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S AR N A P 75 5R B X5 tkAh, Meyer-Arendt™ . Bulter® ., Jasen®™#il Getzs™ %5 Al
SN HAE S A TIRIE . E N L4 E WATAE T RBD MEAT 11L& Z R BFSE , Fh4ak
NIIAETA Sk RBD 2 [) B il 55 S bt it o R A b Ui 8L B P B 33 i s 1], 208
JE L RIER T . AR L /IR A R R A T B I T R R X E AR A
S, 3T RBD & AR R o KO S, T A A — e Bl i Ui R R
LM FI . RIVAIAPRICR, IEReBSLitigyy . IREE . WrBuiydg ™, akar A AR |
IIRE . HFRAEAE T BERC T 10 85X 3k RBD #EA 7™, BRIt 2 4h, RBD AOME S L6
SIS T R 55 H ™ e sE b, Fom BT IR R B i =5 H

b RBD FUAKT & i, i RBD 5 CBD HYMEE Xl il T RBD BE A58 4 i 4R A
Z—. CBD (Central Business District) #{iFHORLIX . e 2 nar2= IR R A
e, BARLOEBE, b T RSN ATES), S RZs e R
SRR, SRR AR R 5K, R M XIS | R R B IR bR,
TRURRIEED | SRAZZECAFHINA . HpY . 2540 . Dhig. AJRSFE 71X RBD M1 CBD #4171
X437, AW RBD 5 CBDAHLL, i WA AR UMY, ANA T2, Bf
—E MR 5 1 4 o LR 25 30 Tl i i S R TR A KR g, CBD FRR B IR T il 4 PRl . 2
RIS | JIVRRAY AR B AR BRI S 1, B 5 T AR I E, CBD T
WL BT SR SR 3T TR R R OR MR SR A 5 L 4800 . MR . MRS | I A4
FAR IR it Rt F— R B /N Bl B sl i 28 51, AR IR T RBD, JE T IR
NIIRE, VF2AE5RIETT CBD i Ial T RBD i, A 3ok i e i Hh e 4% e e i W R

XU RBD 028, EWNAE T T —@ s, (B T2l . A5 s
HESEAR], 2B —E e, Hrh BB R 2 AR A NI T 1998 442 H (13 i RBD 73
5, MR, 3T RBD W] LA S R AUy 8 | KR T R L THIR DT SR SCfe
TEIXH | HCSCA R I X B PUAPE S, R gt gt SREIAE A4S
KR BRENALH] . DhRE . A3 (L E S 7 D T RBD i T A A . {HE% RBD
HE& AN A e Kl i SR ) 2 R4k, DU B2 RZ O REIA S5 LA 13T RBD 1
l, HEANHRZ MAAE I, AR A .

A, 2EEATR T3 RBD Ay %S (R4S 4 A A B itk 45 T —E IF9E . RBD B[] 45
FFg R TE T R R fE v, RN S A R A ECR . AAIEN. Mz i)
P8 L s g P e S . Smith™ . Page™4: ATA N RBD 7Eas [a) 454 2K 4, A
TCUE(E LMY . Silvia 2518 % RBD DL S 73 A BT ol FEAERIX, I 5CBDA
—EMEAMN, B RN T RBD 25 [MIZ5H9 08T, A HIE K “ B — XU K
F-Z 0K 1S L AP, B A I X RN AT M 3T RBDWFSY, A
S5 IR ARG — U S — R K AR, T LA o B e B
W ALBY BN H Bt = AN AR R X — S AR 2] T A BA TS, SRR T
AT NI, kT RBD M BEhE— AR FER:E MR IR IR . il . HER3CH Ak
b AR R, T LA ARG WU X P T 3 RBD A &, 38 X%
Wy, WG, BRARIITF A&, EB53HT XA AT LA HAT T RBD REE R HE , H iy Tz 50
WERVE ST, LRE5 e 2 A FA AT R HEWT R, H 7 2t — R

Wi RBDELS TIAY . KN, B4k, SCfb. JikliE. BEmSE2mMiRss, A%
ERMEER N . TP ERIE T RBD A A FAb o 09 IH I AL BUTE B . 3ty s LB A 9
WG SR ES: , A R, BN Z 3 2 W EM ., Bar, X FAUamm
RBD 52t XT3/, A WFSE 2 ) TAEGe il 47, 5 ) 32 24 v 7 SO T e



