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Abstract: The redevelopment of urban villages is a prominent part of urban renewal in China, which
has attracted much attention from the academic community. However, the understanding of when
and where the redevelopment of urban villages occurs is still limited partly because of the lack of
empirical analysis. Through exploratory spatial data and overlay analyses, this study examines the
spatio-temporal distribution characteristics based on data from 277 urban village redevelopment
projects in Shenzhen, China, between 2010 and 2018. Results demonstrate that the redevelopment of
urban villages occurs in central and suburban areas but rarely occurs in the periphery of the city. The
overall spatial distribution is spatially clustered, having become increasingly significant from 2010
to 2018. In the beginning, the redevelopment of urban villages was dispersed in diverse areas and
partly expanded into adjacent neighbourhoods. A majority of redevelopment took place in areas near
the planning urban centres and the planning subway stations, which are almost in Density Zones
I–III. The findings of this study contribute to new spatio-temporal perspectives in the global process
mechanism of urban village redevelopment and call for special attention to the significant influences
of state intervention, which is an informative reference for future sustainable urban development.

Keywords: land redevelopment; urban village redevelopment; spatial analysis; land use; China

1. Introduction

China’s rapid urbanisation has limited the sustainable development of some cities
because of the increasing scarcity of free developable land (renamed ‘greenfields’), par-
ticularly in densely populated megacities. According to the seventh national census, the
national population reached 1,411,778,724 by 2020, among which the urban population was
over 900 million. China’s urbanization rate has reached 63.89%. According to UN [1], this
rate will continue to increase in the coming years and reach 70% by 2030. In the process of
rapid urbanisation, most of the formal land has developed into new urban areas. A large
area of urban land is controlled by local village collectives and has undergone informal
development located in a variety of areas in the city, or so-called urban villages. The
presence of urban villages has caused a variety of negative outcomes, such as inefficient
land use [2], suboptimal surroundings [3–5], and limited land property rights [6]. Against
this background, demolishing and rebuilding urban villages has become more common in
past decades, which is one of the effective ways to solve these problems. By reshaping the
intra-urban space of cities, the redevelopment of urban villages makes a great contribution
to improve the living environment for urban migrants [7,8], provide more developable land
for sustainable urban development [9], and attract further investment to sustain economic
growth [10]. Therefore, as a unique regeneration pattern of urban renewal in China, the
redevelopment of urban villages has greatly attracted the attention of society and academia.

Each urban village is unique in its locational attributes, and the redevelopment process
will significantly impact neighbourhoods and their residents. Urban villages do not exist
independently, but rather, they exist in a certain geographical location and time because
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of the interconnections between their location and social and ecological development [11].
Similarly, the redevelopment of the urban village is a product of the vagaries of space and
time. The developers’ preference for the location selection of redeveloped projects allows
the land redevelopment to have certain commonality and regularity in spatial distribution
characteristics and form a unique spatial pattern [12]. The spatio-temporal properties of
urban village redevelopment reflect the actual development characteristics. Such a spatial
reshaping process has a wide range of impacts on the urban environment and numerous
people, such as a large scale displacement of migrants [13,14] and negative impacts on
various social groups [15,16]. Local policymakers and citizens should better determine
the spatial issues in the urban village redevelopment process and prepare themselves to
address problems.

Furthermore, although the redevelopment of urban villages can dramatically increase
the development potentials of neighbourhoods, the multiplicity of these sites requires
considerable efforts to complete their redevelopment projects. In addition, the proper
selection of good sites is a prerequisite to allocate the limited financial resources efficiently.
The exploration and analysis of the spatio-temporal pattern and potential determinants
for urban village redevelopment can help investors and decision-makers select the most
advantageous sites for successful redevelopment. Therefore, the urban village redevel-
opment should be analysed in its spatio-temporal context. As a land redevelopment
activity, the spatial distribution and temporal change of urban village redevelopment need
further study.

