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Abstract  Spatial correlation and spatial heterogeneity are the theoretical basis of spatial
econometrics. In order to solve the local problem of spatial lag of dependent variables, this study
extended the existing mixed geographically weighted regression model with constant-coefficient
spatial lag, and proposed a mixed geographically weighted regression model with varying-coefficient

spatial lag. The mixed geographically weighted regression model with varying-coefficient spatial lag
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combines spatial correlation with spatial heterogeneity, and covers most of the model forms of

geographically weighted regression. Based on the parameterization reconstruction method and

likelihood ratio test, the coefficient estimation method, significance test of this model and the

discriminant test of varying-coefficient are given respectively. Both in Monte Carlo simulation and

practical application, the results show that the mixed geographically weighted regression model with

varying-coefficient spatial lag renders itself well for the fitting and forecasting effect on dependent

variable. The mixed geographically weighted regression model with varying-coefficient spatial lag

provides a support for setting up a suitable model form for quantitative research on spatial effects.
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i o AR KAUSR A THE, 256K (18) , ILitE
IR gt R
sup L(¢p,m,07)
A_(B) = 2ln "7

sup L(b,m_ 0)
b.m_; o

—n [In(T@)V)'S'ST(B)Y - 21| T($) -

In(T($.)Y)'S"S T ) ¥+ | T(B,) | |

& NATRUEIERS @ BRI RUR MM, hEA
i n SRR A (B) —X3(1) , X4A5E M 3
KFa, A (B) >Xo(1) B F54 5B H,,
3) A AR 0T AR ZR Y b 3 A e
5 [ AR N R R A SRR R,
3413 =B, .B;- I,Bm ~B,)" B, = (X,
z,) MWz =(2,2,,-,2_,,Z,,,-,2) NZ
i 2= 2% B, XTT“E’JEWE@J Z J5W n x mg 5
@,j = 1,...’(]0
Ly = (Vo ¥is ) Y = (Vo v,
YoV, y) ' ER(10) B AR E LT,
JEARIX Hy B, = 0L RIS T Hyy v, = 0, HEHTJE
R FRLEIXS N ZECh g, = (o', y))" o I
o’ o g Moo, 1L M R AR A A 4
Sk
n,=(B B) 'BiT()Y,
~ 1 ~ T et ~ (24)
;= (T($)V)'S|S T($ Y.
Hips =1, -B (B"B.) 'B',,¢ N Hy WLt
& I RASRAG T HE, BURS 2 SRR e g i T2
sup L(¢p,m,07)
A_(B)=2In " o

sup. Lbm o N
o

—n [In(T(@V)S'STB)Y - 2in|T($) |-

In(T(p,)Y)'S" S T(P,)Y + %hl T(d,) | ]

& NIRRT b B RALSRAL T, YREA
it n BRI, A (B) =X (m) . XWE4ERNRE
KT a, 4 A_(B) > X2(m) B, 646 5 %
Hy.
2.3 RB R B BEMEH RIS
T R AR AT LA 2R R 25 1]
M R BUE AR AR, RO T 23 (B 4 R PR R RRTE
MGWR #57 MGWR-CSLR #6545 #K J2 AR S v il
251 MGWR-VSLR HL8 ( FRER G TE | K I, A6 55
AT R EOR A BA R Sl i i U REOE K,
FEFENIR LI R AL SRS RFO T3 18 B
RERIE 2R AR H L2,
1) 25 [a) iy J U0 Iy R 450 1) 2 () Jey Sl P A
WEEBK H,.p(u,,v,) =p,, Y (u,,0,) €
R*, Y H, B, IR ECR 25 [0 4 Rt F R
#,MGWR-VSLR BiRLR b MGWR-CSLR BE%
Wr R
Y=p,WY +Xa +M + & (25)
I C(py)=1-p,W, 501 3CHIE ,HB = (X,Z) Lk
Koy =(a",y")", xR E R BB

lnL(Poﬂl,Uz) == ?1112170'2 +In| C(p,) |-

%{ [C(py)Y - Bn]"[C(p,)Y - By |.
JEE 2R B S R

sup InLi(py m.0%) == [lnf ~In[C(py) | +

In(C(p,)Y)"S'SC(p,)Y + 1 ] (26)

