HROMHELEHT XTI

BEERR | 20255128

Global
Power City

Index
2025

. London

. Tokyo

. New York
. Paris

g W N

. Singapore



Contents

—

10

18

20

What is the GPCI?

Methodology

Executive Summary

Comprehensive Ranking

Function-Specific Ranking

Actor Evaluation

Definitions



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 multidimen-
sional 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 of the ranking

Executive Committee / E1TEE S

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
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Function
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Indicator Group
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Cultural Facilities
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International Interaction
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Number of International Conferences
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Cultural Content Export Value
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Number of Theaters
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Number of Hotel Rooms
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Attractiveness of Shopping Options
Attractiveness of Dining Options
Number of Foreign Residents

Number of Foreign Visitors
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Methodology

T he GPCI evaluates its target cities in

functions comprises multiple indicator groups

6 urban functions and each of these

(total: 27 groups), which in turn consist of
several indicators. A total of 72 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 2,700 points.
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Function Indicator Group No. Indicator
»E BRI -7 &5 i
Working Environment Total Unemployment Rate TEARERDES
FLRTR Total Working Hours per Capita 1A B 74 DIEFHEEFE DR S
Workstyle Flexibility BEHDOEHME
Cost of Living Housing Rent FEEHKEDES
Livability EAEESIZ I Price Level MEKEDNES
B Security and Safety Number of Murders BRAEHDD B
rE R Economic Risk of Natural Disaster BREZEOFBFNIZIDD LS
4 Well-Being Life Expectancy 95
ERRIIE Social Freedom and Equality HEDEHE - FES
500 pt. Risk to Mental Health A B ZKEE
Ease of Living Number of Medical Doctors EERmERL
EETIRME ICT Readiness ICTRIEDREE
Number of Retail Shops IEEHEDZ S
Number of Restaurants BEENZS
Commitment to Climate Action RIBEADIY) # A4

Environmental Management
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Environmental Performance

Environment BENT+—v>2R
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Urban Environment
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Natural Resources
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International Network
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Accessibility Air Transport Capacity
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Transport Comfortability
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Inner-City Transportation

Corporate Sustainability Assessment
Renewable Energy Rate

Waste Recycle Rate

CO, Emissions per Capita

Air Quality

Comfort Level of Temperature
Water Quality

Satisfaction with Urban Cleanliness
Urban Greenery

Biodiversity

Cities with Direct International Flights
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-2025 | GPCI-2025 (=} 2152 ZNEE
(53) A new indicator, Corporate Sustainability Assessment, has been added. /RENDHXFF+E D 7 1 il & HAIEIZ L LT:EN
(62) A new indicator, Biodiversity, has been added. /414 & HIEIZ L LTEM
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London, while experiencing a decline in
its overall score, has continued to hold
the #1 position since 2012. It secured the
top ranking in the Cultural Interaction and
Accessibility functions, and maintained a
solid #2 in both Economy and R&D. Although
its rankings dropped significantly in
Livability and Environment, there were also
positive developments, such as taking the
#1 spot in the indicator for Urban Greenery.

OYRUFHBERIT7EEZELED
DD, 2012FE 05 by TEHIEL
il TW3, bR A EF. -
TIEAPB TR E FHSF.
% -BAESHFCE2MUEEREL
W3, BESH BESHTER
BRI E R ELS T 2205, [#RHDTE
EE| CIUEBEBTILERS T
1 7HEEEBRS N,

Tokyo, which had held the #3 position for nine
consecutive years since 2016, rose to #2 for the
first time since the start of the GPCI ranking,
surpassing New York. This was driven by a
substantial increase in its overall score for the
second consecutive year, despite a decline
in its Economy ranking. Tokyo achieved #1 in
Livability, and in Cultural Interaction, it climbed
to #2 for the first time, with Nightlife Options
ranked #1. The city also made notable progress
in Environment, rising to #7.
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26 Toronto

[
29 Chicago

® 20 San Francisco

3 New York

New York, which recorded the steepest
score decline among all cities, lost its #2
position that it had maintained since 2012.
Its performance was particularly weak in
Livability, where Price Level ranked last,
and in Environment, where Comfort Level
of Temperature worsened. On the other
hand, it continued to dominate with #1
rankings in Stock Market Capitalization and
Research and Development Expenditure,
firmly maintaining the top spot in both
Economy and R&D.

27 Boston
[

®

39 Washington, DC

L]
25 Los Angeles

°
44 Mexico City

2HMOFTRHBAIATTFEDK
Eh o= a—I—7I5 2012F D
SR> CE2MDELRLFERE
Bofz $IC [MfiKEDNES] »
R MIEES>EBESEHP. [RA
DiREME] PBIELZRESTFD
EXNBEILD, —F [ Ei5HEF
fli#s%E] X [MAEBARE] TlE by
TEBREL. BIEDH. HE - BR
PEFCIEEIE I EHMEEEL T,

R&D

7 B3

%

Cultural

Interaction
Livability 321k - 3%
B

eI x2 T

London

Tokyo
New York

Paris

1

2

3

4
Singapore 5
Seoul 6
Amsterdam 7
Shanghai 8
Dubai 9
Berlin
Copenhagen
Beijing
Melbourne
Madrid
Sydney
Vienna
Stockholm
Osaka
Frankfurt
San Francisco
Zurich

Hong Kong
Barcelona

Taipei

Los A |

Toronto

B New York
1

3

39

44

°
41 Sao Paulo

[}
43 Buenos Aires

Boston

Brussels

1 Chicago
Dublin
Istanbul
Milan

Helsinki

Moscow
Vancouver
Kuala Lumpur
Bangkok
Washington, DC
Fukuoka

Sao Paulo
Tel Aviv
Buenos Aires
Mexico City
Jakarta

Cairo

Mumbai

Johannesburg

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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Amid global inflationary pressures and efforts to address environmental
issues, Tokyo has, for the first time in GPCI history, surpassed New York
to rise to 2nd place. The rapidly changing global landscape is creating
a new paradigm of intercity competition.
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FHEALEBIHELDODOH B,

ondon has held the top position for 14
L consecutive years. Tokyo, meanwhile,
overtook New York for the first time since the
launch of the GPCI, marking a major shift in
the balance of top cities. Tokyo ranked 1st in
the Livability function and rose to second in
Cultural Interaction for the first time, demonstrat-
ing overall improvement in its urban strengths.
In contrast, New York, which had held the
second position since 2012, was pushed down
as it suffered heavily from global inflationary
pressures, with its score for Price Level falling
to last place.

Looking back on the global situation in 2025,
continued inflation across countries has had a
serious impact on urban living conditions, while
responses to climate change and commitments
to sustainability have increasingly become key
benchmarks for assessing urban competitive-
ness. Two new indicators introduced in GPCI
2025—Corporate Sustainability Assessment and
Biodiversity—led to dramatic changes: Taipei
surged in the Environment function from 20th to
2nd, Madrid rose to 5th, and Sao Paulo climbed
from 28th to 16th, underscoring how environmen-
tal initiatives now directly affect city rankings.

In the Economy function, Swiss financial centers
Zurich and Geneva rose in the rankings, while in
the Middle East, Dubai leapt from 42nd to 10th in
GDP Growth Rate, highlighting ongoing regional
economic diversification. In Cultural Interaction,
Osaka advanced from 23rd to 13th, with other
Asian cities, such as Beijing, Seoul, and
Shanghai, also showing remarkable progress.
Improved Workstyle Flexibility propelled Tokyo,
Frankfurt, and Copenhagen to higher positions
in the Livability function. However, many cities
struggled with livability due to rising costs
of living, underscoring the new dynamics of
intercity competition in the post-COVID era.
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Numbers in [ ] are ranks and scores from the GPCI-2024
[ JANH{EIX GPCI-2024 DIERLE X7
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Function-Specific Ranking

Function-Specific Ranking
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In addition to the continued expansion of international tourism from last
year, fluctuations in price levels and the newly introduced sustainability
evaluation had a major impact on the ranking changes of each city.

FESE(CH < ERERADIEKICI A . WEKEDZENPH /- (CBA & h /- FH5 el RE
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n the Economy Function, changes in GDP
I growth rate and Variety of Workplace Options
affected the rankings, with Dubai breaking into
the top 10 for the first time. In the Cultural
Interaction function, scores rose among East
Asian cities where tourism continued to expand
for the second consecutive year, with Osaka
making the biggest leap, climbing from #23
last year to #13. In the Livability function,
shifts in Workstyle Flexibility and Price Level
led to three new European cities—Frankfurt,
Copenhagen, and Vienna—entering the top
10. The Environment function experienced the
largest score fluctuations, as the introduction
of new indicators—Corporate Sustainability
Assessment and Biodiversity—lifted cities
across Southeast Asia and Latin America.
Among them, Taipei demonstrated remarkable
growth, soaring to #2.

Accessibility
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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.