Over the past two decades, studies on urban village redevelopment evaluated the
role and relations of different stakeholders [17,18], investigated dissimilar types of gover-
nance modes [17,19], examined the socio-economic outcomes of urban village redevelop-
ment [15,20], and proposed strategies for better redevelopment [21,22]. Previous studies
have laid a solid basis for a better understanding of the process of individual redevelopment
cases. However, few studies conducted a rigorous spatial-statistical analysis of comprehen-
sive data to explore the process of urban village redevelopment within a metropolitan area.
Where and when urban village redevelopment has taken place or is about to undergo an
urban village redevelopment process is still unclear. Therefore, this study aims to examine
the spatio-temporal characteristics of the urban village redevelopment based on scientific
and systematic spatial methods. This study also explores the influencing factors of the
spatial pattern from the perspective of government intervention on the basis of quantitative
analysis of the spatial pattern of urban village redevelopment. The innovation of this study
is that it explores the process of urban village redevelopment in a spatio-temporal perspec-
tive on the basis of a citywide empirical study. The results of this research are critical to
a deeper understanding of when and where the urban village redevelopment occurs at
the city level, providing a reference for city decision-makers to issue renewal policies and
city planning to guide land redevelopment activities. The redevelopment experience in
Shenzhen, which is a pioneer city in the promulgation of urban renewal legislation, can
provide more informative references in policies and practices for other Chinese cities. From
a broader international perspective, the study of urban village redevelopment can provide
richer local experience and contributions to global land redevelopment research.

The remainder of this paper is organised as follows: Section 2 reviews research on
land redevelopment in a spatio-temporal context. Section 3 introduces the background of
Shenzhen and discusses the relevant state intervention that likely affects the location choice
of redevelopment projects. Section 4 presents the data and research methods. Section 5
provides the empirical results. Finally, Section 6 provides a conclusion of all findings and
discussion for future studies.

2. Literature Review

In addition to the complex processes involving urban space rebuilding [2], land own-
ership transformation [9], land value increment [23], and space benefits redistribution [17],
urban village redevelopment is an essential urban land redevelopment activity. Marxist ge-
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ographer Neil Smith [24] presented the rent gap theory to explain the process of market-led
land redevelopment. The land rent gap refers to the difference between a site’s actual value
and its potential value at ‘best use’. This theory is a fundamental concept in rich studies on
land redevelopment processes. According to the rent gap theory, land with better economic
development near the city centre, commercial centre, and CBD is more likely to experi-
ence redevelopment because of the large rent gap [25,26]. Actually, the driving process
of land redevelopment is complex, which is related to the local development context, the
land system, and the social and economic conditions. Previous studies verified that the
redevelopment potential of urban areas is highly related to their geographical location,
which simultaneously reflects its policy, and economic and geographical conditions [27,28].
Hu [29] pointed out that the rent gap, representing the urban capital accumulation, is an
essential factor in determining whether urban plots can be redeveloped. Redevelopment
occurs when the land rent gap becomes large enough to provide ideal economic returns.
Arguably, the redevelopment of urban villages is more likely to occur in areas with a large
rent gap. However, in addition to geographical factors, property rights and urban planning
parameters also have a significant impact on the redevelopment of urban villages [30].

Regarding the importance of location, numerous western studies on redevelopment
focused on the spatial pattern and the influencing factor of teardowns (housing redevelop-
ment) or brownfield redevelopment. A rich body of empirical research found that specific
determinants influence land redevelopments, such as geographic location [31], structural
attributes [32], social-economic characteristics [33], prior redevelopment activity, and de-
mographic factors [31–34]. In terms of housing redevelopment, Helms [31] argued that
housing redevelopment is faster in proximity to central business districts or transportation
hubs. Based on the data from the Chicago suburbs, being located in high-quality school
zones increases the chances of being redeveloped [26]. Housing that is smaller and older
and close to public transportation and traditional village centres is more likely to be selected
for major demolition [32,35]. With regard to brownfield redevelopment, urban sites located
near airports, and at the centre or the inner part of municipalities and cities, are often better
positioned for potential redevelopment [31,36].

