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[Abstract] With the gradual evolution of new — type ur—
banization it is one of the major issues for China to promote in—
dustrialization and urbanization. Through the analytical tools of
geographic information system this essay discusses the regional
difference in industrialization the evolutionary relationship be—
tween national urbanization and industrialization and the evolu—
tion path of provincial urbanization and industrialization from the
perspective of national ( 1952 —2012) and provincial ( 2000 —
2012) levels. The results show that China’ s urbanization and
industrialization is not significantly related to each other the
correlation between urbanization and industrialization is very
weak before the reform and opening up while since the reform
and opening up the relationship between urbanization and indus—
trialization has further been weakened; furthermore the differ—
ences between urbanization and industrialization in terms of pro—
vincial level is obvious and the situation is getting worse.
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urbanization; industrialization; regional
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found that during 1990 —2013 the quality of economic develop—

ment in Beijing index showed " volatility growth - steady
growth — accelerating growth" and Beijing’ s economic growth @ 2013 2006 .
rate showed the opposite trend. The quality of economic develop— .
ment in Beijing is fluctuation growing from 1990 to 1997 steady °
growth from 1998 to 2007 and accelerate growth from 2008 to
2013. This essay proposes future countermeasures to increase
1
the quality of Beijing” s economic development. To promote the
. , . . J. 2011(4) 126 —40
central city of non — capital function ease and lay the foundation )
to improve the quality of economic development. Actively play a I 2011(9):2 -7
central scientific and technological innovation advantage in Bei— 3
jing and improve the efficiency of economic development. Fos— - 1985 — 2007 . 2009
ter strategic emerging industries mining of new economic growth (9):52-63
points. Limit the development of low — end industries and re— 4 10 J.
duce the cost of economic development. Accelerate the economic 2005(4) : 577 -586
circle around Beijing peripheral ecological barrier construction
and improve the ecological security of space Beijing’ s economic
development.
[Key words] economy quality; comprehensive measure; ( . )
improve countermeasures; Beijing
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