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FEREF FREIR

(# E] +TEFATRERNESHFAELENLTEERTTEENE L, AXHRTHEW
ZEAEXERR LA TENAEY.E, AR EEHBEFAXBEWI LS RE AXBEAZHEMX . %
TEHAEEHEEALN T EREFPHENER, HARET, EFEHNA R L FHYER B HR
N THRECENEREHRDE, AXSTAONTEAEMNE MR AKBERATEAL B %
gL A EEEAE, BETFPEFMAT R REEWRAMFRANME , AXLEDL AW
BEBFTATRERESN S —EZARRANEEYH. AXKEALBANNTRRERARE
HH#EFT o, EAB RN THPERMATRERFALEEE ZRAR ERELENEF,

[X@RA] RKE£ER; ¥E; A¥HK; ZEEMH; 2F &N

[hESHKE] rFo61.5; FI13 [XEKIRIAE] A [XEHS] 1672-2078(2010)01-0021-14

HOREMAREEINAMAEIEN, REERERAENERREREN EEZ—, FEEEER
THERRE., BERERM —EHANTETRFR, WEFELEMLEBIR, @ KRELIERR, ¥&
NMERBAFHERREEGR2FEBAKEXRAEALNTRE, BB TH T H & (Williamson, 1965; Amos,
1988) ,

20 i 42 60 AE R LUJG , bR 2 AR R Xt X 2 5 50 5 FEFF LA/, 1 TR A 3C b 38 2% 530 B0 BB B 1 A A
AN SE X AT T H#E3E (Kitchin,2006) R, K38 2 R AT 4k 5 56 7 X 3 2 B 3 8, B 95 B B AP I
TEARIE M M i TA VL (B R) Fif S A # X i sh 2 23R 2 FE 55 J7 1 ( Nemes Nagy,2009) o :

20 {47 90 ER LR R BRMNE, HEEXHEERKN LM, BELTXEERXNEFRE.
MR E 2% T R ER RS, RIFARAEENES, KERBREII RN L BMEE, F
BREBEREGZHASHTERBIREHE R EREFAMER, KR(EHEMHFRK) MTPEEDARUT
SHERAMZL: (1) FFERLBUFEHBZEEMAmL; (2) ESHBARRKRE;(3) EEHX
RET KBRS B4 Bk a8 32 3] 88 6, '

: e, PEARKOEERENER, 1978 ELORFEBT TH#HRNUE , RIFEEY 102 £EHHWE

W B T AR BRTE 20 42 AL HAER Z A MGG T 2 B RIBUA b i el A8 B ST T i R EBUAE R,
BB 5 FI A TG K™ B T [, R R AR A 238 ™R . '

AN AEEEEBAKERNS RS . TERHREEE T AN THESEXNEFRAFAELXZEHE=

(YR BEH] 2009-11-03

[(E&TA] AXAMAEASSHBREQNTHLEBFFRMEARIPAEN 1.3 RN Mecenatira & 24T B
[{E&® ] GYURIS Ferenc(1985—) , 5 , %) F F| Evtvos Lorand K% A} 2 R B B #2Z , E-mail: gyurisf@ gmail. com,
O PHEHMAPRKBELFEIEEENASNENELERIEN Csanddi (2006) H#R,
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ZIEBEIF T 1991 F /5 FUMR, HZE/R YR 50 2 ML W0 352 9 8 U 7 L 2 B 48 44 B U B A AT PR PR, DB I
W E R RS, B MAIE 60 Z4 R Bl H#E A & — s K. F/RE BT AE 1978 4 LUE Z 3R
EHH AKX MG, WA EFTWERRR . BIARET 1990 F£50ES I, e EEEMELE—/& 8 Hir,
TERBTFER AR SR TR . 1o 32 U TR T 4544 % 8] BUAR 75 BE IR BHEST 7 A4S 3 SCHIE
B2 BT R ARSE KT R] B D e W RN 2R LR N A S EXEEERK . L
NEAEHTHRE, THEENALFCELSREITFELRE, HANC2WMA TIRKE, REERBFEE
ESF - BORWARMAVEEEZFHRAEFERUNER, GRS KE RS, W2ER
HZ A3 Ak D ae AL A, 16 20 42 80 4EAAR 90 R LA MRS IE A SRR, fF
A0 22 0 7 o S A E L D 20 40 60 AR AR , A Xk HE M AL 2 T SCIE 5K, 6 5F A A 22 57 BUR A U SERS , B
1982 EFRMMA T HbREt S HY X HEHERERFEL LR, LR 2 fEw Mgk aF . P 5E
SRR AR 7 B 7T LAE 2 — 24T 40T o AR SCRT UE Y 2R rh IR 38 B 4 8 9 SCJR I, 8 4 i R T HL R )
JR L AE PR UR R SE R OF 5  F R v RO ST R 2 I A B BOA B A F (B 1) O,
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Bl “RHKR"EEHER
BERESR U BR U BOIA M, i ERL R S T S T S A R AR
BR T X8 SR G A OCH A, P E AR TR R AR AL S A B AR R R EE IR, KT
R XA H 9520 J7 (IR 90. 2 J7F-J5 Tk, 4 X GDP Jy 1. 37 JAZ3ETT , Hh [ B X o £ I 43 351 by 2 v R 7
15,10, 6 571 3 fiF o (ELR , b1 o [ AR o KB 20 0 B TR0 8 0 75 S8 1L S, BRI, R P KR 5
MER ST LB E A ATHY o

