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Abstract

From the perspective of urban agglomeration, based on the population and socio-economic de-
velopment data of the five urban agglomerations in 2010 and 2015, this paper uses multiple li-
near regression and spatial analysis methods to explore the temporal and spatial distribution
law and influencing factors of population migration activities in the five urban agglomerations.
The results show that: 1) the regional differences of population migration activities have re-
mained stable in the past five years. The three urban agglomerations that developed earlier not
only have a higher proportion of floating population, but also have more complex sources. Espe-
cially, the urban agglomerations in the Pearl River Delta have a significantly higher proportion
of floating population than other urban agglomerations and a strong growth rate. 2) There is a
significant positive spatial autocorrelation in population migration activities. The regions with
similar proportion of floating population tend to be concentrated in space, and this spatial posi-
tive correlation is gradually weakening. 3) The level of economic and social development is the
main influencing factor of population migration activities, among which the regions with high
level of economic development and good scientific, technological and market development have
obvious attraction to the migrant population. At the same time, cultural factors began to show
positive influence.
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2. R
2.1, RFRIEEL

2.1.1. mEhAOEEH
KRN I —Fa b N BB iEbs, HHEARWT:
1 P
Pop, =1 P

Hrf, Pop, A i XTSI LG, p oA i X EI P EENT, PRI HBXAHER SN,
2.1.2. Fractionalization #&§%F1 Shannon #E#
K fractionalization 5 %0F1 Shannon &% [3]iX P MEFRE AL MBS, HEARIT:

R
- - - 2
Fractionalization; =1 Z; S;
r=

R
Shannon ; = —Z:;‘ S, *In(S”—)

For, S r MiKIEAE j - X N IR S L], v it XN E R AR A R 3 i 4 H

Fractionalization 8% 0 i}, FRiZMX A D& HAE L KKAMA D, BEETANZFEETR
s, FAESIER, SONEIEE 1. 28 B8 H SRR I 7 A BEATL A E A A 8 AN [ Hh DX (001
R, FUTBRIRER) B S A RN R . Shannon Fi Hie A 25 2400k SRl B Wb S i 1k 1)
— AR, AR E R, RN ER L, B2 RS . AW Shannon FEES H T
W TR AN O 2 e, RIEAEY=h rE R B OBEsed, a7 ALK, Shannon FEE0EL &%
ARIZIX SN DRI AN 8 MR, RPN ZREER R . WFFLRIA, XA ARt 2 1 45 S R 1% A2 5 A
KII, AHHATEA—S. Shannon FEEON T34 KNG/ 40 A 25 N BURR,  7EREROR/NER RE X
HIIIEGL T, Fractionalization $&45 5 BEAR LR R 1 2 1 [4] [5].

2.2. BIEFKIR

ARSI KIN D8 3 2RI T 2010 4 (P EEE N IR D EBORL) 2015 4F (4 1% A F
FEAETURL) BLRSE TTRREM ST EE . QP8 1 ZORIET 2011 420 2016 4 (H E it
FE) M CREBRT g EE) o BREBSIEERIRG T LR, KT sk s R T
AT AR B AR PRS2 BB RIE T [ S Al B A5 R S %, 12 ] ARCGIS 10.2
A1 GeoDa-1.18.0 #AF AT Hidla AL BRI 72 -

23. BIRAZE

2.3.1. =EBEHEX
1907 4 Tobler $&£H T “HuFH 2258 — g/ [6], M\ AR HEY S HAl F AR RA IS, 17 H P 2
T, REAMEBRGE, XA AR A A A % . A SR Global Moran’s | 48 %5 %1 i 4= & 4% (8] 3 A1 5% .

niiwu (% =X)(x; ~%) iznlljzn;""ij (% =%)(x, %)

Global Moran’s | = =17,

> (5 %) 53> w,

i=1j=1  i=1 i=1 j=

=N
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Fob, n NEIRIEREL % x SEEIGLE ARG, X M, ST =1 (% —X) M. w,

i=1
e AAE, RonERME I I ERR.
Global Moran’s | FIHUETERIA[-1,1], 7E(0,1] X [A]iS R B X 48 A7 7E IEAH 2% 7E[—1,0) X [H] i 2RI
DU X IBAFAE A DG . 42 J7 Moran’s | Fe 54 (e K, SRR 2% (8] F ARG MR R, #(E# i T 0, W%
BF UL AL 1) 2 (8] 23 AT R BE ALY, AAFAE 25 (8] F AR R R R o

