[ 11006—-3862( 2022) 03—0080—11

450001; 3.
450001)

[ 1 F291 [ JA

“« » ( 13

”» “ ”»
) o

" : 2019ZZXT02) ;
( :2019M652598) ;
( :101/32610168)
. : ( 1963-)

: c¢ding@ umd.edu

80

29

450001; 2.
20742; 4.

( regionalization)

. ( Hybrid) .

( Semi-survey) o

2022

3

Urban Development Studies Vol.29 No.3 2022



( hybrid approach) .

", Flegg

29

“RAS o
10
o Kronenberg
FLQ
2, Bakhtiari
Yazd
B, Loizou
16
17
2010

2022 3

1987 2002
1987 6
1987 2002
Al 3
* . Zheng
21
Zhang N
11
2
3
3.1
. (I -A) '"F=BF=X (1
A o I
F B=(I-4)""
20
(
N ) o
o Lee 3.2
2017
a; = aja; (2)
a;j a‘:
a; N o
(SLQ)

Urban Development Studies Vol.29 No.3 2022 81



l
J
3.2.1 ( SLO) j i .
x; X T i l J
r x A ( CILQ; < 1) j i
l . . CILQ; =
r (SLQ) : SLQ;/SLQ; CILQ; = 1( i=))
a0 () ) o
e SLO; cILg, |
.GDP, . (CILQ;) aj CILQ; < 1
a; = i
. (3) e CILQ, = 1 ’
r l
: (7)
L — [(SLQ)) a SLQ; < 1 o
o a; =1, L0 t=J
i ) SLQ; = 1
i (8)
: i ( SLQ! 3.3
<1 N N
al . i (
1 N ) o
@; i
i : ( Final Demand Multiplier)
(SLQ)) a SLO: < 1 ( Output Driven Multiplier) o
al = 4
e SLQ; = 1 (4
( SLQ; = 0) _ ‘ ‘
A . ’
3.2.2 ( CILQ) ’ ’
A
. N by -
t J
o b Wi
x/xt c;; = b X t, =
cILg; = (*) (5) e :
x; /% T
b,-j X ? GDP g = bl.]. X
_[(CILQY) a; CILQ; < 1 V.+W.+T +P,
a’[j = ( 6) i i i i . X ;
a CILQ, = 1 X, :
82

29 2022 3 Urban Development Studies Vol.29 No.3 2022



W. i T

i i

P, i .
( Output Driven Output
bif
Multipliers) o, = o N
bjj
GDP
bﬂ( ) ©
4
2017 42 o
42 ( )26 .
( Y15 & 1 o
1
(42

29 2022 3

(2019 . (

42

Urban Development Studies Vol.29 No.3 2022

2018
(

(
Y( 2019)

42

N

. 2015
bi

GDP)

GDP

&3

)



(SLQ )

SLQ
1.71 0.37 0.00 0.38 1.60 0.35 0.00 0.36
3.16 1.00 0.64 2.38 2.52 0.79 0.51 1.90
2.55 0.23 0.52 1.27 2.49 0.23 0.51 1.23
1.54 0.05 0.05 0.16 1.49 0.05 0.05 0.15
1.34 0.15 0.05 0.25 1.32 0.15 0.05 0.24
2.19 0.09 0.06 0.32 1.69 0.07 0.04 0.25
1.23 0.02 0.00 0.04 1.13 0.02 0.00 0.03
1.19 0.03 0.00 0.09 1.10 0.03 0.00 0.09
1.27 0.03 0.01 0.10 1.12 0.02 0.01 0.08
2.69 0.15 0.03 0.50 2.01 0.11 0.02 0.37
1.45 0.02 0.04 0.11 1.42 0.02 0.04 0.11
5.20 0.18 0.05 0.77 3.50 0.12 0.03 0.52
2.50 0.27 0.07 1.13 1.93 0.21 0.05 0.87
6.52 0.40 0.19 1.50 4.71 0.29 0.13 1.09
2.66 0.15 0.10 0.44 2.23 0.12 0.08 0.37
2.91 0.20 0.03 0.60 2.13 0.14 0.03 0.44
1.89 0.25 0.04 0.68 1.60 0.21 0.03 0.57
3.01 0.37 0.06 1.06 1.94 0.24 0.04 0.69
3.11 0.22 0.06 0.79 2.41 0.17 0.04 0.61
5.12 2.69 0.10 3.83 2.09 1.10 0.04 1.57
1.47 0.19 0.03 0.55 1.24 0.16 0.02 0.47
1.34 0.07 0.03 0.22 1.29 0.07 0.02 0.21
1.89 0.92 0.06 0.76 1.77 0.87 0.06 0.72
2.76 0.15 0.03 0.32 2.32 0.13 0.02 0.27
1.73 0.20 0.02 0.63 1.47 0.17 0.02 0.53
1.20 0.31 0.05 0.62 1.20 0.31 0.05 0.62
1.33 0.17 0.05 0.30 1.29 0.16 0.05 0.29
3.96 2.02 1.00 4.71 3.79 1.94 0.96 4.51

