
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Inner-City Transportation

CO, Emissions per Capita
Air Quality

Comfort Level of Temperature
Water Quality

Urban Greenery

Satisfaction with Urban Cleanliness

International Freight Flows

Number of Air Passengers

Taxi Fare

Travel Time to Airports
Commuting Time
Traffic Congestion

Ease of Mobility by Bicycle

The following indicator name was changed in GPCI-2024 | GPCI-2024 (&1 3 1EIZRDEE

(65) Ease of Mobility by Public Transportation was changed from Station Density. / [/A#ZB#EDFIAD LY T &) 1 [ERBE] »SEH,

(66) Taxi Fare was changed from Public Transportation Use. / [ 27 —$&DRE] & [ARTBEEIFIBER] »o>TE,
(69) Traffic Congestion was changed from Average Driving Speed. / [## D& & [ABENBENEE] HSEE,
(70) Ease of Mobility by Bicycle was changed from Ease of Mobility by Taxi or Bicycle. / [B&ETHOBED LY T E [27Y— - BEETOBHOLYTE] »SEE,

Cities with Direct International Flights

Number of Arrivals and Departures at Airports

Ease of Mobility by Public Transportation
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London, ranked #1, maintained its top
position with an increased overall score.
It secured the #1 spot in both the Cultural
Interaction and Accessibility functions,
which are considered its strengths.
Additionally, in the Livability function,
London improved its score in areas such
as “Working Environment,” climbing to #6.
If progress continues in the Environment
function, a further increase in its overall
score can be expected.
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New York maintained its #2 position but saw a
drop in its overall score compared to last year,
widening the gap with London. It continued to
secure the #1 spot in both the Economy and
R&D functions, demonstrating its strengths.
Additionally, in the Accessibility function, New
York improved its ranking, with factors like Ease
of Mobility by Public Transportation being highly
rated. However, in the Livability and Environment
functions, it remained in the 30s, indicating room
for improvement.
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Tokyo, ranked #3, significantly increased its
score this year, narrowing the gap with New
York. However, it is closely trailed by Paris
in 4th place, making the competition tight.
Notably, Tokyo’s evaluations improved in
four functions: R&D, Cultural Interaction,
Livability, and Accessibility, boosting its
overall score. On the other hand, a challenge
remains in the Economic function, where its
score has shown a relative decline.
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Criteria for Selecting Cities

1.
2,

Cities found in the top 20 of existing influential city rankings
Major cities of countries found in the top 20 of existing influential
international competitiveness rankings

. Cities which do not meet the above criteria but were deemed

appropriate for inclusion by the GPCI Executive Committee

However, some cities match one or more of the above criteria but are
not evaluated in the GPCl as necessary data are not available.
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Paris saw an increase in its score in the Cultural Interaction function,
driven by Paris 2024 Olympics Games. As the impact of global warming
becomes increasingly severe, making urban sustainability efforts a key

focus going forward.
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he top five cities—London, New York,
T Tokyo, Paris, and Singapore—have
maintained their rankings for the ninth
consecutive year. Despite challenges such as
the UK’s exit from the EU in January 2020,
changes in work styles triggered by the COVID-
19 pandemic, and rampant inflation caused by
soaring global energy prices, London continues
to demonstrate strong overall performance,
holding onto the #1 position for the 13th straight
year. While London’s score remained flat, New
York’s (#2) score declined, and the gap between
it and Tokyo, Paris, and Singapore, whose
scores improved, has significantly narrowed.

Looking back at 2024, the Paris Summer
Olympics and Paralympics marked the first
full-spectator Games in eight years. The event
boosted Paris’s score in indicators like Number
of Foreign Visitors, Number of Cultural Events,
Number of Stadiums, and Number of Hotel
Rooms in the Cultural Interaction function,
leading to an overall increase in the city’s
comprehensive ranking. Additionally, with the
end of the prolonged COVID-19 pandemic,
international travel resumed, and all cities in
the GPCI saw an increase in international air
passengers. The recovery was particularly
pronounced in Asian cities, where Tokyo and
Shanghai both experienced significant rebounds
in both international and domestic flights.

On the environmental side, as the United
Nations Environment Programme warns, the
effects of global warming are becoming more
severe each year. In cities like Dubai, Bangkok,
and Mumbai, the number of days classified
as ‘Severe Danger (Hot)’ in the Comfort Level
of Temperature data under the Environment
function has increased, with over 25% of the
year in Dubai falling under such extreme heat.

As we look toward a sustainable future, the
efforts of nations and cities in addressing
environmental issues will be closely watched.
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Numbers in [ ] are ranks and scores from the GPCI-2023
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Function-Specific Ranking
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The expansion of international tourism and the diversity of working
styles have increasingly influenced the factors determining the

competitiveness of each city.

ERFBADIEAP, BEHOSHMEL EFRBHOHFHEELETHIERELT

=3

=1

&3&507‘:0

I n the Economy function, GDP Growth Rate

the main factors behind ranking changes,

and Variety of Workplace Options were

with Copenhagen making a significant leap
to 9th place, surpassing Tokyo. In the Cultural
Interaction function, as well as the Accessibility
function, the changes in indicators reflecting
international tourism performance had a major
impact on the results, driven by the resumption
of international events following the end of the
COVID-19 pandemic. In the Livability function,
indicators in “Cost of Living” and Workstyle
Flexibility in “Working Environment” also
contributed to ranking changes, with four new
cities entering the top 10. In the Environment
function, cities in Northern and Central Europe,
along with Australia, dominated the top 10.
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The key feature of the GPCl is that, rather
than targeting a single specific function, it
evaluates the comprehensive power of
global cities by offering a multi-dimensional
view based on these 6 functions.
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12 Function-Specific: Economy

~~% Economy
il wiE

New York

London

Dublin

-

Numbers in [ ] are ranks from the GPCI-2023
[ 1AOIE GPCI-2023 DIEfL

353.6 [1]

I 306.4 [2]

I 299.1 [6]

Singapore

291.4 [4]

Zurich
Beijing
San Francisco

Geneva

6

7

8

s 290.3 [5]
e 286.9 [3]
e 276.2 [7]

I 268.9 [8]

n the Economy function, cities like Dublin,
I which rose to #3, Copenhagen, now
ranked # 9 ahead of Tokyo, and # 15 Dubai
showed remarkable growth. Dublin maintained
its #1 ranking in GDP Growth Rate for the
second consecutive year, with its strengths in
Corporate Tax Rate, Economic Freedom, and
its status as an English-speaking city contin-
uing to attract numerous global companies.
Copenhagen, which achieved the largest
ranking increase this year, rose to # 2 in GDP
Growth Rate and saw improvements in
Political, Economic, and Business Risk and
Variety of Workplace Options, reinforcing its
strong performance. Dubai’s significant im-
provements in Total Employment and Variety
of Workplace Options contributed to its rise in
the rankings.

On the other hand, Beijing, which fell three
places, experienced declines in indicators
such as Nominal GDP, GDP Growth Rate,
Availability of Skilled Human Resources, and
Variety of Workplace Options, which were the
main factors behind its drop in ranking.

Variety of Workplace Options | 7= 7 LA XEEE
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* Shaded bars represent other top 5 cities from the comprehensive ranking / * 11U T d#E T > ¥ > 7 L5 M &4mH

Copenhagen 9 mEm—— 264.9 [19]
Tokyo 10 m—— 251.4 [10]

Shanghai 11 E— 248.1 [11]

Washington, DC 12 msssssssmmn 247.1 [9]

Amsterdam 13 m———— 243.7 [12]
Paris 14 mssssss—— 243.5 [16]

Dubai 15 ms— 243.2 [24]
Toronto 16 F——— 241.0 [18]
Stockholm 17 m— 239.8 [20]
Boston 18 mssssssmn 239.6 [13]
Seoul 19 m————— 239.5 [15]

Los A les 20 236.8 [17]

Sydney 21 m— 236.5 [14]
Helsinki 22 messsssss—— 222.8 [25]
Melbourne 23 m——— 222.2 [23]
Chicago 24 ms—— 219.7 [22]
Taipei 25 M 215.0 [27]
Vancouver 26 mmmmmmm 214.4 [21]
Hong Kong 27 mssssssssss 206.9 [26]
Tel Aviv 28 m— 203.6 [33]
Frankfurt 29 msssss—— 203.0 [28]
Berlin 30 m—196.7 [29]
Vienna 31 mmmsssssssn 189.3 [32]
Madrid 32 messssss——— 185.3 [30]
Brussels 33 s 185.0 [31]
Barcelona 34 s 175.7 [34]
Kuala Lumpur 35 mssssssssss 175.7 [37]
Milan 36 m——— 173.8 [36]
Bangkok 37 mmmmmmssmmm 165.3 [35]
Osaka 38 W 164.7 [38]
Jakarta 39 mmmmmm———— 152.4 [40]
Moscow 40 mmmmmmmmmm 146.5 [41]
Fukuoka 41 msssssssm 138.7 [42]
Istanbul 42 m——— 133.4 [39]
Sao Paulo 43 mmmsssmm 126.7 [43]
Mexico City 44 mmmmmmm 108.9 [44]
Johannesburg 45 mmmmmmm 106.5 [45]
Mumbai 46 mssssmm 945 [47]
Buenos Aires 47 mmmmmm 87.5 [46]

Cairo 48 mmmmm 81.0 [48]
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‘6’ Research and Development
s R R

n the Research & Development function,
I Tokyo and Seoul rose to #3 and #5,
respectively, surpassing several U.S. cities.
Both cities share strengths in Number of
Researchers and Academic Performance,
and this year saw improvements in their
scores for Number of International Students
and World’s Top Universities, contributing to
their higher rankings. Tokyo also improved its
score in Number of Startups, and Dubai made
significant gains in this indicator as well,
jumping from #39 to #32. Paris, which moved
up one place to # 8 , saw score increases in
both World’s Top Universities and Number of
Prize Winners in Science and Technology.
On the other hand, cities such as Amsterdam
at # 22 and Helsinki at # 37 saw significant
drops in rank, largely due to declines in the
indicators for World’s Top Universities and

Academic Performance.