GPCI DBEHDVEDIE BEDHH D & &3¢

RETBEDTHL ThEND6HFH SHEIRK
ICERH DI ENEFFEL TV BRUCH B,
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Function-Specific: Economy
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Numbers in [ ] are ranks from the GPCI-2024
ﬁi Economy [ 108N GPCI-2024 DB

358.8 [1]

New York 1
London 2 M 313.0 [2]
Zurich 3 " 301.4 [5]

298.6 [4]

Singapore 4
Dublin 5 m—— 295.6 (3]
Beijing 6 m—— 283.0 [6]

G 7 280.9 [8]

San Francisco 8 mummm—— 280.3 [7]
Copenhagen 9 WS————— 269.2 [9]

Dubai 10 mes— 268.0 [15]
Washington, DC 11 mssssssss 264.7 [12]

Tokyo 12 m—— 264.2 [10]

Amsterdam 13 IEEES————— 263.6 [13]

n the Economy function, New York and %2 BABFCR. AIERF=1—3I—I» L Toronto 14 E——051.6 [16]

I London maintained their top two positions. E s stas ] OB E b e A Patis 15 m—249.0 [14]

#1 New York performed well in Stock Market L [7=V T VLA ZRREI| LETEHRITEE seoul 16 2407 [19]
Capitalization, while #2 London scored high in BLEOYRUD 2 E#EL =

Sydney 17 s 249.0 [21]

Fa-—UvbRESXZAYR-—MAMDZX]
X [BA - RiE - BEROUIIOES ] #ENZT
TEEESIZ.SMUPSIMUAELERL TV S,

areas like Variety of Workplace Options.
Zurich climbed from #5 to #3, driven by Boston 18 2487 (18]
increased scores in Employees in Business

Support Services and Political, Economic and

Stockholm 19 mES———— 247.0 [17]

Shanghai 20 m——— 243.1 [11]

Business Risk. Geneva also rose one spot ME,PSIEMZ1 DL T7TREEB LA, KN Chicago 21 E—— 235.1 [24]
to #7, with an increase in Wage Level. Dubai 115 [GDP R RR] % 424 H 5 101L. [#2FAMA Melbourne 22 E—234.8 [23]
showed remarkable growth, ranking #10 after El#17Mr 515N LT 2L EBEELRES Helsinki 23 2344 [22]
improving its GDP Growth Rate from #42 to BE 10ICT> 714> U7z ABRHIBHLIHL S

3BMIICHEL THI. ﬁ%ﬂﬂﬂi@@@maﬁiiﬁ Los Angeles 24 m—— 234.2 [20]

#10 and Economic Freedom from #17 to #15.

This represented one of the most significant Vancouver 25 S— 226.4 [26]
rank jumps, along with Osaka’s improvement
from #38 to #33.

On the other hand, Dublin received a low eval-
uation in “Economic Vitality” and dropped two

places from last year to #5. San Francisco also
fell from #7 to #8.
Brussels 31 mmmmmmmsmm—m" 196.2 [33]

BTHRAREL 57
—A. TR [RBFEHE] OFFME»EL.
HMEPS2T VT TCEiE o7 Y275
PYAABTHHLS BN CIBRLET STV, Frankfurt 28 messsssss— 209.5 [29]
Berlin 29 s 203.5 [30]

Taipei 26 m———— 217.6 [25]

Hong Kong 27 msssssssssss 212.6 [27]

Vienna 30 mssssssss 196.7 [31]

Madrid 32 messssssss———— 193.0 [32]
Osaka 33 s 190.3 [38]
Tel Aviv 34 msssssmms 187.4 [28]
Barcelona 35 msssssms 186.2 [34]
Milan 36 s 184.3 [36]
Stock Market Capitalization | 5tk E#45E
Kuala Lumpur 37 msssssss 176.8 [35]

GPCI-2024 MGPCI-2025 Fukuoka 38 s 170.4 [41]

million USD/E 7% KL
Bangkok 39 mmssssssn 165.6 [37]

70,000,000
60,000,000
Jakarta 40 m——— 157.2 [39]
50,000,000
Istanbul 41 m———— 148.7 [42]
40,000,000
Moscow 42 mmmmmmmmm 138.5 [40]
30,000,000
Buenos Aires 43 mmmmmmmmm 136.9 [47]
20000000 Sao Paulo 44 mmsssssmm 128.5 [43]
10000000 Johannesburg 45 s 113.5 [45]
0 I I | | | | | | | [ ] n .
& ‘Q«l)\ © v{p\ O & © © & & @ Mumbai 46 mssssssm 104.6 [46]
R <5 < & «© & = < X & &
N o > W o oY o ® o & S Mexico City 47 mmmmmm 101.6 [44]
Nt Vv N -
o o
Cairo 48 W 86.4 [48]

Shaded bars represent other top 5 cities from the comprehensive ranking / * 1L F &5 ¥ > 7 £fI5 Mzt
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@ Research and Development
s B®- B

New York
London
Tokyo

Los Angeles

-

Numbers in [ ] are ranks from the GPCI-2024
[ 1ADEIER GPCI-2024 DIEfL

213.8[1]

e 186.4 [2]
e 155.3 [3]

e 152.2 [4]

n the Research and Development function,

I New York maintained its #1 rank. It solidified
its strength by moving from #2 to #1 in Number
of Researchers and retaining its top spot in
Research and Development Expenditure.
London held its #2 position, further extending its
lead in Number of International Students, which
has long been one of its strengths. Tokyo stayed
at #3 despite challenges, including ceding its
top rank in Number of Researchers to New York
and dropping from #21 to #23 in World’s Top
Universities.

Meanwhile, Chinese cities showed significant
improvement. Hong Kong climbed from #10
to #8, and Shanghai rose one spot to #11.
Both cities saw increased scores in Number
of Researchers, and World’s Top Universities,
suggesting a growing strength in research and
development compared to some higher-ranked

cities with stagnant scores.

World’s Top Universities | t5by 7 k%

E % -AEIF T SIFERFE=Z1—3—
ﬂ: INEMEER U, [EEH] T2
POILIC LS. [MREARE] C12#ET2
HE MR -HARPBFCOBIERDH TRL,

2O Rt KHI D SiEATH - /- [BF
AT 2MEDZAATEESSICET 2o BR
W [REEHI Ty TOEE=Z2—I—VIZFEV,
[by TRZH] TH21UP D 23N EIELET
Wip. R - ERSBFOIBMIEFIERR I %
HEFEL 1=

— 5.8 DEFEBIFRIED10MI LS KE LR,
MDD LEBOHRIE,PS1DIERZ LT TV D,
mEmed [MEEH] P EHRNY TRKZE] TR
A7EMIELTHY. EREHAOZX 27 BN
toh, FEHHFENEBMELD2DHBIEND
WPHABEREE ST

GPCI-2024 MGPCI-2025

Score /X7
100
75
50
25 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0 . N
R 2 (e} N > Q@ & O
S I I S G N
N > & > w® P RS & ¢ o
N Q‘OQ > & © (\Q‘ o 3 K & %.e q
@ o e N N

* Shaded bars represent other top 5 cities from the comprehensive ranking / * 116U T I3 E T ¥ > 7 L5 S &bt

Seoul 5 mEEEEE———146.2 [5]

Boston 6 mmmmm——8; 142.8 [6]

San Francisco 7 mmmmmms 124.8 [7]

Hong Kong 8 mmmssssssssssw 115.3 [10]
Chicago 9 W 114.6 [9]
Paris 10 s 107.8 [8]
Shanghai 11 s 103.9 [12]
Singapore 12 = 103.8 [11]
Beijing 13 mmmmsssss 102.1 [13]

Sydney 14 mmmmmm 84.4 [14]

Washington, DC 15 mssssssssm 80.7 [16]

Melbourne 16 s 80.2 [15]
Berlin 17 mmmmmm 75.8 [17]
Osaka 18 mmmmmmmm 73.2 [18]

Toronto 19 M 62.1 [20]
Brussels 20 mmmmmmm 60.9 [21]
Amsterdam 21 s 57.9 [22]
Copenhagen 22 mmmmmm 55.9 [28]
Geneva 23 mmmmmm 54.5 [24]

Stockholm 24 s 52.6 [25]

Taipei 25 mmmmm 51.8 [26]

Moscow 26 mmmmm 51.8 [19]
Vancouver 27 mmmmm 47.9 [27]
Istanbul 28 mmmmm 47.3 [29]
Zurich 29 mmmmm 45.5 [23]
Vienna 30 mmmmm 43.1 [30]
Fukuoka 31 mmmm 39.2 [31]
Dubai 32 mmmm 37.6 [32]
Helsinki 33 mmmm 36.0 [37]
Barcelona 34 mmmm 35.8 [36]
Dublin 35 mmsm 35.7 [34]
Tel Aviv 36 mmmm 33.9 [35]
Madrid 37 mmm 33.0 [33]
Milan 38 mmm 31.2 [38]
Frankfurt 39 mmm 29.2 [39]
Sao Paulo 40 mmm 26.2 [40]
Bangkok 41 mm 20.2 [41]
Kuala Lumpur 42 mm 17.4 [44]
Mexico City 43 == 16.8 [43]
Cairo 44 ™1 16.0 [42]
Buenos Aires 45 m 13.0 [45]
Jakarta 46 m 11.7 [46]
Mumbai 47 m 9.7 [47]

Johannesburg 48 1 3.9 [48]
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Function-Specific: Cultural Interaction

&@7¢® Cultural Interaction
it - X

n Cultural Interaction, Tokyo surpassed
I Paris to claim the #2 rank. Tokyo made
a significant leap from #11 to #2 in Tourist
Attractions. Furthermore, Tokyo saw arise in its
rank for Nightlife Options and Number of Foreign
Visitors significantly. These data highlight the
growing appeal as a tourist destination for
overseas travel.
Osaka also saw a significant leap from #23 to #13.
Number of Foreign Visitors has increased from
last year. Its ranks for Number of International
Conferences and Number of Cultural Events
also improved. Osaka’s cultural interaction has
become more vibrant recently.
Berlin’s rank rose from #10 to #8 driven by
significant results in Nightlife Options and
Tourist Attractions. Beijing, which moved from
#14 to #10, also saw its score increases in many
indicators including Attractiveness of Shopping
Options and Attractiveness of Dining Options.

