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Abstract

This paper studies the economic development of urban areas in Changsha, and makes a compre-
hensive analysis of the economic development indicators of urban areas in Changsha from differ-
ent perspectives by using the indicators of urban areas in 2020 and combining principal compo-
nent analysis, factor analysis and cluster analysis. Finally, a comprehensive evaluation is made on
the analysis results of various methods, and some reasonable conclusions are obtained, so as to
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provide an objective evaluation for the formulation of urban economic development planning of
Changsha, and also serve as a reference for other urban economic development planning.
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1. 4t
11 EFHNEREEN

KD T A b il X O T . 2020 A TGS T 768 i 98 2 175 160 7 5 o o RVRS 28 52 4 PR 1R PN 410 2 WL 22 35
WL, KN E B B U T A 2R AN ) 3 TR 50 5 20 R YRR A, LS <o
a7 N THE, WAtk EENRPARE. R ngrAsR, StEHX AR A E 1214252 12
JG, Hb RAEHEK 3.2%, EHERE AN FTEEE U GDP R TG KKK . HAFRELA T 2E
DAL A RIS, ik e B, 57, B 423.46 127G, L FAEREK 4.0%; 5577k
18 4739.27 1270, 4 5.0%; 5 =r=\k3¥8 N 6979.79 {1270, #4 3.3%, kXt GDP ¥KKITTHRE 25N
2.7%. 50.7%71 46.6%. ZufFEERPHRE LT KER, ANRIRMBEAWIEE. WA Emk, Kibiise
R R A SRR N IL 57,971 76, e EAERK 5.0%:; Mk k- FRasE, 4 R AR S L AE
K 1.8%; Sl EEig, sl 13.83 TN, WL RO R IEHITE 3.5% AN [RAES I
Z, RHMEBCCHTHTHE . BT A thaRBEME0L.. ALE A RAE TS ik 1480.24 12
J6, HEAERIK 3.8%. DAL EHERIET 2020 SE Kb T E & BF A2 K R G0t Al

BERELFSmER, KPHES@ESKD R, EX., 720, W1, TR)ZH LA
NFEAL SRS, IEEAANE, BISA G LICr R PUEK, FESFEANEY s TE%. ‘=
T BRI, SRIX TR 2 BN, RN T IRIX S5 R, AT LA B, ] A DG SRR HES) 2
MR R, PR RS o BRI A S B 2020 AR D 70 X 20 5% A HOAE e d8 5, SR o4t
JiF I TI IR X 255 R EARR AT BT R B8 6P, AN KD TG0 R R, oA
WREH UL %

1.2. MiRiEES BiR

ER G IA IR Z SRR A BF R e iR bR, JF HORZAAEMSCHE . AR R b & M EUE B E
BRI, RFOPTERI IS, Bk, A 9EA/NXEIEARIAEE . A SCH H R AR X SRR A R
Mkht b, @RI AT kR, B2 Rg ik, KK S MIX AT R RN ZRE, N
Kb w5t & SR IR L I BOR 45 1R A I

1.3. i EE

ARSI IR X TR R EATHEFC, 1L 8 ASWTIIX &0 K RS K 4R bR, ilid SPSS #1{F
G B M AE T M, FIR IR St ia s AT R %, $%5 KH] spearman A% R4
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RIS A DT RIE T A 4 R T AR, HEATALA AT, (R P8 AR L AT AT R
9 MR AN, RIKD T RMK L RELANERIE, hEafH G INGATS. N T IR —
TR, A T WS TS 7%, BUBRINNO AT REE, i MOV R E G 6
AR