Number of Startups | 2#—k7v7#
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Numbers in [ ] are ranks from the GPCI-2023
[ 1RO EI: GPCI-2023 DIERL

213.9[1]

New York 1
London 2 M 187.1 [2]
Tokyo 3 s 156.5 [4]
Los Angeles 4 mm— 153.4 [3]
Seoul 5 mEEEEE———— 146.3 [6]
Boston 6 mssssssm—— 137.9 [5]
San Francisco 7 mmmmmssmms 120.7 [7]
Paris 8 W 115.1 [9]
Chicago 9 s 113.1 8]
Hong Kong 10 mmsssssssss 112.2 [10]
Singapore 11 s 104.0 [11]
Shanghai 12 s 98.7 [13]
Beijing 13 s 97.1 [12]
Sydney 14 W 86.0 [15]
Melbourne 15 mmmmmmmms 84.0 [16]
Washington, DC 16 mmmmmmmmm 83.5 [14]
Berlin 17 mmmmmmm 78.6 [17]
Osaka 18 mmmmmmmm 75.3 [18]
Moscow 19 mmmmmmm 65.8 [22]
Toronto 20 W 63.6 [20]
Brussels 21 mmmmmmm 63.0 [21]
Amsterdam 22 mmmmmm 58.7 [19]
Zurich 23 mmmmmm 55.9 [24]
Geneva 24 mmmmm 55.4 [23]
Stockholm 25 mmmmmm 54.1 [25]
Taipei 26 W 53.6 [26]
Vancouver 27 mmmmm 49.3 [27]
Copenhagen 28 mmmmm 49.3 [28]
Istanbul 29 mmmmm 44.8 [30]
Vienna 30 mmmmm 43.6 [29]
Fukuoka 31 mmmm 39.9 [32]
Dubai 32 mmmm 38.9 [39]
Madrid 33 mmsm 36.3 [37]
Dublin 34 === 36.2 [34]
Tel Aviv 35 mmmm 35.6 [36]
Barcelona 36 mmmm 35.3 [33]
Helsinki 37 mmmm 35.2 [31]
Milan 38 mmmm 34.1 [35]
Frankfurt 39 === 30.4 [38]
Sao Paulo 40 === 28.2 [40]
Bangkok 41 mm 21.1 [41]
Cairo 42 mm 18.8 [42]
Mexico City 43 mm 18.3 [44]
Kuala Lumpur 44 =1 17.2 [43]
Buenos Aires 45 = 14.1 [45]
Jakarta 46 m 13.3 [46]
Mumbai 47 m 12.7 [47]

Johannesburg 48 1 3.6 [48]
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Function-Specific: Cultural Interaction

&@7¢® Cultural Interaction
Xk - Xk

n the Culture and Exchange sector, for the
I first time since the 2008 GPCI announce-
ment, Tokyo ranked #3, while New York dropped
to #4 . Tokyo made a significant leap to #3 in
Number of Foreign Visitors, and its evaluations
of Number of Luxury Hotel Rooms, Nightlife
Options, and Tourist Attractions saw substantial
improvements. Paris, which regained # 2 for
the first time in three years, ranked # 1 in
Number of Foreign Visitors and #2 in Number
of Cultural Events due to Paris 2024 Olympics
Games. It also saw steady increases in its
scores for Number of Stadiums and Number of
Hotel Rooms. New York, which dropped to
#4, and Dubai, which fell to #5, experienced
relative score declines due to the significant
improvements of other cities in various indicators.
Cities that experienced particularly harsh
drops in rankings include Seoul at # 16 and
Bangkok at #18. Seoul saw notable decreases
in scores for Number of International Conferences
and Attractiveness of Dining Options, while
Bangkok’s decline was marked by a decrease
in Number of Foreign Visitors.

Number of Foreign Visitors | 4B AZ5RIE %
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Numbers in [ ] are ranks from the GPCI-2023
[ 1AOIE GPCI-2023 DIEfL

355.3 [1]

-

London
Paris 2 s 297.3 [3]
Tokyo 3 ME—— 275.6 [5]
New York 4 mssssssssssssssss 254.4 [2]
Dubai 5 " 225.1 [4]
Istanbul 6 MEE—————— 190.8 [6]
Moscow 7 mmmmmmmmsmn 188.4 [8]
Singapore 8 m———— 188.2 [9]
Madrid 9 messs—— 186.9 [7]
Berlin 10 s 175.2 [10]
Barcelona 11 msssssssss 168.2 [13]
Buenos Aires 12 mmmmmmmmmm 158.2 [14]
Mexico City 13 mmmmmmsssmm 155.0 [16]
Beijing 14 mmmmmssssn 150.4 [19]
Sao Paulo 15 M 149.2 [17]
Seoul 16 mmmm——— 147.1 [11]
Amsterdam 17 s 144.9 [15]
Bangkok 18 M 143.9 [12]
Melbourne 19 mmmsssmmn 139.2 [22]
Vienna 20 s 137.9 [18]
Sydney 21 W 128.7 [20]
Shanghai 22 msss—— 127.8 [23]
Osaka 23 W 126.4 [25]
Brussels 24 mmmmmmmm 121.8 [21]
Milan 25 mssssssm 119.7 [24]
Hong Kong 26 s 113.3 [26]
Chicago 27 mmmsssm 106.6 [28]
Cairo 28 s 106.2 [31]
Los Angeles 29 mmmmmmm 105.7 [27]
Toronto 30 M 93.5 [29]
Stockholm 31 mmsssm 89.5 [32]
San Francisco 32 mmmmmm 89.3 [38]
Tel Aviv 33 mmmmmm 87.3 [34]
Kuala Lumpur 34 mssssm 83.0 [30]
Johannesburg 35 mmmm 81.6 [35]
Dublin 36 s 79.7 [36]
Copenhagen 37 mmmmm 77.9 [33]
Mumbai 38 mmmmm 77.0 [41]
Jakarta 39 mmmmm 72.5 [40]
Washington, DC 40 mmmmm 71.9 [42]
Frankfurt 41 msssm 71.6 [37]
Vancouver 42 mmmm 66.2 [39]
Taipei 43 W 61.5 [44]
Boston 44 mmm 53.8 [43]
Fukuoka 45 mmm 48.3 [47]
Zurich 46 mmm 46.4 [45]
Helsinki 47 mmm 45.5 [48]

Geneva 48 mmm 41.8 [46]
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/A\ Livability

B

Numbers in [ ] are ranks from the GPCI-2023
[ 1RO EI: GPCI-2023 DIERL

Paris 1 404.8[1]
Madrid 2 387.8[2]
Tokyo 3 M 385.1 [3]

Barcelona 4 382.4 [4]

Berlin 5 378.9 [6]
London 6 370.9 [9]
Osaka 7 369.5[12]

Milan 8 369.4 [13]

n the Livability function, the top three cities
I remained the same as last year, with Paris
at#1, Madrid at #2 , and Tokyo at #3 . Paris
maintained its strong performance in Number
of Retail Shops, ranking # 1 for the second
consecutive year, and also ranked #2 in
Number of Restaurants, showcasing its
strengths in “Ease of Living.” Madrid received
stable evaluations across all Livability
indicators, demonstrating its capacity to offer
an excellent living environment. Similarly,
Tokyo scored highly in Number of Retail Shops
and saw a boost in its score for Price Level,
influenced by the weaker yen.

Cities that made notable gains since GPCI-
2023 include Zurich at #17 and Vancouver at
#18 , both of which improved their scores in
the “Working Environment” indicator group.

In Number of Restaurants, where Taipei
maintained its #1 position, other high-ranking
cities such as Paris, Singapore, and Toronto
also saw their scores rise.