. 2.72 0.65 0.04 1.11 2.34 0.56 0.04 0.96
1.61 0.64 0.03 0.87 1.60 0.64 0.03 0.86
1.35 0.26 0.09 1.13 1.18 0.23 0.08 0.99
4.19 2.01 0.76 5.25 3.75 1.80 0.68 4.70
2.11 0.62 0.82 2.43 1.99 0.58 0.77 2.29
4.32 7.48 0.80 9.17 3.98 6.88 0.74 8.43
1.00 0.42 0.05 1.84 1.00 0.42 0.05 1.83
1.45 1.32 0.19 2.80 1.33 1.21 0.18 2.56
1.10 1.68 0.26 3.56 1.07 1.64 0.25 3.47

. 1.44 0.23 0.01 0.32 1.40 0.22 0.01 0.31
1.18 0.44 0.00 0.59 1.11 0.41 0.00 0.55
1.03 0.64 0.01 0.78 1.02 0.64 0.01 0.77

. 1.17 1.57 0.17 2.61 1.12 1.50 0.17 2.50
1.08 0.75 0.00 0.82 1.04 0.72 0.00 0.79

29 2022 3 Urban Development Studies Vol.29 No.3 2022



(CILQ

)

GSLQ
2.03 0.45 0.00 0.46 1.89 0.42 0.00 0.43
2.97 0.94 0.60 2.24 2.38 0.75 0.48 1.79
2.17 0.20 0.45 1.08 2.12 0.19 0.44 1.05
1.29 0.04 0.04 0.13 1.25 0.04 0.04 0.13
1.30 0.14 0.04 0.24 1.27 0.14 0.04 0.23
2.10 0.09 0.05 0.31 1.61 0.07 0.04 0.24
1.34 0.02 0.00 0.04 1.23 0.02 0.00 0.04
1.17 0.03 0.00 0.09 1.08 0.03 0.00 0.08
1.27 0.03 0.01 0.10 1.12 0.02 0.01 0.08
2.09 0.12 0.02 0.39 1.57 0.09 0.02 0.29
1.45 0.02 0.04 0.11 1.42 0.02 0.04 0.11
4.46 0.15 0.04 0.66 3.00 0.10 0.03 0.45
2.23 0.25 0.06 1.01 1.74 0.19 0.05 0.79
5.32 0.33 0.15 1.22 3.89 0.24 0.11 0.90
2.09 0.11 0.08 0.34 1.76 0.10 0.07 0.29
2.22 0.15 0.03 0.46 1.65 0.11 0.02 0.34
1.75 0.23 0.04 0.63 1.48 0.19 0.03 0.53
2.75 0.34 0.05 0.97 1.79 0.22 0.03 0.63
2.43 0.17 0.04 0.62 1.92 0.14 0.03 0.49
4.81 2.53 0.09 3.60 2.01 1.06 0.04 1.50
1.35 0.17 0.02 0.51 1.14 0.14 0.02 0.43
1.21 0.07 0.02 0.19 1.17 0.06 0.02 0.19
1.69 0.83 0.06 0.69 1.60 0.78 0.05 0.65
2.41 0.13 0.02 0.28 2.05 0.11 0.02 0.24
1.64 0.19 0.02 0.60 1.39 0.16 0.02 0.51
1.15 0.30 0.05 0.59 1.15 0.30 0.05 0.59
1.19 0.15 0.05 0.27 1.16 0.15 0.05 0.26
3.35 1.71 0.84 3.98 3.23 1.65 0.81 3.84
. 2.11 0.51 0.03 0.86 1.83 0.44 0.03 0.75
1.40 0.56 0.03 0.76 1.39 0.55 0.03 0.75
1.29 0.25 0.08 1.08 1.13 0.22 0.07 0.94
3.68 1.76 0.66 4.60 3.34 1.60 0.60 4.19
1.88 0.55 0.73 2.17 1.78 0.52 0.69 2.06
3.86 6.67 0.72 8.18 3.60 6.23 0.67 7.63
1.00 0.42 0.05 1.84 1.00 0.42 0.05 1.83
1.40 1.28 0.19 2.70 1.29 1.17 0.17 2.48
1.09 1.68 0.26 3.55 1.07 1.64 0.25 3.47
. 1.27 0.20 0.01 0.28 1.23 0.20 0.01 0.28
1.13 0.42 0.00 0.56 1.07 0.40 0.00 0.53
1.02 0.64 0.01 0.77 1.02 0.64 0.01 0.77
. 1.15 1.55 0.17 2.58 1.10 1.48 0.16 2.47
1.07 0.74 0.00 0.81 1.03 0.71 0.00 0.77

