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A Case Study on the Characteristics and Mechanism of Changchun Urban

Functional Spatial Relationship from the Perspective of Industrial Space
Zu Jian Li Cheng — gu
( College of Geographical Science Northeast Normal University Changchun Jilin 130024)

Abstract: Based on the land use map of Changchun city with the help of comprehensive use of various
methods this paper researches the evolution characteristics expansion model and effect of industrial space
and also analyzes the relationship and mechanism of Changchun city function space from the perspective of in—
dustrial space. Some conclusions are as follows: The relocation of industrial enterprises in the core area has
the phasic and non continuous feature and the industrial land is concentrated in the suburban areas but the
outer suburb has become the key extension areas for industrial land. The main expansion mode of industrial

space is leapfrog expansion cohesive filling and shaft extension following the "

shaft extension + leapfrog ex—
pansion"  which undoubtedly continues to stimulate urban sprawl. Industrial space leads to the expansion di-
rection and spatial pattern of urban space which directly leads to the complex extension of urban spatial land—
scape. Finally the paper presents the mechanism of Changchun urban spatial i. e. the evolution of urban
function space under the market conditions the agglomeration and diffusion effect of urban function space the
urban spatial restructuring and the spatial guidance function.
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