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Abstract

Township space is the carrier of new urbanization and the link of urban and rural integration.
Based on the changes of township settlements in Ju County from 2006 to 2021, this paper analyzes
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the characteristics of speed, form and pattern of township settlements, showing that the spatio-
temporal expansion of township settlements shows the characteristics of expansion along the traffic
trunk. In addition, the study identifies the driving factors through grey correlation degree, and
finds that non-agricultural population, urbanization rate and other social factors are the main
driving factors of rural area expansion in Ju County. Accordingly, regional, industrial and facility
recommendations are made.
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Figure 1. Analysis map of evolution velocity of township area in Ju County, 2006~2021
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Figure 2. Analysis chart of shape rate of township area in Ju County, 2006~2021
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Figure 3. Compactness analysis map of Ju County township area from 2006~2021
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