= RREFHKE
1. 2FKEJRGTRAETMHN

28 0% 5 4 VR B X % P R o 1 I S22 SR K o R e K R A S AT AL S L AR B
GHEHTEENE DX REAKE, ELXHYAYE BEENER, BAE TRERTRFENILK,

@  HAT AR R AR WK R ) A SO B SRR, L SO BRE BN R T MO o 20 AT B E RO RO R KT
YA o B O 1) R DR, AN T R TS (R B kB3 R T LA AR ] £ 7 2 X 1 30 B (Beluszhy, 1995) o 4,
“HRHRR” — TR A P BRI AR (MR — R B B A ) L 0 AR E RO R BUA R B E N ENER. &
PR REME EHBHEES,



#1m GYURIS Ferenc: % &3t 2 4 [X 5 4 # t % 1t 23

HAFRE A S AR R B EUEMT 7= % 8RR . Boh, LU X & 25 1 ok A EE =7l
S A SR A B A S T RO R, R R T X E R R A X AR, BB R B
FEA R 3 T A AR T B AR AL F & B AR G , BT A R , 28 S A A T A& X

R, B HRMELTRFNEMEHN, REASBTTUS - LREGHABMBA, HEETILXH
FEEVHPBEER, KBOREBHX Y FHEESHO L UATER, M8 T ME". M K" 2L
Xt 6 3T IRV 428 6 A 0 [XC ) o G 0 X, X 4 i X R T B IR 51 T A0 SRR, B ATT R T A AR R ERAT AL & E X
[ 57 25 3% 10 K 1y £ EL 5 7 (Pavlinek, 2004 ; 34N F 5 B & 6] I Domanski, 2003, Fazekas, 2005) , 2{blih, 5
BTG E R AR, RN AER T KREFERT RN EBLEE". B2, FRM™
B ER ] 45 H R Y IR A A BT R A 23 RN S5 A B T, XL AR B BRI & (Nemes Nagy-Jakobi-Németh,
2001 ; Timar-Barta-G Fekete-Kukorelli Szérényiné, 2005) RGP RAETEER —ELXBKFEHTEAE
MHEZE BERHS E A ER, B S5O R X E Al (Nemes Nagy, 1987; Locsei, 2004)

X 2% 500 H 25 B0 B AT DUE 28 ) [ AR TORIER . EE A T, RATEE W T A

Zwmiﬂ%—@

> (x =X' Y (5 = X)°
Horft v, KA B B2 GDPsy, Ay HAHA HUIK (07 29 A3 GDPX 22 RGE A M 1) AL CDP, 1
BB - 1~ 1o —1 R A0 AR (FUE M4BT 0 6 75 1 40 1 I 0 5 K F- B AT T 8 0 A S 1
+ VTR RS B RIR 2 4 X 45 1 X 4 o (o A TR (L 2)

