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The Relationship of Spatial Distribution between Transportation Accessibility and
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Abstract: We used the multivariate analysis model mixing with accessibility and spatial lag model to analyze the
relationship of spatial distribution between land transportation accessibility and economic activity in Jiangsu province.
The results show: (1) In space, the central and outer regional of economic activity and accessibility are similar. The
central region concentrate in the south of Jiangsu. And the outer regional concentrate in the north of Jiangsu. (2) The
economic activity of cities have Matthew Effect. The higher grade cities possess some advantages in economic activity.
(3) As the industrial transfer policy in Jiangsu separate laborers and developers, the economic activity people is more tend
to spatial dispersion than the economic activity GDP. (4) To most cities, their own economic activity have a positive
effect on economic activity of the other cities in their two hours range. Improving the transportation, especially, the
transportation connecting active economic activity region and deficient economic activity region, can shorten the time
distance to two hours will help to active the entire regional economic.
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Fig.1 Sketch map of the study area
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Fig.2 The spatial distribution of accessibility
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Fig.4 The local spatial autocorrelation of secondary and tertiary industries’ GDP
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Fig.5 The local spatial autocorrelation of secondary and tertiary industries’ practitioners
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