Tourist Attractions | B} HDFEE

- ZRPF T RRI/IN)EHRZ24L
IRV = B HOFTERE D 11 h
S2MNERLAZER [FAMNTAITREEL
[HAEASEEH] DX I7ENE L ERPESHN
POBEANEENHEL TRIFh TWEZEETR
THRREE o7
KBRH 23 H 513N ERE B ZHIEL
7= [HAEINGHREE ] OEMCHN A, [EFED
N a MBI X MRESG A E
TIER LGN #5023 H E, EE, ABRDIIER
R LNFERICESTWVWBIEY IDPHNZ B,
NILY L AF10L L 5 8RANER, [F1 T A
TREE| X [BXHMOREE ]| PHERLICE
U7 ARETEMOBAHIPIREORA] L
EDFHEIEEEREL T 14460H 5 10 LB
Uize ZDIED. YINLR LBEEDT T
HRELIBLLE LT T3,

Score /A7 GPCI-2024 M GPCI-2025
100
75
50
25
0
L @ & & > ) & @
& < < s° 4 q\*o & A A\ & &
O .
N o > o © & A & & &
o > of@é f\ib

* Shaded bars represent other top 5 cities from the comprehensive ranking / * 11U T d#E T > ¥ > 7 L5 M &4mH

London
Tokyo
Paris
New York
Dubai
Istanbul
Moscow

Berlin

-

7

Numbers in [ ] are ranks from the GPCI-2024
[ 1AOH{EIE GPCI-2024 DIETL

343.1[1]
I 209.6 [3]
—— 288.0 [2]
—— 251.7 [4]
—— 225.4 (5]
——182.3 [6]
s 181.6 (7]

s 174.1 [10]

Singapore 9 MEEE———— 172.5 [8]
Beijing 10 mmssss— 171.2 [14]
Madrid 11 mssss—169.0 [9]

Seoul 12 m—— 168.9 [16]

Osaka 13 s 161.8 [23]
Mexico City 14 mmmmmsssmmm 154.9 [13]
Shanghai 15 Essss—" 153.8 [22]
Bangkok 16 M 147.4 (18]
Buenos Aires 17 mmmmmmmmmm 146.1 [12]

Barcelona 18 mmsssssssss 141.9 [11]
Vienna 19 s 140.8 [20]

Sao Paulo 20 s 139.4 [15]

Amsterdam 21 mss———— 136.6 [17]
Melbourne 22 mmmsssmm 128.9 [19]
Sydney 23 " 125.9 [21]
Milan 24 messssss 116.2 [25]
Brussels 25 mmmmmmmm 115.2 [24]
Hong Kong 26 mmmmmmm 107.3 [26]
Los Angeles 27 mmmmmmm 106.5 [29]
Cairo 28 s 102.6 [28]
Chicago 29 mmmsssm 100.4 [27]
Kuala Lumpur 30 mmssssm 98.6 [34]
Toronto 31 mmmmmm 86.1 [30]
San Francisco 32 I 84.6 [32]
Stockholm 33 mmsssm 83.4 [31]
Copenhagen 34 mmmm 82.9 [37]
Johannesburg 35 mmmmm 82.5 [35]
Jakarta 36 mmmmmm 82.5 [39]
Tel Aviv 37 mmmmm 80.5 [33]
Mumbai 38 mmmmmm 79.7 [38]
Frankfurt 39 mmssm 74.7 [41]
Taipei 40 W 73.5 [43]
Dublin 41 s 72.8 [36]
Washington, DC 42 mmmm 65.8 [40]
Fukuoka 43 mmmm 55.3 [45]
Vancouver 44 mmm 54.5 [42]
Zurich 45 mmm 49.9 [46]
Boston 46 mmm 47.6 [44]
Helsinki 47 mmm 39.5 [47]

Geneva 48 mm 29.1 [48]
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A\ Livability
(L

n Livability, Tokyo gained the top position,
I with Workstyle Flexibility and Number of
Restaurants improving from last year. Compared
to many other cities, the drop in score for Price
Level was relatively moderate. These factors
affected Tokyo’s strong score.
Frankfurt also saw arise from #12 to #3 driven by
a high score in Workstyle Flexibility. Copenhagen
and Vienna also improved their rankings due
to arise in their score for Workstyle Flexibility.
Many cities experienced the impact of inflation
on Price Level, caused by global economic
and political changes, with New York being the
most significant case, which corresponds to the
lowest rank. Paris also saw a negative change
from #28 to #31 in this indicator. In the case of
Hong Kong, decreased scores in Price Level
and Workstyle Flexibility influenced the drop in
rank from #23 to #40.

Price Level | 9{fiKEDEE

Pt/ KA Y b
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. s, YO |
e 1

ELFICHSVWTUE. BRIV EMEESL

Foo [BEHDRKE]IRRRENSE]
THEN HON-Z & [MEKEDES ] THD
ZLOFTICHEANBRICZITOETH IS
hECEBRENPERTH 3,

TSN MH 120N 5 3MUANERE LR
Lize 2550 [BIEHDOERKM] CoiTMesE
BLIZEP B EFANDEN oce ANIN
=GRy —2hED [BEHOERHM] DOIE
ML ERHEECL)KRELIEMLE ETFTVS,

2L T EBRBE#OEEICL) ZDOET
PACTUVENDEEEZIT TV, FTH=a
—I—-JFEE T [MEKENKS P RTFAA
EEE L, RRICEMEZEL /NS, FIEE
DIERL% 285 31ALICTEEL TV, FEi
[MEKEDKRS] (ISR, [BEFDEEHM] O
JIERE T HREL, 23 h 540 UNERELIE
fLETW 7=

GPCI-2024 MGPCI-2025
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* Top 10 cities from the comprehensive ranking / * #8475 > % > 7 £f110 #h

Copenhagen 8

San Fr i 39

Numbers in [ ] are ranks from the GPCI-2024
[ 1RO EI: GPCI-2024 DIERL

Tokyo 1 392.9 [3]

Paris 2 391.7 [1]

Frankfurt 3 HEEEEEESSS—— 380.2 [12]

Berlin 4 375.8 [5]
Madrid 5 373.0 [2]
Osaka 6 372.8 (7]
Barcelona 7 372.8 [4]

362.9[14]

Vienna 9 I 361.8 [16]

Helsinki 10 359.1 [9]
Brussels 11 358.8 [11]
Melbourne 12 358.4 [20]

London 13 356.3 [6]
Stockholm 14 354.9 [13]

Kuala Lumpur 15 mmssssssssssss 354.7 [10]

Amsterdam 16 353.4 [15]

Beijing 17 352.9 [32]
Milan 18 350.4 [8]

Fukuoka 19 350.2 [21]

Toronto 20 M 349.5 [19]
Zurich 21 FE—— 344.2 [17]
Sydney 22 mEEEESSSSSS———— 344.1 [24]
Shanghai 23 S 341.9 [34]
Vancouver 24 M 341.4 (18]
Seoul 25 mEEE———— 340.3 [35]
Taipei 26 IEEEEEEE———— 334.6 [22]
Dublin 27 msss— 333.7 [26]
Moscow 28 MEmm—— 333.3 [31]
Cairo 29 FEEEEE—— 328.6 [44]

Bangkok 30 328.1 [30]

Singapore 31 IEEEEEE———— 325.2 [28]
Dubai 32 M 325.1 [25]

Tel Aviv 33 m—— 325.0 [33]
Sao Paulo 34 m——— 321.8 [29]
Jakarta 35 S 320.6 [36]

Geneva 36 mEmmm——— 317.1 [27]

Buenos Aires 37 s 317.1 [40]

Boston 38 mmmmms——— 307.5 [43]

307.2[37]

Hong Kong 40 memssssssssssssssss 302.0 (23]

Los Angeles 41 295.9 [41]

42 293.7 [38]

Chicago 43 mms 293.4 [42]
New York 44 mmmssssssssssssmn 290.9 [39]

Mumbai 45 m——— 272.1 [47]

Washington, DC 46 mmsssssssssn 270.5 [45]

Mexico City 47 mmmssss—— 261.6 [46]

Johannesburg 48 m———— 225.1 [48]
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Function-Specific: Environment

Environment

R

n the Environment function, Copenhagen
I maintained its #1 ranking, while Vienna
remained at #3, highly rated for its Water
Quality. Amsterdam dropped two spots to #4.
While European cities dominate the top ranks,
Taipei made a remarkable leap from #20 place
last year to #2 this year. Contributing factors
include maintaining its top position in Waste
Recycle Rate as well as securing #1 place in the
newly introduced indicator this year, Corporate
Sustainability Assessment. Tokyo also benefited
from this new indicator, ranking #2 in Corporate
Sustainability Assessment and moving up to #7
overall in the function.
Another new indicator, Biodiversity, helped
Madrid rise to #5, with the city ranking #6 in this
indicator. Sao Paulo also jumped from #28 to #16,
driven by its #2 ranking in the same indicator.
These new metrics have helped showcase the
specific strengths of several cities.

