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Fig.1 The coefficient of variation of urban-rural income in the Changjiang River Delta
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Fig.2  Evolution of urban income pattern in 1989-2011
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Spatial Pattern of Urban-rural Income Under the Background
of Regional Integration the Changjiang River Delta

SONG Wei-xuan, CHEN Wen, PENG Ying

(Nanjing Institute of Geography and Limnology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nanjing, Jiangsu 210008, China)

Abstract: Along with the constant improvement of the integrated spatial development pattern in the Changjiang River Delta, the
evolution of social and economic spatial pattern has become a hot spot field in the research on the integration of the Changjiang
River Delta, but the attention is paid insufficiently to the income spatial pattern which can mostly reflect the living standard of in-
tegrated region. Analyzing the income pattern and spatio-temporal evolution characteristics of this region is beneficial for measur-
ing the integration progress of the Changjiang River Delta region scientifically and comprehensively, and can provide a reference
for other integrated development regions. Based on the data of urban residents’ per capita disposable income and rural residents’
per capital net income of 74 county-level regional units in the Changjiang River Delta region in 1989-2011, and by means of coef-
ficient variation and Markov chain, etc., this article has analyzed the spatio-temporal evolution characteristics of income pattern
in the Changjiang River Delta. The result shows that, since 1989, 1) the overall regional difference of urban income has increased
first and then decreased, while the regional difference of rural income has kept decreasing; 2) urban income pattern has trans-
formed from the core-periphery structure with Shanghai as the center to the belt structure with income decreasing progressively
from coastal areas to inland, and the club convergence, in terms of growth, has become obvious after integrated development; 3)
rural income pattern has tended to be balanced gradually, the polarization of high income has been relieved somewhat, but it is
difficult for low-income clubs to move upward; 4) rural income growth has depended on cities, but the growth rate is relatively

slow, and this has resulted in the sustained enlarging of the income gap between urban and rural areas.

Key words: the Changjiang River Delta; regional integration; income spatial pattern; Markov chain; club convergence



