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RESEARCH OF REGIONAL ECONOMIC SPATIAL
STRUCTURE CHANGE IN CHINA

NIAN Meng SUN Jiu-wen

(Regional and Urban Economics Institute, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872)

Abstract: This paper analyzed the change of regional economic strategy and the implementation of new

planning since the reform and opening up, which changed China’s regional spatial structure. Further stud-

ies explored the economic activities of the regional agglomeration and diffusion trend, and their influence to

regional economic growth and development gap movements in China. This paper concluded that the imple-

mentation of overall regional economic development strategy and new planning had broken the uneven spa-

tial

pattern of China’s regional economic growth since reform and opening up, and that China’s regional e-

conomic development had entered a relatively balanced development period.

Key words: spatial structure; regional planning; regional difference; spatial agglomeration and diffu-

sion

96