Biodiversity | £¥W& %

AR . KEOREFM] 1 & TREF SV
(= HRIERMBRSMER 5T PLATIVE L
2 DIEM & T TAEL &% - 20 RRONERFT A £
% 5B, EED20HH 52N ERBEE X
Froraltcess, ZOBREELTH[UH1
JIVE] TR EMIE LA EICA. SEBM
UAFIEIE [ 2% 27 FE 1 7 ¢ 57 ] (
BOTIEREBLAZELENEFONE, &
R1h[DENYXTFEY 7 (5HM] T2z
BLEZELEEERIC, PHIBMLE 7TRIC YT
V3,

b —DDFBIRIE[EM S 1M | TOSTE
EEEIC ARV AON BHEDTRY — KT
H5B, vK— FEEIEIETOMEBE L. &
Feo HL XY ObRISIE T2 E BB LAZET
281IH 516 A LB % EIF 575 & FiiaisiE
PN DD DRI DRAEZN LD 54 55
ReEhol,

im BABF TR aONRN=FIP 1L &

Score /227
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* Shaded bars represent other top 5 cities from the comprehensive ranking / * 11T 3 # &5 > ¥ > 7 LA 5 Mzt

Numbers in [ ] are ranks from the GPCI-2024
[ 1AOH{EIE GPCI-2024 DIETL

243.6 [1]

-

Copenhagen

Taipei 2 FEEEE——— 241.3 [20]

Vienna 3 231.2 [3]
Stockholm 4 224.4 [2]
Madrid 5 217.7[183]

Sydney 6 mEEEEEEE—— 216.4 [7]
Tokyo 7 mmms 209.3 [18]

Melbourne 8 m——— 206.8 [8]

9 205.6 [6]

205.4 [4]

Seoul 11 E—— 203.3 [17]
Zurich 12 s 199.5 (5]
Singapore 13 I—— 197.5 [14]
Frankfurt 14 s 193.8 [10]
Berlin 15 w1935 [9]
Sao Paulo 16 mmss 191.9 [28]
Amsterdam 17 msssms 190.2 [15]
London 18 mmmmmss 187.9 [12]
Vancouver 19 I 185.5 [11]
Paris 20 s 182.1 [27]
Fukuoka 21 mssssss 180.6 [21]
Barcelona 22 s 177.9 [25]
Dublin 23 msss 174.4 [16]
Toronto 24 m— 174.1 [19]
Istanbul 25 F———— 170.3 [32]
Buenos Aires 26 mmmmmmmmmnn 168.0 [23]
Brussels 27 s 166.7 [24]

166.5 [33]

Mexico City 28
Milan 29 s 166.2 [22]
Boston 30 mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm 162.4 [26]
Hong Kong 31 mummmsssssssssn 161.8 [29]
Osaka 32 ms 161.0 [39]
Kuala Lumpur 33 s 160.7 [42]
San Francisco 34 mmmmmms 158.3 [40]
Tel Aviv 35 s 146.9 [31]
Moscow 36 mmmmmmmmms 145.6 [35]
Los Angeles 37 mummmmmmmmnn 144.5 [37]
Washington, DC 38 mmmmmmmn 140.4 [34]
New York 39 mmmsssssn 138.8 [30]
Bangkok 40 mmmmmmmmmmmn 134.5 [45]
Chicago 41 mmmm 130.8 [38]
Shanghai 42 msssss——" 129.3 [36]
Johannesburg 43 mssmm——" 120.9 [44]
Jakarta 44 m— 120.6 [47]
Mumbai 45 s 117.8 [46]
Dubai 46 m 114.6 [43]
Beijing 47 mmmmmmmmmm 112.5 [41]

Cairo 48 mmmmmmmn 86.0 [48]
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= Accessibility
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n the Accessibility function, Paris surpassed

I New York to claim the #2 rank. A rise in
the rank for Travel Time to Airports from #48
to #31 and an increase in the scores for Cities
with Direct International Flights and Number of
Arrivals and Departures at Airports contributed
to the upward movement. Furthermore, Paris
saw an improvement in inner-city accessibili-
ty, such as Ease of Mobility by Bicycle, which
increased in rank from #2 to #1.

Shanghai made a significant jump from #7 to
#4. From GPCI-2023, Shanghai saw a gradual
recovery from COVID-19 and this recovery
has been shown with the increase in score in
Number of Air Passengers and a higher rank in
Commuting Time.

Overall, there is a clear distinction between
cities that moved up in rank: Seoul, Bangkok,
and Kuala Lumpur and those that dropped: New
York, Barcelona, and Berlin.

Sic B T7IEARH TR NUNZ2—-T—
TERWC2MIE R 5T [BETIEX
BEREDIE S 1748 5 3TN ERIBICHEL
o2 & [ERGETERME TR S L UTH
TPHOFEBRH] CRATHFLERELEZERE,
ZEERDE LR BEEOFMR LA ELE
ETH2, NAT. [BHRBETOBEDOLXTE]
T22MLSIMICED R E, A EDHED
BRI EFICEBL 1=
7RIS ARIANIERE B - LBl [ER-E
BARRES] CRECROT75MIEL 1=, [EE-
BEEEOES|DENH ERTIHE. gl
GPCI- 2023 LB EICHE IO F RITRIDOK
EANRNDDOHDEWVZL D,
fcbyIEN T ITZIVT =L
ZThZnh5DER % EWF-—H, =2—3—7.
NvtEOF NI EDETIGIER & T
BHE.TIEVEUTAHHRELEHHETZS
THWET OB #EAICRN 3R E L -7

Cities with Direct International Flights | EIFE#RE T{ERE AL LB TSR
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* Shaded bars represent other top 5 cities from the comprehensive ranking / * 116U T I3 E T ¥ > 7 L5 S &bt

Numbers in [ ] are ranks from the GPCI-2024
[ 1RO EI: GPCI-2024 DIERL

2555 [1]

-

London
Paris 2 m—— 225.1 [3]
New York 3 I 222.6 [2]
Shanghai 4 FE——— 222.5 [7]
Dubai 5 mss——— 216.0 [4]
Tokyo 6 M 213.9 [5]
Frankfurt 7 s 198.3 [6]
Singapore 8 FEEEEEEEE——— 195.5 [9]
Amsterdam 9 FEEEEESSS———— 105.2 [8]
Istanbul 10 F—— 186.1 [10]
Seoul 11 m—— 179.8 [16]
Hong Kong 12 s 175.2 [13]
Madrid 13 me———164.4 [12]
Chicago 14 s 164.1 [19]
Vienna 15 messssssssssssss 161.0 [14]

Barcelona 16 s 159.2 [11]

Milan 17 s 158.8 [17]

Bangkok 18 mmmmsssssssssssn 158.3 [23]
Taipei 19 F—— 153.0 [15]

Kuala Lumpur 20 msssssssssss 151.4 [25]
Brussels 21 mmssssm——" 149.0 [21]

Stockholm 22 msss——— 148.9 [22]

Berlin 23 mss— 147.2 [18]

Copenhagen 24 mmmsssssn 145.8 [20]
Osaka 25 m— 143.9 [32]
Melbourne 26 mmm——— 142.0 [28]
Toronto 27 mss—— 140.2 [26]
Boston 28 mmmmmmmmmmmmm 139.7 [35]

Los Angeles 29 mmmmmmn 137.0 [31]
Zurich 30 me—— 135.2 [29]
Beijing 31 mmmssss 131.9 [33]
Sydney 32 mmmmmmmmmmn 128.6 [37]

Moscow 33 M 128.2 [30]

Cairo 34 W 127.6 [34]

Helsinki 35 mmmsssssn 124.5 [24]

Dublin 36 s 123.9 [27]

San Francisco 37 mmmmmmmmn 123.2 [41]
Washington, DC 38 mmmmmmmmn 119.6 [47]
Vancouver 39 mmmmmmmmnn 118.6 [38]
Fukuoka 40 mssssssssss 117.9 [36]

Johannesburg 41 s 112.7 [40]
Geneva 42 s 109.7 [43]

Tel Aviv 43 s 107.2 [39]
Jakarta 44 mmmm———105.0 [46]
Sao Paulo 45 mmmmmmmm 104.4 [44]
Mexico City 46 mmmmmmn 102.9 [42]
Mumbai 47 s 98.4 [45]

Buenos Aires 48 mmmmmmmm 80.7 [48]
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Against the backdrop of changes in living environments in various cities, primarily due to rising prices,
this year in particular has seen shifts in the evaluation of actors such as Highly-Skilled Worker and Resident.

