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09 1867 14.63 46.12 20.59 947 0.00 10.16 0.00
10 8.56 12.87 5856 20.00 473 0.00 11.86 0.00
11 1569 867 5229 2335 9.10 0.00 19.47 0.00
12 1202 9.04 51.06 27.87 495 0.00 16.38 0.00
13 1431 926 50.11 26.33 7.66 0.00 10.00 0.00
14 1649 9.04 51.22 2324 10.59 0.00 1532 0.00
15 1293 915 6574 1218 10.27 0.05 16.06 0.00
16 1553 814 52.02 2431 941 0.00 1521 0.00
17 6.70 761 6356 22.13 399 0.00 11.22 0.00
18 2191 936 44.63 24.10 12.34 0.00 13.09 0.00
19 1080 532 57.66 26.22 6.44 0.00 1691 0.00
20 7.02 420 70.00 18.78 527 011 15.05 0.00
21 1500 13.09 4824 23.67 543 0.00 13.03 0.00
22 1016 7.71 6090 21.22 6.60 0.00 19.15 0.00
23 1261 6.01 5027 3112 7.07 0.00 17.18 0.00
24 2266 1287 46.01 1846 13.78 0.05 1218 0.00
25 1761 7.07 50.37 24.95 1149 0.00 19.36 0.00
26 2223 984 4638 2154 13.72 0.00 13.67 0.00
27 1548 7.45 5388 23.19 10.69 0.00 25.53 0.00
28 1255 872 49.63 29.10 691 0.00 1277 0.00
29 1755 9.68 4851 24.26 10.21 0.00 13.40 0.00
30 1053 495 56.44 28.09 761 0.05 27.98 0.00
31 1537 6.76 5537 2250 9.63 0.00 1952 0.00
32 1553 947 5277 22.23 1059 0.00 1441 0.00
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09 15.00 26.17 39.73 19.10 4.84
10 11.38 22.82 56.38 9.41 3.72
11 15.05 2447 4527 1521 6.44
12 13.72 2777 4218 16.33 3.24
13 10.32 2521 54.84 9.63 2.71
14 8.88 26.01 54.10 11.01 2.45
15 16.44 3.24 74.36 5.96 10.74
16 16.17 19.79 51.65 12.39 3.67
17 11.12 18.09 62.13 8.67 3.78
18 16.17 2234 4324 18.24 5.90
19 11.33 2213 55.59 10.96 3.94
20 11.54 9.36 7282 6.28 4,63
21 13.62 2431 47.18 14.89 3.99
22 1415 17.39 61.22 7.23 4.15
23 17.34 1941 50.21 13.03 3.83
24 17.93 17.02 49.26 15.80 6.60
25 21.12 18.72 4856 11.60 4,84
26 19.41 20.74 45.05 14.79 7.55
27 18.78 13.83 55.90 11.49 5.96
28 15.80 2346 4356 17.18 4.26
29 16.38 1750 50.16 15.96 5.64
30 1755 11.01 57.02 1441 6.33
31 18.30 14.89 52.45 14.36 6.86
32 15.05 1819 57.39 9.36 5.16

Thbd. HF—RR7 T ATE L TWDHTKETAL,
Moran scatterplot |~ & 2453812807 5 HH 7 & A D24y
FHEFLL TS ZENRRATEND. G & HFEHRIC
X2 HEZRHIXETA S 72, local Moran Tt - & JlPL
LTCWAEIICRZ D0, FD#i local Moran DFEL D
B ZORERDG, HIR - [FBEE LR X
& B FREATIC RO CHEERR R L5 L Carih
LT LHEERT D 2 &8 TED.

4. HEFHIHOMH

FIE TR TETDIX, HDOOESDOEEICER L
L EDTOHEENTOERTH -T2, Lo LERT, (A
HRERIOERE T I3, B2¥ERE L ORICHNT
BIFEL D D, ZORRSRRFEDOZARES F /o EEE R b
v I DOEDTh5D.

Rushce et al. (2011) T, Z Okk/RFERMOILEFE DIy
Mr& L, bivariate local Moran (= 7-13 local cross-Moran)
Rt EA VTS, bivariate local Moran 1%, PE3 k D%
bfftiz x, PEEIDORHUREEZ Y 35 L,

| R
~ ‘\ ' F
E
0 175350 700 km
= 1
2
3 ‘
4
not significant
R
L %
0 175350 700 km

| S S T T S T T——

M3 G* EHIETEICL DV T AN (b) &
BELGHXETR (F) OZEMESh

o 0 2 Wit =X, )

So [3 06 =02 ¥ (v - 9)?
LLTHRELN, “AE x, yHEoOZERME CAHRE 2 R
ETHENTEL. LLars, & () o
T ko, b2 bk ThHTD, FEEK, | WO
FRIEZ R DT =S ORGEHEZEINT 2 LER S 5.

—F, Moraniiatie s v Y v OB A S D
HCEH N7z Lee (200) 12 L B LiFiEHED LISA Th %
local Lee it (Lee,2009) (FRFUZ K-> TERIND.