Spatial patterns of land redevelopment at the urban level have not been adequately
explored, except for [37], who examined the spatial clustering of teardowns in Chicago.
McMillen [35] focused on eight Chicago suburbs within similarly high rates of redevel-
opment activity and socio-economic characteristics. Furthermore, Charles [26] provided
a further understanding of the spatial pattern of teardowns in Chicago through a larger
and more socio-economically varied research area. In analysing the location and scope of
clusters, the socio-economic and demographic characteristics of the area determine the
location of redevelopment clusters. In a study on housing redevelopment in suburban
Chicago, Frantál et al. [37] found that redevelopment tends to begin in areas with high
property values. Moreover, as housing prices rise rapidly, redevelopment expands to
neighbouring areas with fewer properties, retracting again at decade’s end. Exploring the
spatio-temporal patterns of redevelopment activities can provide a better understanding
on urban change.

The role of state and district governments in land redevelopment has become increas-
ingly important in recent decades. Specifically, the local governments intervene in the
location selection of redevelopment projects by planning regulations, regional strategies,
and political power distribution. Frantál et al. [37] proposed that redevelopment is related
to local development potential, local occupiers’ demand for specific utilities, and planning
regulations through ANOVA models, such as distance from main roads, the rate of local
business activity, and the quality of local infrastructure. Based on the National Land Use
Database of the UK, Longo and Campbell [38] argued that locally tailored policies have a
greater impact on promoting brownfield redevelopment than regional or national strategies.
Tureckova et al. [39] presented that brownfield ownership, size, and the distance between
brownfield sites and cities of extended power are all relevant. The local governments play a
crucial role in the process of land redevelopment. From a spatial and temporal perspective,
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studies of land redevelopment not only included an analysis of site-specific attributes but
also addressed the contextual factors influencing at additional levels.

With a tremendous change from the planned economy to the market-led redevelop-
ment of urban villages in China, urban capital accumulation and developers have made
extraordinary contributions to redevelopment processes. Meanwhile, the Chinese gov-
ernment still plays an important role in stimulating and regulating the process [40]. With
the development of the market economy and the reform of the urban land system, a pros-
perous land market has been formed in China [41]. The presence of the land rent gap
has gradually become the main driving force of land redevelopment in the form of real
estate development [29,30]. On the one hand, land redevelopment in China has gradually
turned into a real estate development activity in which the market players independently
participate in the pursuit of spatial benefits [18,42,43]. Areas with a large land rent gap are
more likely to be redeveloped in a profit-oriented process of capital accumulation. On the
other hand, in the intertwined planned and market economies, the national and local states
also lead to the selection of redevelopment projects by regulating the approval system and
setting urban planning targets [40,44,45]. When the market-oriented real estate develop-
ment becomes the main form of land redevelopment, the role of governments gradually
changes from ‘absolute control’ to ‘guidance and regulation’. Local governments affect the
location selection of redevelopment projects through administrative tools, such as urban
spatial planning, thereby influencing the spatial distribution [43,46]. As a particular form of
land redevelopment in China, whether or not urban villages are chosen as redevelopment
candidates also greatly depends on the developers and the local governments.

To date, studies on determinants of the redevelopment of urban villages have largely
been qualitative, which are based on case studies with specific local contexts [47,48] and
stakeholder surveys [49,50]. In recent years, several scholars started to explore the pro-
cesses of urban land redevelopment based on quantitative methods [30,51]. For example,
the spatial distribution and influencing factors in 44 industrial urban villages located in the
Nanshan district of Shenzhen were analysed in a previous study [52]. Existing studies did
not address how the redevelopment of the urban village changes spatially and temporally
nor consider the proximity of redevelopments to one another in terms of spatial clustering.
Wu et al. [53] suggested that informal land governance in urban villages originates from ur-
ban centres and then expands to the periphery. Thus, urban village redevelopment is more
likely to be realised in a particular geographical location. However, few studies provided
quantitative examinations. Moreover, in several previous studies on urban redevelopment
in western countries, statistically significant spatial clustering has generally been observed,
revealing that the redevelopment activities are more likely to take place in areas where
renewal has already occurred [26,37,54]. Whether redevelopment of urban villages in
China has a similar spatio-temporal pattern has not been systematically investigated.