FRARHBIX Y
RIBKPR
A B B A
FS

~1 0 1

B2 ZEBAHEXEAETHEIEXERENNESEEF

T ) R B ot (SR 20 By, B 19 AN B G RA 0 DA K B B AR SR W) 1 r (I S NI E A
A A S B 45 R 1975 4 r= - 0. 490 i ] T4 & L AR . ik 2 B Ok i B R A Y D X R
EEEPEREMARBK, EMNAES SHRELEN TSR, KR, 1995 F25E g MEHEE
-0.07,2006 4F 2 +0. 29, 5 bt HH 78 3fe bt A g 0y e 80 400 3T 55 7 (& i X% AT] 19 400 30 L X AT W I8 R I T Y
W {2 of I 1] A 14 b DX I A R D)

BRI GO M LS B AT 5 40 B b 2 P BK ) R T AR iR 7 O XN L FATT AT AT
B 1995—2006 4F 1 1% Bl . K B X 98 B 5K BT SR A9 NUTS RAEQ@ R A prde it T ER . NUTS RER S
NUTS1,NUTS2 Fl NUTS3 =473 [a) & 4%, 3735 16 BURA O ALBE ) K /MRIR A2 @, LAU RGEEXT NUTS R 4L
58, o AR R B 3 X R 4 AN DA B 26 B (LAUL A1 LAU2) @, A RARHERERMHELILE 1,
B & 7 B B2 5 H % NUTS2 B oo al DU# B b “ #iX " (NUTS3 BTk “ 4”7 \LAU2 BT T,

TE— AR SE [ A RAE SR, B T &3t 7 2 T AR R A 11 B0 1) A (B 22 53 1 ) DA SBE AT IR 19 LL B i e A

@ K1FF B RG R T 1994 4 H W B A K5 GDP Hdit, 1975 4E M B & i1 Nemes Nagy (2005) B# 355K
1%0

@ NUTS(H:3CHE R G v i Ho IX 817 Ay 45 6 ) 2 Bk B 40+ Ak 3o 5% AT BUAR 45 19 AR /] 2 ] J2 4 AT R R I 4831 R
%o

® FAMKBRARETERGEERR, L& BN EYBAFAAEESR . 7 B : NUTST 08 A 1 BN AE 300 J7
% 700 J7 6] ;NUTS2 B35 A 11 %5 76 80 J7 % 300 J7 2 [A] s NUTS3 $50 A 1 4R AE 30 J7 % 80 5 Z[A] o #R1 , M L&A — &
e, RG24 % NUTS BT A D BB E & TSR T E I8 E TR,

@ LAUL 1 LAU2 i %) 6y 4% 8 NUTS4 F NUTSS (LAU $#5# F AT B HIT) -



24 ¥ H K R &2 R %2 %

o, BN BB B LA LA BN GDP i B 25 [R] B A G ME , (R EN1HE 1995—2006 4F #4846 20 W] B
RBTHELWEE . BRTHESCOET, HAl E K502 6 B AKX —JER BT, 2 T 2006 48, Br A
HEREBRZIEHRK(E2),

F 1 RHPEXER NUTS1,NUTS2 NUTS3 #1 LAU1.LAU2 At B . FHEMRMEHAD
(A, km") (FA)

H % NUTS 1 NUTS 2 NUTS 3 LAU 1 LAU 2
2 6 14 264 5329
£ 0 F) S 55456 18485 7922 420 20,8
3804 1268 543 29 1,4
1 8 14 77 6249
B 78864 9858 5633 1024 12,6
10477 1310 748 136 1,7
3 7 20 168 3152
&) 5 F) 31010 13290 4652 554 29,5
3344 1433 502 60 3,2
6 16 66 379 2478
s 52114 19543 4738 825 126,2
6350 2381 577 101 15,4
4 8 42 —_ ’ 3174
5T 59375 29688 5655 — 74,8
5375 2687 512 — 6,8
1 2 12 58 210
s SR 20251 10126 1688 349 96,4
2047 1024 256 35 9,7
1 4 8 79 2928
B R 49012 12253 6127 620 16,7
5414 1354 677 69 1,8
YE 36} % U6 : Nemes Nagy 2009 ;2009 4F CIA tH 500 A 26 B T B/ H .
*x2 NUT3 RN EPRERANERNESEZHAHEXEN
H % N 1995 2006
£ F 28 -0.09" +0.25
HE 14 -0.29 +0.25
7 20 -0.07 +0.29
= 66 +0.17 +0.21
R 42 +0.48 +0.70
RS A A 12 -0.16 ~0.24
307 95 1 8 +0.55 +0.68

o [ PR O DA SR X A% R B AR AL AR BT . RV 1978 E 25 &R L Th i KR  (H— 2R fr L5 i
MEREFRAEERAEFTEAD, FRPERILFCHET XX EERE, RGBT
(ER AP TRET 7460) EARCTRES A7) LT (FRE4 M) EEZRET=XINAE(TE4 6, AN +E
P 3 Y — 640 B R R K P BB, 2 U R B ARHE THESIT R AN HRAT L (518 TR 14 0 VH R T R 13 4L,

