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Large-scale Evaluation for Street Walkability: Methodological Improvements
and the Empirical Application in Chengdu
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Abstract The significant effect of walking on urban sustainability has attracted worldwide attention. More and more walkability evaluation

studies have been conducted in recent years. In this paper, we revised the evaluation method for WalkScore via introducing street
greenery and applied the revised method in Chengdu. The application results reveal that streets in residential areas are associated with
greater WalkScore, in comparing with those in business areas. In addition, streets being closer to the city center, sub centers, subway

stations and shopping centers have greater WalkScore values as well.
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