3. Data and Methods
3.1. Study Area

Shenzhen is one of the most concerning special economic zones in southern China
adjacent to Hong Kong (Figure 1). Belonging to the prime geographical location of the
Pearl River Delta and the Guangdong–Hong Kong–Macao Greater Bay Area, Shenzhen
has rapidly developed from a small fishing village to a first-tier city with strong social and
economic productivity since the reform and opening up as well as the establishment of
the Special Economic Zone. Particularly, Shenzhen comprises two different areas from
the beginning of the urban development period, namely, the central and suburban areas.
Luohu, Nanshan, Futian, and Yantian District are located in the central area. The other six
districts (Bao’an, Guangming, Longhua, Longgang, Pingshan, and Dapeng New District)
are concluded by the suburban area. However, the area of Shenzhen is only 1997.47 km2

(Shenzhen Statistical Yearbook 2020), and of which, the buildable land is only 1004 km2,
which is not conducive to maintaining such rapid growth. The city is meeting the challenge
of sustainable urban development and economic growth. Against such background, urban
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renewal has become an imperative approach to supply developable land for sustainable
development and economic growth since 2004.
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Shenzhen has rich experience in urban renewal practice and tends to explore new insti-
tutional arrangements, which is of great research significance. The Shenzhen government
made many attempts and explorations in urban renewal before 2010. The top–down institu-
tional arrangements governed a majority of redevelopment projects at that time. However,
the implementation efficiency of early urban renewal projects was undesirable because of
the limitations of various factors. The possible reasons can be considered from two aspects.
Firstly, several selected urban villages are not suitable for demolition and reconstruction in
a short time. Secondly, the stage of promoting implementation has various limitations, such
as cumbersome approval process [49], vague land rights [55,56], and unclear institutional
norms [3]. The redevelopment in Shenzhen has entered a new period mainly characterised
by the bottom-up and market-oriented pattern since 2010. To promote the process of urban
renewal more efficiently, the local government introduced new policies and regulations
in late 2009 and implemented them in early 2010. The urban renewal unit system has
regulated the land redevelopment process in Shenzhen including several regulated stages,
such as project planning, planning approval, and identification of implementation subjects
and implementation stages. The new system follows the principle of ‘market operation
and government guidance’ and readjusts the power relationship and responsibility assign-
ment amongst different participants in the redevelopment process. This urban renewal
framework grants market players more rights in the selection of renewal projects, making
the establishment of urban renewal projects a bottom-up market-oriented behaviour. The
urban redevelopment in Shenzhen has begun to move forward in the form of real estate
development. Against this context, Shenzhen can be regarded as a pioneer city in the
promulgation of land redevelopment legislation. The experience of land redevelopment
in Shenzhen has brought about a critical influence on redevelopment implementation in
other Chinese cities. Taking Shenzhen as a study area can present a wider understand-
ing of land redevelopment in China, as well as provide rich empirical evidence for the
theoretical study.

Developers play an important role in the redevelopment of urban villages, and lo-
cal state intervention has a significant impact. To pursue the tremendous space benefits
generated by large land rent gaps, the developers take on most of the hard works during
redevelopment processes, such as investigating preliminary willingness, paying compen-
sation, resettling the right holder, and obtaining the land transfer permits. The active
participation of market forces promoted the redevelopment process and decided where
the redevelopment candidate occurs to a great extent. Under the market-oriented context
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of urban renewal, the profitability of a redevelopment project concerned with the market
subject is the main determinant of whether the urban village is chosen to be reconstructed.
The construction volume ratio of the urban village redevelopment project is decided by
urban policy and planning attributes, such as density zones, surrounding transportation
facilities, land use type, and planning parameters. More specifically, the Planning Stan-
dards and Guidelines of Shenzhen divide the construction land into five density zones,
which has a direct impact on the plot ratio of redevelopment projects in different areas. The
13th Five-Year Plan of Shenzhen Municipality has made comprehensive plans for urban
construction and land use from 2016 to 2020, including planning rail routes, planning cen-
tres, and zoning of priority renewal areas. Based on the above attributes and regulations,
the planning construction volume ratio for each redevelopment project can be calculated.
Moreover, the difference in development plans and local conditions between the central
and suburban areas in Shenzhen is also supposed to be considered [57].