@ hEE K CDP IR I WHOR A R E B b 0 o BOUEE T CSANADI Maria 3 4 1 o 5 5% 45 5 70 ) X 2
B R B, BRI ) R RBF TR S 2 B, RO A R B o R R S . Y T o [ R
Ve MR, 45 B2 1978 4222 HT R e HHER , 3 — WL A% I (Rawski, 2001) o R Tii AT WL 55 Holz (2005) Al Chow
(2005) A3 , B FH 35 088304 X S0 M7 02 5 4 7T B




%1 GYURIS Ferenc: % & o £ s X 3 4 #y o & b 25

TE TR0 A) o Bebb, — S0 X7 5 i AR M DX B 17 DL SEAE , & AT AR 0 5 208 19 £ B (P 8K [ 15 A
PO TR 8 L) o

55—, AREBUTIEAE O MR R M PP B X A RITF R A R R R, BRI S5 7T aRE 5.
BRI BRER” RABE( LI 15 A7) WL ( EFH13 1) LR EFH 13 A0) J R (ETHT 1) . ASE (ETHS
D7) 915 B0 Le B RF IR , B 1 B T R SR A 1R R A B TN, G A P e X P SR PR R T LR
I 2 5 B ) BUBE W (2006 48, P4 52l A 50 T JLF- 2 = AR TR 20 %, 0 4 [ A9 9 0 ROKF A
83% ) o ILTHMERETILE, b F R EA U BT RS TAME R E W3 —F WA

B E L ARTRE B QLY L) WK, Hh XA ™ SE M 1978 41 59. 8% M%) 2006 4 66.3% ,
e A E R AEE /N (K 51.9% 2] 53.0% ) . H, RPEEBEFED 2% 30 £t — 29 Ko

B, bR 1 B0 A 3 B 7E AR o R AR 1 2 T 5 4 T T MR X L B B TR B AR R R AR
T, RUEMAXBERNATFEMMEXRBZEMBKRH R85 (WK 3). 1978 FHER BN HIFE LKL
Tk — AR B IBARA IS, X — ¥ 7E 2006 4B AR ZAFFE . (R, Rk b B A28 B & K P Z 8] 1 51 AR
KU+ 83, BRI ENETFHHMEC LR T 1% KEKE, ALHE kMg =k 5%
Tr R R Z F B A B R ZUAY IEAH G

=3 FEETERNEERXXR(FTEERBENXH)
. % 7=k &5 GDP &
AE
-l FEoE : E=0
1978 4£ A# GDP -0.93 +0.76 +0.12

2006 4E A #4 GDP -0.85 ’ +0.16 +0.36
PO VR T BAR R R B L ‘

— T, FATE R E&A X GDP #7245 8] A AHC 4 #T . IHH i 1978 48,1990 471 2006 4 f) AH
KRB rE5550140.39.0.41 F10.60, XRPXMHEBEEE-PMERER. BT PEARBEREMALR
FRKERER &0, it E XA EE MWL KRR PRREZREWNE, b E AR P RERZL
IR

FESERLITRER TR T RREMBISR, RITEBSE A GDP WX H@OyEL R, A RN
HoFR AL B A K S TR AR

o HiBEQE :COAST EERIAS R, 1 /R ,0 F/RMFE, YCOOR REHEEESHMBMAED) ;

o ADI445 :PDLN N3 /E N A DB ERE, i THERMN MR LB REEFER;

o ZYr4EM PRILN A5 —7= k5 GDP f L& ;SECLN A% 7=\ 5 GDP By ILE;

o WEAHIELRN M . FDILN g A ¥4 ¥ ; PTCLN 2445 1000 £ & B B 4045 i il B A0 i (5 IR 55 &

o WHMAOWEREHEEEL WHHE AR RL : THIGLN A4 1000 & 5 RPN EHEHFRHE;
TSECLN } % 1000 ZERHPAFHEHFTHEE)

HATE A SPSS BTG T A B ELEZR L NEIHER G G5, A& R RBEIHSRBE
AR (LK),

FEASCH 3 — M XA 35 BRI VT bR L7 b BB R ER LR YL L R TV AR TR R AT,

ot B AT A FE 43 %ok L HOHE R 3 LAk A 22 W R R R 2R A B B
REBRNMERNEREEA R, BRICRANERC BRHREAFHREL.

