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Spatial Differentiation Pattern of Production Structure in the Farming-pastoral
Crisscross Zone of North China

CHEN Hai"?, KANG Mu-yi’, CAO Ming ming'
(1. Department of Urban and Resource Sciences, Northwest University, Xi' an, Shaanxi 710069, China;
2. College of Resource Science and Technology, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China; )

Abstract: By using 11 indexes of statistics between 1996 and 2000 and canonic correspondence analysis (CCA)
method, spatial differentiation pattern of production structure (combination and proportion of faming-livestock
raising-forestry ) is analyzed. First, independent variable group and dependent variable group of CCA are defined.
Second, by applying CANOCO4.5 and CANODRAW4. 1 software, the study area is divided into 5 types of pro-
duction structure: farming, farming-to-livestock raising, livestock raising-to-farming, forestry and livestock rais-
ing. Finally, through a discussion on the spatial differentiation, the 5 types of production structure distributed
from southeast to northwest are found to be farming, farming-to-livestock raising, livestock raising-to-farming,
forestry and livestock raising.
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