23.2. ZR&KMHZERLMEYTI

B 9 43 BT A% O AR R BT AR T MR B — N A R B R R, JHm w2 N R
AT R A T [7] . — BOR BB A BB A — N2 2 A, IR kT £ e (A
GIHT o 28 TUZRME [E1 VA R FH 25 A AR A% 8 1A UL R DL 5 o P e A o LA o 5 MR R AR 1 2 T 1 2
KR, ISR ER SIS, LRSI B AR BR8]

EEVARR R, T RERE, BRZ AN RESAESHER, BRI AL 23] 2 JLA ML
BAN, 3280 (B UA AT DAAR G (0 A e d AN 1) R[0T . 25 FE B AR TR I B AR BA R R Z, N T BhL®E
LR VXS R S5 SR, T o AR S s o B IR R, SR IR RE b

2.4, EFERE

241 TEIER

1) BEE——WEA A,

Bl (Ml s NDEme ) ok < NELER Y @ SO N TEFE R 2 0] PR R Bl B = 1A
WA, IXPP s P R Bk A R H T B N R [10]. (ERAETRE, T P EE I Y
FAE, LT “NOITR” M NERs)” KPS, X TRl 5 A 3P EE k.
[ 41 F 25K X 3 Gk o NSRS, Arthur Haupt A1 Tomas T. Kane 7E (Population Handbook) HK7 H:
JE XN NTA T KB K AE &I B ), Bt — e 1 5450 Bl &% s 7 [11].

FT UL gy, 2B RSB I AR PERUA ORI FE K SEBRIG BE, A SO BN FI AT N E A ™ i
X755, SHEMEL2DMIRT R R E X, # TBAD” @€ O a5 R A A —Sm A, EADE
TR RL “ A IR PR P CUSICHE AN IO o FEARHE I H 25 RS B X3 D)3
ANHRH RN, R RSl N I BB E g AR

2) WAHE

I BEAT WF 7 SCRREEAT VA9 A 25 [ 13]-[18], FF HA FEARSCHAR I mT 1534, AW T 28052 1 U0
N PTG ] BEAEE R I — AR HR, Al NAETE RIEAKT . e REKF. SR EKFRIESR KR
JEIKF, XA — R ARIR I Wy 12 D BARRI R AL e, IXSE iR A & iR M G ik WAk 1. W LA
XL AR B OB AR ZE 0K, BRI IT 5T, thae 0. AR BEAFRABRER.

Table 1. Descriptive statistical results of variables
F 1 TERAMGITER

A bRtz EON ;| BMA
2010 2015 2010 2015 2010 2015 2010 2015

x; A GDP A ¥ X 477 SE (3 78) 39,210.2061,725.4823,649.0632,407.89106,880157,98513,21223,881
=k GDP K

—RARbE YRR FA UL BT (FRAr)

BHHR %, = EH 52.22  49.54 6.98 6.90 69.49 60.46 24.01 19.74

KT I
X3 == ik %#Fﬁtéﬁﬁ(WgDP 1 36.28 40.66 8.63 9.66 7511 79.65 22.94 24.17

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2022.111041 278 HEREERTE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2022.111041

OO
4

Continued

-
X4 BT IRAL 53 AT R A 3237 4751 6.83 9.68 56.79 80.64 19.81 26.56

| HUITK BrEc kI )
ek S
KT Xs W% b NSETHE MY 455 () 1127.47 1247.63 1279.94 1005.24 7869.755118.95161.61149.88

Xe ZCIHWIE NI IE R (P J7K)  12.58 14.89 7.59 985 5437 73.04 214 178

KlHH SSTEPN/SS
e R 67.28 9055 116.86 134.13 883.40 924.57 6.19 10.70
T P13 TS ()
éiﬁ;{f Xs EHE NI E R H () 744 1619 983  17.77 3797 66.76 022 0.60
2 2s i N Z5
Xg ZHE PR SRR 0.02 0.02 0.02 002 010 011 0.00 0.00

FRPE N EINEION)
Xio ZRME IR SR 52 (%) 4540  40.69 36.64 595 386.64 61.58 24.16 20.12

EBER xy WJ,(  OWMBUEIRTSKAEE (%) 7462 87.25 1664 973 99.92 100.00 20.51 58.91
Ak AEE

Bl

X12 R 3 % ATELIR T FEAL IR A (%) 85.00 95.30 23.20 10.13 100.00 100.00 14.50 42.28

2.4.2. iRBIKE
PLU SN E LU E B iR AR &, g7 2 e 2R P (R A Y
Y= ﬂo +ﬂlxl +ﬂzxz +ﬁ3X3 +:34)(4 +ﬂ5X5 +ﬁexe +ﬁ7X7
+ BoXs + BoXg + BioXio + PuXey + PioX + BiXy +E
S, Y WA, X (1= 12) I AR, B, WEEHRAG BBy (i =1 12) RAHIBHL,
S IBEHLIR 2T
3. SKUESHT
3.1 AOEBMZE MR