Number of Restaurants | RBENSE
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Helsinki 9 mE——— 367.6 [14]

Kuala Lumpur 10 365.4 [16]
Brussels 11 364.4 [11]
Frankfurt 12 364.1[7]

Stockholm 13 363.0 [10]

Copenhagen 14 IS 362.4 [15]

362.4 (8]

Amsterdam 15

362.1[5]

Vienna 16
Zurich 17 msssss— 360.3 [32]
Vancouver 18 s 360.0 [28]
Toronto 19 M 358.8 [18]
Melbourne 20 IEEEEEE——— 358.4 [17]
Fukuoka 21 s 355.6 [23]
Taipei 22 M 350.6 [22]
Hong Kong 23 memmsssssssssssssssn 348.2 [27]
Sydney 24 WSS 348.1 [24]
Dubai 25 m——— 345.2 [19]
Dublin 26 M 342.9 [29]
Geneva 27 MEmES——— 342.6 [33]
Singapore 28 IEEEEEESS———— 341.4 [35]
Sao Paulo 29 mmss———— 340.8 [21]
Bangkok 30 memmssssssssssssmm—— 338.6 [20]
Moscow 31 mmm— 335.5 [26]
Beijing 32 mmssssss—— 333.1 [31]
Tel Aviv 33 m—— 330.8 [37]
Shanghai 34 E—— 330.4 [30]
Seoul 35 MEEEEEE————— 329.0 [36]
Jakarta 36 mEEEEEESSS—————— 327.3 [25]

San Franci 37 311.2[39]

Istanbul 38 M 310.5 [42]
New York 39 msss 309.9 [38]
Buenos Aires 40 mmmmmm—— 306.3 [34]

Los A les 41 306.3 [44]

Chicago 42 M 304.8 [46)

Boston 43 mEmm——— 300.7 [40]

Cairo 44 m—— 300.1 [43]
Washington, DC 45 msssssssssmmn 289.4 [47]
Mexico City 46 mmsssss——— 280.9 [41]
Mumbai 47 E——— 275.0 [45]

Johannesburg 48 m——— 238.8 [48]
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Function-Specific: Environment

Environment

R

n the Environment function, Copenhagen
I ranked #1 and Stockholm #2 , switching
positions from last year, but both cities continue
to receive high evaluations. Both cities were
rated highly for their Renewable Energy Rate,
Water Quality, and Air Quality. Additionally,
Copenhagen ranked #1 in Commitment to
Climate Action, while Stockholm excelled in
Urban Greenery at #2 and CO, Emissions per
Capita at #7 , each demonstrating unique
strengths.

This year, a new evaluation element was
introduced, considering the “Number of times
a city was selected for the CDP (Carbon
Disclosure Project) A-List (Highest Rating)
over the past three years” under Commitment
to Climate Action. Cities like Copenhagen,
Melbourne, Mexico City, Buenos Aires, and
Sydney ranked in the top five, highlighting
that cities in Oceania and Latin America are
also actively addressing climate change.

Commitment to Climate Action | BIEADRVEA
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Numbers in [ ] are ranks from the GPCI-2023
[ 1AOIE GPCI-2023 DIEfL

Copenhagen 1 223.6 [2]
Stockholm 2 mEEEEE——— 221.0 [1]
Vienna 3 210.7 [5]
Helsinki 4 206.7 [4]
Zurich 5 205.6 [8]
G 6 202.3 [3]

Sydney 7 mmmmmm——' 194.5 [7]
Melbourne 8 m——— 190.8 [6]
Berlin 9 m—— 190.3 [9]
Frankfurt 10 s 186.8 [13]
Vancouver 11 mmmmssss 186.3 [10]
London 12 mmssssss 186.3 [11]
Madrid 13 msssssssss 184.9 [15]
Singapore 14 m—— 179.6 [12]
Amsterdam 15 F—— 178.9 [17]
Dublin 16 ms 175.6 [22]
Seoul 17 m—— 173.6 [14]
Tokyo 18 mmmmms 172.9 [16]
Toronto 19 MY 168.3 [18]
Taipei 20 F——— 167.6 [19]
Fukuoka 21 messsssssssssss 159.9 [20]
Milan 22 s 158.5 [25]
Buenos Aires 23 s 157.8 [31]
Brussels 24 mmmmmnn 156.1 [24]
Barcelona 25 mummmssssmmsn 156.0 [29]
Boston 26 mmmmmsssmmnn 153.7 [26]
Paris 27 msssn 151.4 [27]
Sao Paulo 28 mmm 151.3 [21]
Hong Kong 29 mmmsssssssss 150.5 [283]
New York 30 s 148.7 [28]
Tel Aviv 31 mssssssn 145.3 [35]
Istanbul 32 m—— 142.7 [30]
Mexico City 33 mmmmmmn 141.3 [38]
Washington, DC 34 s 140.8 [37]
Moscow 35 mmmmmmmmmmn 140.4 [32]
Shanghai 36 m——— 138.3 [33]
Los Angeles 37 mmmmmmmmmnn 137.3 [36]
Chicago 38 mmmmmmmmn 135.8 [34]
Osaka 39 s 135.7 [41]
San Francisco 40 mmmmmmmms 131.4 [43]
Beijing 41 mmmmms 122.5 [39)]
Kuala Lumpur 42 mssssssssn 115.5 [42]
Dubai 43 s 114.5 [44]
Johannesburg 44 mmmm—— 110.6 [40]
Bangkok 45 mmmmmmmmnn 95.8 [45]
Mumbai 46 mmmmm 94.4 [46]
Jakarta 47 memmmm———" 89.1 [47]

Cairo 48 W 75.2 [48]



17

Function-Specific: Accessibility

Numbers in [ ] are ranks from the GPCI-2023
[ 1RO EI: GPCI-2023 DIERL

= Accessibility

X@-TIEX

249.4 [4]

London 1

225.3 [3]

New York 2
Paris 3 MS—— 210.9 (5]
Dubai 4 mss—— 210.8 [6]
Tokyo 5 m—— 203.8 [8]

Frankfurt 6 M———— 203.2 [2]

Shanghai 7 messSSS——— 200.6 [9]

Amsterdam 8 mEEEEEEE———— 196.7 [1]

Singapore 9 NS 187.2 (7]

Istanbul 10 F——— 183.4 [12]

Barcelona 11 mssssssssssn 174.4 [13]

n the Accessibility function, London
I reclaimed the top position for the first
time in four years, driven by strong perfor-
mance in key indicators such as Cities with
Direct International Flights and Number of Air
Passengers, both of which ranked #1. London
also achieved #1in Ease of Mobility by
Bicycle, further reinforcing its leadership in
this category. Additionally, the city showed
notable improvements in Number of Arrivals
and Departures at Airports and Ease of
Mobility by Public Transportation.

Taipei made a remarkable jump from #31 to
#15 in the Accessibility function, with signifi-
cant gains in areas like Taxi Fare, Commuting
Time, and Ease of Mobility by Bicycle.

As global travel resumed following the end
of the COVID- 19 pandemic, all cities in the
GPCI saw an increase in international flight
passengers compared to the previous year.
The recovery was particularly pronounced in
Asian cities, where the return to pre-pandem-
ic levels had been slower. Notably, Tokyo and
Shanghai experienced substantial recoveries

Number of Air Passengers | Bl - BB iR E 5

1,000 People /F A

in both domestic and international flights,
which led to improved rankings in the Number
of Air Passengers indicator.
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Madrid 12 mess 172.1 [14]
Hong Kong 13 mmsssssssssssssss 170.7 [16]
Vienna 14 M 167.6 [11]
Taipei 15 m—— 161.1 [31]
Seoul 16 m———— 157.8 [20]
Milan 17 s 153.3 [19]
Berlin 18 s 151.9 [23]
Chicago 19 M 150.5 [15]
Copenhagen 20 s 150.2 [10]
Brussels 21 mmmssssssmn 148.4 [21]
Stockholm 22 msssss——— 144.0 [22]
Bangkok 23 mmmssssssssn 138.6 [35]
Helsinki 24 mssssssssssss 133.1 [25]
Kuala Lumpur 25 msssssssssss 132.2 [36]
Toronto 26 M 130.8 [24]
Dublin 27 s 130.5 [27]
Melbourne 28 mmsssssn 125.6 [17]
Zurich 29 W 124.9 [18]
Moscow 30 W 124.9 [33]
Los Angeles 31 mmmmmmmmmmn 122.4 [26]
Osaka 32 W 121.7 [37]
Beijing 33 mmmmmmmm——— 120.9 [40]
Cairo 34 W 118.8 [42]
Boston 35 mmmmmmmmmnn 116.4 [34]
Fukuoka 36 mmmsssssssn 116.1 [32]
Sydney 37 mmmmmmmmm—— 116.1 [29]
Vancouver 38 mmmmmmmmmnn 114.9 [38]
Tel Aviv 39 mmmmmn 114.8 [39]
Johannesburg 40 m——" 114.1 [45]
San Francisco 41 s 114.0 [30]
Mexico City 42 mmmmmmmn 107.6 [41]
Geneva 43 mmmmmmmmmn 105.9 [28]
Sao Paulo 44 W 102.8 [46]
Mumbai 45 s 101.0 [44]
Jakarta 46 mmmmm——— 99.0 [47]
Washington, DC 47 mmssssssm 97.8 [43]

Buenos Aires 48 mmmmmmmn 88.5 [48]
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Actor Evaluation

Actor Evaluation
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With the recovery of mobility and the diversification of
workstyles following the end of the COVID-19 pandemic,

this year saw notable changes particularly in the evaluation of
highly skilled talent and residents as key actors.