Y=gz 0 & LR BHOEBREOE(LEERIC,
SEBFICEBEAMBIUVOBREEDT 7 2 —FEICEVWTEI RSN

Global Actor
® Corporate Executive
[ ] [EaE]

London 1 When evaluated based on the factors that
New York 2 me— business leaders prioritize in corporate
Singapore 3 location decisions, London ranked #1,
Dubai 4 me— followed by New York at #2 and Singa-
San Franci 5 pore at #3. London, which took the top
Zurich 6 me—— spot, ranked #1 in Variety of Workplace
Dublin 7 me—— Options, Number of Startups, and Cities
Amsterdam 8 mE— with Direct International Flights, thereby
Copenhagen 9 providing an environment highly favora-

Paris 10—
Tokyo 11 m——
Stockholm 12 =—
Toronto 13 m——
Geneva 14 m—
Sydney 15 m—
Beijing 16 m——
Boston 17 me—
Washington, DC 18 me—
Seoul 19 ——
Melbourne 20 me—
Helsinki 21 me——
Los Angeles 22 m—
Frankfurt 23 me———
Chicago 24 me—
Vancouver 25 me—
Shanghai 26 =——
Berlin 27 m——
Brussels 28 m—
Madrid 29 me——
Vienna 30 me—
Hong Kong 31 mesmm
Barcelona 32 me—
Milan 33 me—
Taipei 34 ——
Osaka 35 m—
Kuala Lumpur 36 me—
Tel Aviv 37 —
Bangkok 38 m—
Fukuoka 39 me—
Istanbul 40 m———
Jakarta 41 me——
Buenos Aires 42 mmm——
Sao Paulo 43 me—
Moscow 44 mm—
Johannesburg 45—
Mumbai 46 me—
Mexico City 47—

Cairo 48 mmm———

ble for business management. New York,
ranked #2, took the #1 place in GDP,
while Singapore, ranked #3, was #1 in
Economic Freedom, highlighting each
city’s distinctive strengths in creating
a business-friendly environment. Dubai
continued to improve its scores in Variety
of Workplace Options and Number of
Startups, rising from #9 place last year
to #4. San Francisco, in the #5 place,
also improved its ranking from seventh
last year, driven by gains in Number of
Startups.

SETHICEVWTREEVERTIER
TiHMliT23 & 1O K> 2fu=2—3
— T 3 HR-INELE ST 1D
AYRUE [7—0 T LA XFEEEL R
2— b7y TH]. [ERRETERMER
M TIREEELTHY. BEICHF
BREEREZEICRHBL VI LM T
&3, 2fID=21—3— 73 [GDP] T. 3
MDY HR-IVIE [RBEERE] T %
hZh1zBISLTHY. EDXIRE
EVWOETOMEBHDEAERL TS,
RN [T—7 T LA AREE] &
W IXa—r7y 78] CXaA7&@mIEL
G5l THY. EEDIR LS 4MICERL
Joo DB LTIV 2B [XE—h
7y 7TE] CXATEMIELREED 7LD
SIERLZE UV 7=

Paris 2 m—

New York 3 "
Tokyo 4 me—
Copenhagen 5 m—"
Amsterdam 6 m———

Dubai 7 me—

Singapore 8
Frankfurt 9 m——
San Franci 10

Berlin 11 m——
Melbourne 12 m—
Barcelona 13 m—

Madrid 14 me——
Zurich 15 =e——
Vienna 16 m—
Sydney 17 m—
Toronto 18 me——

Seoul 19 —
Stockholm 20 me——

Taipei 21 ——

Helsinki 22 me——
Geneva 23 F—
Boston 24 me—

Osaka 25 m—

Brussels 26 m—
Chicago 27 —
Vancouver 28 m—
Dublin 29 m—
Los Angeles 30 m—
Washington, DC 31 =—
Beijing 32 me—
Milan 33 me—
Shanghai 34 =—
Hong Kong 35 mem—
Kuala Lumpur 36 e—
Fukuoka 37 e
Tel Aviv 38 m—
Bangkok 39 me—
Sao Paulo 40 me—
Istanbul 41 m———
Buenos Aires 42 m——
Moscow 43 mmmmm—
Cairo 44 m———

Jakarta 45 me——

Jol burg 46
Mumbai 47 me—

Mexico City 48 mmmmmmm—m

‘ Global Actor
. Ol Highly-Skilled Worker
am  [BEAM]
London 1

When cities are evaluated from the per-

spective of highly-skilled workers who are

active on the global stage regardless of
borders or nationality, London ranked #1,

Paris #2, and New York #3. Although the
top three remained unchanged from last
year, Tokyo rose significantly from #11

to #4, and Copenhagen from #13 to #5.
Tokyo improved its score in Number of
Retail Shops, while Copenhagen gained
in Workstyle Flexibility. Both cities can
therefore be seen as having developed
urban environments that align with the
needs of highly-skilled workers. London,
maintaining the top spot, ranked #1 in
Variety of Workplace Options, Number of
International Students, Number of Start-
ups, and Cities with Direct International
Flights, offering a highly favorable work
environment for top talent.

EEPEE PO THREESIE
BI25EAMORATHHETFMET 3
s> R 24/8) 3 L= 2 —3—
JDIBICRIED SN, by T 3IFREE
POEALIED - HDD, RRHIREED
LD S 4R, AN N—F 2P 134
PEEMN KECER U7ze BRIE [/
EEHOSE T ORCN—F I [B
FHOEREM| A7 EMELTHY).
HHEBICEEAMPKDHZZ-XICE
SBMREDEMHIEALEFHMETE
%, by7oO R [7—07T L1
REEL[BZERI[R2— b7y T
[ERRETERMBHEH] CTEUEER
LTHY. BEAMICE > TELLMER
BHAESTWBEWZS,
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i i -4 GIobaI.Actor
* Tourist
[BRrE]

London 1
Tokyo 2
Paris 3 m—
Dubai 4 =—
New York 5 m—
Madrid 6 me—————
Moscow 7 m—
Istanbul 8 ———
Bangkok 9

Shanghai 10 =——
Singapore 11 —
Seoul 12 E—
Amsterdam 13 m————
Berlin 14 =e——
Beijing 15 m——
Vienna 16 m—
Osaka 17 =—
Barcelona 18 me—
Kuala Lumpur 19 m—
Sao Paulo 20 =e—
Mexico City 21
Sydney 22 =—

Buenos Aires 23 m——
Melbourne 24 =———
Milan 25 e——
Hong Kong 26 me—
Copenhagen 27 =—
Frankfurt 28 =e——
Stockholm 29 E—
Taipei 30 T—
Chicago 31 m—
Toronto 32 m—
Brussels 33 m—
Cairo 34 m——
Los Angeles 35 mm——m
Jakarta 36 me—
Tel Aviv 37 m——
San Francisco 38 mmmmmmm——n
Dublin 39 m—
Vancouver 40 m——
Zurich 41 w——
Fukuoka 42 =
Mumbai 43—
Boston 44 me——
Washington, DC 45 =
Geneva 46 m——
Helsinki 47—

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 GPCl’s 72 indicators across the 6

functions. The scores for these extracted

indicators were then averaged and ranked.

Evaluating cities from the viewpoint of
tourists, London, Tokyo, and Paris held
onto their top three spots, ranking #1,
#2, and #3 respectively, the same as last
year. While London experienced a minor
drop in Tourist Attractions and Nightlife
Options, it was still perceived favorably
for tourists, with strengths in Number of
Stadiums at #1 and Number of Museums
at #2. Dubai moved up from #5 to #4
driven by the increase in scores for both
Attractiveness of Shopping Options and
Attractiveness of Dining Options. Several
Asian cities also saw significant rises, as
Bangkok’s rank improved from #14 to #9,
Shanghai rose from #13 to #10, and Seoul
moved up from #17 to #12.

BABEORATHHETMIT L. L
#HE 102 K2 26 RE. 3ML/XU &L
BERBORERE L o/, OYRUE[E
HWOREEI R [F1 1 TREE]
TRAPNHETFLEHDOD, [R2TT7 L#]
T1L. [EilTee - BMEEE] c2fe s 3
HE BIEMEFAMMEL TDEAEH
tizo RS [HEAHRBEH] T34,
INUS [b1 N> MBREGS] T2
BEBTILE. ZTNThDBRAEHET
W3, RTINS 4MANEERLT
B [BMOBEAH]I® [REOEN] TX
A7 EBETHEE [RARE] PEAEW
ABo PUTOEMHM T, NOID K
FED14HMI L 59MIC LR, EBH1SMID
5100, VINEITD 12 EB D%
EBAPBTDRAEHE T,

A Local Actor
ﬁ Resident

[EEE]

Tokyo 1
Paris 2
Vienna 3
London 4
Berlin 5
Madrid 6
7

8

Melbourne

Osaka
Frankfurt 9 m—
Stockholm 10 me——
Sydney 11 m—
Barcelona 12 msss—
Taipei 13 m———
Amsterdam 14 ——
Sil e 15

Copenhagen 16 m—

Seoul 17 m———

Helsinki 18
Brussels 19 m—
Zurich 20 me—
Milan 21 me—
Vancouver 22 s
Moscow 23 m—
Toronto 24 F——
Fukuoka 25 me—
Kuala Lumpur 26 s
Dubai 27 me—
New York 28 me—
Buenos Aires 29 mmm——"
Shanghai 30 m——
Geneva 31 m—
Hong Kong 32 e
Boston 33 me—
San Francisco 34 m—
Sao Paulo 35 me—
Dublin 36 me——
Chicago 37 memm—
Beijing 38 mmm—
Tel Aviv 39 m——
Washington, DC 40 =e—
Istanbul 41 =——