2. HRGRIR

WIX &G R RERGTHFH AT EEREZ —, (EFEEL T KREMNSH TR, KISk — i)
AN F, K2 RAEHEIE G, SEMREFRZWAET R, R AR g i XI5 R R
FHIRD

SCAR(2016)HF LI T IX 55 K JE, 276 T WA 2 e Geit i MDA J7 T AT 00T, deJe v 45 SRt
LAV SEATR(2018) W FE iV 11 M IA T KB Z R, HEM 7 i FE 7 ok B & 1l
(GG R AT 5y IR AR, ACHEHE X WL Ag & 2 AR pE AT X PR B @ [2]: (4T 22 EF(2016)
EELARE A I, J8IE 3 s R - BANR T 2013 AEIIZ 5 B AK P HEAT B 78 9045 23]
A BETTIN(2012)iE@ 538 FH R G R AT R £ 8o T vk, SR A VIR R T 9 ANMIRIX 48 5F R R 7K
F[4]; HEE(2017) T SPSS IR T 43 ikt S KL 5 TSV X SR 50 R JE, SR T VP AR
BT[] 5 BRPH K (2015) 38 i 0 PRAK T S 30 [X 28 5% K e A4 il A AE 1) Il REEAT AT A0 B, PPN TR X 20 K
JETH G I HT (6] TLEhAA(2017)38 FH K AT 25 A VPR KV L& W5 4548 B B ARG 1 R B KR, IF
TR FEA F3E S 28 23 ik 844 T DB BB AP AT B X5, TSI 1 R & B & A 1
FALRAEAL R SR KT [7]: R 25 52(2016) LU H RUINBCT- 340325, WEBA T FE 454 VRN o 240 S 12 [ T 47 P (8] s
AL 4 (2001) £ 57 1 L FH BRI T4 AT R0 23 1 3 e BT JEA T 456 VAN O BB, R0 SR [ REUEEAT T 25 B VAR
[9]: F7HE(2006) W FUIRIX 2278, IRFCIRIX 2278 (12 T AR AR IR [10]. At H BT X XS 5F I FU k&
AN R0 4 [E B AN R TSI ATI T, JRRA 3 — DA U A T X &5 ke, [
I, RS TR BT B H1L], BT R K IR X 25 R R ZE R, SRR X
A BN, RSP TR X 2551 K .

3. fiRIRIE
3.1. ERS

3.1.1. BEAB#E
FER TR BT ER MR R B ST UL A TR bR (2 R5r), 18
PR IR UG & 3 B BRI IR BB 4EEH
3.1.2. ERF B FER
WX R —FHM TR B p NEFR, 2B Xq, Xo, X, =, Xp Fan, 1% p NEFRA BT p 4EFEAL A
A X = (Xq, X, Xa, -, Xp), WBEALIAIE X FIBMEA w, W ZHFERT. X X FEATE A, TR
g, MY RN, WG EEERIEXN:
Y, =U X, + U, X, +---+up1Xp
Y2=u21X1+u22X2+~--+uszp )

Yo = Xy Uy Xy +o U X

L3 E AR AR (L) A B Ry TS A
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U = —b 2

K@ ay WRRAFEFEREE 14T j FIKTTER, 405 | MRFIEE.
R, A B AL A, IF AR T3 BT 22 5T o VR BB IE — MR G PR B

HIE SV wWoR

Y =aY, taY, ++a,Y, @)
B a IRAE A @) R Y AT KT, HRIZEEITNE.
3.2. EFSH

3.2.1. EABE

BRI~ 23 b7 3 S W 7 SR AR A B A B A S AR SE 2R, AT IR B JR AR AR B R A S5 K, AN E
o] LR DB WA AN o W ) 2 TR T A8 R R R o
3.2.2. EF AT FER

KT M e B8 X = AF + ¢, B

Xy =a,F +a,F, ++a,F +&
X, =a,F +a,F +---+a,,F, +¢

(4)
X, =ayR+a,F++a,F +e,
RIEX@)FE X = (Xg, Xp, Xg, o, Xp) 2 AT MBEHIA R, FRZIIEMMALE . F = (Fy, Fp, -, Fr)s X K1
LT, R¥MER 0. 72 1 A B ST A U ) & .
3.3. BRGHh

TR WP TERI AR AR Z (B A AE R AN R AR A . 45 S K RRER B A AR DAL P b e, R
FHALIEE 2 B B AT R R Horh, ERIKERES T 5 508

2
d; :\fé(xik ~X;) ®)
RBERKM— D

1) T n ASFES PR IEG P B {di}, 101E D = {di}s
2) i n N, FAARAEE AR

3) A IFIE R B N — 2

4) TR T & R EE

5) EE SR EIRMANET 1;

