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Research on spatio-temporal evolvement characteristics
of population structure and mobility in Northeast China

WANG Bin-yan,CHENG Li-sha, WANG Shi-jun

(School of Geographical Sciences, Northeast Normal University, Changchun 130024, China)

Abstract ;: Based on the data of 2000 and 2010 population census and 1991—2015 China urban statistical
yearbook, this paper analyzes and summarizes the evolution characteristics of population structure in
Northeast China and the migration patterns of floating population and emigrant population structure
characteristics with GIS spatial analysis method,determining the current problems of population in the
northeast region, and proposing the corresponding solutions. Results show that population scale and
proportion and growth rates are steadily decreasing in Northeast China; the urbanization speed has
slowed down,and the pre accumulated advantages of urbanization are gradually losing. The level of
urbanization is flat with the national average level,and there is a backward trend. The population age
structure is unbalanced, and the phenomenon of little children and aging is outstanding. Scale of
migrant population has been expanding and the whole Northeast China is in a state of population loss,
especially Heilongjiang and Jilin province. The emigration proportion of Northeast China inter
provincial migration is relatively large but declining,and Liaoning province is an important immigration
area;relocation of the population have a clear destination, who transfer from the neighboring areas to
the economically developed regions. Emigrant population is mainly urban population,labor at the right
age,and people with middle school diploma, which has a certain negative impact on the emigration
pace.
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