3.2. Data

The data used in this study include all urban village redevelopment demolition and
redevelopment projects approved in Shenzhen between 2010 and 2018. These data were
obtained from the websites of the Municipal Bureau of Planning and Natural Resources of
Shenzhen [58], and the City Renewal and Land Development Bureau of districts [59–68].
Under the institutional framework of the urban renewal unit system in Shenzhen, the
spatial patterns of urban village redevelopment were investigated based on the approved
urban renewal unit approvals of all urban village redevelopment projects.

For this study, the time period was initially identified according to the fact that it is a
period of increasing urban redevelopment activity. Since 2010, relatively comprehensive
information on redevelopment projects has become available to the public with the imple-
mentation of the urban renewal unit system. Since then, another redevelopment model
called comprehensive improvement was utilised in existing urban villages in 2018. This
model restricts a large-scale relocation but encourages the improvement of the existing
environment through the construction of auxiliary facilities, change in building functions,
and partial demolition. Moreover, this model is completely different from the existing
redevelopment pattern and differs significantly in the selection of sites for redevelopment
targets. Therefore, this study does not include projects accepted after 2018.

Parcel-level approval permit data of urban village redevelopment projects are used
in this research, whose information on the location and extent and area of demolition
were confirmed and publicised between 1 January 2010 and 31 December 2018. Other
auxiliary data, including the geographic boundary of Shenzhen and administrative districts,
were collected from Street Map, whereas the data of ecological control areas are from the
Shenzhen Planning and Natural Resources Bureau. In addition, we obtained the data of
subway lines and planning centres from the 13th Five-Year Plan of Shenzhen Municipality.
The data for planning density zoning maps were obtained from the Planning Standards and
Guidelines of Shenzhen. Through the geographic registration tool in ArcGIS and ArcScan
tool, we added and visualised the spatial attributes in the original data, which turn the
JPG or CAD data into a Shape form. Combining the multivariate information, the datasets
in a Shape file and an Excel file are provided for the following analyses. After the above
data processing, a total of 277 urban village redevelopment projects in 3402.4 ha areas were
approved from 2010 to 2018 in Shenzhen. The data of existing/planning subway lines,
planning urban centres, and density zones were turned into a Shape file, which can support
the visualised and overlay analysis in ArcGIS.

3.3. Methods

This study examined the location and scope of spatial clustering of urban village
redevelopment using the Exploratory Spatial Data Analytical (ESDA) technique, a king
of data-driven analysis approaches based on spatial data amongst different geo-localised
variables [69]. The ESDA has been applied in multiple studies in many fields, especially
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in the social sciences [70–72]. According to previous explorations, ESDA is a collection
of methods that describe and visualize spatial effects, including spatial dependence and
spatial heterogeneity [73]. This technique can help us better understand the spatial locations
and interrelationships with other spatial units when the observations present spatial
heterogeneity or are spatially autocorrelated. In conjunction with ArcGIS, ESDA can well
reveal the spatio-temporal pattern through visual maps. This technique can help explore
and visualise spatial distributions; identify atypical locations or spatial outliers, examine
spatial association, clusters, or hot spots; and present a spatial pattern or another type of
spatial heterogeneity [69,74,75].

Firstly, the visual exploratory data analysis technique was used to present the spatial
distribution based on distribution maps, statistics, and tables. The distribution pattern of
redevelopment sites in urban villages was analysed with two different levels, including a
community level and a grid level (grid of 0.5 km × 0.5 km).

Secondly, the spatial autocorrelation was examined through Moran’s I and Getis-Ord
G∗i , including the global and local spatial autocorrelations. The spatial autocorrelation
reflects the degree to which a geographical phenomenon in a regional unit is related
to the same phenomenon or attribute value in a neighbouring area. The global spatial
autocorrelation describes the degree of correlation amongst spatial objects within the study
area to indicate whether a significant spatial distribution pattern exists. The Global Moran’s
I was applied to assess the degree and sign of global spatial autocorrelation. The Moran’ I
index measures the clustering of data across the space based on the global mean of data
points [76]. This approach considers spatial weights and therefore gives more reliable
results from a spatial perspective. Amongst different spatial statistics approaches, the
Global Moran’s I was commonly used in previous studies [26,37,77].