6) LRI, Perg s RARRIE,
4. SEUES T
4.1. 35¥RREYIEEN

ALEEG AT K T NRAETFEACTH SRR IR, E5% 7 KEA TR 24t L,
BT FT 2020 SEAVD T 9 MRIX ML FE AR FEZE R, BT 8 IURE KB MUK X 285 K e 22 7 I 22 G 46 b
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Ha IR, RIET (2018 SFMIFgE S 4E%) o fRIRHIRMRST SRR WE 1 s,

Table 1. The symbol representation and concrete meaning of index

1 ERNFSRTIERFEX

(i by s Ha ks s Ha by

Xy Ak S E B X, RS RS Xs AR M BB
Xs OYHBIX AL SME Xs UGS ON Xe Sy HEIX A LA PR
X7 SRR BN 23 Xg Tolk =l

4.2. KIPHXEHF % REERST 534
BT\ SPSS B, B e SRR B REAT AR E AL (PR R), A3 BUREOC RBUERE, ARAEALIRARH X
For, HARGRILE 2.

Table 2. Correlation coefficient of Changsha urban economic development index

= 2. KIPWXEF & RIGREIAEXARE

*

* * * * *

X X; X X; X, X, X; X

X; 1 -0.525  —0.304 0.447 -0.821 0.434 ~0.875 0.827
X; ~0.525 1 0.568 0.404 0.831 -0.118 0.676 -0.707
X; ~0.304 0.568 1 0.516 0.292 0.54 0.387 0.217
X; 0.447 0.404 0516 1 0.727 0.471 0.229 0.682
X: -0.821 0.831 0.292 0.727 1 -0.378 0.9 ~0.907
X; 0.434 -0.118 0.54 0.471 -0.378 1 ~0.441 0571
X: ~0.875 0.676 0.387 0.229 0.9 ~0.441 1 -0.823
X; 0.827 ~0.707 0.217 0.682 ~0.907 0571 -0.823 1

MEE 2 Hpaf LA RS AR B AR DG REER T 0.3, F5E 8 AR R A AEAE B R A AH DG, BRIV B gy
IMER TP 2 ThE R R IRRHIE (7 22 TTRR R LU R J7 Z otk A, L& 3 .

Table 3. The total variance of Changsha urban economic development indicators

=3 KIPWEXEF A RIERBERNETE

b %y

0 N oo o0 B~ W N P

#it
4.453
2.005
0.762
0.408
0.267
0.06
0.025
0.019

AR A
55.666
25.064
9.524
5.096
3.339
0.753
0.316
0.242

SNk
55.666
80.73
90.254
95.35
98.689
99.442
99.758
100

#it
4.453
2.005

VSRR N
55.666
25.064

ST
55.666
80.73

A1 3 AORCAGHFAEAE T 0, HPRNRRAEAE R T 1, JF HL AT ANRFIE B 10 3R 1107 2 TRk 3 IE 51 80.73%,
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UL Fy 85— 280, Fo AR Ry, HIXPIAS R 907 Z2 A 205 21 80.73%, BlIJEA
EORE T ERARRRRIE R, X R 8 NEAR BN BT TR AR, BB T RRAERE .

Table 4. Changsha economic development index main component

T 4. KIDEFERIBRER ST

fabr By 1 5y 2

Ao B B BT -0.891 0.105
Hho il 2 i FE 0.787 0.288
RN 5% 0.255 0.725
o3 Hb X AR = A 0.101 0.903
R R S RION 0.973 0.075
X A FE PRI -0.489 0.686
R RN 2 S 0.954 0.122
Tl il -0.932 0.281

4 N R, W LVEAE RO SR EAL IR AR B 2 R AR R R BUE R . Rk 4 R T SRR
TEER MR | NRFAEAR AP AR, b R AT 5 2% 32 il 1590 SR 4L

Table 5. Changsha economic development index principal component score coefficient
F= 5 KIPEFEAREBIREMAT ST R