S B R R G54 W ol W — P st e T £ 9 (EAE B b AL B L &L dL Ty — M AR s W A5
M EERAE, B0,1952 54 A GDP SHAEMREMCHER +0.3, S HEERRMEMXMEE +0.31 (T A HHmHR
B EBE L) .

® oo
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=4 ZAKHEEIIFER
B & 1952 1958 1966 1978 1990 2006

COAST — — — — +0.301 +0.180
(0.001) (0.013)
YCOOR +0.294 +0.176 — - — +0.167
(0.000) (0.016) (0.001)

PDLN — -0.130 -0.242 — - —

(0.094) (0.012) ‘

PRILN -0.415 -0.724 -0.513 -0.588 -0.329 -0.195
(0.001) (0.000) (0.001) (0.000) (0.029) (0.021)

SECLN - — = s — , —
FDILN — - - — — +0.308
(0.000)
PTCLN +0.051 +0.273 — = — +0.384
(0.000) (0.002) (0.000)

THIGLN — - = +0.401 +0.476 —

(0.002) (0.001)
TSECLN - s +0.549 — — —
(0.001)

RS R 0.908 0.925 0.844 0.898 0.868 0.948

B e IR - 3 BROAR K b W B Pl

HRFRW,1952—1978 4F A AAL R T, HAS 7= L LB 48 8 (PRILN) 5 A ¥ GDP 777E 3 A % 5%
Ao AR HC TR, 4 DX B DR B0 T RE PR, SR AR R RN T 5 B A Tl R 2 TR T A
ER-BTRE-CFHRRHESEFERAREMLE, BN XELREREHNPNEEE, K
HRBARIWERKR, WL 4 BTLIFH, 1978 FLRITA AR Z AKX RBALE .,

BCRTFRLLE B X A AL B B, WG R LRI A GDP Z MEF EMX KR, LHA
¥y GDP B TR T N o A S0 B e X T R 7, AN A R 4 A AL R LAY, TR D R 6 2R X S X
MARERZARMBERMARXAEKAEE, 5—FEH, WX EAHBHRERE. RITER
BLONGE Ui AT {7 9 2% A9 T B0, 35X 5 7R P R G 5 BLAH TR (Enyedi 2005) o [6] B, 28 9 45 #9 69 B W0 H DA RTSS
TEASHE AR, R B Rl T A Y R AR B R = WD B R R 45 R, R 45— 7k o GDP £ 11% , 34 3%
H R A RARSE , M4 =" AR o GDP B b e, (R H EE M3 A B3, X U Tl AR 45l 9 He &
ASRREE . —J7 T, — 4 32 S g DX T8 I 5 2R 9 5 Tl XA 595 7l b B0 B B (00 L 3 VT
BT E S HI N 7. 1% 7S5, 8% 58 — 7l LU B 53 5 K 56. 6% il 57. 8% , 55 = 7=k W T 43 5 K 36. 3%
36.3% ) 5 75— J5 T, — 48 LU 55 b 37 2 8 % 1 M DX B 22 Tl 988 A LA KR 5E 3 B A TR 55 I 4 (s 3t
BHBBE WA BRI ER) WA R IEH X, RS B WA SR, Wi, TR RS b e 4 55 =
(55.0% ) , frfEIL 25 (70.9% ) | L ¥ Z R (50.6% ) o

B HE SRR RS TR 5 0 B 28 0 A — 2 DR 3R A 0 1, e ot B IX 57 T 1) 594 O D 420 o
Fay ¥ A B 98055

2. RREMG KA KR

LI BE T YRR S 2 R A A B ARE X SR EFE L R R R B R AR RE R R
AT AL T — B R R AT BUR TTTE P I 300 B 37 B2 IR B KA S R BORIAIR, AR F

6> d

n(n* - 1)
Forr, d; Do 37 H X A B T e S IED 7 22 531 (04, L 1952 1 2006 4Ef# A2 GDP 3K Bk ) ,n R HIX 1
B, BOF AR RE(R) AT REME A - L (RARBRE 2 M) B 1 (FRAXREN) .