Los Angeles 42
Bangkok 43 mes—

Mexico City 44
Johannesburg 45 m———

Cairo 46 m—

Jakarta 47 we—

Mumbai 48 Fe—

FRIOFFEICINZ T, GPCITIFHFED

FEHHICSVWTEHERE L. BZ.
XL BESTALXDRETOFELIT-> TV B,
FflCH > TR 3DDTA—NILT 78— (1
BEE SEAM BXE) L10o00-HLT I8 —
(BfEE) #RXEL. ZhZFhOT7 7 2—-1ER
T 2112 %, GPCID6 R B 7215IZDFHL 55
FHERTA IS, HME SN AEEOX275F
WU BRI 2T 7

From the perspective of residents living
and working in the city, the top three
cities were Tokyo in #1, Paris in #2, and
Vienna in #3. The improved rankings of
both Paris and Vienna were driven by
better performance in the newly added
indicator, Biodiversity. Osaka’s rank
moved up from #15 to #8 thanks to an
increase in scores for Number of Retail
Shops, Number of Restaurants and
Commuting Time. Sydney’s rank rose
from # 19 to # 11, driven by an increase
in its scores for Commuting Time and
Traffic Congestion. Seoul also increased
its scores for Ease of Mobility by Public
Transportation and Ease of Mobility by
Bicycle, seeing a significant rise from #27
to #17. On the other hand, both London’s
and Madrid’s ranks dropped this year,
highlighting the dynamic shifts in this
year’s rankings.

HBHCEABESTEEEORATIMET
B&, L3RS, 1RIERR. 24/ X 2451,
BT A= EVWIERICHE 5Tz, NV E
1 — I HICHRIBIZED [ Sk
DEFHHEP»ERICEML o 15H58
M EF U ARG, [NEEHEDZ ]
[BREEDZ S| B8 BRI OGS ]
TRXAT & MIE LT 1925 11ALICT
LUT T LY K= [ @R
BoEE ] [EHE0OLEE] TXaA7 %M
E U7z 27T BT RIS D2V T IL D,
[AHZEHBEOFAOLPTE] & [B
HHECTOBBOLPT S| TXI7HEL
Ui ZD—AT. AR T RJ—=FKD
B2 TFIf 345 E. IBREEBPAEVE
ER ol



20 Definitions
Indicator
Group
Function  f§i% Indicator Definition
HE Jn—7 D Eit EH
5% E E § 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).
! § i GDP HREATNZE GDP (£ E M 2R U FR TLEFTREL EREEHRA),
< o
N
#"e 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 AN%7-V) GDP WREBAADAO1ANBH72V) DEEGDP (£ &M £F UFR CLERTRE L FREEFRA).
T‘E E §, 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 which
% &3 GDP i E% all cities can be compared in the same year).
7% § WRIMATICH T Z2EHECGDP DER S FRDFFHRRE (£ ERLUFE R CLE L FERELRA).
@
@
? 4 Economic Freedom Score of the country of the target city in the Heritage Foundation’s "Index of Economic Freedom".
BEEEE Heritage Foundation ® "Index of Economic Freedom"IZ &1 24 REBHHP BT AENDZ 7,
{@E 5 5 Stock Market Capitalization Stock market capitalization for the stock exchanges located in the target city from World Federation of Exchanges' "Domestic
é g gtk FE %R Market Capitalization”.
i& 5 World Federation of Exchanges ? "Domestic Market Capitalization" |Z 5} 3 3 K& T (ST § B EE PR D L 5 4% R 43 %8,
<
% 6 World's Top 500 Companies Total score (determined by Revenue) of companies located within 20km of the target city center that feature in Fortune’s “Fortune
5~y 7500405 Global 500”.
Fortune ™ "Fortune Global 500 " TZ > 74 > LD > 5. WRIMADFLRA 520 kmERICFREYT 2REEMTLEBICIEL TRE
fEL#Zxa7,
AT 7 Total Employment Total employment in the target city.
2s Ry A RBHOUEEH,
"
% 8 Employees in Percentage of employees in the target city working in industries such as finance, insurance services, real estate services,
a Business Support Services professional services, business services, and science and technology services.
EVEIYR—PAMDZE WREHAICH T BE Y 2 2K — METE (&R R TEE. BT RERM 4 EOFEY —EXE) OREFHROHRBHOMEE LS
W BEIE,
t g 9 Wage Level Value of "Average Monthly Net Salary (After Tax)" for the target city in Numbeo's "Cost of Living".
% g HeKENFE Numbeo ? "Cost of Living"(Z #1323 REFDOF AL (F511).
Z @
itg g 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 the
S Skilled Human Resources ease of securing human resources in INSEAD's "Global Talent Competitiveness Index", (2) Average of the 2 indicators of the
g EF G AMBROBRS M target city related to the ease of securing human resources in INSEAD's "Global Talent Competitiveness Index - City and Regions",
- (8) Score of the target city in EF Education First's "English Proficiency Index".
LTFOF -2 %#E8HIEL 25O DOFfE : DINSEAD O "Global Talent Competitiveness Index" (213 3 REHH BT 2EDES & A
BROBSMICRT 2 81EZENFH X 37, @INSEAD M "Global Talent Competitiveness Index - City and Regions" IZ$5 1) 2 3 R#BH D&
Fe \NMEROBSMICRIT 3 2482 DF9 X 27, @ EF Education First M "English Proficiency Index" (23 33 REBHDEIEEHAZXI7,
11 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=IT LA XREE Coworker.com, (2) Fixed broadband and mobile speeds of the target city produced by Speedtest.net by Ookla.
UTOF—2&EHIEL 25 0ODF91E : D Coworker.com (CBHEMIN TV A M RAHMNOIT —F > JHaEH. @OoklaniZ#T 3
Speedtest.net (ZIBEEN TV BN REATOEE T A— KN L RELVENTILOBEEIRERE,
t %" 12 Corporate Tax Rate Headline corporate tax rate for the country of the target city in PwC’s “Corporate income tax (CIT) rates”. When tax rates differed
% ; EABREDOES by city, each city was investigated separately.
ﬂ;{) 9 PwC ? “Corporate income tax (CIT) rates” IZH I W REHIHP BT IENRSEABR (BMIRFMHIEICELZHEE. SHHICEL
=3 TERZENR).
2 @
= % 13 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
& Business Risk target city or the country of the target city in the World Bank’s “Doing Business”, ( 2 ) Average of the 3 indicatos for the country of
BUA - & -EmROUXIDES the taget city in FM Global’s “FM Global Resilience Index”, ( 3) Moody’s long-term credit rating for the country risk ceiling of
foreign currency for the country of the target city.
LITDTF -2 %88EL 26D DFME - D World Bank ® “Doing Business” (Z 57 2 R&THH L I RELH N BT IEDE VX XD
BHMICRIT 21015 2DOFH X7, @FM Global ® “FM Global Resilience Index” 1257 23 REH P BT 2ED SEZDFHI 7,
@ Moody's(C&BMRMHANRET I2EDHERH > M) -2 =) > T ORIER
Z HWZ 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
%o § & HIRE I UNESCO Institute of Statistics' "UIS Statistics".
g i3 UNESCO Institute of Statistics ? "UIS Statistics" |- 1 33 & #hin BT sEOMEE M EEEHKBHOREEROLETRSLT
z HERHL 72 A2
2
g 15 World's Top Universities Ranking score determined from the rank of universities located within 50km of the center of the target city that are in the top 1000
RNy TR of Times Higher Education’s "World University Rankings".
Times Higher Education @ "World University Rankings" T1000 LRI > 71 > LAEKZED > 5. WREH DD EH S 50km BIRIC
FIET 3 RZZIBLLICICL THEBIEL A7,
il % 16 Research and Research and development expenditure in the country of the target city estimated pro rata from the number of employees in the
% &" Development Expenditure country and target city listed under the UNESCO Institute of Statistics' "UIS Statistics".
b % HREAREE UNESCO Institute of Statistics ? "UIS Statistics" (C&f 2 REATHP BT 2EOHRARBELEE M RATOREEHDOLRTRAIL
2 THERTL /- %R,
S
3 17 Number of Number of international students attending universities estimated from the number of students and the percentage of international
= International Students students of each university located within 50 km of the city center of the target city that are in the top 1000 of Times Higher
BEEH Education's "World University Rankings".
Times Higher Education @ "World University Rankings" T1000 I URICT > 71 > LAERFED S B, WREATOF /D= A5 50km BRI
T B3AFDERBEDLEE A » SWE LT REHICH T BBFER,
18 Academic Performance Average score of all subjects for the country of the target city in the OECD’s "Programme for International Student Assessment (PISA)".
FHOEE OECD ? "Programme for International Student Assessment (PISA)" ([Z$ 3 2 REMN BT 2E DL FEFHEH,
19 Number of Patents Number of registered patents estimated pro rata from the number of employees in the country and target city based on averages

\wN\N =2\
uoneAoU|

PR RS

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” (|} 234 R A BT 2ED4FFFE $FHMDEIT 10 F/7
DFELEEHRHBHOUEERDOLERTIERS U THETLAH.
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Function
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21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

Indicator

fi1:d
Winners of Prizes in Science
and Technology
FERZRMESEER

Number of Startups
22— KTy TH

Number of
International Conferences
[Eaf-Sm RN DR 2

Number of Cultural Events
AT N NRESE

Cultural Content Export Value
AL 7 VEHEE

Art Market Environment
7 — hHSRE

Tourist Attractions
BAMDTEE

Proximity to
World Heritage Sites
i FBEA DTS

Nightlife Options
FINIATREE

Number of Theaters
Bl5 -0 9 —hR—ILE

Number of Museums
EMTEE - MR

Number of Stadiums
22T T L

Number of Hotel Rooms
RTIVEEE

Number of Luxury Hotel Rooms
N T5RRTIVEEE

Attractiveness of
Shopping Options
L0 )]

Attractiveness of
Dining Options
REOEN

@ 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.