Horbpy Hp, 7E20(25) F R ARAURAGIE, S =
I, - B, [Hutn] LUE AR LEGE T
sup L(¢p,m,07)

A, (B)=2In 40"
Sup7L(pO 91’50- )

PyM,0"

0 [In(T(@)V)S'STB)Y - 2in|T($) |-

In(C(py) ¥)'S'SC(p) ¥ + 10| C(py) | ]

ot gl AR B o (AR R RUARAR T HE . Y
FEA S n RIERI A (B) =X (m — 1), X4E
B EMAKT o, 4 A, (B) >X2(m-1) B, ;cﬁé@
JEABS Hy, 25 18] 5 T4 I 1) 28 B0 2056k B s
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2) I 78 R I 2R B0 4 ) SRy e A 3

BB Hy, :B,(u,0) =B, V(u,w) e
R*,k=0,1,-,q, 418 H,, BO7EE AR RECH
2% ) 4 Jry PR 1 i 2R, B A Sy

Y=p WY +Xa+B,Z, +M_, +e¢.

4=1,2,, 2, Z,,,, L } B =B,
B Biiis ..’Bq]T, {d—k,19 “’d—k.n% bl
Z_B., XML ITER, W M_, = diagid_, ,,

d—k,nglno -E’EB* = (X’Zkyz—k) ’ EEFI Z—k = (209
le'”,zkfl’szrl, ”'52(,)5

Z, = (b<u1’v1>z1j’ Tt
b(u,,v,)z,) ,j=1, 9, LN = (a', B,
Y)Y = (Yo Vi Vs Vi v, M
B'n" =Xa +B,Z, +M_,, W= (27) 7T Uitk
Y=T(¢) (B n" +&).
LA RTEARL SR SR

nL(dp,q’ o) =- ilnzmz +1n|T() | -

(27)
%z

by 2HT(tﬁ)Y B'n" |'[T(¢)Y -B"n" ]}.
SIS X 7 A A A PT 5

d)sup InL(dp,m” U)——*[IH*_IU‘T(d’ )|+

In(T($)Y)'SS T($ )Y +1]. (28)
ol o B (27) TGRS,

S*=1,-B"(B"B")'B", WX (18) Kkt
(28) , & LSRG it
sup L(¢,m,07)
A, (B)=2In %" .2
¢sup L(p,m" o )

~n [In(T(@ V) S'STB)Y - Zin|T($) |-

I(T(3)V)'SS T@ )Y + 21| 7(37) | |
Jf o AU T HOBABIAETHI, ik
At n BRI, AL (B) =X (m = 1) o XAER
FHAKT-a, AL (B) >X2(m — 1) B JE48 )5
B Hy, PRSI R OB U RA

3 EEFFEMELERESINA

3.1 EHFTEMHNARIZE
e U 3 i B R S 58N MGWR-
CSLR B8 WAL 455 22 5502 [B) s i B B A =5[] 57

|G L L S VS VR N U/ 0 RS e 2 23
MGWR-VSLR (1) 2 B 1 5808 FkG 5 48 3+
T, AR S [RS4SR MGWR-
VSLR #5841 5 MGWR-CSLR #5U f¢) [7] i}, 5] A
T VSLR 1 GWR-VSLR 2 725 22 50hY 55 6] ) 0]
AR 3 3 P AR B T HE R 34 7 AR 1R 22 (root
mean square error, RMSE ) & DAl A% & Fit I {EL 1)
RMSE , FH DAX U [RIRE A 25 5 T R B T HE i
FRITPRI A 2 0 RE g 0 22 5, 4 RS AL Y B JE 2
.
a) VSLR A