FEOOF MV ZAOKRITORRICHES ANROBEERPEZHDEKREEERIC,
SEEIFICEBEMBLIVOBEEDT 7 2 —OFHAICEVWTEILP RS i,

Global Actor
® Corporate Executive
[ [E2%]

London
New York

Si e

Dublin

1
2
3
4
Copenhagen 5
Zurich 6
San Francisco 7
Paris 8
Dubai 9
Amsterdam 10 e——

G 1
Stockholm 12 m—

Toronto 13 m——
Beijing 14 m—
Tokyo 15 m—
Sydney 16 m—
Los Angeles 17 m—
Helsinki 18 m——
Boston 19 me——
Washington, DC 20 me—
Seoul 21 —
Melbourne 22 me—
Frankfurt 23 me———
Shanghai 24 EE—
Vancouver 25 me—
Berlin 26 m——
Chicago 27 W—
Brussels 28 m—
Hong Kong 29 me—
Madrid 30 me———
Vienna 31 me—
Barcelona 32 me—
Tel Aviv 33 me—
Milan 34 me—
Kuala Lumpur 35 me—
Taipei 36 T——
Bangkok 37 messss—
Osaka 38 m—
Istanbul 39 m——
Jakarta 40 m—
Fukuoka 41 me——
Moscow 42 =
Sao Paulo 43 mm—
Johannesburg 44 m—
Buenos Aires 45 mmmm——
Mexico City 46 mm—
Mumbai 47 me—

Cairo 48 mmmm—

Evaluating cities from the perspective
of corporate executives, London ranks
#1, followed by New York at # 2 and
Singapore at # 3. Both London and
New York are highly rated for Nominal
GDP and Variety of Workplace Options,
attracting executives with their large
economies and favorable working
environments. Singapore ranked #1 in
Economic Freedom and Political,
Economic, and Business Risk, highlight-
ing the ease of conducting business in
the city. Dublin, which moved up four
places to #4, improved its scores in
Variety of Workplace Options and
Workstyle Flexibility. Meanwhile,
Dubai, ranked #9, saw a six-place rise
due to strong evaluations in Variety of
Workplace Options, Total Employment,
and Number of Startups.

SETHICEVWVTREEVERTIER
TEHMET A& 1LICAY R, 2f0IC= 1
—IA—J 3T HR—IHPWUELT
W3, AR EZ2—T—IHHBELT
SVl EB TWADIE, [GDP] & [T
—JTLAAREE] T BEREDKE
SEBMEXTITREZEEZBTL VS,
SUAR-IIE [REAHE] & [BUA -
B O YXIDRE] TR EES
LTHY, REHICETERFEFHOL
BEPIDNAD. ADETIE[T
—VTVAXREE] E[BEHDEKM]
TROA7&MIE LR EELSIB%
407z £9MDRNTIE [T7—
TTVAZAREE] & [REEH] X5
— b7y TEICBVTEVEHEEEE L.
BfL% 6 Dk 7=

Global Actor

[ J
. Ol Highly-Skilled Worker
-

[EEAM]

London
Paris
New York

1

2

3

Dubai 4

Sil 5
6

7

8

I
I
I
pore
Madrid —
Berlin ——
Zurich —
Barcelona 9 mss—
Amsterdam 10 —
Tokyo 11 m—
Toronto 12 m—
Copenhagen 13 m—
Hong Kong 14 s
Melbourne 15 m—
Taipei 16 m——
Geneva 17 EE—
Vienna 18 me—

Frankfurt 19 m——

San Franci 20
Vancouver 21 m—
Helsinki 22 me—
Sydney 23 EE—
Stockholm 24 m——
Milan 25 =e——
Dublin 26 me——
Brussels 27 —
Los Angeles 28 m——
Chicago 29 me—
Seoul 30 m———
Boston 31 me—
Shanghai 32 —
Osaka 33 m—
Beijing 34 m—
Washington, DC 35 me—
Kuala Lumpur 36 =e—
Tel Aviv 37 m—
Fukuoka 38 me—
Sao Paulo 39 me—
Moscow 40 me—
Bangkok 41 me——
Istanbul 42 =———
Buenos Aires 43 me—
Joh burg 44
Jakarta 45 me——

Mexico City 46 m—
Mumbai 47 me—

Cairo 48 mmm——

When evaluating cities from the
viewpoint of highly-skilled workers
who operate globally, cities like Paris
at #2 and Dubai at #4 saw their rankings
rise, while Tokyo made a significant
jump from # 17 last year to # 11. Paris
experienced a notable increase in
Workstyle Flexibility, and Dubai
soared to # 2 in Variety of Workplace
Options. In contrast, U.S. cities like
Boston at #31 and Washington, DC at
#35 experienced drops in their Variety
of Workplace Options scores, reflecting
the impact of recent changes in work
environments on evaluations. Meanwhile,
Tokyo, despite a decline in its ranking
for Workstyle Flexibility, improved its
scores in various indicators such as
Number of International Students,
Number of Startups, Nightlife Options,
and Number of Retail Shops, contrib-
uting to its rise in the rankings.

EECEEC IO THAEERILE
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i i -4 GIobaI.Actor
* Tourist
[BRrE]

London 1
Tokyo 2 m——
Paris 3 m—
New York 4 m—
Dubai 5 =———
Madrid 6 me————
Moscow 7 m—
Istanbul 8 mE———————
Amsterdam 9 S
Singapore 10 =——
Barcelona 11 m—
Berlin 12 m—
Shanghai 13 m—
Bangkok 14 e
Beijing 15 m——
Vienna 16 m—
Seoul 17 =——
Buenos Aires 18 m—
Sydney 19 m—
Mexico City 20
Melbourne 21 me—

Milan 22 =e——
Sao Paulo 23 =——
Hong Kong 24 me—
Stockholm 25 E—
Osaka 26 =e—
Frankfurt 27 =e—
Copenhagen 28 m—
Brussels 29 m—
Toronto 30 E—
Chicago 31 m—
Kuala Lumpur 32 me—
Cairo 33 m—
Dublin 34 m—
Tel Aviv 35 m—
Vancouver 36 mmmm——
Taipei 37 m——
San Francisco 38 mmmmmm——
Los Angeles 39
Zurich 40 m—
Jakarta 41 ——
Mumbai 42 me——
Helsinki 43 me——
Washington, DC 44 =
Geneva 45 m———
Boston 46 m—
Fukuoka 47 e

Johannesburg 48 T——

I n addition to a function-specific analysis,
the GPCIl also carries out an evaluation of

major cities from the perspectives of people
managing businesses, working, touring,
and living in those cities. For the evaluation,
3 Global Actors and 1 Local Actor were
established and those indicators considered
important by each actor were extracted
from the GPClI’s 70 indicators across the 6

functions. The scores for these extracted

indicators were then averaged and ranked.

Evaluating cities from the viewpoint of
Tourists, London ranked #1, followed
by Tokyo at #2 and Paris at #3. London
claimedthetopspotinTourist
Attractions and Nightlife Options,
demonstratingitsrichnessin
“Tourism Resources.” Tokyo showed
strength in “Trendsetting Potential,”
ranking #1in Number of Cultural
Events, and also ranked #1 in Number
of Hotel Rooms, highlighting its
appeal in “Visitor Amenities.” Paris
significantly improved its score in
Number of Foreign Visitors, a key
metric in “International Interaction.”
Other notable cities that rose in the
rankings were Hong Kong, which
movedup from#29to#24,and
Osaka, rising from # 31 to # 26 . Both
cities saw major improvements in
indicators related to international
travel, such as Number of Foreign
Visitors and Cities with Direct Interna-
tional Flights, contributing to their
higher Actor rankings.

BABEORATHMHETMT 2 & 114
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A Local Actor
ﬁ Resident

[EEE]

Tokyo

1
London 2
Madrid 3

Paris 4
Berlin 5
Vienna 6
Barcelona 7
Stockholm 8 m——
Amsterdam 9 m————

Melbourne 10 me——

Frankfurt 11 me—

Taipei 12 m——
Singapore 13

Helsinki 14 me—

Osaka 15 msss—
Brussels 16 ms—
Copenhagen 17 mss—

Milan 18 =——

Sydney 19
M. 20
Zurich 21 mess—

Vancouver 22 s
New York 23 me—
Hong Kong 24 s
Toronto 25
Geneva 26 F—
Seoul 27 —
Dubai 28 me——
Fukuoka 29 me—
Buenos Aires 30 mmmmmm—
Dublin 31 me—
Shanghai 32 m—
Istanbul 33 m——
Beijing 34 me——
Kuala Lumpur 35 mem—
Tel Aviv 36 m——
Chicago 37 mem—
Boston 38 me—
Sao Paulo 39 me—
San Francisco 40 mem—

Washington, DC 41 me—

Los Angeles 42
Johannesburg 43 me——

Mexico City 44
Bangkok 45 memm—

Cairo 46 F——
Jakarta 47 we—

Mumbai 48 "——
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FHERTAY IS, HME SN AEEOX275F
WU BRI 2T - 7

From the perspective of residents living
and working in the city, Tokyo ranked
#1, followed by London at # 2 and
Madrid at #3. All three cities moved up
intherankings—Tokyo from#5,
London from #11, and Madrid from #4.
Tokyo’s rise was driven by its strong
scorein Price Level, while London
improved in Ease of Mobility by Public
Transportation, and Madrid excelled in
Taxi Fare. On the other hand, Vienna,
which was #1 last year, dropped to #6,
and Melbourne, last year’s # 2, fell to
# 10 . Both cities saw declines in their
scores for Ease of Mobility by Bicycle,
highlighting challenges in “Transport
Comfortability.”
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London
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Paris
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Singapore

Awareness & behaviors on
Climate Change in GPCI cities

GPCIEMICH T 2 RIRZLENCXT I 5585 & 1TE

Objectives of the Study | AFAEDEH

S ince the 21st century, rapidly growing global cities have brought

us economic development and increased convenience in our lives.
However, they have also become major sources of energy consumption and
greenhouse gas emissions, leading to various global environmental issues.
To ensure that our cities remain sustainable in the future, it is not only
the responsibility of urban policymakers but also each individual resident
to change their awareness and behaviours regarding climate change. This
study visualizes the awareness and behaviours towards climate change
issues in each city, based on a survey conducted with residents of the 48
cities in the Global Power City Index 2024.