R=1-




%13 GYURIS Ferenc: # Al 3¢ 42 & [X 3% 45 # 9 & f 27

T E— E A F XS WA B2 B AL S8 AR o IR BT B A AT AT LA e A R P R K
1995—2006 4F [y 15 BL , 45 SR 71 1 00 (8] L 23 ) 25 M AR AR R, 35X — A 7E 20 fih 2 90 SRR sl E & A
L, RAE 1995—2000 45 [0 4 — 26/ (R 5) o ME— (19 51 2 3 e S A [, L AR I A9 45 20 Bk AH 2 (1
1995 4F 5 H 28 [H) G5 4 R A2 T AR R AR AL, 3t 1 B e T B Y 25 () B 2 A X 01

*x5 NUT3 RIBHEHRERAY GDP HFIHEMNEREXXER
HE 1995—2006 4 2000—2006 4
A i A W8 — _
B +0.43 +0.83
Rzl +0.77 +0.93
W e s +0.98
% I Jg T +0.77 +0.92
Bk e +0.89 +0.98
Hig ks +0.95 +0.95

BRI BB B ST )R (EUROSTAT) ,

HLAE 1975 4 NUTS 3 4% GDP %48 4 , FAT %0 &g 25 A 0E 47 i 17) 17 Bl B8 4K B9 S AR G 0 o 1975—2006 4
MEERK +0.51, 5 BRI %EE +0.77 Al +0.93 ML, X —EREF B E , X &l T UK IARREAE L
b DX T R A HE DT L AE P9 A 3 i S0 R X B L R DA B T R B e IR 4 B R R A BT R

it , SR A H S R BAR X AR RS, e ep A IR U0 4E D B 28 1 B 5 3 b0 AR E AL TS L T L
MREBRRF X 52 E ALY GDP K- Z B M EHRER T B XM B e 0] — B i
AT A% B 2 YR (&) F F AR BR B Szaboles-Szatmar-Bereg 1 Hajda-Bihar . 5 5 #8 #9 Csongrad F1 Bdcs-Kiskun ., 7§
R Tolna I Somogy) o — L8481 558 ¥ 1B J5 BT IRTH & & A Tl X AE 2006 4FEAYHES 5 1975 AHIE, X
FEAG S T E AR D5 0 L Al T R AR I 74 B 2 5 51 1K IR i XA

XIUET Gyori (2010) Fy 45t , B ma 25 (] 45 A4 i — S B RK AR B A 20 BB R E M . REH THHE
REAREEXT GDP $EAT K434 B AT 1910 4F A 15 25 B SR A 30F T A DR A3 o R K e 85 g 19 8308 fm
BJE, AT RAS B EAE () kistérseg( (LAUL) ) #b X B30I (B X B 1ER B A 168 4) , BT LUK H A B ZR 6 1)
RIBAEBARAR . HEXNHEARRICTER b, TE MBS BET80 = M a5 AW (& 3) o B BT 7E AR 5 i —4E
gl 2% () 2F R PG LB ) W ST 10 H e % 15 1 X R, 7 1910 4E B 4 J8 K CF- & T RIS, X B AR 2 T4
T4 2 ] 5 BB A A R B T R T LS R R 1 A R XL B B, 1910 4 A 328 i 307 3 o 00 B, 7 21 1
GRTHEB RN . T T4 T 55 & &K P B R AT X8 LA R 25 28 4 PR AR 5 Ak 5 Ak B9 A & 3k 5
WX —TER AL AR, EATRZ A 72 8 5F F ZR L AR AY Szaboles-Szatmér-Bereg 2 (Gy6ri, 2010) , iX 83
X V& J5 A = B Ja PR R O S R 3 i X 1 IX A3 45 5 55 Bl ) 3R BB A IR 3K, 78 IR 8 JeE A 4 HRORD e il 58 i vk 5
30 X g S, R AE AL S F X, By TR LA AR SRR T R 35 3 1 AR, ROl
P RAAR IR