EiEg i FHr REL TR FRH 2

b ] 8 B R BT —0.422232206 0.074153578
FEo i i T 0.372948088 0.203392671
FEARMMEN 525 0.120840867 0.5120128
S HIX A SE 0.047862461 0.63772077
WU R AT SN 0.461090838 0.052966841
I3 XA LT PRI -0.231730133 0.484470042
W RN s 0.452087009 0.086159395
Tk s =18 —0.441661522 0.198449099

M7 5 REIRT D LR Fre Fo IMEPEA & 09:
F, =-0.422232206 X, +0.372948088X , +0.120840867 X , +0.047862461X

. . . . (6)
+0.461090838X, —0.231730133 X, +0.452087009 X, —1.441661522 X,

F, = 0.074153578X; +0.203392671X +0.5120128 X +0.63772077X
+0.052966841X; +0.484470042X ; +0.08615935 X, +0.198449099 X,

REFRELL A R UG EUE Xy, Xo, «+) Xe RAT MR RIEK, T LR MRIX K25 R L1377, W

Rt heRa G~

U]

Y = 0.55666F, +0.25064F, @)
R4 @) A R &/ THA, Wk 6.
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Table 6. Changsha economic development index principal component score and comprehensive ranking

6. KIPEFEARIERERD BN REEHR

BRIX Fi 4 F, 4 Y a4
FRX 2.452654 1 -0.12442 4 1.334212 2
R X 2.220545 3 —0.79457 7 1.037058 3
EREX 0.149438 5 —0.18955 5 0.035692 5
THEX 1.192179 4 -0.77985 6 0.468255 4
R A X 2.268852 2 1.83037 2 1.721761 1
HEHIX -1.35745 6 -1.96321 9 —1.24767 8
Kb B -1.90119 7 2.322081 1 —0.47648 6
T4 —2.45466 8 -1.17729 8 -1.66154 9
W BH T —2.57036 9 0.876433 3 -1.21129 7

M 6 PEARAHARE, REXE Mo R, HHTH R ET, rUSEHES
Eﬁﬁ[é@%k%ﬁ)ﬁ%*o

4.3. KiIbTHIMX L7 & REIEF 54T

BRI TR X 257 SR AR B vk, 15 AR uE A B0 (OB 2) AR 56 REUE FE(ILEE 2), % 7 8 KMO
K46 A1 Bartlett BRIEAG 6 45 5

Table 7. KMO and Bartlett tests
5% 7. KMO #0 Bartlett #35

BURE L% P2 Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin & & 0.646
ERRTT 48.294
Bartlett (1 BRI B 1646 df 28
wEE 0.01

KMO #ér56: F T 656 22 B 2 (A K i AH S, H SR AH QIR e T 2] 1 b PR 3R sz, i A2 B g 5
ARG R EN, 227 o KMO HUE 0.646 il #:5% . Bartlett BREA IS 1T & Sig < 0.05, 1] LLAE % & &
ZIEAFAE R B3 AR

Table 8. Changsha economic development index common factor variance
#= 8 KILBRFAREBIRAETHE

fabw Lk PRI
éﬁA@iﬁﬁ&% 1 0.805
23 P T 1 0.703
E*MﬂAmﬁ 1 0.59
I3 X AR P E 1 0.826
AR AT SRR 1 0.953
Gap: I PN 1 0.71
WHEER AW R H 1 0.924
Tolb s =g 1 0.948
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42 8 At o [ E B I LRI 0.805, W LABR AR PIA28 Bl T RE W A RE 4t 2 ] 87 5058
777210 80.5%. FILLE R, S MEMRIREUERZAE 70%LL 1, WA N EEASHEERZ, I
NREEE N4 LV GE