810 AR A JUATRTT PR IR T 55 DX A 25 23 AR5 1A 1217

T2, Py sk e Je s (e KU PR T 1, X T RBD Yt Jy . XA, ==
[ARFIESFEOTTEA AL

ARSCLIBEFEI T RBD I 2546 Jay 328 FIAR J&y o AR Ak H A, %FE U RBD
PEAT A GETE, AT R PEFIRRAE, X5 RBD JEA T HBT /S M Zm . 454 GIS it
Fras et ort, WFFEALEtT RBD e ] M2 6] L (4 4 AR DL AR J&y , 3B oA B
R MR DL A, 3T RBD B AL I & B A — 7 Al R 45

2 BRI Sk

2.1 BERIE
2.1.1 W RBDWIRE #E1TIkTH RBD W5 1 Je EE R o S V&I, T RBD &
BT NER, RAER . FE ., W5, BRLSFELE, RS TR AR E
R, HAWEWSIY . SCAE N KRR, o] U R B 58 16 s (0 b Be™ TR
B, 3T RBD HAT LR JLAMERAE . w e N IX 2kt =, 37T RBD £ 47 T4 T 231X
W, HA R Siscim . . JEREGG . BER N S — B OCHE s MRIBLRRAE
b, 3T RBD — A S K AR I S i A, IR TR R AR 4E SR s R IR
NBE L, kT RBDAREAMIE & S A MR R, A HARMEWE . RN 1A% . #1328 %05 )
B5r; IBFZEAR L b, 3T RBD — M HA e, Wi H MR s . [\
F, BT RBD A& KRN . Tk IR IR e, HoaR M &R e e
FHIE; MRS TIRE L, RBD ol IRMEIGY) . ok . 6. &Ik, F1E SRSy, LAME
Z W RBD i HA {5 S AR T S5 55 Re . Hoh, TEE MR EZIA, 2L
B HAT iR 0 e L SRR RO R A o 32, I H O RIS SRR S L AR R
% FIEIAERYEANE A NS L, kT RBD 2 HA MR SCIE i, A AG Ik
M scfe . ARtk . BRI SR AE, SRRk R W E NS | 5. T RBD 193C
L EA 2R 2R R BB, Wl D s SCfbisl . MERR SR SO0 . KR/
WERIRR R . 2R R AR IR TG B | B R R RS B G ) SBT3 45

FLF IR TTT RBD FHAE AP A, e AR KIS T RBD 94328 kAt btk A7k —
AIE AR, AR IR T RBD 28 (8] RO R/, BE3RTT RBD 40 k. 28 T = 2%
M——RAY G, —— RN, —3R TR IX

(1) KREYH L. PR Shopping Mall, DIREIZE KT, 5 REELEM
Rl RS Wit FERCRIR . BAR . IRINSEIRSS ThRE, JRECAE RIS 2. I
Yy [F) O  4 HRGOA LE, SHE C S B IR SS R, HoA BRI, AR A —
EL10 T m* LA b, UGB T A X8R RAMA R [ HoAth DI Ja RO — 2 5 9 A i
HAR GRS . BRI AR . SrerrmMds . —ahi=Xi RS MR 2l
I A Fae BRI S T

(2) IKINFED AT HA&Wy . kit . Kb, IR —RBRE, AR O S &R
BRI A SCAC U, B — @ i R, HAR Bl e — AN s [ aS B &R LK
ZWEA KA A E R R, SonREHBEMNNMA )R, BHEERKFESR T F
. XJERBD W H 5 IHISGEARZE A, A THIGR IR S ednk i g 5 Scqk, slid AT
Hsctk, JE B X,

(3) BRTRINDX : 3T AR PR DX S5 kT A Dy RE IX AR 2%, THRESE N 32, BR T
RN, I, AR BRI AAN, WA SCRBIVESE . IERAIRBD, 244
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X, BUBAHXTRRR, [FREE pg AR b, PERE Z R O M E LAY, £ RE R M
R¥sY, HEEE S YA R A . BRI TR R X AR 22 2 e T HoAth D RE IX 4%
AU, U CBD [k PRI fE 5 5 ol Tl XAk R SCA i At X %5

