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Regional Economic Development Model in Xinjiang in County Stale

LU Fei, LIU Ming - hui, MENG Yong - sheng
(School of Economics , Xinjiang University of Finance and Economics , Urumqi 830012, Xinjiang , China )

Abstract: Global growth is the difficult problem in practice, Xinjiang wanted to have targeted moves in building the core
area of the Silk Road, it have to grasp and clarify the mechanism of spatial economic growth in Xinjiang. This paper
selects the 1998~2013 as the study period, in the base of the theory of spatial spillover and ¢ Convergence index, use the
global Moran’ | index, Moran'l scatter diagram and delta convergence of regional spatial index structure, combine with
the spatial econometric model (SLM, SEM, SDM) to study on the spillover path of spatial spillover effect. The results
show that: 1)the development of county economy in Xinjiang exists the spatial spillover effect, economic polarized
growth and the expanding per capita income coexist; 2) the space spillover effect may partly explain the differences in per
capita income in Xinjiang; 3)the development of county economy in Xinjiang have club convergence; 4) the spillover
path of Xinjiang spatial spillover effects mainly through the growth rate,the stochastic turbulence to multi reasons.
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Fig.4 The evolution chart of the Core—Periphery model in Xinjiang autonomous region
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Fig.5 The concrete conception of Core—Periphery model in Xinjiang autonomous region
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