yi =p(u,;,v;) 2.;;1
b) GWR-VSLR %1
yo=p(un) 27wy + alu,v) +
Blu,;,v,)x; + K(u,,vly)z,., + &,
¢) MGWR-CSLR #:7
Yi :pzj’;lwijyj +a(u;,v) +Px, +
k(u;,v,)z, + &,
d) MGWR-VSLR 4l
y: =p(u;,v,;) Z:leg}’j +a(u,,v;) +
Bx, + k(u;,v,)z + &,
EREB TR T REY = (y,,,7,) "
HIRAERp X" w,y, F5 s RECS IR, 7

p(u, v)z Wy, FRINAR Z RS [l S LB
RS %X—(xl,- 6, XTI 4 R AR,
B(u,,v,) WA HARX = (x,,,x,) " XFNAY ek
PERE o« Ak 23 5| RN BEE M A 225 Z =
(zy,0,2,) " KR A 42 R M R B, T o (e, ,o,) A
Kk (u;,v,) WA AR R B 5 Z = (z]

z2,) " R R R e, ~ N(0,07) , BEEDF
GEAS [A) A i 78 B YR ARBRAS 8] (u, ,v,) ELEEARAR
HYMEPRIITE 100 km JEFEIN, L O {E 0 A8 AR AT
HLL 100 km AR AL, W w, 0, € [0,1], FE
VSLR #8IH o = 0. 5 /5 [ OAE, WAy 25 18]
PR P H A B T 3 i A (] 2 TRl ) R
BRI . R s A E R ek S ARGt G
F 3% PR R] 25 [l 8 A2 R A p (u, ,v,)
B(u;,v,) Mk (u,,v,) 7300 R 3 FOCT w0, BYZS

B2, Bl p (u,,0,)=(u, =0.5)% +v7;8(u,,v,) =
0.5(u;, —2v,) ;6 (u;,v,)= exp{0.6u,} +sin(5uv,),
TESEY Y X, Z 7% s 1 00 D A5 fH el 38 2 43 A

wpy; ta + By, + Kz, + &,
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U(0,1) BEALA B, 43 90 B0 57 A 5 no = 200,500,
1 000 13 000 FUFEA R IFHAE AN = 50 1K, [AlHE
515340 U0,1) BEALAE Sy ISR HE A 1R
N = n/10, FEFEAGSEAR A PR BURE R
T EBm = [4ln2n], [ 10 N BCR R, E i AR
A a) 2 d) M5 RIS FEBEDE 0 R EAL THE S 5
&, &<ui’vi) , B,B(uu”i) sk’;((uwv,') P Gl b(u,',
;) o
3.2 AEAHEXRBFTET 4 MEBRFEILE
R55MH

SR Xiong ™ ) H#4 2 $ 4k 5 1L 7E n =200,
500,1 000, K 3 000 AS[FFEA 255 T A E(E S5
B rp X R 4 B SEAT A OC R B T, 4G
BhF1LERA4XSHLEMR.

1) 2448 35X 7 A 2 42 JR 1 22 80 ( VSLR A
R I, 2885000 T 0 D 15 B 308 46 B 00 X6 10 )
SR WM & %% (GWR-VSLR # %! MGWR-CSLR
FEAAVF MGWR-VSLR B8 | 33X —FEAE 76 A [A] 1
A TR Bk, R UUE T, 7R
Qb B 253 [oa] S SO P ) JBE S 44 B 0T 6T 7 1) R 4
WM ek R 8 b 4 R e R RO B T s R 8
Al (0 D i .

