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) )
2.
2 2008

( )
2008 0. 847605 || 2008 4. 327449 || 2008 6. 948812
2008 1. 158287 || 2008 4. 334800 || 2008 7.033348
2008 1. 182479 | 2008 4.554201 || 2008 7.223744
2008 1.234437 || 2008 4.588767 || 2008 7.255548
2008 1.564390 | 2008 4. 647429 || 2008 7.292120
2008 1. 623181 | 2008 4.706535 || 2008 7.432518
2008 1.762513 || 2008 4. 886350 || 2008 7.48574
2008 2.069472 | 2008 4.918324 || 2008 7.708701
2008 2.185975 || 2008 4.967435 || 2008 7.727701
2008 2.315337 || 2008 5.241612 || 2008 7.754711
2008 2.618561 | 2008 5.242997 || 2008 7.795870
2008 2.795683 || 2008 5.289277 || 2008 7. 897089
2008 2.909455 | 2008 5.299008 || 2008 7. 929996
2008 3.011748 || 2008 5.307302 || 2008 7.958732
2008 3.217893 | 2008 5.481326 | 2008 8. 147736
2008 3.286551 | 2008 5.514847 | 2008 8. 446404
2008 3.294764 || 2008 5.747301 || 2008 8.706841
2008 3.353687 || 2008 5.890908 || 2008 8. 905949
2008 3.382458 || 2008 5.946839 | 2008 9. 016457
2008 3.404342 || 2008 6. 050564 || 2008 9.371177
2008 3.427330 | 2008 6. 127868 || 2008 9. 541747
2008 3.428923 || 2008 6. 173677 | 2008 9. 623403
2008 3.466419 | 2008 6.230837 || 2008 9. 814253
2008 3.516213 | 2008 6.386127 | 2008 9. 957863
2008 3.584556 | 2008 6.396247 | 2008 10. 33347
2008 3.650740 || 2008 6. 408905 || 2008 10. 42649
2008 3.799411 || 2008 6.574753 || 2008 12. 56435
2008 3.912329 || 2008 6. 582550 || 2008 13. 2692
2008 3.976648 | 2008 6.768541 | 2008 14. 40901
2008 4.002693 || 2008 6.799510 | 2008 14. 64546
2008 4.107799 || 2008 6. 840873 || 2008 15. 3728
2008 4.113286 || 2008 6. 849336 || 2008 34. 62781
2008 4.224759 || 2008 6. 870374
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3 2017
( S

2017 3.687173 || 2017 10.39841 || 2017 16. 39042
2017 4.231378 || 2017 10.43016 || 2017 16. 44303
2017 4.469681 || 2017 11. 04161 | 2017 16. 51675
2017 4. 846631 || 2017 11.70272 || 2017 16. 81221
2017 4.929984 |1 2017 11. 73673 | 2017 16. 82234
2017 5.094760 | 2017 12.17733 || 2017 16. 87104
2017 5.277426 || 2017 12.21776 || 2017 16. 92395
2017 5.368284 | 2017 12.25845 || 2017 17. 35161
2017 5. 624386 || 2017 12.33272 || 2017 18. 41563
2017 6. 183193 | 2017 12. 58943 || 2017 18. 43143
2017 6.390199 | 2017 12. 62479 || 2017 19. 00813
2017 7.251766 | 2017 12.75857 || 2017 19. 24274
2017 7.678113 | 2017 12. 94410 | 2017 19. 57198
2017 7.796992 || 2017 13.06935 || 2017 19. 82843
2017 7.885207 || 2017 13.23916 || 2017 20. 18642
2017 7.909869 || 2017 13.28827 || 2017 21. 11310
2017 7.914765 | 2017 13.29304 || 2017 21.21393
2017 7.978824 || 2017 13.29997 || 2017 21. 63186
2017 8.554938 || 2017 13.35744 || 2017 21.78071
2017 8.601901 || 2017 13.86473 || 2017 22.32362
2017 8.724155 | 2017 14. 02568 || 2017 22.56901
2017 8.729893 | 2017 14.13891 || 2017 23.10568
2017 8.851729 | 2017 14. 27237 || 2017 23.18412
2017 8. 889211 | 2017 14. 62411 | 2017 23.771781
2017 8.919338 || 2017 14.73199 || 2017 24. 88986
2017 8.972186 || 2017 14. 85442 || 2017 25. 11597
2017 9.118532 | 2017 14. 88967 | 2017 29. 39501
2017 9.408783 || 2017 15.02729 || 2017 30. 30989
2017 9.531215 || 2017 15. 40408 || 2017 33. 47923
2017 9.585499 || 2017 15. 41033 || 2017 33.88319
2017 9. 694564 | 2017 15. 45250 || 2017 41. 75097
2017 9.801752 || 2017 16. 28254 || 2017 92. 71396
2017 10. 25831 || 2017 16. 28455
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5
2008 2008 2008
q q q
0.328437 0. 179656 0.670181
0.320315 ( ) 0.169772 ( ) 0.608946
0.31311 0. 165083 0. 600881
2017 2017 2017
q q q
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Study on Urban Development of Interprovincial Border Region in China:

From the Perspective of Regional Coordinated Development Strategy
GAO Xin-cai WANG Yiie
( School of Economic Lanzhou University Lanzhou 730000 China)

Abstract: Taking prefecturedevel administrative regions as the basic space unit the paper measures the eco—
nomic development level of prefectureevel cities ( including prefecturedevel administrative regions) in border
regions from 2008 to 2017 in China with the entropy value method and analyzes the characteristics and influ—
encing factors of their spatial homogeneity and differentiation with the help of spatial model and geographic de—
tector model. The results show that the level of economic development in the border areas of provinces is on
the whole rising but the speed of development is closely related to the original foundation. On the whole pre—
fecture-level cities ( including prefecturedevel administrative regions) in the borderline regions of provinces
have significant spatial homogeneity and tend to cluster in some regions. At the same time the factors that af-
fect the development level of these cities are different in different years.
Key words: regional coordinated development strategy; interprovincial border area; entropy value method;

spatial hysteresis model; geographic detector model
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