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The evolution of regional differences of Changzhutan
Urban Agglomeration since the 1990

TANG Fang-hua'"?, CHEN Li-li*
(1. Hunan City University. Yiyang 413000, Hunan, China;
2. Hunan Normal University, Changsha 410081, China)

Abstract ; As the national two-type bases, regional differences in Changsha-Zhuzhou-Xiang-
tan (Changzhutan) urban agglomeration will hinder the development and construction of
this region. This paper studies the regional differences and the countermeasures for the
construction of Changzhutan. This article examines the dynamic changes and relationship
between regional population, economic development, inter-county difference in living
standards, by researching dynamic evolution of Changzhutan's population, GDP, industry,
agriculture, tertiary industry and consumer focus since 1990. On the basis of the result, it
analyses the dynamic evolution of the various elements of the mechanism factor. Finally
we can draw some conclusions. (1) The regional population center is moving slowly to the
northwest. (2) GDP, the secondary industry and population center offset in the same di-
rection, and tertiary industrial and consumer focus shift to the northeast; (3) Regional
differences are expanding in general. (4) Compared with the population center, economy
in the north and south is developing unevenly, while the east and west are relatively bal-

anced.
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