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Abstract: Under the influence of the dualistic economic structure theory the urban—rural dualistic
analysis paradigm has long dominated the urbanization research in China. In the face of the
deepening trend of urban-rural integration this article proposes a socio-spatial analysis framework of
urbanization which understands urbanization as a dialectical process of multiple urban-—rural social
representations in a contextual space. Among them the “spatial succession” of villages constitutes
the process of urbanization and the intersection and coexistence of multiple urban—rural social
representations create a picture of rural transformation with multiple spatial meanings. The socio—
spatial perspective emphasizes the contextuality of explanation which helps to compensate for the
limitations of linear transformation presupposition and urban centrism and enriches the thinking of

urbanization research.

Regional Differences and Formation Mechanisms of Intergenerational Mobility in
China: An Empirical Study Based on Spatial Analysis Techniques
........................................................................ Wang Yuanchao 204

Abstract: Spatial perspective is one of the important growth points of intergenerational mobility
research. Using CGSS data from 2010 — 2017 this paper explores the regional differences and
formation mechanisms of intergenerational mobility. The study finds that there are significant
regional differences in intergenerational mobility in China showing a distribution trend of “large
dispersion and small concentration”. What determines a region’s intergenerational mobility is not
only its internal social structural characteristics but also its external spatial relations i e its
spatial location and the surrounding social resources. The advanced industrialization level large
income dispersion and sufficient social welfare resources in the surrounding areas can promote

intergenerational mobility in the region namely the “spatial spillover effect”.
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