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Fig.1 The score of the urban agglomeration ability from 1995 to 2008
@AFFEZR = |GDP, % P; ; GDP; J2& i M AP Bl P2 i A A 4L




718 oo R

E ST 30%:

fEbR——I A R A ) B HCIR L BT H8 R T
1995-2008 4F 7= b = 47 X 1 & J& (R Wi Ak #a e
WA Al 8 P R —— R JZ2 R A AR k2 | 7 3
JEURARESE I, AR =48 K & e i i p A
WIS . AT SRR Z IR R
1995 4E 114 50 /1> T FE 3] 2008 4 (1) 44 4>, T 2 Uk 4E
RAETT I RAAG BRIG AN, B 1995417 1201 |
F+E 2008 4E Y 131 4~(5% 2).

EEFE )35 20 tHE42 90 4EAR ], Kb =4
PRI FH I SRR R S AR | pi i A 56l 25 T L R g
TS ZI e 1) & J2 , 2000 AFHAMEI P “ RIS 97
RACERG AT T KBTS “$3057 . 90 4L
IR RIERER”, SR T A L RE R, %
Veakas e N, TolkAsll 7 i, A s 22,
W iG e, KU T N i AR ERAA T
A3 SR B 2001 4F 12 A 11 B, 38 E AL Zhin A
WTO(H 52 5y 1205 | i ) B R b4, 5L
filige = i K B AR RIS 18 AR 43583
PR K, B A AR AL = XK B & R,
SR =4 KUK A 2000 47 3 0] e BH H Ok
HI DTS Pl o ASER 7S R A TR B R S
IR AU DX A T S R B Al , SR LA TR
PR TF R A 3 B398 T R M X SR 7L, K 2003
E1H IR E S BHTR AR IS X — T g v
FNSAR T EARL LR , AR L =48 XSl & e d 1t
T WAL 4l BOR BISCAE L BBOR 5 S Y, IX
WK K KA T iz A 1l Tt . PR AT DA AR
A6 =48 KUK SRR AR KA B L 32 1 1 5% DX 3
R S % 1) 2 IR 4 R 25 25 T 52 T

m 0 100 km
~ o

<, S ;
< FER 0T L T

LEFRnt | gy e
T 1 ST
AN g

b. 20004
P12 1995-2008 4F- AR It =45 Sl BELAE SR BE ) 2 [ Jeyis 2L
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Tab.5 The situation of inequality and polarization in the four

urban economic regions
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Tab.6 The situation of inequality and polarization in the resource cities
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Regional Spatial Polarization in the Three Provinces of Northeast China
Based on the Ability of Urban Agglomeration

SUN Pingjun, XIU Chunliang, DING Sibao, WEI Ye
(Department of Geography, Northeast Normal University, Changchun 130024, China)

Abstract: Based on the concept of spatial polarization, this paper built up a regional development index from
the perspective of element flows, which is called urban agglomeration ability, and analyzed the regional develop-
ment evolution in the three provinces of Northeast China from 1995 to 2008 on the whole. Secondly, the paper
used the difference indexes and polarization indexes to measure the degrees of inequality and polarization of the
regional development in Northeast China for different concentration levels. The results show that: (1) from the
viewpoint of the dynamic evolution of the patterns of regional development, from 1995 to 2008, the regional de-
velopment of Northeast China had an undulating course, and the overall level was slightly decreased. The ag-
glomeration ability and its evolution trend showed that the center cities, the traffic hub cities and the resource cit-
ies played an important role in the regional development pattern evolution. It was showed that the four cities
showed that the development trend was increased from north to south. The formed city economic zones began
to present their functions, and the Harbin-Dalian Railway became a discrete “polarization axis”. The regional de-
velopment center was gradually moved to the south with the differences of the regional development. (2) The
whole region showed a growing trend, in which the municipal administrative areas had a higher degree of polar-
ization than the county level subdivisions, with different directions of evolution. The spatial distribution of in-
equality index had a sequence of Liaoning Province > Heilongjiang Province > Jilin Province, and the TW index
showed a sequence of Heilongjiang > Liaoning > Jilin. The resources cities had an absolute decline, and had a
lower polarization degree than the non-resources cities.

Key words: Northeast China; ability of urban agglomeration; regional spatial polarization
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