311 BEHESWH
AR BN T EBX — e bk i e 4T, TR Rk 2 Fos.

Table 2. Total index results of five urban agglomerations
2. BRI S EIERER

ECLZN A RRFEIRTRE KA BRI SRR U PR R
o 2010 9434 12238 3025 10822 12907
FHRENRERAL: TIN)
2015 10023 12907 3251 10974 11286
‘ - 2010 10446 14350 5613 9576 12111
FEARBAAEAL: TIN)
2015 11712 19549 16737 11586 13641
o 2010  0.0969 0.1472 0.4610 -0.1302 -0.0414
iD= ]
2015 0.1442 0.3398 0.8058 0.0529 0.1726

M TRIAERERTE  BR TR = AR, SR DYANIRTITRE R RN A g in, RSN B
ass, B YA TR N FHEAM X . FEsh N G R 23 WAL SR 2 s s i A . I
NG RHA T AFEERER BT WERYERES, Bk rian N 0 He g o T HoAb s iy
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B, JUHZH) 2015 458 %) 1 0.806, SR TTREN 15 52 2 Bk =Mk B s A D3 EE PR
IS AL, BT, BR=AMAE N R R ROA RIS R A D] ).

M ETT BT RT DUE Y, R X R sh N BB AN S, i s 2 e R AR B, T
U T AT P e T A 2010 SEMIREH N D LA 8, A AR HE /- 48 N DT ELAE R i N iR B 22,
NFERIFR 1. AHECACT &, BRI B NS 18 AR S, 78 2010 FHIRANA H AL E] 1 46.1%,
WA G B TR SN DT —F, M3 7 2015 4F, % EIE I3 80.6%, 1T LLUEE = ffik i &t
AR ZHERITAND, BANSRAN O R Z X . mtbe] W, 7ESE4EE B, Wal N D=
I3 AR 2 SIS LR
3.1.2. GHHLEE S

ALK H fractionalization #8401 shannon $& £UX AN TR bRk M A5 4R L, S5 50055 3 s

Table 3. Structural index results of five major urban agglomerations

3. AAWHRFEMIEIRER

fatr Yy RUERMTREE KESMIWTHR BRSMAINTRE B RE KT iR
2010 0.11286 0.29620 0.48392 0.06413 0.02879
Fractionalization $8%
2015 0.14068 0.29763 0.45168 0.06306 0.04420
2010 0.34978 0.81686 1.29425 0.21107 0.11321
Shannon 8%t
2015 0.51172 0.83178 1.21388 0.20927 0.16481

M4 BE R, AR RN O 2R AR B R JEESAT 3 B = AN T B F R b
BRI N, FRHN DB RIE N2 R, 10 G BRI Bk = A TR AR AR /NIE TR, SRR H
WA A Z AR ESESs, R IR0 rE > s . S 4ERE G, 2010 41 2015
FEHAMRT R SEIREGEF YN BREAWNRE. K= AR, sOlsommat. figihist, ki
i . fractionalization 5 %0F0 shannon $5 404G 5 B A — 8k .

MNGER AT ) 73 B T LU, 2010 4FF] 2015 R[], Sk [ 4 & o i sh A H 5 e 12857 K ik
MIZREB BRI T, OO R = KR BN A TR A S X 5 i, HEas . BR.
& TR RIGE, BT HA B, RS E AR AA, BN ORIIH “BRBR”
BRSNS — R T %

3.2. AOEB &I E BRI

iz ] GeoDa-1.18.0 # %t iish N 1 bk 4. fractionalization 5% shannon 5%k 43 5111 % 4> J5) Moran’s |
R, HARGE R ILE 4,

Table 4. Global Moran’s | index of each index in 2010 and 2015
%% 4. 2010 540 2015 £ & IEHREF/ Moran’s | 153

i MBI EL Fractionalization $5%¢ Shannon f& %t
Moran’s | P 1A Z1E Moran’s | P1E Z1H Moran’s | P Z1E
2010 £ 0.609 0.001 8.5257 0.696 0.001 9.6544 0.699 0.001 9.6818
2015 & 0.577 0.001 8.0177 0.564 0.001 7.6551 0.459 0.001 6.2544