FERPRHME(/ —NIVE, NIVFCE 75 74— RE TNAAZX - AFI, 74— LIH)DER 20 ERINZEED > 5, SHLMOTTE
HEN W REHTDOFOED S5 50kmBRNICFREYT 2ZEEESTERFERCCLC TARIELAZD7,

The average number of startups founded in the target city in the last 3 years according to Crunchbase.
Crunchbase ([CHB# SN TV AR REH CTRESN X2~ N7 v THOER 3 EFDOFHE,

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" (Z ¥} 23 & #/h ChIE S h -ERE S HE 4.

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”, (3) A score based on the number and quality of cultural events listed on TripAdvisor.

HUTOF -2 288AEL 25 0DF19ME : OMRNELA X MNAVCE YT FIFAT7 =L KAy 7 AEEBESR)DS 5. BIL20 F/HIC
MREHTRBINAZA N FERES JURERERICISLU TRHE{EL /=X 37, @Columbus Travel Media ® “World Travel Guide” (=
B BHREHTCRES WL N> MIDER 3 FRDTFIIME. @ TripAdvisor ICH5 13 3XXEA N> hOEEE £ RBIEL 2237,

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".

LUITOTF -2 %188AEL D% 1: 2 TEHFFIF L -F11E : Dlinternational Trade Center ? "International Trade Statistics" (351 3%
RETHP BT IEDERSSURFAT + POEFBHELEEFRETTOGDP D LT TR S L THETL /2%, @International Trade
Center @ "International Trade Statistics" ICH T2 M RABTN BT IEDRIEE S LUBEY —E XOER#HHEE%E &3 R EH O GDP
DI TR U THEEL 7258

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.

LITOF -2 #58IEL = DDFHME : O Artprice.com ® "Top 500 artists by auction turnover' 25 > 74 > L /=3¢ RER T % SEEHHL 5
ELTWABER (1768) ZIBRIICISL THEIEL 2227, @ Artnet.com ® "Gallery Network" (CIB# S h TV AR KHHNFX + 51U -, O
Artsy.net D [{E@FREH | TR S N - fERE.

‘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 stars and above), (2) Number of days required for a foreign visitor to visit the major tourist attractions
in the target city according to the Resident Questionnaire.

KUTOF =258 L 25D DTl : O TripAdvisor (B EN TOV\ B REHDOE N XK v MIENTIVEHIEI Z & ICEA 2 1L TES (2
Z2a—=LlIE) QBFEET 47— & SAEAGREP M RETOELE NI A Y b EEBZDICET A%,

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.
UNESCOIC& 212 ROHFFEED S 5. MREHOF D EHD 5100 kmBRICFRET 2 FEE£BR S L OEBICEL TEBIEL X

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%388E L =5 DO DOFE: O TripAdvisor (CB#H I N TV BHREHDF 1 T4 72Ky MIBWTNTILEHES(ETHREW)
ERBLTVWBRFR Y ML QBEET 7 — W BRBNFTAMIA TRy bERRBHOFEDOBEHE L TELCTVWBEEL,

Average of the following values: (1) Number of theaters and concert halls in the target city on TripAdvisor with a bubble rating of 2
or higher, (2) Number of theaters and concert halls listed in OpenStreetMap located within 10km of the center of the target city.
LTOF—20FME . OTripAdvisor (CIBEH I N TV BN REMADEIE - 3> ¥ —rR—IL DS BN TILFHEH 2 U EOREEE. @
OpenStreetMap (Z#8# & h TV B3 REBFMDH D= A 5 10km BIRICFRET 28155 - 3> — MRk —ILEL,

Number of museums and public galleries listed in De Gruyter Saur's "International Directory of Arts".
De Gruyter Saur ? "International Directory of Arts" ([CIB#{ & h TV B RETDEMEE - EMES LV /NT VUV 7 X v 51U —DEL,

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 (CHB# & TV B REAICFIET 222 S 7 LE (IREAE10,000 AL XF 4 EHBBRBANI 227 LIFER),

Average of total number of hotel rooms located within 6miles of the city center listed on travelweekly.com and Hotels.com.
travelweekly.com & & U Hotels.com (Zi5# S h TV B REHOHDEH 5K 10kmBIRICFIET 37 7 L OB EEHOFHE,

Average of total number of 5 star (classfied as 9, 10 in travelweekly.com) hotel rooms located within 10 km ( 6 miles) of the city
center listed on travelweekly.com and Hotels.com.

travelweekly.com & & U Hotels.com (ZiB# S h TV B RET DD EH 510 km B (6 miles) RICFITEY %5 DE 47 )L (travelweekly
DHFETIZ9,10) DFHREEH,

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.

LUTOF -2 8BHIEL 26 DDTFHME : O TripAdvisor ICHRB I TV AMREHDL 3 7 - T—ILD5 B2/ N TIVFHEZ & ICE
AL TEEN QREET > 7 — b BBV BEMOBHEMKRBHOFMOBHNEL TELTVBESL,

Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) Number of restaurants located within 10 km from the city center in the
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
target city according to the Resident Questionnaire.

LTOF -2 #488EL -5 DDFHME : DLa Liste D “World’s Top 1000 Restaurants” T7> 71 > LizL AR T 2D o5, WREHDF
DEDS10kmBERICFIET 3L AT B QBEET7 7 — MW BRABENBEOBAEMRATOHFRNENEL TELTVBIEEL,