Table 9. Changsha economic development index variance explanation table

F# 9. KILRF L RIEIRHEMRER

% A Il VSR E U LS E N
Toait rETE RWERE A AETEE BWERE AT FETRE  BITRE
1 4453 55666 55666 ~ 4.453  55.666 55.666 ~ 4.449 55611 55.611
2 2005  25.064 80.73 2005  25.064 80.73 2.01 25.119 80.73
3 0762 9.524 90.254

4 0.408 5.096 95.35

5 0.267 3.339 98.689

6 006 0.753 99.442

7 0025 0.316 99.758

8 0.019 0.242 100

9 TR A SR TR 5 22 DTk R K BARA . WSS RHIEAE R n— %1, W LA AT A
NPT AR (Y R T T ZE DT ILE] T 80% LA L, Ui B BRIBOZ P> 2 R 1 A0t R LU B (R D i A A
TS HIER .

N T NIRRT TS S KD A AR PR REAT IR A e e, 49 3 1 A IR e R

Table 10. Changsha economic development index orthogonal factor rotation
= 10. Kb & RIBHRIERZ EFHERE

izt Bgr 1 ) 2

At ] e BB 0.969 0.116
FEoTH ol i F 0.947 0.163
AR ML 53 -0.943 0.242
3 M DX A —0.895 0.067
AR BT SRR 0.774 0.321
I3 3 X A LT BN 0.063 0.906
WAUE RNV 2 3 0.224 0.735
Tolb = -0.518 0.665

MR 10 H ek, BAE RS D ERTEE S o B E B R . A2 2 EE Bl A
JE AR S BB %, REELF R R =0 br, Z BT KBURM T 25 KRR E R, T25%
Hn B NGEERTEENIN T B ER TS ERMLN ZH 70 XA G E . 73X A S BN |
SRR RONTTH 28 50 DAL DAV S E RS B AL S, X RTabr 1 2R M X 1) ToAv ™ E, K5 = AT
R Hodim 4408 TAVACF R IR T & 11 N7 R AL
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Table 11. Factor score coefficient
= 11 AFE5 RN

et g 1 B4 2

Ao il E B R B -0.202 0.044
Fh2 I P AR 0.171 0.151
RN 5% 0.042 0.364

S Hi X AR A 0.004 0.451
W E R SCRION 0.217 0.046
Sy X A LT BN -0.124 0.337
WHEERAYWHE R H 0.211 0.07
T s -0.215 0.131

HF =H X 'BT M7, HAF =(F1*, F;) » ARV TR IX 5 R e 2 R R A TR A 5K
H:
Y =0.55611F," +0.25119F, 9)
RAE A X ZR S0 IR S X AT AL, BRI R Wk 12,

Table 12. Changsha economic development index main factor score and comprehensive score table

F 12 KIVAFEARIEREERFEIREER/IER

WX B—AB TR 4 BoAHEFRS 4 AT 4
FKEIX 1.165333 1 -0.03895 4 0.638258 2
KX 1.074255 2 -0.51652 6 0.467643 3
HREX 0.075749 5 -0.13005 5 0.009454 5
FrHAEX 0.588261 4 -0.52696 7 0.194761 4
M TEX 1.020227 3 1.336908 2 0.903179 1
BEhIX -0.58536 6 -1.4125 9 —0.68034 8
KB —0.96843 7 1.600559 1 —0.13648 6
T2 -1.1274 8 —0.87959 8 —0.8479 9
W BH T —1.24263 9 0.567104 3 —0.54857 7

T2 PAMA LAY, BT UAMRMES BN TR0 F MK L5587 TR E. WART
/AL, R X AT R EA TIN5t KK By JEn R0, MERIZmIX 2
TrR AL TR TR X a5t K AR 2 Fo ERFTUEH, A 5 MRXILGRERE S =T 12K, ik
NMAEX . KX RO IR, EREX, AT EZ R N2 KD B2 KW Tl E X, a8 “—
X-BlE” . 2020 TAENUM. IR4 AR AE BE B = ST WS BURE Tolk 88 2013.2 {2, T
WA AR, I EAE S N T HER B AR X B 4570 Ab TP K 2R ARG By IR
m. B, T2,