E: RS Moran’s | FIHERT 2 FE T Anselin ) 999 XEEHL 51 .
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FTUAE Y, 2010 SR 2015 45 FL R i AR A (K03t 20 17 N EERS i Sh AN OGHR R i) 42 5 Moran’s | 1552
KT 0, KA EAHRMB AL IR /N T 1%, BHIFE 99%EEE T, NHIEREIIMAEER BF LR T
] A, BN RS B2 2 AR B XA 2, sl A 1 B0 g 3 i 2 2 8] b ) S vh o0 A
UEAk, =AM EPRII4 R Moran’s | #5505 2B H /NS, UL 22 I IE AR VEZ TGS, 22 R A A2
Wk IEAEZR AR, N FERE TR Bl 1A 4G DX M i A R 542

3.3. AOE#ESRME RS

iZ ] SPSS 25.0 BN AL X 48, 2010 SEF0 2015 fE A EE 0 kAT £ okt B S EH, SR K 5
1% 6,

Table 5. Stepwise regression results in 2010
% 5.2010 FELEILER

- EVEES NG ER . sig.
B Std. Error Beta

1 (Constant) -0.275 0.023 -12.171 0.000
Xq 7.566E-06 0.000 0.853 15.328 0.000

(Constant) —0.338 0.021 —15.800 0.000

2 X1 7.217E-06 0.000 0.814 17.340 0.000
X10 0.002 0.000 0.293 6.251 0.000

(Constant) —-0.323 0.019 -17.417 0.000

3 X1 5.429E—-06 0.000 0.612 11.320 0.000
X10 0.002 0.000 0.294 7.274 0.000

X5 4.943E—-05 0.000 0.302 5.608 0.000

(Constant) —-0.229 0.042 —5.399 0.000

X1 5.818E—06 0.000 0.656 11.815 0.000

4 X10 0.002 0.000 0.275 6.882 0.000
X5 4.834E-05 0.000 0.295 5.635 0.000

X4 -0.003 0.001 -0.104 —2.454 0.016

(Constant) -0.299 0.053 -5.686 0.000

Xq 5.552E-06 0.000 0.626 11.163 0.000

. X10 0.002 0.000 0.266 6.749 0.000
Xs 4.929E-05 0.000 0.301 5.861 0.000

X4 —0.003 0.001 -0.105 -2.524 0.013

X11 0.001 0.001 0.088 2.169 0.033

Table 6. Stepwise regression results in 2015
5% 6. 2015 FFR L EIFLER
EUEES ¢ AN
it t Sig.
B Std. Error Beta
(Constant) —0.180 0.022 —8.269 0.000
. Xs 0.000 0.000 0.785 11.874 0.000
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Continued
(Constant)
2 Xs
X1
(Constant)
X5
X1
Xp
(Constant)
X5
4 X1
Xs
X4
(Constant)
X5
X1
Xs
X4

X7

-0.271
9.264E-05
2.860E—06

—0.315
8.717E-05
2.518E-06

0.005

—-0.161
8.394E-05
2.796E—-06

0.004

—0.003

—0.148
5.883E—-05
2.587E—-06

0.003

—0.003

0.000

0.026
0.000
0.000
0.027
0.000
0.000
0.001
0.060
0.000
0.000
0.001
0.001
0.059
0.000
0.000
0.001
0.001
0.000

0.450
0.448

0.423
0.394
0.230

0.408

0.438

0.193
—0.153

0.286
0.405
0.152
—-0.137
0.201

—10.335 0.000
5.114 0.000
5.090 0.000

—11.875 0.000
5.201 0.000
4.795 0.000
4.037 0.000
—2.684 0.009
5.199 0.000
5.440 0.000
3.431 0.001
—2.848 0.006
—2.524 0.013
3.052 0.003
5.070 0.000
2.637 0.010
—2.588 0.011
2.265 0.026

3.3.1. 2010 FAOEBEZIFME RS
GURE R, MEEI R TN 0.871, REMBMBAMEHIER R . F{EY 121.179, p=0.000 < 0.05,
i F R, U AR SRR ZAFAELIERR, BARRIAMCR R . Durbin-Watson {674 1.895,
WEFRZEMAL, B R
W ZG A, REHE MR ENRREA T, 20N GDP. @MRIX G s &7 A