29 2022 3 Urban Development Studies Vol.29 No.3 2022 85



6.1

2015 (
»

17

17

o 2015

86

(

)

3.07 3.7,
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
( 5). 48225
30613
60% .
2019
1035. 2 772. 1
263. 1 . 5
2019
6)
29 2022 3 Urban Development Studies Vol.29 No.3 2022



o

3723. 49 805. 44 .
6505. 88
1365. 06
1514.32 317.01
110. 69 26.71
2271. 87 478.28 .
8426 . 1961
; 5188 .
1204 .
5
()
9868.49 7385.14
4219.73 766.39
1749.79 1014.62
886.89 380.43
837.06 1563.30
872.93 494.90
872.93 494.90
988.50 358.28
336.34 189.97
336.34 189.97
8382.74 9598.78
1836.38 737.80
3808.08 1883.24
2505.64 483.29
6950.99 2102.47
2633.52 2218.30
1139.13 751.79
{
(2017—2035) ) 2020—
2035 250 . 5
2020—2035
7 2020—2035 250
SLQ . 250

o

29 2022 3

; 2106. 55 N
490. 33 N

35.84 .GDP
735. 61 .
. GDP
— 1
10. 352
GDP 27.776 GDP
3. 47%( 2019 GDP  801.2 ) o
3.47 — 1
GDP 3.47 .
( ) o
6.2
o <<
(2013—2025) )
2025 300t
10000
2000 (
13400 )
@Y
. 1 (2)
»(3)

Urban Development Studies Vol.29 No.3 2022 87



761.95  1300.97  285.32 0.71 292.26 194.30 331.76 72.76 0.18 74.53

325.81 714.61 30.10 18.29 104.88 20.16 44.23 1.86 1.13 6.49
135.10 160.40 4.18 0.44 12.58 26.69 31.69 0.83 0.09 2.49
68.48 356.35 12.30 3.11 52.86 10.01 52.09 1.80 0.45 7.73
64.63 194.56 24.18 3.62 68.59 41.13 123.82 15.39 2.30 43.65
67.40 209.29 15.03 3.81 53.25 13.02 40.43 2.90 0.74 10.29
67.40 344.83 181.46 6.77 258.32 13.02 66.62 35.06 1.31 49.90
76.32 210.47 11.66 2.14 24.45 9.43 26.00 1.44 0.26 3.02
25.97 44.96 5.11 0.65 16.35 5.00 8.65 0.98 0.12 3.15
25.97 31.23 8.08 1.24 16.16 5.00 6.01 1.56 0.24 3.11
647.23 857.68 108.79 33.56 194.04  252.54  334.66 42.45 13.09 75.71
141.79  385.55 92.76 5.98 157.15 19.41 52.78 12.70 0.82 21.52
294.02  474.16 188.81 8.77 256.09 49.55 79.91 31.82 1.48 43.16
193.46  278.00 44.39 2.49 62.28 12.72 18.27 2.92 0.16 4.09
536.69  631.01 233.68 1.09 314.95 55.32 65.04 24.08 0.11 32.46
203.33  209.01 130.27 2.68 157.85 58.36 59.99 37.39 0.77 45.31
87.95 102.80 138.20 15.32 229.83 19.78 23.12 31.08 3.44 51.69

3723.49 6505.88 1514.32 110.69 2271.87 805.44 1365.06 317.01 26.71 478.28

2020—2035 250

246.71 421.24 92.38 0.23 94.63
105.49 231.38 9.75 5.92 33.96
43.74 51.94 1.35 0.14 4.07
22.17 115.38 3.98 1.01 17.12
20.93 63.00 7.83 1.17 22.21
21.82 67.76 4.87 1.23 17.24
21.82 111.65 58.75 2.19 83.64
24.71 68.15 3.78 0.69 7.92
8.41 14.56 1.66 0.21 5.29
8.41 10.11 2.62 0.40 5.23
209.57 277.71 35.23 10.87 62.83
45.91 124.84 30.04 1.94 50.89
95.20 153.53 61.13 2.84 82.92
62.64 90.02 14.37 0.81 20.17
173.77 204.32 75.66 0.35 101.98
65.84 67.68 42.18 0.87 51.11
28.48 33.29 44.75 4.96 74.42
1205.64 2106.55 490.33 35.84 735.61

