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Tah 1 Gini coefficient of port enterprises with different scales and units
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Fig 2 Density interpolation of port enterprises in Shanghai
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Tah 3 Coefficient of geographical linkage between port enterprises and others, 2007

26. 32 50. 38 31 62 39. 43 22. 86

53. 05 75 52 45. 76 36. 62 37. 78

30. 08 56. 35 39. 65 49, 82 31 97

27. 65 51 05 39. 90 48 62 32. 93

34. 28 58 33 39. 23 43, 62 31 39

4
Tah 4 Coefficient of geographical linkage between port enterprises and manufacturing

23 94 50. 72 30. 90 38 61 21. 66
25. 38 53. 70 34. 52 44. 85 25. 90
29, 48 59. 59 35. 87 46. 18 27. 15
14. 27 27. 83 17. 33 26. 11 8 51
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Study on location Features and spatial correlation of port
enterprises: Taking Shanghai port backup area as an example

CAO Wei~dong
(College of Territorial Resources and Tourism, Anhui Normal University, Wuhu 241003, Anhui, China)

Abstract: The behavior space study on port enterprises is becoming a new hotspot in the
modern port geography. Taking Shanghai port backup area as an example, we have estab-
lished a spatial attribute database of port enterprises, collected enterprise data of manufac-
turing, ware-housing, commerce, commercial office industry in each county, and corre-
sponding construction data. This study comprehensively applies spatial Gini coefficient,
spatial statistics and interpolations in GIS, and coefficient of geographical linkage for me-
dium-micro scale depiction of location characteristics and spatial correlation of major enter-
prises in Shanghai port backup area. The results show that the port enterprises of Shang-
hai has a wide distribution (city area), featured by spatial accumulation; different types of
port enterprises have different location choices and enterprises take the city centre as the
core, scattered along the Huangpu River most obviously while big non-vessel transporta-
tion enterprises scatter and small ones assemble; enterprise location choice is irrelevant to
manufacturing industry in space while international container transportation enterprises

have obvious regional dependence.

Key words: port enterprise; port backup area; location; spatial correlation; Shanghai



