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Abstract

In view of the impact of various related factors on the urban-rural income gap, this paper uses the
spatio-temporal geographically weighted regression model to study the heterogeneity, and gives
some suggestions: focusing on the implementation of urbanization; Optimizing the role of fiscal
expenditure; When playing the role of the level of opening to the outside world, we should pay at-
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tention to the region.
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2. XHEkgid

E NAMIR S N ZEBE AR T LUF LN M: H—, RTRFKPR W, &2l EZR
WILIWFFT, $EHfE “U” I EE, h¥FEr, SFMKERNSEERANERY K EKY, XaE
Hag/he B, RFWE IR m, A B RV 2R IAFERIRZE . 5=, RFrlkgb st g
W, FEEIRR[LERF R e X T B0, G T3 B aal R R0 Hagm, & 8w RIS R IE [3] K
PUX—fm B XM 2. 5T, KTZUERENE, M BEMIRIGEMIEZE R, iR
Fo AL, RTWEC MR R, 2HCEE RIEC - BS RIR 2 N2, i Sacchi A1 Salotti
[BIIW 9T, B, RTXAMFBOKERTH 0, BFF AR 6] KA 7RI ZE =
3. FERRMLIEHR

1) Ap & B

AR ArcGIS FRAT KA 2 i ER AL [ET U= 40 A7 AR 90 57 1 o SRR BN 2 RN 2206, (6 F 2%
IR (theil); Bl R AR 9 8 B 7 LA R TR KT (difi) . 285K T (rgdp)s S22 R (edu) SR
fh(urban). PR EERI(is)s B Hi(gov) XA UK P (open)iX L4~ FEASHT (] 2013 4E~2018 4F, %
PERIET EX RS-

2) kgt

MEE L ATLVEH, FEMZ N ZIERK, HMEN 1561, H/MENALETE 2013 422 /K48 5UE
0.724, {HPUHAE 2013 SF N /RIGHANIL R 4.476. B4b, FMEBREEBEA —ERXIEZERME,
THOL L 1o

Table 1. Descriptive statistics
= 1 #iRMgit

B3 PORIIEG5s B PRt 2 = PN} R/ME
W2 N ERE 186 1.561 0.626 4.476 0.724
W R E AL 186 2.263 0.553 3.777 1.151

G 186 5.559 2.557 15.310 2.315
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Continued
ZHE TR 186 9.105 1.145 12.560 4220
WA 186 0.572 0.127 0.896 0.237
Pk g 186 0.904 0.050 0.997 0.766
WA B 186 0.286 0.211 1.379 0.121
XA TBK 186 0.106 0.155 0.819 0.000

3) MR E
AL E 31 AN (S EHEHE )R 2013 F£~2018 FRIHHE T 7T, BRI L,
GTWR HERI R4 2Rk iR

Y, =ﬁ0(ui,vi,ti)+zp:ﬂk (U Vit X +& 1=1,2,--,n (3.1)

k=1

oo, (U ) MR, ARRELURI IR RR: 53 & 20, 02)/Hi.
75 GTWR B, BEXHE SR, 4rE . 5w BRI AR, 5 R R BN s i o

2

d2
% wij:exp{— hgj NAFRIRUE, R 58, W AIC IEBUE/IME K E R 58, Horp

B R m+tr(S)
AIC—2m|n(O')+m|n(2n)+ m[m:l (32)
T, AICH) GTWR AR IR N R i) (7

theil = g, + g,difi + g,rgdp + g,edu + S,urban+ g.is+ S, gov + f,open+¢& (3.3)

IR A TS B ERBE R S 26 p (I [ 5 22 (8 (0 BT e A AR A
4) SHESHT

a) RHAMTHER

KR FEIZHAG AR, WAk 2:

Table 2. Coefficient estimation results

* 2. REMHEITER

itk Ll
B B i R/ ME wRKME
1% 5% 10%

C1_difi -0.0067 0.1085 -0.1436 0.4876 0.1022 0.2742 0.4032
C2_rgdp 0.0228 0.1066 —0.4479 0.1861 0.3011 0.4140 0.5000
C3_edu 0.0103 0.0899 —0.2559 0.3414 0.1183 0.2204 0.2796
C4_urban -5.0625 2.3271 -11.6312 -1.4136 0.8602 0.9355 0.9624
C5_is 0.8975 1.8354 -5.5780 6.0344 0.3333 0.4677 0.5161
C6_gov 1.3464 0.9601 —0.7059 3.1558 0.5699 0.6452 0.6935
C7_open —4.3060 17.805 —95.2343 2.2151 0.3387 0.4677 0.5430