2.2.2 RHIEEIE Xl RBD #7401, Hob, sSAU T RBD (A 581
BRI A B A4 R A S P[RR I 25 9 B A 8 s s b st R AL i 3 15
VR A IAY) . BIK . BARIREMLE AR AR Yy, Jiad Sy, Ok & A ik e 2
A ih B B — SRR B I I T T RS T RART RBD B St
R bt R AR RS L R L) (R4S (2011) 28%5) . dt
TUTH T 45 22 DL A 26 SRR Rl BT (20124F ) . 4% X H A R BRI 5 4% 55 KAt ot
HRSZER TR ALl (2012) ) FdbETInA 5 HE BOE A B 7 43
By (Abat AT (20144F) Rb A OGS B AT 1E s MU RBD 254 (b i
TR SRR R (20104F) Kt KGR XA 0, S R R
TR I ELA DR R B b B SR ARPAE 1) SCAR R Ui 7™l el DX F CBD AR I DI RE X #4745 11

SRk Y BEAS [R) 2 (6] )RUBE (3 T RBD I H Ge it 842, SR HH [l — 3B X A4 3Tl RBD #%
M R as M RO 2RI A T4, BIERDI A ST, ASA04E B ZE 3 T IR IR A X3 Bl A 1)
Eb A, FAE, Ry RO gETt, BR2 CAE IR TR PRI A DRI PR R M B T
RGPt o T TAE R I AR X (PRI, LXK, Bl X, K24IX i X
FARX ., B, TR, ZERE . B a ) I RBD TGS R TESE FiA SRR AR L
BN, BrPL, ASCHEE R EWX (RIRIX, X WX, §IHK ., E6K. A
sl X)) TGRS

XFFARHU £ 3ktt RBD I H i 447 SE b % %5, i HEBAT 1R RBD H#fEJf- 1E
Woehll, BES AR (X, Y) KRibAsbr (LIS H s S T 25, JAIFSI0 H 5 19904F |
20004F-, 20144F =AML AIE BCIRGL 5 MR, XT38 BB At H 5 R I
IRV, E DA RN A 8 b A A . 22583 t, Hardbat EmIX A 317 RBD 88
A, Horp, KA RO AL 414, IRIFEID R 414, TR X 2R 7 114>,

A AR b 5 FEIRIX 138 MEE AT . AR, bt EIRIX 531 K2R
SRR, JbaT 202 K A X s, AU LA b LR o 25 o I TR DG IE S
GRILY NS g B Ny e A (S 7R e €7 = R M E T

ArcGIS 4b B i TAE K B %8 FH 2009 4F (At i&l) (IR 1:29 7)), i@
ArcGIS 10.0 XL 5T FI X f 7 e Ak Ab #E (Jb 5T 1954 Kb Ak br R0, IREIRZEE
BAEFEI Rl TR (REZE) . ITEXRZE (E)Z, R EE 2 A X
JZT) , FFE I R A P ARAS A8 U 5 T SR AR % RN b Ak sl 5 iR A 1 o i Ak
22 |RF*E

I =B R) # ——1990 4F . 20004 . 2014 SEHEA T4 40#T, il i W SE s BR A BR
(At 1954 KHAEbR &R, GitAgN R S X, Y) XERESIHITEA, 456 ke
FCABAHOCEE , SR AL e R A% R B S5 7 i Fr AL st T RBD (BT 25 4% Ry DA
2014473817 RBD Bt ki, SRAGOIEE 0T . B X pr . 2B . S hlgeit
95, HET ArcGIS 10.0 844, %kt RBD B4 AR4HAE . FRER AR HEA T30 40 .
221 BEREH N oM At R L ARINEDL A . TR IR X =28 RBD
By 2s A EE TGO, DABTIE M BAfr, R 3K IX 138 N IE 1Y RBD 5 %5 B R34, SR 5L
JERBGHATRE L8 R B M e R AR R B H AR A, THREA R

_ 1 %N
G_an_z;‘si_sj‘ (1)

Si=1



810 AR A JUATRTT PR IR T 55 DX A 25 23 AR5 1A 1219

K. GHEE REG n WEENECE; s B&HIE RBD S5 B A FIE; sl sl
F M jHriE RBD I H S . S8 REUBUEAE 0~1 22 [H], JEREE T 1 150 BF b B0 A7
Al

222 BEEME HENE R A BREA I B X I REAN B B, 43R TR PR A
ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%oﬂ$ﬁafﬁ%(KmMDmmmemmwME)*%ﬁ@ﬁLﬁﬁ
PR X PN 5 I AN [ ASCER T 45 SR A T R S 3, 3 o 5 A B ) AR A o 2R DX 3k 1 2
FETEE . A AR B ek 2,