4.4. MRMESHRED

N T BREK T F7y 73 A AR 520 BT AR 45 SR8 15— B0 32 R R P AP 153247 spearman AR SCPEA
BRIEER I 13,
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Table 13. Correlation coefficient between principal component ranking and factor analysis ranking

F# 13 TR HRSETFoHREXRY

ESN )Rk =24 T4 HHE4
R R E 1 1.000™
F R HTHER o 0.000 0.000
. N 9 9
Spearman K52 HRRH 1.000™ 1
HF o HE4 2EN 0.000 0.000
N 9 9

H14 13 TBVAE Y, AHSCRECN 1.0, WIS M OPEAR 38 HOVIEASS, [N Sig {67 0, Jiid & 2 1
RS, BT LAHIE R 2 B AR 120 BT R AL 2 — B .

X 3K P Ao 5 R B — gl b ) 7 S EAT L, B IS 7 W 85 SR R A5 I AR BB AR iR
Liat3 oy, WEHKI T SWMIX AR ISR G WAL 14,

Table 14. Changsha economic development index comprehensive score and ranking
14 KiIPEFERIBINESSORER

WX LRA1R5Y He
48X 1.31247007 1
FERIX 0.986235313 2
R X 0.752350569 3
FrAgIX 0.331507835 4
EHREX 0.022573353 5
K& —0.306480142 6
IBH I —0.879926927 7
HEHIX —0.96400608 8
T o —1.25472006 9

BRI AR (R
A S R

1 1 1

0

WIEHT 71—

HIRIX s

TZT o

~ R X 5

MAEX
jﬂEIZ4J
EREIX 5

KB o

Figure 1. System tree diagram

B 1. RGEHHRE
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M1 14 ATBLE MR AT 2 AR I AEIX . SRR X, ROX, JHEX . EEX, X5 MRIX AR T
ERERDIRX, HEASE SRR VOR Kb E L WIBAT . BIIX . T2, iX 4 DMIRIXHESE T AR X
SCRTHR 4 R AR S SRR DUR B £

WRIE A IEAL, XHRID T 9 MRXBEAT RGRIE, BEIRELRER RGMIRE K 1.

FATREIRX =3 REX . ROXMWEX TN K, THEX EREXAKDEIN—%, &
BRIX . PBHT AT 2 V08—, R R X AE 22 50 K R 45 AP AE W] B 22 57

5. &

ZEUEZIRGIHNEIR, KRR

1) FEHEX . ROXAMFAEX AR TIMX TR EREIX . o, SERX ., ROXENKIDTTIZ
WX, BN S WP R, KBRS L, X XA R AR, RO
I AR X R, AL A SRR T AR X . BARBONE AR, (ER TR IR FR g . T
WEREXAERHIIX, BT KRR R, Tl s = e H s X em, wahmx 2o LK.

2) JHEX . BRI BRI S5 R g — Bt X o TR E Dk g, TS Ef L
ANERROIRIX, [ E B R R, BMBUR IR BB, (HAE A 2 S 75 T AR R X
ZRRRIR

3) B, MW T 2 R KIEEEEX . = MIXKERER/ LI N0E, ST HISRIX T
Gt RECA ZER, HARSERGTE. X G ESERYER, Bk, X=AMRIXEZEHES
EIEP

S E WK

[11 SR BT 20800 el T X 250 K 78 [D]: [l 200 0], B HEHh iK%, 2016.
[2] SEATfiE 3T 2 0B HTL A S5 R AT FE[D]: [ 240018 3], FMl: FRM K2, 2018.

[8] AT, FEE. HET SPSS ML REH M A5 KRG HT[I]. M E T2, 2016, 35(12): 41-43.
[4] 2753, REXGWN. AT BIRX ZBFERE T[], milk&dt, 2012(15): 32-34.

[5] HH{E. SPSS 7E X LA /AT (¥ A 5 N FH [D]: [ 24 i3], Bl ik Tl R 2%, 2017.

[6] BKBHEK. THEEXE5 K AR B ) &5 % 3R [D]: (W42 A0ie 3C]. WHE: IR K27, 2015,
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