R? 0.994822

i 0.117641

FEAEL 186
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%2 WAEDRBUSTE R, ALl 1%, 5%. 10%50 B35 M AKCE R 2500 5 ), 24 5
=T 05 B, EiAAMETFAEREE . WTLUREL, AR edu BAA @I 10901 B MK PGS HLAE Fid A&
g AN, SRR HBCH B 100601 538 M KA 36 1678 Sdh 47 I Bk o B UG AT R, Ok
AR 5 difi A I 10910 535 P 7K P A6 FLAE 12K PR B 00748 B AR e AN 3, P ORI B FEEA T B A 56
EE ERBE, TR, UKIKMIE TA R is. A& rgdp, &%, WiE 3 fir, KA E urban. gov. open
(3 10% 1) 2 3 MEAKCP AL 38 1 Fe it 2 3% LL AR i 1 0.5, BI85 urban. gov. open &%, T /@MY
UM

theil = g, + purban+ S,gov + S,open+¢ (3.4)
R R EUG TS R A 3:
Table 3. Coefficient estimation results
3. REMEITER
Giith 2.3 il
B3 Bl PRk R/ ME RARME
1% 5% 10%
C1_urban -4.1481 2.0135 -9.5320 -1.9494 0.9355 0.9624 0.9892
C2_gov 0.9094 0.8214 -0.7288 2.4086 0.5484 0.5753 0.6290
C3_open -3.8751 17.6885 —130.6252 2.5848 0.3978 0.5376 0.6237
R? 0.991424
g 0.114996
FEAHL 186

TEIXANER T, AR5 urban 5 gov (MBI 1%0) &35 K AR 6 I g it 2 34 LL B KT 0.5, A8 & open
(38 T 5% AR I I ZE T 35 LK T 0.5, BIHANAS & urban. gov. open &3, JEHIA
[£790.991424, YRR R . FTLUE H, AREIREL urban 5 XA EUKF open #RREIN 2 W N 2 iR
i/, IF HIRBOE B S AE R AR ECCH gov I K TS AN ZERR, (AR IFEA .

b) =% A 4 A7 &

A R A, BRSPS i R L HE R

I 1A 2, ATRLARE, AT 31 AN 1 IR 2 W ZE BRI 4 /N E AT . 7E 2013 4R 5 2018
e, WNBEEIR, FUE REOZHAE R, Y, MIERIR, IELIR 2 WO Z2 BRI 46 /ME kS5 . XTEE 2013
5 2018 4, R 2018 AEMVLTR WL, i =8 IR T IR 2 WO\ 22 B35 4 /)N A T 2013 4
TS

L 3 AE 4, TR, WG LA 0 1 2 N ZE IR RS RIER s {A1E 2013
SETF B T T R DL AE 2018 XTI T, RS, dbEl. Wb, AE LA S W\ EIEA
i/NVER . IPEACRIZRTS, RECEEAZ R, Ui, MPEICRIZRRE, WMECC AR 2 N Z R KT
YRR .

WL 5 A 6, KL, XFAMFBOKTRZRER I 2 BN 22 00 3 B B R M52, X 7G5 32 B 48
NI s H, ERERXIR, MWPEERAR, HORRIERZERGS: EETHmX A, NFEZRER, FihrfE
R IZ#R5S. XLk 2013 425 2018 4, W LURI A K.
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Figure 1. Spatial distribution of the effect of urbanization in 2013
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Figure 2. Spatial distribution of the effect of urbanization in 2018
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Figure 3. Spatial distribution of fiscal expenditure in 2013
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Figure 4. Spatial distribution of fiscal expenditure in 2018
[ 4. 2018 FM B =S8 53 76

1]
20135
open
[ -52.498 - -37.911
[ -37.910 - 0.000
10001 - 0432
[0 0433 - 0683
I 0684 - 2.365
[ xsue 0 400 800 1,600 km

Figure 5. Spatial distribution of the horizontal effect of opening-up in 2013
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Figure 6. Spatial distribution of the horizontal effect of opening-up in 2018
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