L-:Llizjwij(xj_)_():Hizjwij(yj_y)J
S Y -0 3 -9

=771,

1)

12)




|

L mm000-127

; A& 127-288

> 2.88 - 6.29

A . oad
" SR 6.29 — 15.06
A mm 15.06 - 79.89
S
] 0 195390  780km }”\

B4 FHEZlocal LeeDEEHEDZERE 57

2
Se =, (Z,—Wijj : (13)
local Lee #iat&id 7 v U HHERE ) HEH SN2 &
M5, bivariate local Moran & #2721 x &y DIEE %R 7q
WEWIRIENR DD, ARFETIE, 2 local Lee it
T HPERERNCOWN TSRO T2,

X4, KPEZEM Dlocal Lee DN, SWEE ThoT-fH
DI UTHi AT Z &2 fi % & > 7O ZE /)72
SiAiEFR LTS, HRERRH & KT TR iz
RLUTODIED, TUNFEER S LA AE S Y MBI &
5. F17, FRAREBREIZE L TOREESRIC b o TE
W Z R LTCERY, dbimEICRT 2SR SN ED
2 IDHAD BRI STz

5. &R

AMFFEE, JRPTZEMRGRTREE VWD Z & T, EkROE
FEOREEZ WD IECIIEZ D 2 L DO TE o - HiEf
HISEH IS L OHBBRAY R L DR 2 BB & U7 B5RIY
2ef1 57— B 45 A4 T~ 7=, Local Moran % FV N5 = & THlt
HPCEEH LT D il sl 92 Z &g OB TN
FETATIOANTE D, ZEMME CAHBZRET D HtrT &

(local Moran) T, HIPRAYIZRME L7- sz 3%
LR Ch o7 AR TIE, ERIPEVEME A RRE
T2% H#fEHREZ VWS Z & C, local Moran Gl ¢&
7270 T HIBRRYRH L 2B 32 Z L S RECTH 5 2
DRI ST,

F7o, HEEMOERERZDZ AL, —AERM
DOZEFE CAIB A HET S local Lee #Eat-&% V=4
Mrb B CF 7=, bivariate local Moran & 573 ») —Z5 8D
JIEZE % R 72N T2 OFUEVED B DS, BESEPHAMN R

P COMFMATI LIS ROWEL Sho. %7, [
SR CORT L RS, BRI T DR 5
+ SRR ORIE bR LT E L,

E ifit3
AHVIENE ISPS FERIIIL BRI EE 251786 DB A%}
TbDTH 5.

SE3H

1) Arbia, G.: The role of spatial effects in the empirical analy-
sis of regional concentration, Journal of Geographical Sys-
tems, Vol.3, pp.271-281, 2001.

2) Ellison, G. and Glaeser, E. I.: Geographic concentration in
US manufactureing industries: a dartboard approach, Jour-
nal of Political Economy, Vol.105, pp.889-927, 1997.

3) Guillain, R. and Gallo, J. L.: Agglomeration and dispersion
of economic activities in and around Paris: an exploratory
spatial data analysis, Environment and Planning B, VVol.37,
pp.961-981, 2010.

4) Rusche, K., Kies, U. and Schulte, A.: Measuring spatial
co-agglomeration patterns by extending ESDA techniques,
Jahrbuch fur Regionalwissenschaft, Vol.31, pp.11-25,
2011.

5) Kim, S.: Expansion of markets and the geographic distri-
bution of economic activities: the trends in U.S. regional
manufacturing structure, 1860-1987, the Quarterly Journal
of Economics, VVol.110, No.4, pp.881-908, 1995.

6) AR A - MRS T DR FEREO N E

(), B IR o 2 2 MERE, Vol.39, Nod4,
pp.99-121, 2008.

7) Anselin, L..The Moran scatterplot as an ESDA tool to
assess local instability in spatial association. In Fischer,
M.M., Scholten H.J. and Unwin D. (eds.), Spatial analyti-
cal perspectives on GIS. Taylor and Francis, London,
pp.111-125, 1996.

8) Anselin, L.: Local indicators of spatial association — LISA,
Geographical Analysis, Vol.27, No.2, pp.93-115, 1995.

9) Getis, A. and Ord, J.K.: The analysis of spatial association
by use of distance statistics, Geographical Analysis, Vol.
24, No.3, pp.189-206, 1992.

10) Ord, J.K. and Getis, A.: Local spatial heteroscedasticity
(LOSH), The Annals of Regional Science, Vol.48, No.s,
529-539, 2012.

11) Lee, S.: Developing a bivariate spatial association meas-
ure: an integration of Pearson’s r and Moran’s I, Journal of
Geographical Systems, Vol.3, pp.369-385, 2001.

12) Lee, S.: A generalized randomization approach to local
measures of spatial association, Geographical Analysis,
Vol.41, pp.221-248, 2009.

(2013.5.7 =Z41)



