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Abstract

This paper used factor analysis and analytic hierarchy process to discuss the influencing factors of
regional economic development in Changsha, Zhuzhou and Xiangtan urban agglomerations, and
obtained five first-level indicators—economic development indicators, research education indi-
cators, human resources indicators, openness indicators, and infrastructure indicators. The em-
pirical analysis of the index provides an important reference for regional economic development.
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T FAFALE TS PR R = K b R 2 SRR WA BURHR th T KBk 25— Pk
FOBMLRIT 1. (3 = rh Dok 1 HO 28 AR VR T 4 0 26 B 0 — ARSI
SRR T HRTH DL b Lo SR T B 36 % 11 Rk 2 B 70, AR K SR T, DT (R K
. PR RIS X S A I B 1 60 AT 220 R A 2] (31 AT MR e 1R 4 1
AL HBIR , SLURTT (LU 5 200 T FE ORI LT, AP, Ml WAL L T A2 T 28 444 58
L 3. 4 (T, UL AT B R I R H T KM 28— P 0 ELARHT AL, A
UMK O IR IURE, 6L T VEUR. BRBE. A 12 KOFTH 119 AN EER AR, I HARH T
o AR S I 61 U R R 1 S 0 4 0 5 L R TR A ) %
HIBMA[4] (5]

A BT AT RV R IREE R R (T 20 S HEMT SO R, 3R Se 5B B
UK T 5 0 0 A T R 36 L S R P RS DR 3 2 ) ARG 06 2R, 4R e R 7
IR 5%, NG R ARG TR 0T SR R AR GEISE T AT 105 , (R iR
FITR R, ST AN AT R, PRI R 9 LA 6 T B B9 R

2. ETEFHEMNKKRBRIBEFEME RS
2.1. $BFRIEEN

07 T A R ERAE R A XIS 4 77, BATMARZ T R TR 3R 24 P A S 22 (1 D 3 R A e F A i
o PRI ORI, T DAt B G SR AT 45 R o ASORI S A 20 bR 20 D=2 dihr
R DIREE T R o AT IR IR AT A BIWHECE - JPGEEE . A BHEAN LA 5t 5
ANJT T SR IR G 5t S 70, HLARFRII A Ba 4k B T 2011~2015 18] (WHFESHEE) .

1) &5F R Edahs:

WX AT Xy B AL TT) Xy B e ELTT) X B = a B (L TT) X
NP B D) Xss [5E B R (ICT0) Xgs T W BN (ILT0) X5 5 B (12T8) Xes SEfbL
PN R AEFAE (L TE) Xos A 2278 2 i S B(1ZTT) Xos #EH FLEA(L 2L TT) X1

2) BHIFBH KR IER:

Wl AR AR R (N) Xy A FEERERD) Xis.

3) JT AR SRR

SRR S AL TT) Xias EBRTF 2 N AIR) Xise
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4) N 15 IR TEbR

FERMIAANE(TTN) Xie: TERBR T T3 SHILIT) Xi70
5) B:flideittats:

S FEOY 2% B B (14 T0) Xigs IRDIER(TK) Xios EAENLII(AN) Xago

2.2. SCIESHHR

FI SPSS BAFXT 2011 4EAYD s BRI THITE = A>3 BT AL A I 5 6 X 5 ANk, 3k 8 AN
(1 20 NMEFREL A7 T @R, AEE 2 AART, k1

MRIEFFAEAR T 1 BB, BATERE T 2 AN AFER, [F Ay BLUE H RARTT Z 500k %N 97.066%.,
EREMS AT RN AL 1 AT .

TR 75 2 e A SRR 7 I S URIR W, TR eI AT 5 ZE R R IE A e #s, 1334 2.

