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Study on Overall Features and Spatial Evolution of County Economy
—A Case of Zhejiang Province

JIANG Tian - ying, HUA Ming - hao,ZHANG Yi - qing
(College of Economics and Management , Zhejiang University of Technology , Hangzhou 310023, Zhejiang , China )

Abstract: Differences of county economy and its spatial connection are newly research fields on spatial economics . This
article makes an analysis on different levels of county economy as well as spatial evolution in Zhejiang province by
adopting the method of exploratory spatial data analysis. The results are showed as follows: The county economy in
Zhejiang Province features a stable development on the whole during 2001-2011 in spite of some fluctuations. There are
minor differences of county economy in the northeast and decreased differences in the southwest but the gap between
these two regions is increased. The level of county economy presents a trend of concentration and Hangzhou with
Shaoxing and Ningbo are the core areas of economic development. In addition the spatial pattern of county economic
growth presents a trend of clustering where the northeast area, especially the downtown area of Hangzhou and Shaoxing
county are always the hot spots in economic growth and the whole level of county economy in southwest is relatively
low. The paper discusses further the main driving forces for economic spatial differences in Zhejiang Province from
economic development foundation, location, policies and spatial proximity effect aspects.The corresponding policy
implications are also been given.
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Fig.1 Difference of county economy in Zhejiang from
2001 to 2011
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Fig.2 County economy as a whole spatial autocorrelation
coefficient of Zhejiang Province from 2001 to 2011

A& 2 AT 0, 2001—2011 4E# VT4 B B2 5 4
Jayas (6] 5 AH 5 Moran” s T8 B0 AR B A F-F2 2001
4E4 J5) Moran” s TH5 %04 0.4325,2011 4F Jy 0.4525,
RIS A 1 0E , R BT LA B4 U 25 S AF 2001 —
2011 4 (8] 19 25 [A] A8 AL AS B B2 . 2001—2004 4, 42 JR)
Moran’s TF5%% 1 0.4325 T}/ 0.4858, #iyT.44 H 4k
28U 22 S AL RS K, HL A I A R) O A DG G
F, BT 2 A AR RS 2004—2011 43X
BRI, WA B 5 22 551942 )5 Moran s 148
BRI LR SRR, HRR G R RN
Hirpr, 2004 5 2006 PAME £y PR R BT 2%, S
TE 2006—2008 422 T Bk, (145 2008 4F (1) 42 J5) Mo-
ran’s T840 R 5 04126, )5 BB 4%, 97 A
2010 4 S TP A o i AR AL B H R T 2001—
2011 AFWIVTAR B B IR 23R B0 28 (B IE ARG, 2
ZAS R T BAR 8N, B T KO R 2
ERIL

3 WA RIS i it
31 BEEFEEREEIM



38 % W

Hh L %344

42 Jy 23 8] AH IR TR IBOE DX I ] J5T 170 il
AT R, WSERR L, XS R AR AT AE S
PRV Ry ER S TR] ) AH G HT RE S T R R 2 A
BRI S TR AR, AR SO B 2001 ,2006 5
2011 4 3 ARGy YA B3N GDP AR A A
F8¥x , 15 H ArcGIS #4111 5.45 %) Local Moran’s 13§
B AL BREE R NE 3,

H &1 3 AT T, 2001—201 1 AR VT2 Bk e 5 114
2% [A) S T PEAR Jmy 7 A T B I R A 4K . 2001 4,
Wi a4 A7 204~ 5 T IX B Local Moran’s T 5
BOR EAA, TAAT I T 85 X 1 Local Moran’s T 3%
O TE b, T T RE D BT TR X T T
AXE SO R BIE DL st Bax 745 T
X 19 Local Moran’s 1 &2 KT 2.58, FHX 71
B i X B A GDP AEZS [a] 15 8 [l X S AH AL
HAFTER R HUN TR X FH2E T A K
T T A DX 2855 /K15 ] R XU DL, 4 A XS
et MAHBCR), SO BRI T Bl T4 0%
AR5, L] R IX 3 B 7K P RIS o o B
7 T £ T G 4TTRE X ZRIR T R kTS 13
AEL TV IX Y Local Moran”s T 5 £ [mIAE S TEAR, 1
AR ORI T R I T AR i XL
H Y GDPAEAS ] FMAFTEE R R R AHAF— Y
& RN TTRE X B 2855 K-35, (B LR L T
X T KA, BRI B 1 25 TRl HE A B Y 4R
F 2006 4, Wil a8 F 21 B 11 X 19 Local Mo-
ran’ s T RECH EAH , HAEE 5 2001 2 AR AT
S HAER XA & A T 7284k . Local Moran’s T %%
B R T 2.58 Y X IR 28 94>, G R X (ZRIR
TR — I ] ) 28 5% R LR , B2 55 7K P A T 1
K FEZS ] IO R R IG R, e SR T i e 0%
AP AR A8, R 5 SO 845 EL B A A AUE
AR B DIl AN, 5 DT RR IX R PR R

T X AL B 7K R i S8 00 23 8] BEAIL 53 A1 A2 Sy 23 [
IR A, ARIZIN X SE XY 2 55K P A
AR R BE A 55 0 2011 4, W71 4244 Local Moran’s |
FECHIEEM R T X R 164, o 4R
R EME T XKIE BTN TR X A% R A
PETTAR X ZRBETT DL R T AR X, 40 A T L
ARACEBHLIX, 740 SO 205 57, T2 23 A T
TLRAHR o F AT UL, Wy T B IR 35 i R B AR AL B 5
(WA i E R

ARHFFE I 5L 5 Getis—Ord G155, 15 2 #T T
A BT A g Jm s AT DL (K 4) .

FRAE Getis—Ord G, 48 %) =A% DA K i 35 MK
-, 254 AreGIS 34 1) Manual 432855 BRI
BB T2 A Jm 43 B2, 20 i o v AR il 3
XV A R DX P8 e i DX AL DX DL S A
I 5 DX A 2 DRI 8 JE 351X, 2001 4T,
WA B2 0 S (AR R X RIS X AT 134,
Hor YT B TR X 28 20% BT T AT
T S 2 X, RN ) B 2% T A ) 2 5 K
SRS SR WA 20 R A% O X AR AR 2R
X RIS s XA 164>, Horb 5t 7 R SR R A
3 DX ¥ i DX AR TN K LA B ) SR
MR L T DX, R B2 X 38k 1 28 55 7K P53 45 A1
TEZS[A]_FIE R TR {E A 2R . 2006 4, Wit B2t
T2 [ R I A R AR , $AOS XA AR 24
HENUR IS 424 T UK TR X 5 7
T DR 12 S0y R v 3 DR Sy R e (3
DX 5 ST ZR M T2 B 300 2 2 DA v a5 i 25 DX, 72
Xt 2001 479 16 380 2 19 4>, 2011 4,
P D A% R R, BT R R0 X
B 2006 A A BTN TR IX T T VA E A
DL ERIX D S 2R T RN T i T AR X AL T s AR R

BN Y

E3 #mI&EEKFrzERREER

Fig.3 Local spatial autocorrelation coefficient of county economy in Zhejiang Province
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Fig.4 Evolution of spatial pattern of economy in hotspot areas of Zhejiang Province
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Fig.5 Local spatial autocorrelation coefficient of the growth differences of county economy in Zhejiang Province
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