A PANIRAL ANEIHE Y 5558 AR AT R A B AR, HARATE X A AL
PR A, 2010 AN I L 5 FLRE i R 3R 2 R R 2R ON -

Y =299.08+0.0056x, —0.322X, +0.049x, +1.522x,, +1.106X,,

3.3.2. 2015 FE A AE R FEENFITE R 547
SIMTEE RN, SRR RS (1 R 78 0.773, BRI A HOR BT - F 154 61.639, p = 0.000 < 0.05,
I F R, UL AR RS R R AR R R, BAREIHR 3 . Durbin Watson {4 1.652,
WEFRZEMAL, BT
I IZEPEE, RAFNERRMEER A, ahbe AL . A3 GDP. A X3 iiiE i
L BN PANRRA . BE A4S

Y =—

B IEEAS . HRAR R KA
[BIHZE R, 2015 Fiian A H 5 H R R 3R Z R R RO :

=N

=927

148.13+0.003, — 2.936X, +0.059x, +3.203x, +0.311x,

3.3.3.2010~2015 &£ A QX R ETIFME R LB
% 2021 4EA 2015 4EIE A A A 45 BT X b, SR ANE 7 B

BRWAE, #5Fk. R

M ANHAR, BBk, HRYE
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Table 7. Comparison of stepwise regression results in 2010 and 2015
52 7. 2010 70 2015 & S EIALERITLE

B R R J5 RSN R T T FRifE 2 F Sig.
1 0.853*  0.728 0.724 0.11075 234.948 0.0007
2 0.901°  0.812 0.808 0.09252 187.846 0.000°
2010 4F
3 0.929°  0.862 0.858 0.07963 179.539 0.000°
4 0.934¢ 0871 0.865 0.07740 144.022 0.000¢
5 0.937°  0.878 0.871 0.07577 121.179 0.000°
it R R TG R A il bR 22 F Sig.
1 0.785*  0.616 0.611 0.1298007 140.996 0.000?
. 2 0.839°  0.704 0.697 0.1145943 103.402 0.000°
2015
3 0.867°  0.751 0.742 0.1056815 86.483 0.000°
4 0879  0.773 0.762 0.1015653 72.254 0.000¢
5 0.886°  0.786 0.773 0.0991837 61.639 0.000°

E: aFARE: (FE), X1: b.FAE: (F&), X1, X10; cHWEZE: (F&), X1, X10, X5: d.FHNZEE:
(HHE), X1, X10, X5, X4; eJiMARE: (H&E), X1, X10, X5, X4, X11; f.HAE: Y. (2010 %)
afiAR & (W), X5: b.JUARR: (Fi), X5, X1; c. Tl H: (F&), X5, X1, X6: dJlEHE: (%),
X5, X1, X6, X4; e.fUAE: (W), X5, X1, X6, X4, X7; fH4AEE: Y. (2015 )

i EE 2010 AT 2015 SN FUERIE S M K 2R 0k L, A =ANRES AN ERN LR
WA A . — & A\Y8) GDP &7, Wsh N H e, S5 REIX — I ik, —=
Pk, LR R B RO R, T 258 0 k5] J B B %, S EAY) GDP AR
XN EIER AR, 3l 70 A A8, A\ 2010 4¢3 2015 4F, A\ 15 GDP HIFZIFE S S I ek g5
KT RERE OB AL 2 AU S, TER N RS 8 R 1 45t KR Z AN 2, ik AR A AT
BRI iSRS, 2500 T N LIERE IR MR 2 B8/ . — e A RIS el 55 i ) 37
TN BB o WS FEME 55 T DA R e — X B85 A R KT BAGTEE . BHEA KAl
WA KT, IR RHECAGEIIITT, (5 BB, N5 NZ RS %, i
B, XL X TR N D IR R PR B B35 IR AT . =R 0 NI PAEN U PRAL
ZHIX, WA D LEEIRAC, HARH KRB EIIG &S . A AR BARES — M IX
I7 M55 SRR, BN D R E D #R R TS B T, AW TR — M X R B IT R 55K A BE RN
MR R “Ri3” , HOAM O NI “HfES” HPmRe ok R 2, JRNAfF5IE. 55h, (HfS
FAERIAE, 2015 RIS AN 7 A& A SRR X B AR E, RUSU R AR —H
FITARAEN CUERSIE Bl AR H 1E 17 B R2

Zibprd, WL et A, B ANHIERIE SRR AR 1 2R AT R KT At
DRIV, QBRI B, WA R R e it N DA E WA S s FIR,
ALK R FIT IR R I IE RN HERZ M .

4, it ERE

ASCHIM 2010 A1 2015 SR AR KL, BTSSRI REALAN NN LR I S AL RIS R 3R, 32 200
FEW L
1) ANPGRS 2 R 25 TAE N BUH BE RN, KRB G BURIER = Kt XA 1
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