HT A BBt v A 7 45 B 2 8 7 B B3 AR (B R b, R BB s BT A h sl i e
X ERT R E R AT X, R T Fy BRI RS i, X2 T 0.121, HRIKIGEAY
GDP Xs. [f € B/ $55 Xo Wl i 55 P RAE RN B X AT R S0 X0 AN FAR A B 150 AT RUKR

Table 1. Factor analysis table
=1L AFamERR

BIAGHRHEAR FERFTT RN
D% it JiZ 1% FB% it Ji 2% 2R%
1 17.723 88.615 88.615 17.723 88.615 88.615
2 1.690 8.451 97.066 1.690 8.451 97.066
3 0.411 2.053 99.119
4 0.094 0.469 99.588
5 0.038 0.189 99.778
6 0.030 0.149 99.926
7 0.015 0.074 100.000
8 1.490E-15 7.452E-15 100.000
9 1.192E-15 5.962E-15 100.000
10 4.202E-16 2.101E-15 100.000
11 3.028E-16 1.514E-15 100.000
12 1.727E-16 8.635E-16 100.000
13 —1.237E-17 —6.187E-17 100.000
14 —6.380E—17 —3.190E-16 100.000
15 —2.560E—16 —1.280E-15 100.000
16 —2.981E-16 —1.490E-15 100.000
17 —3.767E-16 —1.883E-15 100.000
18 —5.116E-16 —2.558E-15 100.000
19 —6.208E-16 —3.104E-15 100.000
20 —1.200E-15 —6.001E-15 100.000
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Figure 1. Scree plot: Factor analysis
E 1. AFahiEaE
Table 2. Factor analysis component score coefficient matrix
= 2. BT B0 RBER
Ei=pa B4 1 Ry 2
4. GDP(1Z.78) 0.045 0.042
Frk -0.160 0.521
Bk 0.059 0.002
F=rak 0.047 0.036
A¥J GDP(5T) 0.105 —0.145
Ii] & B3P LB (J30) 0.069 -0.027
T BN (5 7T) 0.061 —0.005
B (5 78) 0.017 0.119
BRIFLAE N R ARG (I T) 0.067 -0.022
o VH 28 dh B AL T) 0.050 0.026
BEH AUEA(I £ IT) 0.121 -0.198
e A TERANE(N) 0.082 -0.068
K5 TR H () -0.098 0.395
AR BRI IT) 0.079 -0.059
itz NN IR) 0.064 -0.015
G VNI INZUN (PN 0.040 0.055
TERIR T LR RBA (1L T) 0.061 -0.005
I Fi L 25 (12T 0.051 0.023
IRBL () 0.015 0.125
BANHAN) 0.061 -0.019
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AR B A5 7 T O

e 3, AESRMUAIEIN 75 B REAS e iy 1370 0 SR EOR RS, SBIE BT 3 oy R ECERERE 2 AL
TR 20 MERRELAETESORRIE BN 7 Hre e, BEEARE A A SN 7 () 7 2 5tk 5 580y
ZETHRAR I AR E RN ST IR G137, BZRE1E) F =(80.055x F +17.011x F,)/97.066 ,
#HNFRAMEE AR HRAE 4.

AR LA BT H S0\ ORI T 285 A R I i, FUF 2011 42 2015 SETRE A Ge it 0 L, BRATmT
A5 B\ RIRTT 65 6 56 5 D0 (075 50 DA BRIt 5.

H_E TR A3 R DL S A BBk, A 2011~2015 SRRV MRy I — L7050 o 4 i
=L, (R R A DX I R LU S HETTUE B T R ORI A R R AR T AR A O . AR
EERT Fiy F 0T ST TR 8O0 KA/, BidS oy Aok sl WA 3Lk IR PR . A0 T3 T 11
S Bl AT 3 da i N KRR =K TG, BB AT XA B A R AL TR ke, &b
TR PR R TR 2 Kb RIS IR0 R KT 0, U IA 25 7 THTHA A e LU 5
At GBI R SR R R BOE [ H . SRR T RN, oo R KT BRI
TENYY GDP Xso [l B B0 Xon HEH HUEA X, B8RS FRAERAIL Xios S BB Xy R
HECRR NS Ay o TAE LR 5 F BIRSIT, 735 i KRB FH . R, (25—l X0, B Xo
PP AL X RATHR X0 S5 HIREL 75577, BARMFH 2T o TR HE A4 58 ORI, SRl 4
HEE IS, 5IHMAARIRARFR .

