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Tab.1 Statistics of rural residents’ per capita net
income from 1995 to 2009 in Henan Province yuan

A - H{E A R/AME e 2% e
1995 1219 1867 706 1161 2.64
1996 1566 2 425 949 1476 2.56
1997 1827 2716 1190 1526 2.28
1998 1931 2760 1278 1482 2.16
1999 1990 2 940 1 356 1584 2.17
2000 2022 3167 749 2418 4.23
2001 2 086 3424 1192 2232 2.87
2002 2188 3 825 1419 2 406 2.70
2003 2 186 4 143 1268 2 875 3.27
2004 2573 4 777 1325 3452 3.61
2005 2937 5458 1 857 3601 2.94
2006 3 436 5 940 2125 3 815 2.79
2007 4078 7 088 2 476 4612 2.86
2008 4 690 7 960 2912 5 048 2.73
2009 5 056 8 481 3190 5 291 2.66
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Tab.2 Disparity of per capita net income of

rural residents from 1995 to 2009 in Henan Province

iy = Vaiy

O R ;‘j; i’z O R gi ?;’;
1995 221 0.181 0.126 2003 451 0.206 0.144
1996 261 0.166 0.115 2004 480 0.196 0.135
1997 289 0.158 0.111 2005 563 0.192 0.131
1998 278 0.144 0.103 2006 664 0.193 0.132
1999 252 0.126 0.092 2007 795 0.195 0.133
2000 293 0.145 0.107 2008 909 0.194 0.132
2001 334 0.160 0.115 2009 980 0.194 0.131
2002 358 0.164 0.117
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Tab.3 Getis-Ord General G of rural resident’s per

capita net income from 1995 to 2009 in Henan Province

iy GG E(d) Z(d) Eh G EWd) Z(d)
1995 0.766 0.717 6, 384%%* 2003 0.770 0.717 5, 991%%*
1996 0.763 0.717 6, 593%%* 2004 0.762 0.717 5, 577%%*
1997 0.761 0.717 6, 557%** 2005 0.762 0.717 5, 480%%*
1998 0.758 0.717 6, 407%%* 2006 0.763 0.717 5, 585%%x
1999 0.753 0.717 6, 332%%* 2007 0.764 0.717 5.611%%*
2000 0.757 0.717 5, 944%** 2008 0.763 0.717 5.600%**
2001 0.764 0.717 6, 951%%x 2009 0.762 0.717 5, 528%%x
2002 0.766 0.717 6, 440%*x*
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Fig. 1 Spatial pattern of rural resident’s per capita net income in Henan in 1995 and 1999
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Fig. 2 Spatial pattern of rural resident’s per capita net income in Henan in 2003 and 2009
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Spatial-temporal Pattern of Rural Resident’s
Per Capita Net Income Based on County Scale in Henan Province

Zhao Wenliang" *, Wang Chuntao® ,Chen Wenfeng”, Meng Deyou”, Fan Kuangsheng®
(1. College o f Environment and Planning , Henan University, Kaifeng 475001,
China; 2. College of Environment and Planning , Shangqiu Normal University , Shangqiu
476000, China; 3. Zhengzhou Municipal Development and Reform Commission , Zhengzhou 450000, China)
Abstract: In the paper, based on county-level rural resident’s per capita net income statistical data
from 1995 to 2009, the spatial-temporal pattern and evolvement trend of rural resident’s income disparity
in Henan Province is deeply probed by mathematical statistical method and spatial statistical method. Re-
sults from mathematical statistical analysis show that the absolute disparity has been continuously enlarged
since 1995, while relative disparity has been enlarged discontinuously from 1995 to 2009. Results from
spatial statistical analysis show that spatial cluster of counties with similar net income level is always sig-
nificant, the core zone of higher rural income stably located mainly in center and northwest Henan, while
the marginal zones are composed of counties in north Henan, east Henan, southeast Henan and southwest
Henan, and the core-marginal spatial pattern has been formed; the disparity between northwest and south-
east counties has been enlarged and has been more and more polarized. And at last, the paper pointed out
that it is significant to promote rural resident’s net income level in these very agricultural counties in east
Henan and southeast Henan which will play a key role in coordinating regional rural resident’s income con-
dition in Henan Province.
Key words: rural resident’s per capita net income; regional disparity;county scale; spatial-temporal

pattern; Henan Province