29 2022 3 Urban Development Studies Vol.29 No.3 2022



6.2.1

7
2018 51.5 t
51.7 > >
99. 6% » 2025
300t 2018 6 °
o 2017 142
108
2025
537. 84 . ( ~~ GDP ) o
: 1019. 6 °
290. 5 52.4 GDP
542.3 o °
6.2.2
( . .
GDP) o
42
10000 o A
[ ]
@ FLQ CILQ
17937 4608. 8 FLQ; = CILQ;;
757. 8 GDP 8749. 5 XA A= log(L+E /E) 7
6.2.3 @
2018 4105 [ ]
2577 62. 8% ! : o )
EB/OL . (2012-11-06) . http: //finance. qq. com/
a/20121106/003433 htm.
88.7% 3641 . 5 . N o013
2025 2000 (9):4-6.
13400 o 2025 3 . “ ” EB/OL . (2011-12-
10000 62. 8% 10) . http: //opinion. hexun. com/2011 - 12 - 10/136175618 _3.
6280 himl.
4 “« o . ” J.
° 6280 A 2009: ( 3) : 53-58.
5 M .
; 2018.
25789. 8 11208 6 .
1108. 7 GDP 17754. 5 . I 2018 42(6) : 9-22.
: 44746. 4 7
16017. 3 1918.9 o T 201
(6) : 52-66.
GDP 270406.3 ( 8  LAMONICA G. R. CHELLI F. M. The Performance of Non—
) o Survey Techniques for Constructing Sub-Territorial Tnput-Output
29 2022 3 Urban Development Studies Vol.29 No.3 2022 89



Tables J . Papers in Regional Science 2018 97 ( 4): 1169 2018. 2672( 10) : 247-259.

-1202. 16

9 MILLER R. E. BLAIR P. D. Input-Output Analysis: I. 2008 482(6): 85-94.
Foundations and Extensions M . Cambridge: Cambridge 17
University Press 2009. I. 2020 224(4): 34-44.

10 LAHR M. L. A Review of The Literature Supporting the Hybrid 18 . N —
Approach to Constructing Regional Input-Output Models J . — J .

Economic Systems Research 1993 5 (3): 277-94. 2019 475(3): 87-94 103.

11 KRONENBERG T. Construction of Regional Input-Output Tables 19 . N
Using Non-Survey Methods ] . International Regional Science J. 2017 38(7):74-83.
Review 2009 32( 1) 40-64. 20

12 FLEGG A TOHMO T. Regional Input-Output Tables and The : J. 2008( 07) : 74-81.

FLQ Formula: A Case Study of Finland J . Regional Studies 21  ZHENG H. MENG J. MI Z. et al. Linking City-Level Input-
2013 47(5): 703-721. Output Table to Urban Energy Footprint: Construction Framework

13 BAKHTIARI S. DEHGHANIZADEH M. Proposing A New and Application J . Journal of Industry Ecology 2019. 23: 781
Version of Location Quotients for Estimating Regional Input— =795.

Output Coefficients: A Case Study of Iran’s Yazd Province ] . 22 ZHANG Z SHI M CHEN K.Z et al. Water Scarcity Will
African Journal of Business Management 2012 6(23) 6903 Constrain the Formation of a World-Class Megalopolis in North
—6909. China J . Urban Sustainabilicy 2021 1( 13) :1-10.

14 LOIZOU E. CHATZITHEODORIDIS F. POLYMEROS K et

al. Sustainable Development of Rural Coastal Areas: Impacts of A : (1988-)

New Fisheries Policy J . Land Use Policy 2014 38: 41-47.
15 LEE C. MA J OH K. K. Economic Impact Analysis on

Regional Industries by High-Speed Rail Investments: Application

:2021-12-14
of An Input-Output Model J . Transportation Research Record

Developing A City Input-output Table to Analyze Economic Impacts of Urban
Development Strategy

SUN Xiangwei DING Chengri’

[Abstract] This paper uses a non-survey method to construction city’s input-eutput table and then applies to analyze the economic
impact of urban development and strategy policies. Firstly the location quotient method is used to establish a citydevel input-eutput
model and test its robustness. Secondly combined with household survey data we analyze and predict the economic impact of urban
population growth and analyze and simulate the economic impact of urban development strategies. Through the case analysis of the
Zhengzhou city model we believe that the application of the input-output model at the city level has great development prospects in
China and it can provide important decision support for urban development planning strategy and decision-making.

[Keywords ]Urban Input-Output Model; Non-Survey Method; Location Quotient; Economic Multiplier; Impact Evaluation

90 29 2022 3 Urban Development Studies Vol.29 No.3 2022