ﬂ@:ﬁ%ZKEU—Q] (2)

Kb K[ IR WS n IFAER S BN M8l s d wEdmgeis, 74K
X, SRS RN, A% A R R S A AR i, BIX TR RIS
TS, TR R 2 TR AL, DITHBREE S A B R ERARTR], PRUES s 09 & WPk
223 TERE 25 A i O A0 5 i B R A 52 R] L A 5 B i i . L
FEAB ATk B A5 R BB 2 B A 42 ) A 1180 52 M) b 2 A 42 o A 1R 5 T B RO, R SR
FH B2 ) e (792 0 s B B ISR AR o HE 4 ik
S E AL (Inverse Distance Weighted, IDW) : RS B EIBACE T, HB AR
SR A7 3 B LR ) ) e B L R S AR S M R R Sl T R
Sa
z,= 20 (3)
1
“d
ﬁ$:aﬁﬁx%ﬁﬁﬁ;a%aﬂﬁMM@idaﬁﬁ%5XME% s GBI E
HERCH ; KEEM, ASChkI2, IDW TR BB E 2 A W E A T 5ol
At/ MEZ 8], DAkt Gt AR i
e H AL (Kriging) : 363538 s A vE ANz e 47k, AR SCRAE @ w B 47k,
A E S RS RO IR, LA AR S sR B T A (R, 2 H TS b N e
Vﬁm%%%ﬁﬁ%oﬂﬁ%ﬂﬁwﬁﬁx TEL 5 1 AT A e A OG5 5 RN SCHRE-,
2.2.4 HOIBERMBE  CHBEREEIERT (5 R0 AR A AR KU AR e R Y
@% N Ry — P 0 5 o o 2 2 () A% ey B DR R AIL B ) B B vk g i L 54k . &
 FBREEAH S ] AT B i ) DR 2 FE A I o b R 28 2 5 S

%ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁﬁ SIR) oA 26 S IR, HE A A0 2 LU BOZ AR AR TE AN [R50 3 X F
BT 25 AR 4ﬁﬁLﬁL%ﬂﬁﬁm
DH =1- ZnouaH (4)

H|1

P DM T Hﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁyPMﬁDﬁHm%ﬁﬁ;nﬁfﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁRmm@
REAREARN BT 225 m R T H) 7RG noi i DARARTE 1 28 EREARR R, Pos
IR0, 1], HfE RN R BZ A 7% RBD 1 A i AR 52 0 R

3 JtEti RBD MR 25 4% J5)

3.1 BEHMENTL
PEHL 1990, 2000, 2014 4 3~H[A] &% 1 X} E 36k X RBD AU % . AL IE 7401t (3R
1), MECEFEEE [ORE, Wi RBD AR E AL, MEAKY K, 20004 RBD i H
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&1 1999, 2000, 2014 fEbETHH i RBD it
Tab. 1 Statistics of urban RBDs in Beijing in 1999, 2000 and 2014

. KAyt PRI R TR X Bt
Bod(h)  MBmY)  Bde() BB BE(T) BB BdE() B
19904F: 2 1.49 13 32.89 0 0 15 34.39
20004F: 13 34.49 16 251.25 4 109.20 33 394.94
20144F: 37 239.53 40 639.84 1 466.48 88 1345.84

BUs 1999 4NN T 181>, ARG K- #%.8.204% , [AI A1 360.55 J7 m?; 2014 4F RBD M H
B 2000 4EHE TN 55 4™, AR K KR 7.257%, TEFLIGHN950.9 m?, ] WL T RBD TGt
B JE RS E AT ARW & B B, ARG EEAR G .

AIEA LT, 1990-2014 48], RIUAH OB, BCR ARV e T
354~F1238.04 11 m?, AEMGKRIKF] T 12.9%F123.6%, 3% S B 1 KA 4y rh Lo R R RIS
BN, HESTRCRAER S . TELR BE, R JR A R A o 2 SRR | TS AR
EMEES, ERWRAREFRA WA N, ST RBD R BN R4 . Rl
Sy BN ERR, AT B — R

1990-2014 4F[a] , AR IR B b A7 B 8 i 27 4>, HIARHE i1 606.95 7 m?, 4RI KRN
4.79%7F113.16%. PRI DL E T RBD Hifi it LI, ZARFESHIRAE . Ui
FEIFI— B IBOR A, O — e R DAz BB . ol B RS o i AR 1
X B R PR RS M A7 4 5 LA IR AR s RIS () R b A 0 H ok 32

