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A spatial analysis of the county — level differences in
economic growth rates in Yunnan province

XIE Xiao-ting , LIAO Le-huan

(School of Economics, Yunnan Minzu University , Kunming 650050, China)

Abstract: Based on the cross — sectional data in 2013 and the spatial econometric model, this paper analyzes the
agglomeration of the county — level economic growth and its influencing factors in Yunnan. The results indicate that
the county — level economic growth has an obviously spatial correlation and an obvious agglomeration in terms of the
geographical space. The counties in central Yunnan enjoy a fairly high economic growth, meanwhile the counties in
northeast, south, southeast and west Yunnan have a relatively slow economic growth, which shows a clear gap in
their economic growth. Factors such as consumption, labor and industrialization play a significant role in promoting
the regional economic growth. With this, the paper finally brings up some corresponding policies.

Key words: county — level economy ; ESDA ;spatial econometric analysis
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