2) TEA R AEAS 75 1 T 9 B30 (B S 90 B 0l v
4 PB4 JE DR AR f WU A 9 RMSE R K3/
WHERF N VSLR B % > MGWR-CSLR #5% > GWR-
VSLR &I >MGWR-VSLR #8Y | B 2% 22 %5 At 2% ]
il T DA PR e R A (%) F0000 68 7 B g 55 1
fils 3 FPBIAL, W LLE AR Ab B 2 ] 55 5P ) R
BT F IR AR R H SRR S A OGP A AR
S0 2 () S TP A e A R AR S Y BU g g, A
g AL G T S AR e Bk [ AR BT X

07 P4 28 50 DA 2 e S S AR A 4R v R AR S A
g

3) ik — 2 XF A AR R Bk A AR & A GWR-
VSLR #% %] MGWR-CSLR #5 % I MGWR-VSLR
AR B, MGWR-CSLR #5741 F AR & X T % J
RBUAHE B(w, ,v,) MIRIR/NT GWR-VSLR #5%
A {H 2 MGWR-CSLR #5784 PR A% £ %5 [] 5 Ji5 291 %55
IS ZEANTHE p(u, ,v,) HITRIR KT GWR-
VSLR #i8Y, fILATDAE A28 X 5 Z Bk b
FRFOT A A S J5y PR FRAE , 3t /& MGWR
L GWR B A WL, WAl LA GWR-
VSLR #5570 R FH Jiz e PR 2% 8 245 [y I 0 1) 2% 22 4K
Xof B LA e S il 5 AR,

4) Ml%F VSLR #i5Y  GWR-VSLR & & Al
MGWR-CSLR #2758 A SCHE ) MGWR-VSLR £
RITE AR AR 25 £ I B A HA S 3 o, 4% T R 4K
FlT A PR B R T R B BN ARAE I ELRE
FEAR AR I, R B iR BT R R, a4k
PR AR R FN AR A RMSE W7 B, AR 3E T 46
MR M . AR R AN TR 5 PR A
DUEL Y RMSE B 75 A 25 e 1 KA BT T R, 16
B A SC e ) BE AL 56 AN [ ASE 2R fr S4B 45 SR X E L
BH—EMA S %1,

3.3 —/LEREGIR R A

20 KR 5 N RO LA — i A
Kotk — B, — AN X B D FEAE R AT
SR RUN o AR5 70 T ab 1 B o
TER R HARA A X 22 . %28 [ 2015 45
AN %5 it o BE T E A 7 B ( gross
domestic product, GDP) {4 52 Wi, iX HL [ #1 4l HX
1200 A& AL, Kb GDP AN S &, A

# 1 MGWR-VSLR #& 5 H &R p) Z #4118 RMSE K EZEHNER RMSE (n=200)

Table 1

Root mean square error of estimation of coefficients of four models and that of prediction

of their dependent variables(n=200)

] &ﬁ&(um”k) BEEB(UL»,W) ;‘ﬁ;‘(um”k) i’ﬁ.{’(uk’”k> [RIAZ i ) RMSE
VSLR 1.054 2[ 482. 885 0.503 1[ 428.034] 1.9432[ 64.349] 0.259 5[ 145.721] 4.3870
(<10e-5) (<10e-5) (0.2016) (<10e-5)
GWR-VSLR 0.2204[1264.284] 0.099 1[ 1 109. 680 ] 0.1113[602.745] 0.1382[1636.278] 0.452'1
(<10e-5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5)
MGWR-CSLR 0.442 1[ 1 086. 602 ] 0.0495[1037.082] 0.2104[618.843] 0.3122[1586.801] 1.1974
(<10e-5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5)
MGWR-VSLR 0.2125[1264.728] 0.0420[ 1102. 873 ] 0. 098 7[ 600. 894 ] 0. 128 7[1590.716] 0.426 1

(<10e-5) (<10e-5)

(<10e-5) (<10e-5)