T R PR X B AE 1990 4F 22 J5 ., 2000-2014 4F 6], 0 AT A4 B34 hn 1 10 4> Fn
466.48 m?, AFPHGK A5k 7.49% F1 10.93% . Ik T AR PR XK 22 5L T SCAR iR el
B, TR A A A X SO A R i P el X, Bl B R BOR 5 | 5 AR5 1M
A, L2014 4 B EE ], H 729 R 3k TR PR XA TR BH X . SO b 2
BH X% B DU R 2 i b 22—, (G FH X 2003-2008 SCAL & RN BEY . CH B IX 6 Tk — 4
IR SCA TAER L) . CIH X SCAR R & 3% 4 48 BRI ) 45— R AN EOR F 4
Rhgkib &, HEsh THIHIX SCRI = ke, 7 sh T —HE3k iR R X %Y RBD i & . #FH
XOEJE s E R X 2 iy X, AUl “+ =8 B SR
RIRILI) wods i, s PH X o SO b B R R IE X, &R SCib el SR R
X, HESRRBRIEY &, X o T3k IR X & e 2 BUR A Fse ok, A R YL
TR BT R PR DX
32 FEHEREENTH

iz R e R BU A Sk RBD RUAE R RRE, SRAH 1990, 2000, 20144 3/NHf
() DT T P 5t DA SR BRIXC 138 /il S 2 [l By, SRR AU rhues L RN AT .
TR X 438 RBD B R4 (%£2),

B GE7, 1990 ALty RBD HY %2 13T REDER RETH
He /z{l:\%?&j(] 0.5286; 2000 ﬁii}ﬂiﬁi RBD Tab. 2 Gini coefficient variation of urban RBDs in Beijing
HJe R0 0.5829, AFHE A 0.982%; i
2014 4F b 53 T RBD B9 3t J2 &R Bk 19904F  20004F 20144

0.6793, AFHGK AN 1.099%, SWLidbnt  fommyrh oIt R5 05015 05280 05949
TH RBD B2 [a] SRAERR EESG N, ISR RNRDLATAE e RBC 05228 05402 0.5998
WA Zs AL A S Horh, PRPRAGL RIS R - 05079 05287
AL BB, iR IR X 1 AARSEE R EL 0.5286 0.5829  0.6793
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SR R AR FRIRINEDIL T 2RI T RIR A R R, BoEEsBER, Wi
RN X Z R R, FAX IR, R, 25 MR,

KRS, KA o0 7S R AE R & B bt , 1990-2014 4R 0], HJe &R
K 17 0.0934, AEIHIK IR 0.714%; RIFFDI AL E REOY K 17 0.077, FHHEEE
41 0.574% ; 2000-2014 4[], 3% T K N [X 3 @ & 5038 K 7 0.0208, 4F 38 KR h
0.287%. Z4rMT B, XIEH KNGy 0 Bk — A 35/, B St A M 2 5
RO EIA R, 28 AR A R BEAR L, IR R R A A v, 25 () SR AR AR B2 % R AH T
Wty s TR X DS 4, fRAEERK, SEERBEERIEE,
3.3 FEIEHHET

{8 ArcGIS 10.0 %13 i RBD 30t H 7F TAEIKIE e, SRAZE Bk, K RBD
AT RN R MR B, L3 km AR AR, HIVESRT RBD 3 oy Al (K1), &
H g 7R 1990, 2000, 2014 4FJb 5tk i RBD B9 % & 0 A e o Hid, 1999 4F 1Y) RBD %5 ¥
EEERETIFH . mill—Hr, aSmghi R RE, MR . AR IX A 4R
%5 20004, RBD %S ERELE TINHA—HRITT. ARE—P R —H7, B Rm (i
Huty, 2SR DI AUZ R, B L m WS . A BSCEF XY ;2014 4
RBD Wi H »5 % i fl bR T FII—ail ], ARE— 8 A m i P odh, fEisft,
Kt FABHARE A E TS XA BT e B N B S EAE R . 5 20004FHE, RA
PP HAER XY L, BoDERERY K, 2SR5 IR T 229 50 MRRES
Fo X Wn TAURTT RBD & “ i AR — XU K e — LR 8L B2 (M 2544 % e
X, SR AR HABIR T RBD 23 [H] 2546 A BF 5T 45 A — i AR R PE 2,