22 Definitions
Indicator
Group
Function  f§i% Indicator Definition
HE Jn—7 D Eit EH
%E % g é“ g % 36  Number of Foreign Residents Number of registered foreign people or residents without citizenship in the country of the target city.
- 2 S A 83 SNEANBEEH HREBAOHEANBEELD LCITTREEHFLLVEEEH.
£g" B5s
S 53
- é = 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 same year).
& NEANGFREEER WREHE1EBICEHBL A BEAGFREER (MM ERUER CLLERREL FREERA),
i g % £ 38 Total Unemployment Rate Total unemployment rate in the target city.
g @3z TERERDES HREBHDTLKEE,
S #EGn
3
g- 39 Total Working Hours per Capita Annual working hours per person for the target city.
3 1ANBH 72V DI F BB DR S IRETD 1N & 7= v) DEREE F B,
o
=1
40 Workstyle Flexibility Ease of working flexibly at the workplace in the target city according to the Resident Questionnaire.
@  @rHOFHKM BEE7 - HERHEHICS I IBIETOBEHFOEREDEE L,
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".
30 FEEERKENK Numbeo O "Cost of Living" (Z1F 2. M REHDFOEEFDIBLSNIGBT 51Xy FIL—LB LV 3Ny RIL—LDT /N~ FOFHRE,
zc
=
0 a 42 Price Level Indexed scores based on the prices of 5 items (Food, Clothes, Transportation, Personal Care, and Entertainment) in Expatistan com.
MEKENE S Expatistan.com(Z#(1 2 518H (BR&. ). 308, BAR. 18%) offiig s b o8 L AZXa7,
g g:(’: g 43 Number of Murders Number of murders (acknowledged) per year per population of one million in the target city.
? 35; BAGHOD S HRETDOAOI00 T NS 72V DEBFZAEHRE FBH) H5.
<
Iy B
d 44 Economic Risk of Natural Disaster Share of Average Annual GDP for "GDP at Risk" in Lloyd's "Lloyd's City Risk Index".
BRKEORBN)Z 7OV HE  Lloyd'sD'"Lloyd's City Risk Index" (2453 234 R R/ GDP ) 2 7 B DA FIHEE 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".
IE ;‘; FiF4m World Health Organization ® "World Health Statistics" (Z &1 2 W K& BT IEDFEHF 6o
# 2
3 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
HEDEHE - FEX 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".
LTOF—2%#HIEL = DDFHME : DTransparency International ® "Corruption Perceptions Index" lZ &1 23 REAH BT 3E
MDZAT, @Freedom House M "Freedom in the World" (C &1} 2 RE T AR T 2ED X377, @ Reporter without Borders ® "World
Press Freedom Index" (C$ 3 23 K& TN BT BEND X377, @ World Economic Forum ? "Global Gender Gap Report" (Z 4511 23t S &R
MmPBT3ENXIT,
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 ZIVANIL ZKHEE illness or disorder) based only on acquired mental ilinesses 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".
LTFOF -2 %iEHIEL 26D DOF{E : D World Health Organization ? "Global Health Estimates" (Z& 1 23 REMH BT 2EDHEX
A B EIC L IEERFER (RHRE. BEICLYAbNh &%), @World Health Organization ?® "Global Health Observatory" (C
BIBHRBHN BT IEDADI0TANS 22 DEFEH.
% %" 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 city
'ﬂ = EE Rl X based on the average number of medical doctors in the country listed in the OECD's "Health Statistics" and the WHO's "Global
Ec Health Observatory".
3 OECD ? "Health Statistics" # & U WHO 0 "Global Health Observatory" 2} 23 &' B 2 EDEAMBOF 1918 2 E & 33 RERTH
DREFZEBHOLLETRS L THE L= AO100 75 A d 7= 1) DEREL,
49 |CT Readiness Indexed score of the 29 indicators of the country of the target city related to ICT infrastructure for resident, business, and
ICTIRIEOTEE government services in the Portulans Institute's "Networked Readiness Index".
Portulans Institute ® "Networked Readiness Index" (C# 1 23 REBHN BT ZENMEA. EY XX fTBHY —EXICH 1T BICTIREEICET
3 29ERERAE LRLU B ETRBILL -1E,
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 the
@ EEHNZ 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.
HUTOT -2 &EBIEL =D DFHME : D OpenStreetMap ICIE S T TV B REHTOH/L R0 5 10kmBERICFRIEY 2/\EEHE. @
BEET 75— bW HREH TS 10 PBRICFRTET B/ \FEE S
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 the
B #EENZ center of the target city, (2 ) Number of restaurants located within a 10 -minute walk in the target city according to the Resident
Questionnaire.
LTFOF—2%&#EHIEL 26D DOFIE : D OpenStreetMap (CIBH S TV B W RETOHRLEAL 510 kmBERICFRET BL X M7 L
QBFEET7 47— &) HREHTTRE10PBENICFHETILINT H,
E rg" i_% rg" 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
= §' '3 §' REBAOIREH past three years, (2) Percentage of GHG emissions reduction target of the target city divided by the number of years from the
3 7 3 baseline year to the target year.
C I HUTOF -2 28EBIEL 2 dOOFHE : DBEIFMICCOP DAY X+ (REFHE) "ICRH S NAEH, QMRETOREINRS ZHEH
i g B BEEEEFEN SEEFE TOERTRL 1 EH Y DHIBBZER,
5
O
Q
] 53  Corporate Sustainability The number of times companies located within a 20 km radius of the city center were selected in the latest editions of the RE 100
ﬁ Assessment and CDP Corporate A lists, divided by the number of company locations in the city listed on Crunchbase.
EOYZXTFEY 7 1 5FH IEE TR ED S 20kmBARICALE § 5% H RE 100 3 £ U CDP Corporate A X MRHERMICEH S h=-@% %, Crunchbase (8
BIN TV AHFEHBTOLEIHMBMTKREL X7,
E Erg" 54 Renewable Energy Rate Percentage of renewable energy supply used versus the total primary energy supply for the country of the target city listed in the
7 § § BEREIRILF—tER Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) ’s “Renewable energy”.
Zr 53 Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) O “Renewable energy” (C$ 1 2 REM N BT ZEDHE 1K T %
(i i WE—HHERICH T 2BERTRET XV F —DHIGB DL,
<
>
S
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Indicator

fi1:d
Waste Recycle Rate
DR R QP %

CO, Emissions per Capita
1TANBHNDCOBEHENDD K &

Air Quality
ZROENNE

Comfort Level of Temperature
SURDRE M

Water Quality
KEDRIFME

Satisfaction with Urban Cleanliness
HHEEDERS

Urban Greenery
RN TEE

Biodiversity

EMS R

Cities with
Direct International Flights
ERRARE 1T E R AR T 2L

International Freight Flows
ERREMmERE

Number of Air Passengers

BN - BRI E

Number of Arrivals and
Departures at Airports

Lz DR E B

Ease of Mobility
by Public Transportation
AFRIDBEHBEOFIHOL TS

Taxi Fare
27V —HENRE
Travel Time to Airports

AT 7 XREEDEE

Commuting Time
BED - BFEEEOES

Traffic Congestion
ERODLE

Ease of Mobility by Bicycle
BHEETCOBHOLXTE

@ Indicators using questionnaires
Definition T — MEREBVWTW SRR
EH

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" 4 & U United Nations Statistics Division @ "Environmental Indicators" (2 33 R&A TN BT 2E
D—EZHDY YA 7 IVEROFIE,

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" (&} 33 REHP BT IEDCO, HEEBEE LM RETD
GDP DI TR D L THETL 2 MREAT1 AH 720 DCO, HHE,

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) "IZ$5} 2 3 K& T D PM2.5 DERBFIEE,

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" (i 8# & h TV A KEBHNDERIEBDRRT — 2» SEH U ARBREDHREL
B (15~25T) » 5 DTEBE LT L /-1,

Score of "Water Quality" for the target city in Numbeo's "Pollution".
Numbeo @ "Pollution" (= #1F B3t R ER TN "Water Quality" D X237,

Cleanliness of streets and outdoor spaces in the target city according to the Questionnaire survey by residents and visitors.
BEESSUHERBREDT 7 — bd) HRETOEBRPEAZEP BRIRINTVINEIPDEE L,

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, ( 3 ) An average score of "Free Entry” sites and 4+ rated spots in TripAdvisor’s “Nature
& Parks”.

LITOT —2%#IEHIEL 25 DDOFHE : D Numbeo 0 "Pollution” (2 &1 53¢ & #8710 "Quality of Green and Parks” D227, @Q#EE
&EDHEIHETL AW READOFD DS 10 kmBINICH 1 B8R, @ TripAdvisor M "Nature & Parks” (C$511 % "Free Entry” OFA%L - /N
TIEHE 4L EDZ Ky MIEZ W ZWIEBUEL L2077,

Average of the indexed values of the following data: ( 1) Total value of the spots scored by the distance and size of the area listed
in Key Biodiversity Areas, ( 2) Total value of the spots scored by the distance and size of the area listed in The World Database on
Protected Areas, ( 3 ) Average value of the Species Richness in IUCN Red List situated within the range of 100 km from the center
point, (4) Average value of the Rarity-Weighted Richness in IUCN Red List situated within the range of 100km from the center point.
LTOF -2 HBBIEL 25 DDOFE : OMREBHOFD =55 100km BRIZFIFE T 3 KEY BIODIVERSITY AREAS OETE %, 358 ICIC
CTHEBIEL 2 DD EEHE. @3 RETTDHDHH 5 50kmBRNICFT#E S 5 The World Database on Protected Areas (WDPA) DIEfE %,
FEBEICIS U TEBUEL 2 DDAEHE. O RE T DRSS 100 kmEIRIDIUCN Red List “Species Richness” DF11E, @xf & &
D=5 100km BIROD IUCN Red List “Rarity-Weighted Richness” D31,

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 ? "Schedule Analyser" (51 2 R EHFEMS L REIE E T IMEIREE (EHE. ETEDH) DEEEREEH T 2E M.

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".

LUITOTF —2%15HAEL 26 DDOFE : D American Journal of Transportation ® "AJOT’s Top 100 Containerports A to Z" 23513 3%
FREFMDAELEYME. @ Airports Council International ? "Annual Traffic Data" (C$H 1 2 REHDREDMEEREME,

Total annual number of arriving/departing passengers at the target city's airports.
MRBMADEEDENR - EFARDE ST ERERE Mo

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 M "Schedule Analyser"(Z# 1} 23 RE DR (2019 FDOEFFRREH 100 5 ALL) [CH T 2MESHDEMETEICE DV R
PR - EREAR S M

Average of the indexed values of the following data: (1) Density of train and tram stations listed in OpenStreetMap located within
10km of the center of the target city, (2) Ratio of public transportation use in the target city according to Numbeo's "Traffic".
LTOF -2 &BEBIEL 25 DDFIE : DOpenStreetMap IZIBEE N TV 3 RETTDHLEL 510 kmBRICFIET 2858 E M T LD
BRE (M LBERBIERT 2D ERRC) £UZETE TRUABRE. @Numbeo D "Traffic' (25113, M RMADEE) - BFHOAHITE
HEDFIAEES 2 AHEME BBE. N1 7OFIAEZEDEE TRULEIE,

Taxi fare for a 5km ride in the target city.
MRETESkMETLHZENL2 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.
HREHTOREL SHRIMHORORETOERENERRE, BHORENFET IHEEEREDRIRER CMEFHEN - 12

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 #4858 L 7-EDF1E : D Numbeo D "Traffic" (CH 1 2 RETH C:ilEh BRI H D B FEFMERE. OBEET7 > 7—b&
V. RE T TRE BRI H D B AOEFT R,

Average speed per 10 km calculated based on TomTom's "Traffic Index".
TomTom @ "Traffic Index "(CEDEHHI N /-10km &H /= V) DFIRE,

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.

T D7 -2 &58IEL b DDFHME : O OpenStreetMap (CIB#H S N TV B M REAHTDF DAL S 10kmBERICAITE T 2B #HSDEH. @
OpenStreetMap [ZIB# S h TV B3 REFHDF L= H 5 10kmBIRICFIET 3L > 231 7L XKy hOEL,
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