IE: " s S MR BB LU IR e A B, B RS R IR p (E, TR,
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&2 MGWR-VSLR #2 5H A &R §) ZH 1 #) RMSE K EZEHMER RMSE (7=500)
Table 2 Root mean square error of estimation of coefficients of four models and that of prediction
of their dependent variables(n=500)
Rl a i a(uy,,v,) B B(uy,v;) k8 k(uy ,v,) p B p(uy,v,) [R5 1) RMSE
VSLR 1.058 6[1211.637] 0.498 2[1055.930] 1.9117[153.636] 0.269 9[ 356. 266 ] 3.4840
(<10e-5) (<10e-5) (0.0720) (<10e-5)
GWR-VSLR 0.1906[ 3 261.703] 0.0725[2761.260] 0.0799[ 1494. 665 ] 0.1194[3997.910] 0.4263
(<10e-5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5)
MGWR-CSLR 0.4354[2693.614] 0. 049 3[2 600. 823 ] 0.196 2[ 1 549. 625] 0.316 6[3945.569 ] 0.8279
(<10e=5) (<10e=5) (<10e-5) (<10e=5)
MGWR-VSLR 0.1829[3281.829] 0.0413[2767.132] 0.0754[1501.916] 0.1151[3949. 685 ] 0.3877
(<10e-5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5)
&3 MGWR-VSLR #8 5 H{HRA K RH 1A RMSE R AEZEMAER RMSE (n=1000)
Table 3 Root mean square error of estimation of coefficients of four models and that of prediction
of their dependent variables(n=1000)
A &§&<ukﬂ'}i) BE‘ZB(u}m”k) ’}ﬁ'}(uk’”k) i’ﬁi’(umﬂﬁ [RIAZ ) RMSE
VSLR 1.107 8[ 2 462. 569 ] 0.506 1[2 062. 607 ] 1.920 1[ 169. 8423 ] 0.2729[572.944] 3.4428
(<10e-5) (<10e-5) (0.0586) (<10e-5)
GWR-VSLR 0.1642[7077.416] 0.056 6[ 5 613.243 ] 0.056 4[ 3 094. 542 ] 0.104 3[7987.799] 0.3616
(<10e-5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5)
MGWR-CSLR 0.427 6] 5 440. 620 ] 0.031 8[5336.517] 0.1777[3 111.952] 0.3122[7915.378] 0.8923
(<10e-5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5)
MGWR-VSLR 0.1650[6958.840] 0.027 7[5 609. 487 ] 0.054 5[ 3 067.386 ] 0.103 4[7932.484] 0.360 4
(<10e=5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5)
&4 MGWR-VSLR &8 5 HAHG R §) Z # ff it RMSE K EZEHMER RMSE (7=3 000)
Table 4 Root mean square error of estimation of coefficients of four models and that of prediction
of their dependent variables(n=3 000)
mil| a i a(uy,,v,) B B(uy,v,) kB k(uy ,v,) p B p(uy,v,) [R5 5 1) RMSE
VSLR 1.0357[6361.219] 0.486 4[5 499.320] 1. 877 2[235.455] 0.2746[1517.495] 3.190 1
(<10e-5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5)
GWR-VSLR 0.0902[19 158. 62] 0.078 4[ 16 350. 09 ] 0.066 3[9 048.33] 0.049 8[23 832. 64 ] 0.1622
(<10e-5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5) (<10e-5)
MGWR-CSLR 0.2307[15230.19] 0.009 5[ 14463. 64 ] 0.0914[9274.893] 0.1554[23713.34] 0.464 8
(<10e-5) (<10e=5) (<10e-5) (<10e=5)
MGWR-VSLR 0.083 6[ 16 043.30] 0.0192[14901.71] 0.069 1[8785.518] 0.049 1[23783.22] 0.1602

(<10e-5) (<10e-5)

(<10e-5)

(<10e-5)

I POP ( population ) F1E 3k = B F1) B0 = 7
FEH ( digital elevation model, DEM ) (8 4E Ky B 2%
i, RS B R B AR AR R (w,,0,) , BT
A E 31 48 X AR 1 km? JE YT 244k
Ol HEHC1 000 S BCHE ] TRIALDL G HAR
200 /AR ECHE R hy A S A5 14 TR B 7 . 4K
PR T R 2 e b B} 22 5 B IR 5% i 9 U
PRI R 27 5 K04 o 0 (hitps : /www. resde. en/) o
A B A7 T AR N D BOCR &, POP B 1 25
JE L AHBCT NV B S8R L 5 28 B K B i e