21 AT 2R AR %R T 7 7 v — A~ VERT & FA7e B kR
HHIFEECEEREEOM L2 bbb L—H T, =2 F
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Oic, HHOBRIEEDOH B LT ZCICELIAIADEEECE
WThH, [UREFHEICH T 3 RHBLITHOLLR RO O T w5,
AFHE T\ Global Power City Index 2024 D x5 48 #Hi OJEEH
WEBL7ZT v 7 — FREBECE D&, FEHICEH T 3 ]URE BB IC
I B 2T 21TE R RIRIEL %o
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Vancouver

44

New York

469%

Fig1:

Percentage and breakdown of GPCI residents who
have experienced the following climate phenomena
and think they have affected their lives (Survey 1)

LTORERKEERL, POZTASHIBEFOEFICRESE
BEAftZA3GPCIBEENEAEMREAE)

|
Higher average temperatures and heatwaves
FHTRDL R EEE

|
More intense precipitation
SBUREK

Stronger storms such as typhoons and hurricanes
BEXN)r=HEDLFRORER

More frequent wildfires
SUBSRERILASE

Longer-lasting droughts
RHAICHI=2FIED

Change in timing and duration of seasonal weather
FHOREORFHACHAEDZE(L

Sao Paulo
Los Angeles
459
. . Including the top 10 cities from GPCI- 2023 and an additional 6 cities
MexlCO Clty selected based on geographic balance, for a total of 16 cities.
GPCI-2023 D LA 108 &, HHOWIBILNT > X EERL TREL £
Z0OfteEmEE L. A5 16 M £ B,
Survey methodology | 7 >4 — hDF &R

Target Residents of the 48 cities in GPCI-2024 (approximately 200 people per city) REMR GPCI-2024 D33 % 48 BB {EE (188 $H7-4) 200 )

Period June to August 2024 FAEEARE 2024%6H-88

Number of 9,600 people in total AHEEH &&t9,600A

Responses

Surey Items Survey 1: Experiences of Climate Change and their impact on life. WEEE RAE1: RREHOBBREEFANOZE

Respondents were asked whether they have experienced the following six climate
change phenomena and how much they had affected their lives.

1-1 Higher average temperatures and heatwaves

1-2 More intense precipitation

1-3 Stronger storms such as typhoons and hurricanes

1-4 More frequent wildfires

1-5 Longer-lasting droughts

1-6 Change in timing and duration of seasonal weather

Survey 2: Individual actions to mitigate climate change in habits.

For each of the six specific behaviors below, respondents were asked to choose
one of three options to describe their current habit : thinking it is important and cur-
rently do it, thinking it is important but don’t do it, not thinking it is important.

2-1 Reducing energy consumption at home such as adjusting the temperature of
air-conditioning and heating

2-2 Using natural energy at home such as installing solar panels

2-3 Reducing food waste

2-4 Reducing plastic waste such as using your own bag or bottle

2-5 Choosing public transportation, walking or cycling rather than driving for short
distances as much as possible

2-6 Choosing train rather than airplane for long distance as much as possible

EEEE UTO6 DOXBREBRRERBRLIDIENHEINEIM,
WO EEEDEFICEDEEREBLDEELD,

1-1 RN L F &R

1-2 LBLLREXK

1-3 BERNS—2HEDLBRVRER

1-4 KUSBEELILIKE

1-5 REAICH5FIED

1-6 FEIOXIEOR LI NZEL

RE2: RIEEHEZENTI-HNBEANTEHRIE

LITD6 2DEAHATEICOVWT, BEERREDTHEIRICES
BI&E%3DD:ERX(BELEBILVRIETEL NS, EELEEZT
WA TEILTVAV BE/ZEEATVEL) DFAS51DRE,

2-1 BETOIRY —HBROMF (FIZIE, ABBEOELRERE)
2-2 BETHERIIILF —DFIB(BIAE, KB/ S2ILOHA)
2-3 REBFEEZBEHSTIE

2-4 TIRFyIIAIEHSTIEMBIAME, =AY 7 T RMNLOFIFA)
2-5 JIRBE OB ENEE LNHAHBEMERE, 1k BEREEEIZE
2-6 RIEBEDBEENIRATHE TR A<SREEEDIZL
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Fig2:
The extent of actions taken by residents of GPCI cities to mitigate climate change issues.(Survey 2)

GPCI#BHOR{EZICLIRREBHHMBELEMTILONITHOE S \(AE2)

Example of how to read a triangle plots | =& 57D R 551

Think it's important | think it's important,

and I do it o0 / a but I don't do it
EELEESL. J BELEES
AHLTNS g AHLTVEL

0 (%) A 100
100 90 80 70 60% 50 40 30 20 10 0 %)

| don't think it's important
EELERDEL

Actions Related to Energy Consumption (Survey 2-1 & 2-2) | TxJIL¥—H&ICEET 3178 (FAE2-1,2-2)

The triangle plots shows the proportion of residents
considering climate change important and taking
action based on the city’s position in the triangle.
For example, in the left triangle, 30 % of London
residents find it “Think it’s important and | do it”,
10 % find it “I think it’s important,but | don’t do it”,
and 60 % do not find it important. Question details
are in the survey methodology in the previous section.

=ZATMAOE MM LET 30ICL > T MEID
BREENRBEHEEELEEZL. ZOBRDEHIC
TELTWAPPEHLEINTWS, FIZIEEDRTIE.
London DEFEEDI0%Y [EELERI L. TEILT
W3 10%N [EBELERIN. EFTLTVAVL
60%Y [EBLZEBhAV] EEBLAEZEEEKRLT
W3, SERORAIR. FIEOT >4 — hDOFHERIC
AEhTW3,

© London O Amsterdam @ Los Angeles
© New York © Sseoul @ Vancouver
© Tokyo © Dubai @ Sao Paulo
© Paris © Melbourne @ Mexico City

© Singapore @ Berlin @ Johannesburg

The numbering was determined based on their rankings in the GPCI-2023.
#BHOFFEIL GPCI-2028 DIRALICE D EREL 720

| think it's important,
but | don't do it
BEELERSNY
EITLTVEW

Think it's important
and | do it
BEEEERSL.
TE®LTW3

60

0 (%) 100

100 920 80 70 60 50 40 30 20 10 0 %)

| don't think it's important
BEELERDEV

n Johannesburg®, 70% of people are
I taking action related to energy con-
sumption. On the other hand, in Tokyo® and
Seoul@, despite recognizing the importance
of energy consumption, about 60% of people
are not taking any action. This shows that the
percentage of people taking action related to
energy consumption is particularly low in these
cities among the 15 cities shown in the graph.
In most of the other cities, 50-60% of residents

are actually taking this action.

EI NIRRT N I7@TE AT — B
LW S B ED O RUEZE B FRICH D A
TR ABEEDT70% % EHDT VD, —H-
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Actions related to waste reduction (Survey 2-3 & 2-4) | CADKEICEHT 3178 (FHE2-3,2-4)

Think it's important

60

40

| think it's important,

and | do it 7) but | don't do it
BEEEERSL. EEEERIY
THLTWS ETLTLEL

0 )
100 20 80 70 60 50 40 10 0 (%)

| don't think it's important
EELERDEV

Actions Related to Transportation (Survey 2-5 & 2-6) | BEIFEICRET 5178) (AE2-5,2-6)

T he percentage of residents taking action

related to waste is relatively higher
compared to those actions related to energy
consumption or transportation. In particular,
in Vancouver®, even though the other two
actions was below 50%, a high percentage of
residents took action to reduce waste. Addition-
ally, in Singapore@®, Dubai®, Mexico City®,
and Johannesburg@®, over 80% of residents are

taking action related to waste.

FF —HESLBEICET 21TENIC
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| don't think it's important
BEELERDEL
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I n Paris@ and Singapore®, over 60% of
residents are taking action regarding their
choice of transportation, showing a relatively
high percentage. On the other hand, in Los
Angeles@®, the percentage of people changing
their transportation methods due to climate
change is particularly low. It is also noteworthy
that in Amsterdam@®, more than 20% of resi-
dents do not consider changing transportation
methods to be important for climate change.

