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Abstract

To realize the integration of urban and rural areas is the ultimate goal of urbanization, as well as
the basic way to solve the problem of “agriculture, rural areas and farmers”. This paper sets up an
evaluation system in space, economy, and social and ecological environment, by using Principal
Component Analysis (PCA) to evaluate the level of urban-rural integration in Tibet. The results in-
dicate that the level of urban-rural integration in Tibet from 2004 to 2013 is rising because of the
development of economy, space and ecological environment, but the society is insufficient. And
there is obvious dual structure in the economy and public services between urban and rural areas.
Finally, on the basis of the analysis, this paper argues that the focus of the integration of urban and
rural development in the future of Tibet should be based on the developing of economic integra-
tion and promoting the development of rural social security undertakings.
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Table 1. Urbanization rate in Tibet in 2004-2013
52 1.2004~2013 FAARRELER

Fo ISYNBIOZPN) WHEANHTTN) KFEAACIN) B (%)
2004 276.35 56.70 219.65 20.52
2005 280.31 58.45 221.86 20.85
2006 285.08 60.25 224.83 21.13
2007 288.83 62.10 226.73 21.50
2008 292.33 64.01 228.32 21.90
2009 295.84 65.99 229.85 2231
2010 300.22 68.06 232.16 22.67
2011 303.30 68.88 234.42 22.71
2012 307.62 69.98 237.64 22.75
2013 312.00 74.00 238.00 23.72
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Figure 1. The graph of Tibetan population change in 2004-2013
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Figure 2. The line chart of urbanization rate in Tibet in 2004-2013
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Figure 3. The graph of GDP per capita change in Tibet in 2004-2013
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Figure 4. The figure of GDP proportion of Tibet’s first, second and third
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Table 2. The situation of national income in Tibet in 2004-2013
Fz 2.2004~2013 FAEERBNIER

6 F—rl P E(fz 7o) ForlPHE(fz o) F=rlHE(fz o) AT
2004 443 52.74 1233 220.34
2005 48.04 63.52 137.24 248.8
2006 50.9 80.1 159.76 290.76
2007 54.89 98.48 188.06 341.43
2008 60.62 115.56 218.67 394.85
2009 63.88 136.63 240.85 441.36
2010 68.72 163.92 274.82 507.46
2011 74.47 208.79 322.57 605.83
2012 80.38 242.85 377.8 701.03
2013 86.82 292.92 427.93 807.67
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Figure 5. The graph of Tibet urban and rural residents per capita disposable income change in 2004-2013
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Table 3. The evaluation index system of the integration level of urban and rural development in Tibet
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TR BRI H G (WS THELE) A ChEPASGEL) © ChEWHSITHES)
(PFERMNSIHESY « BERGR L CNKL HES5 2 R B ST EE . #5TUE e br (Y 7E AR
KGRI FARHE T A BT, K& IE AR e B AR S BRI N SPSS 1, 18 H
F G G TIE R SRR AR A, TH R & TR RS 4y, UK HARN SPSS T, REIR S KR
— A S T AR B SRR, Wi 4 Fos.

WA 4 AT LR R, 3RS 2L FR bR RS EBF AL iRbR. W2 A S L TR AR R 2 PR
AL FRFRESTR I TP RS, IF BT A T AR RE T Z TTRERIA R T 85% LA b, AL B AE R
(AT AE BER

W2 RIE—MIME LB 2 =0, W2 A5, WL 2 ESHERNRD R E, (2%
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AREF, o EL WL AV WML SIS BRI IERHESIER, 2 2R ) 7 B
KA 0.2925, KATUEIR 2 R BERATUERN: W2 ETFMIERK, #3)/1Ei1LF] 0.26897,
Ui PG IR 2 K B — AR A ARl R AF . 30 2 T — RO 0.23394, 1t WAZEHES) PE ek & — 14
HERE T, AESHBERERA R, & RATFHEMASLIEH FIL5; T 2 42— A B E AR,
ZIFR bR PO £ — Al S ARSIV E FAAS R, 0 BA P 0 i AR R 2 [RIFE I 2 JEAt R . W2 RTT
PAL B2 AR RN S SO o EE R, TR R RE A (R 55 552 3 VU 2 —
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Table 4. Statistical characteristics of indicators at all levels

72 4. BRIEFHGIHHE

YLz J85y T ZE TR % R T ETTRE %
- 1 65.332 65.332
) 2l N
2 26.436 91.768
\ 1 72.510 72510
W2 2 — 1R
2 13.492 86.003
o 1 73.084 73.084
Wzt — kit
2 22.581 95.665
1 50.270 50.270
W2 IR — AL
2 37.217 87.487
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Table 5. The weight of basic indicators in the aspects of index