H AT BUAR R 2 A, AR R A 5 B 40T HEBAR T BRI B O o 38 UL ML X B 7 S v B A, FRATT
BRI, &0 75 F] 2 () 45 M KRR E R IE AR AR P IR R X RIAR A TE . BN, 2 B IR R D A HEHMER
TEFOREPAR R WD MW E EES DT (A (A 5 E Szczecin) , K LI — H 2 22 1945 4
oA B T 20 55 DX A R IR A o AEIR, B 22 AR AR AL B R & 38 9 AR b L X Warmifisko-Mazurskie | Pod-
laskie F1 Lublin — B 70149 75 F AR AL FARAL , X B Tl A2 BEAR, AR S5 M v 55 , 55 3 ) R IR, ZE Al i A &
B AR AR A S s 2 S AR R IR ST A D X P PR T (K 6) X5 5 F
LRI, HMERN LB X MR KBRS AEE L RRER, IRFZNELEE . F YR
T30 A0 VG b FB— 2 T Je 0 7R R B A 2 ) 5 v AR v R B AR S B A BTG HP O L P R A A L R A
KRB A R — A AR s P A B & A KSR Z 6]



28 FOE K OB & CRE

B TR TR
B 7T kT
O & T Fkr
O EAET FHAF

3 1910 £52001 £ FF LAUl RiHEESERAKE
\ YE TR : Gy6ri, 2010,

*6 BEEXXEBREEANEZRKFE  KEZENHBEX,
HAUS|IEPNEFFRIRMKPIKZENBR
. 1976 4 A #Hjik A 1999 4£ A 4 GDP 2006 4E A ¥ GDP
4 BB K Y L

KBAZENHHE
® 155 288 302
Ak 126 150 160
AR A5 T W RIS 119 147 146
GHTUMBZFERIBER
THEFEL(F 4% FHitE 123 107 106
B BIREF—HER)
KER&ZiENHE “
B ER L (L5 B e 58 K 1 71 74 73
HAFRLEE) ,
ki NG AR E - E0R Ty S B 73 71 68
W AR LB A A LR R R
FE IR A 2 3 40 i 1X )

$U % 3k J5 . Bartosik-Bukietynski-Kaleta (1980) , R 8UIEE , BRBE % R o
JEHEFINE B R EEHN — E R BN 8%, T n] UE 6 0 R 808 ok

Z [ %, = f, 1
h — i=1 2

x, A f, FTonFodh of 2 E SE R B (x, 3T GDPf, READ) ,HAGE REA W HEME N 0% (FE# X A2y GDP
ZEITTER) B 100% (LB Fif, XIEHEAODXRLEFEH, REAAOEAKBEHNET > HHK) K
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Changes of economic development rank (1952—2006)
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Changing Spatial Disparities during the Transformation
—A Comparative Analysis for China and East Central Europe

GYURIS Ferenc

(Department of Regional Science, Eotvos Lorand University, Budapest( Hungary) , Pdzmdny Péter Str. 1/C. )

Abstract: China and East Central Europe have undergone remarkable economic changes during the last dec-
ades. This paper deals with the spatial patterns and regularities of regional disparitiés in these two regions. Follow-
ing a brief overview of the economic historical background, the article focuses on the spatial patterns of disparities.
Through spatial autocorrelation, multivariate regression and linear correlation analysis, the shrinking role of the eco-
nomic structure and the rising importance of geographical neighbourhood is revealed in both regions. The following
part deals with the long term stabilities and changes of the spatial structure. Through rank correlation analysis and .
thematic mapping, the regions of stable development or underdevelopment are identified both in China and in East
Central Europe, while in the case of the latter region, the useage of the Hoover index reveals the outstanding influ-
ence the capital cities exert on their country’s spatial pattern of development. Finally, the so far experienced and
the possible future spatial consequences of the global crisis are analysed. Here, the emphasis is put on the different
room of manoeuver, and the therefore insimilar aims and practice of spatial planning in East Central Europe ( limit-
ed possibilities and passive nivellation policy) and in the PRC (stronger financial background, broader interval of
instruments and the chance for an active, effective spatial policy).

Key Words: regional disparities; China; East Central Europe; spatial structure; economic crisis
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