o 1Oy v HE—L@TIE. 60%L) F
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24 Definitions
Indicator
Group
Function  f§i% Indicator Definition
HE Jn—7 D Eit EH
% E E 5 1 Nominal GDP Nominal GDP of the target city (The data year selected is that in which all cities can be compared in the same year).
p —T . =
g 0% GbP 4 % # 0L E GDP (241 £ FIUEK THBATHEL R IE 2R
< @«
o
° 2 GDP per Capita Nominal GDP per capita of the target city (The data year selected is that in which all cities can be compared in the same year).
1 A#%7-V) GDP HRETDAON A 7Y DEE GDP (£#H 2R UF R THEFIREL FREERA).
g § § 3 GDP Growth Rate Compound Annual Growth Rate (CAGR) of real GDP for the target city for the last 5 years (The data year selected is that in
) 5 3 GDP R which all cities can be compared in the same year).
L A 551 3 FH GOP OB 5 EMOETIIHEE (L BHERLERTHBT L FRBEIRA)
[
@
@
4 Economic Freedom Score of the country of the target city in the Heritage Foundation’s "Index of Economic Freedom".
REEHE Heritage Foundation @ "Index of Economic Freedom" (C$ (1 2 REM A BT 2END X7,
[% g 5 Stock Market Capitalization Stock market capitalization for the stock exchanges located in the target city from World Federation of Exchanges' "Domestic
/g é ik Ee &R Market Capitalization".
it z World Federation of Exchanges @ "Domestic Market Capitalization" (Z 3513 % % R&R IS HE § 2 LS 7R OO L 35 4% =X R 44 48,
g
g 6 World's Top 500 Companies Total score (determined by Revenue) of companies located within 20km of the center of the target city that feature in Fortune's
5~y 7500405 "Fortune Global 500".
Fortune ® "Fortune Global 500 " TZ > 7 A > L= ¥D 55, HRETHTDFLEN 520 kmBERICFIET 2EEERFTLESICIEL TH
#ELR27,
é %: 7 Total Employment Total employment in the target city.
€5 HEER HREHDIEEEH
"
.
g 8 Employees in Percentage of employees in the target city working in industries such as finance, insurance services, real estate services,
Business Support Services professional services, business services, and science and technology services.
EVXXYR—PAMDZE WRIAICHFBE D X XK — METE (R RIR. FHE. BB BERHLENEEY —EXH) OREEFBDOHREIBHDOMREEE K
IZX 9 2E &
E g 9 Wage Level Value of "Average Monthly Net Salary (After Tax)" for the target city in Numbeo's "Cost of Living".
) g BE&KENGS Numbeo @ "Cost of Living" I} 2 I REHDFIIALG (Bi51%).
Z @
BEO
_%. 10 Availability of Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) Average of the 8 indicators of the country of the target city related to
§ Skilled Human Resources the ease of securing human resources in INSEAD's "Global Talent Competitiveness Index", (2 ) Average of the 2 indicators of
g BELANMBROBS M the target city related to the ease of securing human resources in INSEAD's "Global Talent Competitiveness Index - City and
Regions", (3) Score of the target city in EF Education First's "English Proficiency Index".
LITOF -2 %HBAEL 26 DDOFHE . DINSEAD D "Global Talent Competitiveness Index" 113 3 REHH BT 2ENES &
AMIEROBRSMICRIT 2 815IZNDF X7, @INSEAD O "Global Talent Competitiveness Index - City and Regions" (235} %4
SBHNEE L AMBROBRSMICET 3 2152 NDFP 227, @EF Education First® "English Proficiency Index" (=1} 3 &
MOREREHZIT,
" Variety of Workplace Options Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) Number of coworking facilities located in target cities according to
T LA XREE Coworker.com, (2) Fixed broadband and mobile speeds of the target city produced by Speedtest.net by Ookla.
LTFTOF -2 #488IEL - DDF9ME : DCoworker.com CHBBI N TV BN REMDOIT —F > JHEEE. @ Ookla T 3
Speedtest.net (LI N TV BZHREADEE T O— KN KB LVENTIILOBEERFHERE,
E Eg" 12 Corporate Tax Rate Headline corporate tax rate for the target city or the country of the target city in PwC's "Corporate income tax (CIT) rates".
= ; EABEOES PwC M "Corporate income tax (CIT) rates" (& T 2 REHH LMK HTN BT IENRESEABE,
A g
» 9
5 a Political, Economic and Average of the indexed values of the following data: ( 1) Average of the 10 indicators related to ease of doing business for the
ﬁ g 13 Business Risk target city or the country of the target city in the World Bank's "Doing Business", (2 ) Moody’s long-term credit rating for the
E BUA - RIE -0 X IDES country risk ceiling of foreign currency for the country of the target city.
& LITOF —2%BAEL 26 DDOFH1E : D World Bank ® "Doing Business" IZ #1123 REMHH LIS REAHH BT IENE U % X
NEZMEICET 3 10EFEDFIPR 7. @Moody's IZ & B RMHP BT ZEDHERH > M) —>— U > T ORI,
g i ﬁﬁ é’ 14 Number of Researchers Number of researchers in the target city estimated pro rata from the number of employees in the country and target city in the
Lo & § MEEH UNESCO Institute of Statistics' "UIS Statistics".
E’E 5 UNESCO Institute of Statistics 0 "UIS Statistics" (C &} 2 REH N BT 2EDHRELHEEEMRITOUEEHDLETRAL
g THEL AR,
o
=
§ 15 World's Top Universities Ranking score determined from the rank of universities located within 50 km of the center of the target city that are in the top
Ry TKEFE 1000 of Times Higher Education’s "World University Rankings".
Times Higher Education ® "World University Rankings" T1000 G AICT > 74 > LzKFED 3 5. WREHOF D EH 550 km B
RICFRET 32 RFZIBALICIEC TaBIbL 2237,
ﬁﬁ § 16 Research and Research and development expenditure in the country of the target city estimated pro rata from the number of employees in
% 8 Development Expenditure the country and target city listed under the UNESCO Institute of Statistics' "UIS Statistics".
% :%‘ M7RRE UNESCO Institute of Statistics  "UIS Statistics" IC# I 2 REHN BT 2ENMERREE EE M RETOEEEHDLLETIRS
2 L THEETL %R,
g
g 17 Number of Number of international students attending universities estimated from the number of students and the percentage of
~ International Students international students of each university located within 50 km of the city center of the target city that are in the top 1000 of
BEEH Times Higher Education's "World University Rankings".
Times Higher Education ® "World University Rankings" T1000 R LIRICZT > 74 > LIKZD S5, MRETOHDEH S50 km
WICFRTES 2AFOERBEBZEEE L SHETL AMRBHICH T 2BFER.
18 Academic Performance Average score of all subjects for the country of the target city in the OECD’s "Programme for International Student Assessment
FHOSEE (PISA)".
OECD ® "Programme for International Student Assessment (PISA)" (&} 2 REHP BT 2ENDLFEFHE S,
19 Number of Patents

AN AN
uoljeAouu|

HRFERMGE

Number of registered patents estimated pro rata from the number of employees in the country and target city based on
averages for the last 10 years from World Intellectual Property Organization's "WIPO IP Statistics Data Center".

World Intellectual Property Organization ® "WIPO IP Statistics Data Center" (Z# 3 3 R& TN BT 2EDFHFEHFHROERL10E
BDFEEE N RETDOREEBRDOLLFE TR D L THETL 28,
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Indicator
iR

Winners of Prizes in Science

and Technology
FRRARMEZTHER

Number of Startups
28— N7y T

Number of
International Conferences
£ SmPPAANE DR C2<1¢

Number of Cultural Events

SAEA N> MBI

Cultural Content Export Value
a T UEIHER

Art Market Environment
7 — hBIRE

Tourist Attractions
BHORERE

Proximity to
World Heritage Sites
HFEEA DT

Nightlife Options
FARNIATREE

Number of Theaters
BliG -2 ¥ —hR—ILE

Number of Museums
ST EE - SRR

Number of Stadiums
22T T L

Number of Hotel Rooms
RTIVEER

Number of Luxury Hotel Rooms
N TZZARTIVEEE

Attractiveness of
Shopping Options
BEHDES

@ Indicators using questionnaires
T — MEREBVW TV SRR

Definition
EH

Total points awarded to the target city for number of recipients within the last 20 years of the major science and technology-
related awards (Nobel Prize, Balzan Prize, Crafoord Prize, Nevanlinna Prize, and Fields Medal) based on the university or
research institute (located within 50 km of the city center) with which they were affiliated at the time of receiving the award.
Points are weighted based on the year in which the prize was awarded.

FEMBRME (/—NIVE NUVY B I75T74—RNE 2T7 ) FE 71— XE) DER20EBOZEEND I L. SEHYUED
RPN RBH O LR 550kmBERICFRES 2ZHELZHEFHICSLU TRBIEL X7,

The average number of startups founded in the target city in the last 3 years according to Crunchbase.
Crunchbase (ZIB# I TV AN REBH CREIN 22— 7 v THOER 3 EEDOFHE,

Number of international conferences held in the target city listed in the Union of International Associations' "International
Meetings Statistics Report".
Union of International Associations ® "International Meetings Statistics Report" (#3234 & £ Tl fE S h - ERE S H 55,

Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) Number of points awarded to the target city for hosting global events
such as the Olympics, World Expositions, and FIFA World Cups in the last 20 years according to their size and year in which
they were hosted, (2) Average number of events held in the target city in the last 3 years listed in Columbus Travel Media's
"World Travel Guide".

LTOF -2 25H{EL-bDODFE : OMFROLIUEANU M (FUEY 7. REEER. FIFAT—-ILRDy7) D55, EIL205F
BUCHREBH CHREI NI N FERES SURERERICIEL TRHIEL X237, @Columbus Travel Media ® "World Travel
Guide" (2 B3 REH THRBES h 231 X2 MIDER 3 ER-DFE,

Average of the indexed values of the following data (weighted 1:2): (1) Export value of Printed Books and Optical Media
estimated pro rata from the proportion of GDP for the country and target city according to the International Trade Center's
"International Trade Statistics", (2 ) Export value of Audiovisual and Related Services estimated pro rata from the proportion of
GDP for the country and target city according to the International Trade Center's "International Trade Statistics".

YUTOTF =2 %EHILL D% 1:2 TEA L 2F91E : DInternational Trade Center ? "International Trade Statistics" (&1} %
WERBTP BT IENDERSLURFEAT « 7TOEFBEHEEEE G RO GDP DR TS L THELL /238, @International
Trade Center ® "International Trade Statistics" ICH(F B2 RMEHAP R T 2EDREE S L URHEY —EXOERE@MLEEEE M RE
10 GDP DL TR L THEE L %R,

Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) Score determined by the rank of contemporary artists based in the
target city from the living artists ranked according to total sales over a period of one year in Artprice.com's "Top 500 artists by
auction turnover”, (2 ) Number of art galleries listed in Artnet.com's "Gallery Network", ( 3 ) Number of artworks seached by
"Artwork Location" listed on Artsy.net.