Global Moran’s I is calculated as follows:

I =
n ∑n

i=1 ∑n
j=1 ωij(xi − x)

(
xj − x

)
∑n

i=1 ∑n
j=1 ωij ∑n

i=1(xi − x)2 =
∑n

i=1 ∑n
j 6=i ωij(xi − x)

(
xj − x

)
S2 ∑n

i=1 ∑n
j 6=i ωij

(1)

where ωij indicates the spatial weight between features i and j; xi and xj refer to the
attribute value of locations i and j, respectively; x means the average value; and n is the
number of features in the dataset.

The Global Moran’s I values can range from −1 to +1. When the spatial correlation is
positive, the spatial clusters of high/low values are clustered in the same area. When the
spatial correlation is negative, the sites with high values are close to those with low values
(and vice versa). If the result is 0, then no spatial autocorrelation exists.

Thirdly, the local indicators of spatial association (LISA) and the Getis-Ord G∗i index
were measured to explore local spatial autocorrelation. LISA statistics include Local
Moran’s I, Moran scatter plot, and cluster map [78]. The local Moran’s I is calculated to
examine whether the spatial clustering is significant in local areas. The Moran scatter plot
is provided to explore where the autocorrelation clustering occurs and to provide spatial
agglomeration maps.

Local Moran’s I is calculated as follows:

Ii =
(xi − x)

S2

n

∑
j=1

ωij
(
xj − x

)
. (2)

The results for the local indicators of spatial autocorrelation are provided in the
tables, showing High–High, Low–Low, Low–High, and High–Low clustering patterns. In
addition, a map indicates the significance levels of the identified spatial clusters (i.e., 0.05,
0.01 and 0.001). This map provides a reliable source to identify local clusters reflecting
positive or negative spatial autocorrelation and spatial outliers.

Getis-Ord G∗i measures the dissimilarities between juxtaposition data points based
on the differences between neighbouring data points, reflecting the relative size of the
value of different neighbourhoods. The local distribution of variables in cold and hot spots
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can be reflected. Hot spots occur in areas where statistics are more concentrated than
surrounding areas.

Getis-Ord G∗i is calculated as follows:

G∗i =
∑n

j=1 Wi,jXj − X ∑n
j=1 Wi,j

s

√ [
n ∑n

j=1 W2
i,j−

(
∑t

j=1 Wi,j

)2
]

(n−1)

. (3)

If the value of G∗i is more than 0, then this site gets high values. The higher the value,
the tighter the high-value clustering of the analysed attributes (i.e., the hot spot). If the
value of G∗i is less than 0, then this site gets low values. The smaller the index, the tighter
the low-value clustering of the analysed attributes (i.e., the cold spot).

In addition, as a kind of geometric analysis approach, overlay analysis is utilised to
find the correlation between the urban village redevelopment and government intervention
factors. Overlay analysis is a spatial method that reveals the inner connection of various
phenomena and their development patterns. More specifically, geographic element layers
of different attributes are superimposed to form a new data layer under the unified spatial
reference system. The result of overlay analysis reflects the relationship between the spatial
features and exclusive attributes of different geographical objects that are related to some
extent in spatial distribution. Identifying the characteristics of differences, connections,
and changes between multiple data and providing further analysis and evaluation of the
spatial relations amongst different geographical elements are helpful.

4. Empirical Results
4.1. Location and Extent of Urban Village Redevelopment

Firstly, we examine the location and extent of urban village redevelopment, demon-
strating that the redevelopment of urban villages is spatially uneven within Shenzhen
(Figure 2 and Table 1). Figure 2 shows that the redevelopment is mainly located in the
north-eastern and south-western areas of Shenzhen, with respect to the city periphery.
In sum, the concentrated areas include the central district and the suburban Longgang
district. In the central area, the redevelopment occurs in socio-economically diverse neigh-
bourhoods, including Nanshan, Futian, Luohu, and Yantian District. In the suburban area,
redevelopments are mainly distributed in the neighbourhoods of Longhua, Longgang, and
Ping Shan District. In relative terms, redevelopments are distributed less in Bao’an and
Guangming District and Dapeng New District. From the figure, the ecological control line
occupies a larger area and geographically blocks the links between these areas, contributing
to the uneven distribution. Moreover, with the special area and outline of Shenzhen, the
area to the west and the east of Shenzhen are the edges of the city, where suboptimal
redevelopment conditions exist.

