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Tab.1 Urban centrality evaluation index system and
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Fig.1 Cities’ urban centrality of agglomeration in
Cheng-Yu Economic Zone

HARRA , IR DX 30T RS T v Otk 3 A S B = RRAE O 9T 9 B G T T v oo e 3 B 2
FRE. i, RRERTERIX 93.24) fim/h CETHZFEX 4. 22) O EoE 2 22. 09 5, 124
BT O IR O 14,58, TR BINATECE Tk 42 4, HUEDN 33, 87%; M T-F494R
BIOATECE T 82 4, HLE Dy 66. 13%. T BUSgsm iy, I se ol . b, =HEK



IO FRECN 93. 24 BARTT 30X PR FEHCN 69. 365 14 AT 0 X AT Lo AR T
75 20. 26, =T HAh 108 X B (B FIRX APy o iR A (12.62) o XA
TR R, A S Es R R SR, W T BORAA . B, s A DA 5] RE 58,
5 T FRAE AL S o (37 1] 3t B X (07 B0 305 T8 PR SR AN AT T DR PIAS “ XU H Lo 3T, ki o4
Hom . DU G, A58 —4hER R MAERR . JE . 80 3 117 16 ML ER e i P35 o R EOh
12.89; A7 T35 “AMEEZ LR 2. BT, SRl M2 51l 36 MRy b R RO 11,13
o ML, AT —AhHIRIE L )15 7 PO MR O 20. 01 A7 158 4 H e Z 1)
AN K AREE 5 DXCFE AR HON 17. 59, A T35 = AMHIEZ 7T M L = R4S 8 X P 4R H0N 16. 53
o DEBE, RS, EEPK XU SRTTELE TR BT XU TR I A SR o

2. 1.2 LR R

IZ ] SPSS22. 0 BAFXTIE 1 rh A p L 5 FE FR 44t R AT R IAT, A5 B I 285 X T Lok
SRPE 7 HREG R (R 2) .

2 AASFERTROERE
Tab.2 Urban centrality clustering result of Cheng-Yu
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Tab3d Urban system of agglomeration in Cheng-Yu

Economic Zone
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Fig.2 Cities’ economic relation intensity of
agglomeration Cheng—Yu Economic Zone
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Tab.5 Integrates development index of agglomeration
axes in Cheng-Yu Economic Zone
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Fig3 Location of economical break point of
agglomeration in Cheng—Yu Economic Zone
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Fig4 Spatial structure form of agglomeration in Cheng—
Yu Economic Zone
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