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Fig. 1 The urban space covered in this study
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Tab. 1 Eigenvalues of sociospatial structure and contributions of variance

ESEE ARG EAR IEACHE R
FRACHR MR ET b (%) FITELE (%) BHIER MRETERL (%) REAA N (%)
1 17.160 25,612 25.612 9.429 14.073 14.073
2 9.109 13596 39.208 8.691 12.972 27.045
3 5.325 7.948 47.157 8538 12.743 39.788
4 3.147 4.697 51.853 8.084 12.066 51.853
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Tab. 2 Principal component matrix of sociospatial structure in Shanghai

i bi 2 % E 70 A R
i bx EW T
1 2 3 4
A FRFAE PERILE 1 (%) 0.331 -0.161 -0.173  0.119
PR NI SN ONIED 0.171  -0.204 -0.156 0.170
0-19 % A L ¥& (N) 0.554 0.373 0.395 0.326
20-64 % N & (N) 0.667 0.445 0.495 0.295
65 % KLl B AN EE (N) -0.010 0.838 0.316 0.220
A RR N B R (N) 0.163 0.366 0.181 0.406
F A WAE RN HE (N) 0.121 0.693 0.472 0.315
Ahok N B ECE (N) 0.860 0.067 0.270 0.153
JEUJE A A M, BRLE R AN B R () -0.074 0.188 -0.151 0.574
RN E (%) -0.521  0.433 0.138 0.527
HE KT 15 % KL EAOHICEHEAD (N) 0.140 -0.116 -0.049 -0.702
64U EAEHEREAD (N) 0.814 0.358 0.321  -0.188
64U EWITHAEAD (N) 0.734  0.497 0.396 -0.044
64U EmthEHEALD (N) 0.095 0.715 0510  0.365
64U EREHEAD (N) 0.110 0.430 0.516 0.460
64U ERELERAFTAL (N) 0.081 0.199 0.389  0.689
64U EREARAETALD (N) 0.135  -0.027  0.059 0.703
6 % Lh LR AEKU EHHE AR (N) 0.134  -0.127 -0.020  0.643
JiAN2 B RZHKE, AL, gk effisg A (N) 0071 -0.004 0.250 0.434
LAk RN (N) 0.140 0.150 0.412 0.759
JrHNBCRAE XN (N) 0.159  0.310 0.524  0.551
RN PN N 0.702 0.408 0.226 0.117
&, M, M, o, AKRNEFE AR (N) 0.340 -0.293 0.032  -0.479
CoNI S R R (N PN IO 0.831 0.115 0.270  -0.128
il KoM B ik A B (N) 0.358 -0.285 0.028  -0.450
KA A B (N) 0.172  -0.035 0.020  0.040
Ml AR (N) 0.671 0.194 0.437  -0.079
Wy R ROK I A T R N N B () 0.108 0.089 0.336 0.061
Ak AR (N) 0.601 -0.080 0.034 0.118
M s Ak . KR B A B () 0.082  -0.045 0.095 0.034
AW IS iy A it B s L E F M A B () 0.311 0.162 0.186 0.131
MRMEEAY . BHILAR (N) 0.655 0.389 0.147 0.183
. R AR (N) -0.024  0.045 0.305 0.539
Gy =l A () 0.109 0.208 0.392 0.385
A Mm s NG (N) 0.336 0.484 0.367 0.280
T REMAESEALANL (N) 0.068 0.225 0.326 0.434
BE. LSRR B dyl AR (N) 0.123 0.037 0.236 0.657
BEEDF M LS AR M S AT (N) -0.016  0.056 0.204 0.533
B AL 3 B oG Rk & H AR N B () 0.106  0.086 0.429  0.384
AN AE BEEE AL (N) 0.689 0.217 0.172  -0.206
BRI AT (N) -0.007  0.767 0.455 0.286
R TAERDIAE (N) 0.095 0.192 0.163  -0.265
MR TAED 24 TAEA B (N) 0.111 0.527 0.269  -0.100
Fk E R TAEANE (N) -0.054  0.730 0.301 0.022
KEE P AR R B BUE PO Al R A L % (%) 0.286  -0.117 -0.121  -0.043
57 @ T 1949 fE T i & () -0.040 0.570 -0.529 0.103
)5 4 F 1950-1979 2 [ 1) P 4 (&) 0.028 0.463  -0.023  0.019
£ b3 4 T 1980-2000 2 Jil {9 /7 ¥ () 0.432 0.001 0.821 0.114
EENAE A FEK P E () 0.488 0.764 0.048 0.040
a2 HFEK R () 0.029 0.259 0.796 0.306
FEEAT 3P H () 0.330 -0.153  0.392 0.262
A 44 KU B R P () 0.438 -0.258 0.000 -0.419
ERCREN NI DR QN OAD] 0.568 -0.094 -0.079 -0.490
WSS B IR () 0.124  -0.235  0.309 0.335
W S 2 50 5& H B i P e () 0.047 0.015 0.325 -0.014
W S A AT A B P B () -0.217  0.200 0.643 0.391
MHEXGEEM P () -0.062 0.831 -0.019 0.119
FLHI R W B P B () 0.702  -0.053 -0.026 -0.087
FKEE P B 48— fE K R P B o e () 0.344 0.014 0.086 0.103
K H ZKBE B H Bk B O o B0 () -0.003  0.140 0.901 0.344
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Fig. 4 The structure of social space in Shanghai (2000)
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Tab. 4 The heterogeneity of the residential districts
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Tab. 5 Indices of socio—economic variables
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Tab. 6 Indices of housing variables
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Sociospatial Differentiation in Transitional Shanghai

LI Zhigang', WU Fulong?
(1. Centre of Urban and Regional Studies, Zhongshan University, Guangzhou 510275, China;
2. School of City and Regional Planning, Cardiff University, UK)

Abstract: Using the 5th census data on the spatial level of neighborhood committee, the
lowest administrative level of urban China, this paper examines sociospatial differentiation in
post-reform Shanghai. By applying the traditional method of factorial analysis, six types of
social areas are identified: worker villages built before reform, migrant communities,
professional complexes, peasant villages, new-worker villages and aged accumulated
inner-city. Accordingly, the post-reform sociospatial structure of Shanghai is a model
combining the three classic structures: concentric layers, clusters, and multi-nuclei. Our
findings suggest that residential district (jiedao) is heterogeneous, thus we argue that the social
area should be studied on lower spatial levels. In this sense, we further examine to what
extent social space is differentiated. It suggests that neither demographic variables nor
socio-economic variables have significant differentiation as those in the West; instead, there is
rather a high extent of housing differentiation. The underlying reason is attributed to the
institutional forces such as work-unit, i.e. their impact upon housing in history and their
impact in the post-reform era. This distinctive mechanism indicates that now the extent of
sociospatial differentiation of urban China is still much lower than that of Western cities.

Key words: Shanghai; sociospatial differentiation; extent of differentiation; factorial ecology;
indices



