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The Exploration of the Ancicent City Revival by
""Whole Archaizing Rebuilding"
After a Destruction. A case Study of Datong Ancient City

WANG Jun

[Abstract]" Whole Archaizing Rebuilding" movements have been waging in dozens of Historical and cultural cites in recent years
which arouses the society’s concerns. This trend has been partially contained under corporate effect of various factors after 2013 but
the maladies are now emerging and even exacerbating. Well than the focal point of concern is how to how to achieve scientific
protection and sustainable development. Take Shanxi Datong as an example analyzing of the problems with " Whole Archaizing
Rebuilding" and understanding those objective developing rules of city in the first place and then proposing the countermeasures
basing on urban space network revamping functional activity restoring and protection mechanisms refactoring. At the end of paper it
offers some recommendations for the theoretical methods of historical and cultural city protection.

[Keywords] Whole Archaizing Rebuilding; Destroy the Old and Build the New; Network Revamping; Authenticity; Local

Study on Spatial Evolution and Dynamic Mechanism
of Shanghai Urban Ecospace in 1980 —2010

XU Yi PENG Zhenwei

[Abstract]Urban ecospace is a kind of crucial material space where urban ecological system makes its circulation sustainable.
Meanwhile urban ecospace is an organic component of urban space. The spatial process of its development and evolution is influenced
by the dynamics of urban development. Between 1980 and 2010 after the reform and opening up the rapid development of Shanghai
has brought the rapid evolution of urban ecospace in Shanghai. This paper focuses on the spatial process of the evolution of urban
ecospace in Shanghai during this period. Further analysis on dynamic mechanism of Shanghai urban ecospace evolution in this period
is made.

[Keywords] Urban Ecospace; Spatial Evolution; Dynamic Mechanism
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