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Temporal and Spatial Difference Research of
Comprehensive Development Level about

Town Economic in County Unit
——A Case Study of Pizhou City in Jiangsu Province

LIU Ya-Ping et al
(College of Urban and Environment Sciences, Jiangsu Normal
University, Xuzhou 221116, China)

Abstract: Taking pizhou city in jiangsu province as an example,
this article sets up the comprehensive development level evalua—
tion index system of township economy, evaluates the comprehen—
sive development level of township economy in 2000, 2005 and
2008 in pizhou by using the factor analysis method. And township
comprehensive economic development level changes in space and
time is measured by using dynamic degree model. Some research
finding shows that the overall spatial pattern of the comprehensive
economic development level of pizhou township seems like a “L”
shape, its space structure shows a typical “pole —axis” structure,
and its development level has a characteristic of “football type.
The trend of time —space evolution results in a gradually formed
“football” type of town economic structure mode in pizhou.
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