HF LA BRI T HrIAAS R, 6 8 NIRRT e AT R, RBUBIR SR R 2
2 JER 2 RS PR A5 T MR T = K e o3 T 1 R SR P A1

Table 3. Total variance of factor analysis

3. EFommRnsnE

RRIEE PN TR J5 AR
it Jr %K% 28% &it Jr %K% 2%
17.723 88.615 88.615 16.011 80.055 80.055
1.690 8.451 97.066 3.402 17.011 97.066

Table 4. The ranking of 8 major cities in Hunan Province in 2011

T 4.2011 FHrE 8 KWHEIHR

2011 F F» F 4
K 2.9502 0.47192 2.057993089 1
PR 0.04884 -0.79195 —0.098510037 2
IR 0.0048 -1.37563 -0.237122967 5
A —0.60693 1.52664 —0.233017824 4
el —0.35589 0.3972 —0.223909554 3
i -0.52028 0.91027 —0.269573408 6
2 BH —0.60444 —0.18665 -0.531221513 8
£ -0.361133 -0.9518 -0.161616034 7
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Table 5. The ranking of 8 major cities in Hunan Province from 2012 t02015
% 5.2012~2015 MR E 8 KM S HER

2012 Fy Fy F 4
Kb 2.4014 0.42504 2.05891577 1
sl 0.0789 -0.97076 —0.102894109 2
IR -0.04222 -1.31269 —0.262258341 6
s -0.59907 1.59761 —0.21862413 4
R —0.38998 0.66655 —0.206999238 3
it —0.42891 0.65841 —0.240596991 5
2 BH -0.5859 -0.25149 -0.527988171 8
KT —0.43396 -0.81267 —0.499554789 7
2013 Fy Fy F 4
Kb 2.44179 0.09621 2.141715746 1
PR -0.07168 —0.78139 —0.162474473 3
TR —0.23602 -1.05611 —0.340935584 6
A -0.38183 1.52671 —0.137667057 2
R -0.31854 0.7535 —0.181392001 4
it —0.36442 0.80625 —0.214654088 5
24 A —0.64659 -0.03562 —0.568427513 8
IR -0.42271 -1.30954 —0.536163752 7
2014 Fy F F He4
Kb 2.39191 0.46266 2.041111778 1
PR 0.10033 -1.01004 -0.101570128 2
T -0.01561 -1.34073 —0.256558421 6
A -0.59709 1.60437 —0.196795453 3
R -0.40928 0.56639 —0.231872561 5
it —0.36442 0.80625 —0.214654088 5
24 A —0.64659 -0.03562 —0.568427513 8
IR -0.42271 -1.30954 —0.536163752 7
2015 Fy F F 4
Kb 239218 0.45852 2.014594952 1
PR 0.07224 —0.88483 —0.114646693 2
T 0.00238 -1.3639 -0.264412973 6
A —0.64965 1.62977 —0.204548529 5
gl -0.38581 0.62409 —0.188607213 3
it —0.40174 0.61271 —0.203648737 4
24 A 0.58523 -0.26771 —0.523227991 8
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Figure 2. Structural model of regional development level analysis
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Figure 3. The weight of various levels of regional development
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= wm=E cI RI (H10
A P 0. 6954
E| %A ) 0. 3016
SR RIS 0. 5453 0. 0091 0.5200 (3)
Ehlwitisin 0. 3445 0. 0000 0.0000 (2]
FhliE Eistn 0. 1085 0. 0000 0.0000 (2]
MR D 0. 3418 0. 0000 0.0000 (2]
=R )] 0. 2756 0. 0000 0.0000 (2]
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BAEH I 0. 0833 0. 0000 0.0000 (2]
1B 0. 0362 0. 0000 0.0000 (2]

Figure 4. The weight of various levels of regional development
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4. &g
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G PSSR DS BURORIS /ST ey A 1Y 1IN o K N I A R NI 3 2 AP 7 ) P vf - Qe g et £
bR 20 D =ZHRARHEAT 00T, THEEA AR IR HEAT HEAL AT RIRRIEADG T Al LA AR I K
FERERT A, 171 ) B T I AR RS 287 T 10 e LUt g o (RIS th R J2 TR A idade X 20 MR Ar rp iR et
PREEST A B AR N XIS R R IRGE IR, TSR RRFIEAR, FIBTERE, IR il — B s, 2
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