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Study on the Spatial Structure of Urban Travel in Shenzhen

ZHANG Xi DUAN Chengjiang ZHOU Dian WANG Yupeng

GUO Li

[Abstract1The daily travel of residents not only forms the path of urban population transfer and agglomeration but also reflects the

variety in use intensity of different urban spaces. Based on the fifth Shenzhen residents travel survey data firstly

this paper analysis

the temporal and spatial distribution of residents” travel behaviors from there dimensions of travel scale travel time and travel purpose.

The next step is to use K-MEANS clustering method supported by SPSS to divide the 482 city-trafficzones into three types

as high

heat area sub heat area and low heat area through which we can identify the urban travel centers of three levels three travel corridors

and five travel groups and sum up Shenzhen as a multicenter multi-corridor and clustered city on the basis of its travel spatial

structure. Finally the characters of this spatial structure are analyzed from three aspects: travel space models of urban central area and

outer suburb center systems comparison of urban travel and built environment and development differences of the five travel groups.

[Keywords] Urban Residents Travel; Urban Spatial Structure; Multi-Center; Multi-Corridor And Clustered City; Shenzhen
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