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Tab 1 Definition of indices for distinguishing peri-urban areas
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Fig. 1 The analysis of level

indices in Hangzhou in 1990
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Fig. 2 The analysis of structure

indices in Hangzhou in 1990

Tab 2 The range of indices for peri-urban areas in Hangzhou in 1990
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The change of spatial distribution of
peri-urbanization areas in Hangzhou Municipality
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Abstract: With rapid social and economic change around metropolitan, perturban phenon-
enon, as a transitional process from rural to urban area, is becoming one of the most im-
portant research topics for urban studies. However, current research on Chinese pertur
banization is generally focused on the description of its unique characteristics of an ident+
fied per+urbanization area at a specific year, and there are very few studies on the dynamic
change of perturbanization areas and the comparison of different periurbanization areas

Taking Hangzhou municipality as a case, this paper aims: (1) to explore how to identify
periurbanization areas through establishing an indices system; (2) to empirically identify
the spatial distribution of per+urbanization areas in Hangzhou municipality and further to
identify the different spatial evolution types of perturbanizations areas in the period of
1990 to 2000; and ( 3) to compare the different characteristics of different spatial evolution
ty pes of perturbanization areas, such as the lasting pert urbanization area and the newly
developed periurbanization area by using Xiaoshan District and Fuyang Municipality as re
spective examples, and thus to enhance our understanding on the interior differences a-

mong per+urbanization areas.
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