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Tab.1 Analysis of the regional differences

among counties of Jiangsu Province during 1995—2009
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Fig.1 Initial relative per capita GDP and subsequent changes between counties in Jiangsu Province in 1995—2009
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Tab.3 Temporo-spatial variations of the border effects in Jiangsu Province during 1995—2009
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counties in Jiangsu Province during 1995—2009
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Fig.3 Distribution of the relative GDP of counties in Jiangsu Province in 1995—2009
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Tab.4 Distribution of influence factors of regional border effects in Jiangsu Province
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Empirical Research on the Regional Border Effect in the
Economic Incorporation Process of Counties in Jiangsu Province

Xiao Haiping'”*, Gu Renxu', Jiang Haining'
(1. School of Resources and Environmental Science, East China Normal University, Shanghai

200062, China; 2. Department of Economic Management, Xiangnan University, Chenzhou 423000, China)

Abstract: Based on combination of Barro regression and Gravity model, this paper researched empirically the
regional border effect of counties in Jiangsu Province from 1995 to 2009. The empirical results were showed as bel-
low ; Firstly, incorporation trend exists among counties of Jiangsu Province while borders of administrative areas hin-
der regional incorporation process, which means border effects exist. Secondly, from the point of alteration tenden-
cy, the general border effects turned smaller gradually from 1995 to 2009. However, the temporo-spatial variations
of the border effects among the regions of Sunan, Suzhong and Subei are different respectively. Moreover, the im-
provement of traffic conditions promoted the regional integration of Jiangsu, but a certain significant border effect al-
so showed a difference from the existing related results that regarded traffic conditions have little effect on the eco-
nomic integration. Finally, this paper analyzed the causes of this border effect and its transformation in the process
of the economic cooperation and coordination of counties of Jiangsu Province via location, economic factors and traf-
fic construction, and so on.

Key words: county economy ;regional integration ;regional border effect;gravity model ; Jiangsu Province
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A Research on the Spatial Differences
of the Economic Performance on the County Level and
the Reasons : Taking Wuji County, Hebei Province for Instance

Wu Jianmin', Ding Jianghui’
(1. Shijiazhuang Post and Telecommunication Technical College, Shijiazhuang 050021, China
2. Faculty of Resources and Environment Science, Hebei Normal University, Shijiazhuang 050016, China)

Abstract: Based on the Wuji county statistics from 1998 to 2007, taking the per capita income of the farmers
as research indicators and the towns and administrative villages for the study unit, the article analyzes the evolution
of spatial differences within the county structure, clarifying the causes of the spatial differences. It finds out that the
aggregation effect and the spillover effect play the same role in the evolution of the economic space. Primarily the
aggregation effect plays the main role and for the latter part the spillover effect takes charge. In the analysis of the
spatial dependence in the economic structure, it reveals that the dependence on space between the administrative
villages is far tenser than that between towns.

Key words: within the county structure ; economic disparities; influencing factors; Wuji County; Hebei Prov-

ince



