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Table 4  The ranking of regional emergency performance capability in China in 2018
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Fig. 1 The ranking of regional emergency performance capability in China in 2018
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Abstract The evaluation of the emergency performance of different regions is an important part in evaluating the effectiveness
of the emergency management in China, but it has not been well carried out in the academic and practical areas so far. This
paper uses the Delphi method to set indexes in four aspects (the prevention, the preparation, the response and the recovery).
Then, based on the indexes set in the first step, the expert scoring method is applied to calculate the grade for every region.
Finally, we have the ranking of 31 regions in China. This ranking can help the regions to improve their emergency performance
and learn from the past. In the end, this paper gives several suggestions and solutions for the common problems in the
emergency management process for each region.

Keywords chinese regions; emergency performance capability; emergeney management
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