4 AtEUTT RBD 20 Aii Rk e AR o Sl 1A

4.1 WH RBDKIEXZ BT LS

A3 AR TH 9% BRI T RBD AR i BRI 2% H b i) E L5 8N RZ —,
DAY T RBD A5 iy R AR T — 2 W3S 45 F o 2838 I 5 1) 14 5% i) RBD [14) 8 S il Al
KiE, F—ERE FYoE T RBD YIS,

— AT AATAE 1 km N RTE BN AR EEERY, SO 5T 1) 3250 55l T2
Flh 1 km g bty (&12), Hi 79.6%RkiT RBD M E T F2ACH T4 1 km ZZ il
Bl . 2411, 881 H 5 FE TP K 648.21 m. Bb4h, @it SCH i

1 1990, 2000, 2014 4EAL5td il RBD % 434
Fig. 1 Density distribution of urban RBDs in Beijing in 1990, 2000 and 2014
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WF, &I/ RBD 31 H #C & A K
RMEL Yy, 547 A4E 1000 L4 A9 RBD 37
HA 674, [ u%76.1%

BEAN, AR T B A2 38 A 5 1 AN AR I
TERIRWINLEh 7 8m TR M 4% |, ikt
TN RCE T TR S B AR X
PR, SO Ak sty 0 A s o ) g A 3, ik
X 2014 46 H ik 5t 38 7 268 /> H gk vl i
TTEAL, Vgl (GREZE) ik
A1 km X (K 3), H 86.0%M)
RBD 4t H {7 FHudkuh 2w X N . 881 RBD
55 b gkl - AR 5 721.36 m, g
RV R L I H R Ik A A N Y 12
AN H AR A Ak

CEA 5 SRS A A R, X 4
881~ RBD il H 5¢id 2 i A7 40 #r, % [A] A
A7 F F BN [ T4 2% il DX b 2 3 % 1 X
WIS H sk 2R, R FEZEARKT
2 5% vl DX Bl Hb B 3 2% v X 2 — (3 H o T
K, BATE RN TERZE X ATE
Mgk sh o X NI H o 2R (K 4),
o T 285 28l A e py X, 128
FORASTE AR LR X, TR
AR AR ASE B HIX . L5014 88 4~
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Temporal-spatial pattern and contributing factors of
urban RBDs in Beijing
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Abstract: Urban RBD (Recreational Business District), a place where local residents and
tourists go for leisure, tourism and consumption, is widely accepted as an indispensable
component of urban recreation system in recent years. However, existing research in urban
RBD puts an emphasis on its conceptual aspects (i.e., classification, influence, spatial
structure), and empirical and quantitative studies have been largely ignored. Firstly, a summary
about urban RBDs’ characteristics from the perspectives of location, scale, users, function, and
culture was made. Based on previous literature and RBDs’ characteristics and attributes, this
study divides urban RBD into three groups, namely: Large Shopping Center (LSC),
Commercial Pedestrian Street (CPS), and Urban Leisure Area (ULA). Quantitative methods,
such as Gini Coefficient, Spatial Interpolation, Kernel Density Estimation, and Geographical
Detector, were employed to collect and analyse data of three types of urban RBDs in Beijing in
1990, 2000, and 2014, respectively, and the spatial- temporal evolution pattern as well as
distribution characteristics of urban RBDs were analyzed with the aid of ArcGIS software. The
results show: (1) The total number and scale of urban RBDs in Beijing have been expanding,
with urban RBDs increasing by 8.20% and 7.26% per year in 1990- 2000, and 2000- 2014,
respectively; (2) spatial agglomeration of urban RBD in Beijing keeps strengthening, and the
trend that all types of urban RBDs in Beijing are spatially agglomerated is continuing;
However, there exist some variances in terms of their growth speed and degree; (3) the spatial
structure evolution model of urban RBDs in Beijing is as one core concentration—two cores
development—multi- core diffusion; (4) According to the statistics from database concerning
traffic, resident and tourist density, tourism attractions and land price in Beijing, the results
showed that urban RBDs were generally located in areas with low traffic density, tourist
attractions, high resident and tourist population density, and relatively high land valuations; (5)
tourists density strongly influenced the scale of each urban RBD type, compared with other
factors.

Keywords: urban RBD; temporal- spatial pattern; distribution characteristics; contributing
factor; Beijing



