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[Abstract] Based on the panel data of 31 provinces ( in—
N N cluding autonomous regions and municipalities) from 1998 to
. . 2015 the temporal and spatial evolution characteristics and
. driving factors of urban spatial expansion are studied empirical—-
ly. It is found that the urban spatial expansion shows a nonlinear
growth and sparse expansion trend. Before 2006 the absolute
differences and relative differences of urban spatial expansion
show significant fluctuation characteristics After 2006 the ab—
solute differences and relative differences show the trend of grad—
X ’ ual convergence with time. China’ s urban spatial center has ex—
A perienced the southward and southwest direction changing. Re-
gional spatial expansion scale contribution rate and expansion
° intensity are significant spatial heterogeneity. Based on the clus—
2.

tering analysis of urban spatial expansion intensity it is found
that China’ s urban spatial expansion is divided into high — speed

extending area rapid extending area medium extending area
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low speed extending area slow expansion extending area and
the extending intensity shows the gradient decrease from east to
west. The results show that the economic development level the
size of urban population the degree of government intervention
the climate comfort are the dominant driving factors of urban spa—
tial expansion and the influential significance of innovation abil—
ity on urban spatial expansion is due to time and space.
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