AHOG T ACE AR B 452 32 ) T 4K b TR 55 F AR 5%
25, L, AT A% ETE MGWR-VSLR A& A
1 DEM AR 54k Jri s 28 £, POP 1B 42 Ry A8
7] s % L DX 114 22 5 e 55 ) s IX. 8 % A M A
HEE 25 RS RECE [ e et B — 2 A
FRME, X T AS[F] 25 (8] 4 B9 GDP, # 37. MGWR-
VSLR 8 () BAR TR AR
GDP, =p(u,,v,) X, w,GDP; +By(u;,v,) +
B,POP, + B,(u.,v,)DEM. + &.,  (29)
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Horp 2 AR W= (w,) -, [FFER I RGEE
BEEIEORTT o (uyv,) B (e ,w,) L By A By(uy,v,)
SR SRS A R BORER I, A RSB RR R
2 8L OLSR A& AL il GWR A AU 4k 5] AT
MGWR-CSLR #5580 | E 47 4 Ffv s 70 4 R B 4 o
(% 5), &S5 LA H, MGWR-VSLR 1%
W EA S B 7R TE GDP B s LA
Vv T A 3 RRAEE R [RI ATC {8 I 7 5% 2%
/N, U B MGWR-VSLR A5 B A 1 77 32 58 A ff
FyAN , FERERY A T T T, MGWR-VSLR F5Y [15 45
7 B 5 25 Fee /0N, i B2 v B A T e b T AN
[vi] 2 6] BT N I R4 2 BE X GDP [ 52

*F5 4 MERZ GDP HIFEL S EFNAMRILE

Table 5 Comparison of the fitting and forecasting effect
of four models on GDP data

i WARE o

# %ggm # j{‘fﬁ’; NCIE B {iu?uf;%
OLSR 0.4672 8 282. 190 15.1827 9.1847
GWR 0.4725 8277.740 15. 106 6 9.064 7
MGWR-CSLR 0.5028 8 210. 250 14. 665 9 9.0849
MGWR-VSLR 0.5243 8 161. 059 14.345 6 8.8532
4 #ig

25 [ AR R [ R & Bk & & B4R A5
773z W 0 R 7 TG A B2 ] AR DG
23 1) S M A5 S o 118) 28 5 b BB 2 ) R, 4 32 2
FANTRET:, AR AEIA CGWR £ Pl RIE X
(IBF5E Sl I, B2 — 23 ) MGWR-VSLR 4
R AR SOR RS 1 1 28 R AH G 5 B AR
(%) 225 1) S o ) s 4 A 300 A5 A5 o 2% 18 [] sk 221
T PRAR )2 [ Ry R RAAE . BRI T LIS
wr .

1) MGWR-VSLR #5815 A B2 ] 5 1 7]
MEA R ZWE T, EAEE R b,
MGWR-VSLR £ 7 3 35 T GWR 1) £ i 7 JE
AU T 3 AR AR AS (A4 R v 5 Btk
R, I HLE— 2525 J8 T DR AR 4k 2 ) SRy 3 1
FHIE . FESERE RIS ML SCBR 5 1 FH ) 25 51 vh
s MGWR-VSLR #5045 47 11 PR A% &t $U & 1
TINRE 7, FEREAS B3GR A5 00 T o 2 3 mT 58
PSP

2) MGWR-VSLR 5 AU G2 % 5111 ) {2 Mk 75
GWR M Z M AE 2, I MGWR-CSLR AU
TP R, 5T U K 5 45t MGWR-

VSLR A7 2 5504k 1 04 3 MR 00, 52 R D AR
AL R | o 2 A I A AR AR S RS LR
HARMEN:, FEHLS H T E 2R 250
JR AR R BGE B) BTG 6 v, RS TRl
TR ) A PR AR T KA

WES 2, A SCHEH A MGWR-VSLR #25Y | BE
% Sy b B 253 () 5007 (5 (B RH OGP A 3R] S o 1 )
[] AR A3 — A B i 4 T A B LA — B )
GINTITIE TR RS S R W AR Y
BB G T RER, W AT BT B A S 5
AR Y B 5
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