KUTOF —2%BEEL - DODOFHE : D Artprice.com® "Top 500 artists by auction turnover"|IC5 > 7 41 > L 1= 3d R ERTH & 7ESH
HEELTVWBER (F6) ZIBRICIEL THERBUEL X7, @ Artnet.com?® "Gallery Network" [CB#E W TV 3 REMBHADF + 5
=% @ Artsy.netd [{ERFITEH ] TREBEI N R

Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) Number of tourist attractions in the target city listed on TripAdvisor
weighted by bubble rating, (2 ) Number of days required for a foreign visitor to visit the major tourist attractions in the target
city according to the Resident Questionnaire.

KUTDOF —2%BHEL 2HDDFHME : O TripAdvisor (CHBEH I N TV A REHDELZI Ry MEENTILFHBEZ EICEARFLT
KL QBEET7 5 — U ABEASEEPHRETOELBNIR Y MEEZDICET HHE.

Total points awarded based on the size and type of UNESCO World Heritage Sites located within 100 km of the center of the
target city.

UNESCOI(Z& 312 ROHFIEED S 5. WREATOFLENS 100 kmBAICFIET 2 REE 2R S SUEEICISL TRBIEL
A7,

Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) Number of nightlife attractions listed in TripAdvisor with bubble rating
5 (Excellent), (2) Influence level of nightlife spots as a major reason for visiting the target city according to the Resident
Questionnaire.

LITOF -2 %358 L 2 DDOFHME : O TripAdvisor ICIBEH I N TV BHEKEBADF 1S4 T XKy MIBWTNTILFHES (£ TH
RV ERBLTVWBRRRY ML QBFEET 7 — bW BHXBEDNFA T4 T XKy MEMRETOFEOBHE L TRERLUTVWBIEE L,

Average of the following values: ( 1) Number of theaters and concert halls listed in TripAdvisor, (2) Number of theaters and
concert halls listed in OpenStreetMap located within 10km of the center of the target city.

LTFOF —20FH{E : O TripAdvisor (CIBH S W TV B RET OIS - 2> % — bR —JLE @ OpenStreetMap ([CIB# S h TL\ 54
KEHDOHOEA S 10kmBIRICERTET 28135 - 2> — bR —IVEL,

Number of museums and public galleries listed in De Gruyter Saur's "International Directory of Arts".
De Gruyter Saur ? "International Directory of Arts" [CIBE S h TV B RETDOEMEE - MBS LTI TUy I X+ T —DH,

Number of stadiums listed in World Stadiums with a capacity of more than 10, 000 people. Stadiums for universities and other
educational facilities are excluded.
World Stadiums (ZI58 SN TO B RETICFIET X227 LE (INEAE10,000 ALLE, KF % ERBERBRBADI 2T T LIS,

Total number of hotel rooms located within 6miles of the city center displayed on travelweekly.com.
travelweekly.com & & U Hotels.com (CIBE S W TV B M RETOF DS S 10kmBIRICFRET 3 T L ORBE B DOFI9E,

Total number of 5 star (classfied as 9, 10 in travelweekly.com) hotel rooms located within 10 km ( 6 miles) of the city center
displayed on travelweekly.com.

travelweekly.com & & U'Hotels.com (ZB# & h T 33 REH DD &5 5 10km Bl (6miles) AICFIET 35 D2 K7 )L (travelweekly
DRFETIZ,10) DFITREEE,

Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) All shops & malls located in the target city listed on TripAdvisor
weighted by bubble rating, (2) Influence level of shopping as a major reason for visiting the target city according to the
Resident Questionnaire.

LTOF —2#88IEL 2 DDFE : D TripAdvisor (ICBHEN TV BHKHTND 3y 7 E—IILOSEEREHE /N T ILEHA T &1
BHPTLTERE QBFEET >/ — b, BBV BENOBHEMNRBTOFENEHNEL TELCTVWIEE L,



26 Definitions
Indicator
Group
Function  f§i% Indicator Definition
HE Jn—7 D Eit EH
%E j':, g %‘ % % 35 Attractiveness of Average of the indexed values of the following data: ( 1) Number of restaurants located within 10 km from the city center in the
a2 § § A § § @ Dining Options target city in La Liste's "World's Top 1000 Restaurants", (2 ) Influence level of cuisine or dining as a major reason for visiting the
%% g % g g BEOHSN target city according to the Resident Questionnaire.
= LITFO7 —2%884EL 26D DOF9ME : (DLa Liste ® "World's Top 1000 Restaurants" T7 > 74 > LizLANT D5 5, 3 REAOFHL
L EN510kmBRICFIET 5L XML H QB EFEET7 7 — ) BBV BEOBHEMRBHOBRNENEL TRUTVBESE L,
36 Number of Foreign Residents Number of registered foreign people or residents without citizenship in the country of the target city.
NEAREEHR HRBETDONEABEERS LSTRIEEH - EVEEER
37 Number of Foreign Visitors Annual number of foreign visitors to the target city (The data year selected is that in which all cities can be compared in the
HNEANGHREIEE same year).
MREHE1EBICGHEL ZAEAGEEH (BT ERUER CHEFIRELEREETRA).
E % g S 38 Total Unemployment Rate Total unemployment rate in the target city.
S B3 EEREROES HEHHORSKRER,
< &y
g
g. 39 Total Working Hours per Capita Annual working hours per person for the target city.
3 1ANB V) DI FBEFE DR S I REHD 1A B 7= V) DEREEF ERER,
@
S
40 Workstyle Flexibility Ease of working flexibly at the workplace in the target city according to the Resident Questionnaire.
@ BEXHDERKM BEET7 75— M) HEBHACH I IBETCOBEHOERMEDEE .
E g 41 Housing Rent Average rent for 1- and 3-bedroom apartments located in the target city center and outside of the center in Numbeo's "Cost of Living".
Jo FEERKENES Numbeo ? "Cost of Living" (21} 3. 3 REHDHOIERDELUSNAIB T 31Xy KIL—LBLVINY KIL—LDT /N~ bOFHRE,
2 -
=S .
a 42 Price Level Indexed scores based on the prices of 5 items (Food, Clothes, Transportation, Personal Care, and Entertainment) in
MEAKEDES Expatistan com.
Expatistan.com (&1} 3 5188 (R¥ &, 38, @, HAM, 1RE) Offitk 2 EICHE L2207,
z g: g 43 Number of Murders Number of murders (acknowledged) per year per population of one million in the target city.
T » _ »
? 25 HBAEBROD LS IMREHDOANO100 NS 720 OFEEHFABHRE GBH) 45
<
o8
8 44 Economic Risk of Natural Disaster ~ Share of Average Annual GDP for "GDP at Risk" in Lloyd's “Lloyd's City Risk Index".
BREZOF/FNIXIDDHEE  Lioyd's D "Lloyd's City Risk Index" (= $1F 33 H#HD GDP 1) X 7 8 DI F3IERE GDP L,
% E 45 Life Expectancy Average life expectancy for the country of the target city listed in the World Health Organization's "World Health Statistics".
5 o TaHEe World Health Organization ¢ "World Health Statistics" (=4} 234 R H BT 2ENDFHH 6,
i3
= 46 Social Freedom and Equality Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) Score for the country of the target city listed in Transparency
HEOEHE - FES International's "Corruption Perceptions Index", (2) Score for the country of the target city listed in Freedom House's
"Freedom in the World", (3) Score for the country of the target city listed in Reporters without Borders' "World Press
Freedom Index", (4) Score for the country of the target city listed in World Economic Forum's "Global Gender Gap Report".
LITOF -2 %85I L -5 DDOFME : D Transparency International M "Corruption Perceptions Index" (2 33 K& TN ET
3EN X7, @Freedom House M "Freedom in the World"IZ #1323 RE M A BT 2END X 27, @ Reporter without Borders @
"World Press Freedom Index"IZ& (2 REHH BT SED X7, @ World Economic Forum @ "Global Gender Gap Report" (Z
BIFAMRMTP BT ZENZIT,
47 Risk to Mental Health Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) Total value of the indexed score YLDs (the number of years lost due to
A BNV ZKHE iliness or disorder) based only on acquired mental illnesses for the country of the target city listed in the World Health
Organization's "Global Health Estimates", (2) Suicide rates per 100,000 population for the country of the target city in the World
Health Organization's "Global Health Observatory".
LTOF -2 %188 ALL 2HDDOFHE . DWorld Health Organization ® "Global Health Estimates" (Z &} 23 REMHP BT 2ED
BRROLCBEMHERBICLIBEXREFY (RHRE BEICLN KDL ZFH), @World Health Organization ® "Global Health
Observatory" (CH T B RBMHN BT IENDAOA10 7 ASH V) DEFKEEH.
% %" 48 Number of Medical Doctors Number of medical doctors per one million people estimated pro rata from the number of employees in the country and target
!ﬂ 3 [ R 2% city based on the average number of medical doctors in the country listed in the OECD's "Health Statistics" and the WHO's
E = "Global Health Observatory".
& OECD ® "Health Statistics" # & U' WHO ? "Global Health Observatory" (Z$F 2 3¢ & #HH B § 2 EDEEIE OF9E % E & A SR
TDREEEZEMDLEE TS U THET L2 AO100 75 A d 724) DEEET 2o
49 ICT Readiness Indexed score of the 29 indicators of the country of the target city related to ICT infrastructure for resident, business, and
ICTRENTEE government services in the Portulans Institute's "Networked Readiness Index".
Portulans Institute ® "Networked Readiness Index"(Z$ (3 2 REEHHP BT ZENDEAN, ED 2 X fTHY —EXCH I BICTREIC
B¢ %2946 IR£RMAE LR U A ETREULL =1
50 Number of Retail Shops Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) Number of retail shops listed in OpenStreetMap located within 10 km of
@ INEIEEDZE the center of the target city, (2) Number of retail shops located within a 10 -minute walk in the target city according to the
Resident Questionnaire.
LTFOF—2%E81EL 26O DOFfE: D OpenStreetMap (ZIBH & h T\ B REF DO D S5 S 10km BINIZFRTE 5 /\FE 15 S %L
QRBFEET >/ — &), MR THES 10 5 BRICFRTET /0\EEHE.
51 Number of Restaurants Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) Number of restaurants listed in OpenStreetMap located within 10 km of
@ RBENSE the center of the target city, (2 ) Number of restaurants located within a 10 -minute walk in the target city according to the
Resident Questionnaire.
LTOF -2 888UE L= 6D DT1E: D OpenStreetMap ([CHEHE N TV B M RETDOHRDHED S 10kmBRICFIET BL X T L
QOREFET - b HEBHTRS10PBERNICFHETELINT
E 3 g ¢ 52 Commitment to Climate Action  Average of the indexed values of the following data: 1) The number of times selected for the "A List (highest rating)" by CDP in the
= 8 o g REANOR) A past three years, and Number of Initiative Participations for the target city based on data from the United Nations Framework
g EE § Convention on Climate Change's "Non-state Actor Zone for Climate Action (NAZCA)", (2 ) Percentage of GHG emissions reduction
- < target of the target city divided by the number of years from the baseline year to the target year.