5. BEMIBRER EERTHNE

77 4R 4 Hefifidbs LR AR AL
WA KT 0.46185
iR i e 0.47612
e A IR N RN AR ER A R —0.09521
NEJHEBURAT B IS 0.52540
W2 WG P A -0.36816
A\¥) GDP 0.303766
ek Sl E L -0.2871
ZICH EEREL -0.08242
R E R 0.307945
5 Bl AR M B35 Al Ml A5 B -0.30138
VRN INZE =] 0.305158
W2 mERASNE 0.283253
W2 JE R A TR L 0.143633
W2 ERASE 0.116
VB ALK T 0.211147
TERCEE N BB R RN 0.01138
55l k2 NIGERIT RIS it 0.34513
W2 NSRRI 0.32794
W2 R SR SRR AR S E 0.31554
PR —0.14637
I EZZN: Ul A bR E 0.55953
AR X SR i R 0.58684

Table 6. The weight of all aspects indicators in the index of the integration of urban and rural development

3 6. BAEERER S K R— I UERRHRE

I = J7 MR B E
W2 73 A — A 0.29250
W2 G — Ak 0.26897
Wzt — 5 0.20459
W2 M5 0.23394

AT FE 6 T35 2004~2013 SE PN £ K e — A0 25 T T HR R I E 5 SR DA R 25 T THI T HORLs
FEHA S . SRR, 2 R — AR BN 2 20— A TE S R BT, R 2 IR — Rk ikiE
#2010 4ELLRT- A2 R, 2010~2011 SEEURI_ETF, 2011 £4E~2012 4E3GHE R[4, 2012 4ELUS K E FROIRAS,
W o a— IR EE 2005~2006 F2EZETE X2 TREES, M2 KESEHE PR LB,
2004~2013 X AR £ K JE—RWKTFA T IRIRS, SI88ME-2.29 AR 146, SLHL TR AT KER.
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Table 7. The measure results of the integration of urban and rural development in Tibet in 2004-2013

3% 7.2004~2013 FEFERH 2 XA R— A ENELER

f 2sfi— {4k 1 e FR L
2004 —2.90266 —3.41690 -1.15110 —1.20453
2005 —2.08591 —2.51874 —1.09356 —-1.10813
2006 —-1.13679 —0.82002 1.64564 —0.64785
2007 —0.23382 —0.47292 0.81702 —0.22071
2008 0.62755 —0.48689 0.46366 —0.10904
2009 0.76900 —0.14952 0.68513 —0.00497
2010 1.55778 0.56871 0.27683 —0.07147
2011 0.43248 1.42769 —0.22751 221974
2012 0.84029 2.41010 —0.28526 0.55757
2013 2.13207 3.45849 —1.13085 0.58939
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Figure 6. The line chart of index change of the integration of urban and rural development in Tibet in 2004-2013

6.2004~2013 £ 2 K R— LB TN E

W2 2 AR VG RIR 2 R B — R R p B S, BRI 2 KR LR .
K7 ATE H, 2004~2013 4[] PE K 2 20— ARG T A 2 5P A &S, EEIPRIGK, 2010 LK 1
FHIEBEROR, 6B PRI, £ 25 [ — AL X — A BB IR . PN 2 2 ) — AL Fe N —2.90 #2531
213, WEAMHEFRZHEORE, BmTRER. W2k, W2 EENKFRE. ETRERE,
TR 20.5% 42 & 31 23.7%, SGKEEERNS: a2 Ak b, EBE G X BUFR S EER T, &
BRI AW e, AR R TERERE T AR R . T ACE AR AT G, PR VR X R
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HEAE T B S, T VIR 2 S A TR A R R TR 25 B4k b, 2013 SEVERN I HEEL
HLfE 9 FH S IR 31 1337.82 Jo/ N, fER 2 Wi A P 8 b, kit R R 14.5 73 P34 39.3 J3 7, iARAS
SRR 0.5 AAEmMEI T 1.1 A, ST 0.6 5P, ZRKVH 14.08% 2] 35.73%, RAEEMN
R IEIKTAS BT, R LA A 7 2 (A5 B AR 88 558, 120 1 PHBIN 2 2 18] — ALK I3 i
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Figure 7. The line chart of index change of the spatial integration of urban and rural in Tibet in 2004-2013
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Figure 8. The line chart of index change of urban and rural economic integration in Tibet in 2004-2013
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Figure 9. The line chart of index change of the social integration of urban and rural in Tibet in 2004-2013
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Figure 10. The line chart of index change of the environment integration of urban and rural in Tibet in 2004-2013
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