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Research on Regional Differences of Cultural and Entertainment
Consumption of Urban Residents in China

DING Runging  ZHONG Yexi
( Jiangxi Economic Development Research Institute Jiangxi Normal University Nanchang Jiangxi 330000 China)

Abstract: Combining Theil index and exploratory spatial data analysis method with the support of software
such as ArcGIS taking consumption expenditure as measure index divided our country into eight regions from three
dimensions of time space and relevance this paper analyzed the spatial pattern and evolution of the regional differ—
ence between urban residents * per capita cultural entertainment consumption expenditure in 2005 —2016. The re-
sults show that there is a significant correlation between the degree of difference of cultural and entertainment con—
sumption expenditure of urban residents and the level of regional economic development. In the 2005 —2016 the o—
verall difference of cultural entertainment consumption of urban residents in China was decreasing and the regional
difference of eastern coastal area had a higher contribution to the national regional difference. The overall difference
of cultural entertainment consumption of Chinese urban residents mainly comes from the regional internal differ—
ences and the regional differences are mainly caused by the difference of the overall economic development between
the coastal areas and inland areas. Therefore we should pay more attention to the coordinated development within
the region and accelerate industrial upgrading and transformation in less developed areas.

Key words: Theil index; cultural entertainment consumption; regional differences; cultural industry
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