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Fig. 2 General situation of land primary market in the Yellow River Basin from 2000 to 2016
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Fig. 3 Annual changing trend of primary land marketization in the Yellow River Basin from 2000 to 2016
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Fig. 4 Distribution of primary land marketization in the Yellow River Basin from 2000 to 2016
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Fig. 5 Spatial pattern of land marketization in the Yellow River Basin from 2000 to 2016
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Table 2 The description and explanation of driving factors of land marketization in the Yellow River Basin
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B =Y 0.6334 ER 0.685 H 0.5475 H 0.6196 th
BURMECE 0.7507 pi 0.8229 Ei 0.9097 Ei 0.7686 i
SV EAEARTE 0.6919 LE 0.7137 H 0.6767 H 0.6435 i

X A3 £ A 0.6886 i 0.6738 i 0.6615 i 0.7747 G
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TR T A AT L IR TR 85K S 38T PN R M S A R L b R IR AE S IR
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(3) [ ey 48 wes ., Mo, [ B8 30 A 5 1 M it 5 b KO AR et 2 8
BN AEAL . BARTRE BIASHEY, T 2005 4538 B A R {H 0.685, TEAS [RI T 1) & Jre i 72
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[T Va7 = W (1 170 L LAY 77 v G O N VX A

(4) WU H o ORI B S WREBORT 224 37 W B S PR 10 o % b 1B
M, B AAS A AL 2 2 — 25 A S ORI 4 LA 7o 14 o B8 DS B
WA, RIS AR T X3 M T S Ak KR 7 . BIFGE DY, BUR I EORCSZ S
MK IR A AR 7RG IA N, I 2000 4517 0.7507 3411 % 2010 4£11) 0.9097, &
BB ARG A B

(5) SR EIEAEGEA . AR B S T K B B A e, ST
I 3 IR GRS I S b p ke B, TR RCLOR, Bl E AE BT IR 2
MBS U5k, RELSEN 225 ) A EnR s 8k G, - Hse %) 0y X
HZoufh . BEAM T R . AR ELEA SN I, A — e R B AR T 4
BB LS il e NI TR ) S SR N Y

(6) IXPrgefh, WEFEHAN, XA &5 DX 08 i T 3 Ak K B RE S B AR e 4 v
K, IETF 2015 RGN % 0.7747 . NI AT (2SS Rk B, XA AR
GF R T e X 220 R T KT RSB SR AR X, IR DX U BT 2 il B e AR XS SR K
ZEM LI, R, R H TS KT 23 (RIS Rt A — R b A2 SR [RIBk T X0 4%
PF2E SR

3 4B IE

3.1 %ig

ASCIHETF T35 58 ) AR ) A BEIINAA T 2000—2016 4F BN, 104 b LA o
i — TGRS, 45418 1 Global Moran's I, G, 84023 [B148 R LK IR (2,
S AT AR IR Xk B AT U 3 3 T 3 A K T B 2 A% SR AR M SR B I R AT TR R . k%
BRI R SEUFAIF G X A, HA B R SR, AR K B[R] F 81 X 4+
T AT B2 23 S RRE IR Sl R RS2 T AR AUAE 4 . FZEERT .
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(2) BT d T A R b S Bk B R A 8] F ARG, SR s ) A% Ry AE AT
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T XA, Bk B2 T el i . S s A Kk m #

(3) DX I A T S A AT B 25 4% Ry AR & 2 A R 3R 58 B AR T 7= AR A5 5 . BT
T A T AT B 25 4 SR AR B R 80 KRR PSS TR . e B AR
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3.2 T

PO-HaRAEr R R, Ditss = T ARSI O A A Hir, LHb R
YA TE O P I AT R . AR SC LA ek 104 b DA 13k T iS4k
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(1) MEE IR 104 S M2 LA 3T 4 s A0k i sk ik D Aok, ISR
WA | A RO S IR TE T X M O U T A A R AOK S, HAZ IR 2
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Spatio-temporal evolution and driving factors of land
marketization in the Yellow River Basin since 2000
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Abstract: From the perspective of transaction structure, this paper measured the degree of the
marketization of primary land market in 104 cities above the prefecture level of the Yellow
River Basin from 2000 to 2016, and analyzed its spatio-temporal pattern evolution by spatial
statistical model such as the Global Moran's I and G: index. Grey correlation analysis model
was used to explore the main influencing factors of the spatial- temporal evolution of land
marketization level in the study area. The results of this study showed that, from 2000 to 2016,
the land marketization level of the Yellow River Basin continued to rise at first and then
decreased constantly, presenting a pattern "high level in the east, but low level in the west",
which showed significant periodic differences. The land marketization of the whole Yellow
River Basin had significant spatial autocorrelation. After accelerated expansion, the hotspots
area of land marketization centered on downstream major cities shrank slowly. Several factors,
such as the level of economic development, upgrading of industrial structure, investment in
fixed assets, government revenue and expenditure ratio, foreign direct investment, and location
conditions, influenced the evolution of the spatial-temporal pattern of the land marketization
level in the river basin. However, due to the impact of social and economic development of
China, the influence degree of various factors significantly changed in different years.
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