LTFOF—25E8EL -6 0DOFHE: OBEIERICCOPD"AY R b (REFE) "(OBHE SN AEHK. $LUOTRIREENICRT 3EE
EAMHASEK (& B "Non-state Actor Zone for Climate Action (NAZCA)"ICBE S h TV 3 REM O EES I ( Initiative
Participation) #l. @M REMHDBRENRH A HEIRBFEEEFEHN SBREETOEH TR -1 FEH V) DHIRBIZRER,
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65

66

67
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Indicator
iR

Renewable Energy Rate
BARRET 2L ¥ — kbR

Waste Recycle Rate
UHA7IVE

CO, Emissions per Capita
1TANHEIDCOBHEDD K &

Air Quality
ZRDERNE

Comfort Level of Temperature
SURDRE M

Water Quality
KEDRIFIE

Urban Greenery
RBDTEEE

Satisfaction with
Urban Cleanliness
BHEEOBFRE

Cities with
Direct International Flights

ERRETRAMAER T

International Freight Flows
EfR B mERIE

Number of Air Passengers
EA - BRI E 2

Number of Arrivals and
Departures at Airports
Mz D R BB

Ease of Mobility
by Public Transportation
AHZBEEEOFADL X T

Taxi Fare
2UY—HEDRE

Travel Time to Airports

RET 7 AFEDORE

Commuting Time
EE - RFREOES

Traffic Congestion
ERODLE

Ease of Mobility by Bicycle
BHEETOBEOLPTE

@ Indicators using questionnaires
T — MEREBVW TV SRR

Definition
EH

Percentage of renewable energy supply used versus the total primary energy supply for the country of the target city listed in
theOrganisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) 's "Renewable energy".

Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) ® "Renewable energy" (Z& (3 2 RETH BT 2EDH 1K
IXX—HEGRICHT IBERREI X NF —DEHIEEDEER,

Average percentage of municipal waste generated that is recycled in the country of the target city listed in the OECD's
"Environment Statistics" and the United Nations Statistics Division's "Environmental Indicators".

OECD ® "Environment Statistics" & U United Nations Statistics Division ® "Environmental Indicators" (Z &7 23 R&ET BT
BED—EIHDUY A TILROFIE,

Volume of CO, emissions estimated pro rata from the proportion of GDP for the country and target city in the International
Energy Agency's "CO, Emissions from Fuel Combustion" divided by the city's population.

International Energy Agency ® "CO, Emissions from Fuel Combustion" (Z# (1} 23 R#EBH A BT 3E D CO, HEB 2 E &M RETHD
GDP DR TR U THETL 72 MR & T 1 Ad 720 D CO, HEH R,

Annual mean PM2.5 concentrations in target cities from IQAir's "World's most polluted cities (PM2.5)".
IQAIr @ "World's most polluted cities (PM2.5) "(C$ 1} 23 RETH D PM2.5 DEBFIDRE,

3 -year average amount by which the target city’s apparent temperature, calculated from weather data from Raspisaniye
Pogodi Ltd.'s "Weather in the World", deviates from the ideal temperature range (15-25C ).

Raspisaniye Pogodi Ltd. ? "Weather in the World" (Z1B# S h TV 3 HRBHDER S EBDRRT — 22 SEH L A RBIRE ORE
RE (15~25C) 5 DTeBEE £ &5 L 7-1E,

Score of "Water Quality" for the target city in Numbeo's "Pollution”.
Numbeo @ "Pollution" (Z $1} 2% R & T D "Water Quality" D X7,

Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) Score of "Quality of Green and Parks" for the target city in Numbeo's
"Pollution”, (2') Green Coverage Proportion for the target city using a 10 km radius from the city center, according to estimates
based on values obtained from satelite imagery.

LUITOF —2%BFEL - DODOFHE : DNumbeo D "Pollution” (21 23R &R F D "Quality of Green and Parks" M X7, @&
EERED EICHE L AN REBAORD A5 10kmBEIRIC 5 1 BRI,

Cleanliness of streets and outdoor spaces in the target city according to the Questionnaire survey by residents and visitors.
BEESSVHERBEDT 7 — bW HRBHOEHERCBAREN BRIRIMTOIDEIPDEE .

Number of cities from which direct, regular service passenger flights depart or arrive at the target city's airports cited in the
OAG's "Schedule Analyser".

OAG M "Schedule Analyser" \C &1} 2 RE T 2 HREMS L IRBIBEH E TIMBIREFE (EHE BETENH) ORWREEEEETHE
k28

Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) Port freight of the target city cited in the American Journal of
Transportation's "AJOT’s Top 100 Containerports A to Z", (2 ) Amount of international air freight moving through the target
city's airports cited in the Airports Council International's "Annual Traffic Data".

LITOF —2%EHIEL 26 DDOFE . D American Journal of Transportation ® "AJOT’s Top 100 Containerports A to Z"(Z$(f
B FRETOBTEYE. @ Airports Council International ? "Annual Traffic Data" (C# 3 2 KE T DR EDMEZEREME,

Total annual number of arriving/departing passengers at the target city's airports.
M REATDOEZADERLR - EFFHRDOE 5T FRBIRE o

Total number of international and domestic arrivals and departures based on airline schedules at the target city's airports (with
over one million international passengers in 2019) according to OAG's "Schedule Analyser".

OAG ? "Schedule Analyser" (2|1 23 REBHINZH (2019 ENEFFIFREH100 5 ALIL) (BT AMESHOEMETEICE DN
7=EIRHR - ERHR T B B H

Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) Density of train and tram stations listed in OpenStreetMap located
within 10 km of the center of the target city, (2 ) Ratio of public transportation use in the target city according to Numbeo's
"Traffic".

KT 07— 2% 158IEL 26 DDOF9E : @ OpenStreetMap (B S W T B REHOFRD AL 510 km BIRICFIFE T 388 E M
LOERE (bZ LSERENERT 5D ERR) £HFEIETRRL % E. @Numbeo O "Traffic" (IC&1F 5, RIMHIDEE - BFEREOLR
HIBEBOFIAEES £ AHBEHE. BBE. N VOFIREZSOEE TRLULEIS,

Taxi fare for a 5km ride in the target city.
MR ESkMETLIIHENL VY —EE,

Minimum time required to travel from the target city's airports to the city center. If more than one airport exists, a weighted
average is calculated according to the number of passengers of each airport.

WRETOEEN SHRBADOPLAETORERENERE, BHORENFET S HEETREOLREBTMEFIEM -7

Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) Time required for a one-way trip to work or school in the target city
according to Numbeo's "Traffic", (2) Time required for a one-way trip to work or school in the target city according to the
Resident Questionnaire.

LUTOF -2 #3584 L 7-EDOFHIME : DNumbeo O "Traffic" (CH 1 M REAT TEE) - BF L3 EAMERRE. QBFET7 7
— b & HRET TEE) BFICH D B BT ERE,

Average speed per 10 km calculated based on TomTom's "Traffic Index".
TomTom @ "Traffic Index "(CEDEEHI N /210km & /=) DFIERE,

Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) Number of bicycle parkings listed in OpenStreetMap located within
10 km of the center of the target city, (2 ) Number of rental bicycle spots listed in OpenStreetMap located within 10 km of the
center of the target city.

LT OF —2%$8H1EL 726 DDOFI51E: D OpenStreetMap (B # & N T\ B KEHDFD A 5 10km BERICFIFE T 2BHERIH DL
@ OpenStreetMap (CHE ST TV AR REHDFDRH S 10kmBEIRICFRFET HL > 2891 I Ky b
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