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Abstract: Based on the 5th and 6th Population Census, the spatial change and influence factors of popu-
lation aging in Guangzhou City with street and town as the research unit were analyzed. The results indi-
cate that: (D The population aging has been deepening with a decrease in regional differentiation and out-
ward expansion in a circle direction. (2) The population aging is going on most rapidly in the edge of the
central urban area. (3) The tendency of spatial concentration of aged population and population aging has
been weaken. Population aging continuously expands to the central city, and the north suburbs become
the aggregation area of new streets and towns with stronger function of population concentration. (4) With
regard of the influence factors to the spatial change of population aging, population movement plays a
more important role compared to the natural growth of population. Economic development serves as the
key factor stimulating aged people concentrated in the edge of central city, while educational level keeps
positive impact on the regional differentiation of population aging.
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Fig. 2 Spatial distribution of population aging in Guangzhou in 2000 and 2010
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Fig.5 The Local Moran cluster map of the elderly and aged proportion in Guangzhou in 2000 and 2010
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Table 2 The path analysis of the spatial distribution impact factors of population aging in Guangzhou in 2000
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Table 3 The path analysis of the spatial distribution impact factors of population aging in Guangzhou in 2010
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