Then, the distribution of urban village redevelopment is discussed based on the
specific data. Significant differences exist in the number and the area between the central
and suburban areas, including amongst distinct administrative districts. Table 1 shows
the quantity and area of redevelopment projects distribution in different administrative
districts. A total of 277 redevelopment plots are observed in Shenzhen, and of which, 74
are located in the central area and 203 in the suburbs. In the central area, Nanshan District
has the most redevelopment projects, followed by Luohu District, Yantian District, and
Futian District. The disparity in the number of redevelopment projects in the central area
is not significant. By contrast, the quantity distribution varies greatly amongst the six
administrative districts located in the suburbs. Longgang District has 87 projects, and
Guangming District only has four projects.
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Table 1. Quantity and area distribution of urban village redevelopment.

Morphogenetic
Zone

Administrative
District

Number of
Urban Village

Plots (n)

% of Total
Number

Land Area of
Urban Village

Plots
(ha)

% of Total Area

Central area

Nanshan 27 9.75 302.55 8.89
Futian 10 3.61 174.37 5.12
Luohu 18 6.50 217.58 6.39
Yantian 19 6.86 140.44 4.13

Sub-total 74 26.71 834.94 24.54

Suburban area

Guangming 4 1.44 18.48 0.54
Pingshan 22 7.94 278.11 8.17
Longgang 87 31.41 1489.77 43.79
Longhua 44 15.88 376.68 11.07
Bao’an 32 11.55 302.79 8.90

Dapeng new district 14 5.05 101.63 2.99

Sub-total 203 73.29 2567.46 75.46

Total 277 100 3402.40 100

With regard to the area of redevelopment projects, the total land area of urban village
redevelopment plots is 3402.4 ha, with 834.94 ha in the central area and 2567.46 ha in the
suburbs. Over 70% of redevelopment plots are located in the suburban area, whereas
approximately 20% are in the central area. Nanshan District has the largest area of rede-
velopment projects (302.55 ha) in the central area, whereas Longgang is in the first place
amongst suburban administrative districts (1489.77 ha). Within the central area, the op-
portunities for renewal are relatively balanced across the districts, whereas in the suburbs,
they vary considerably.

Furthermore, the average area of urban village redevelopment located in the suburbs
can be tentatively judged to be larger than that of projects in the central area. Figure 3a
illustrates the proportional distribution of urban village redevelopment in each adminis-
trative district, and Figure 3b presents the area of proportional distribution. These results
show similar distribution characteristics in general. Combining Table 1 and Figure 3, a
comparative analysis of the changes in the number and area share of the central and sub-
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urban areas was presented. The quantity ratio (26.71%) in the central area is lower than
the proportion of area (24.54%). By contrast, the opposite is true for the suburban area,
indicating that the average size of redevelopment projects in the suburban area is larger
than that in the central area. The highest concentration and the largest area of urban village
redevelopments are within the Longgang district in the suburban area. The redevelopment
located within the zone of Longgang district represents 31.41% of the total number and
approximately 44% of the total area. Comparing the variations by administrative districts,
the average area of urban village redevelopment projects located in Longgang, Futian, and
Pingshan districts is larger, whereas the average area of projects located in Longhua, Baoan,
Dapeng, and Yantian districts is smaller.
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Considering the impact of a dissimilar area of administrative districts, Table 2 presents
the results of the proportional calculations. In this sense, a significant difference is observed
in reconstruction probabilities of redevelopment between the central and suburban areas.
The differences in redevelopment probabilities may be embodied at a smaller geographic
level. To exclude the impact of the dissimilar size of different administrative districts, we
calculated the proportion of the area of redevelopment plots and the area of buildable
land in each administrative district (Table 2). Interestingly, the proportion in the central
area (18.91%) was observed to slightly exceed the suburbs (17.82%). In other words, when
the impact of dissimilar areas is excluded, the distribution of redevelopment in the two
morphogenetic zones shows few differences. This outcome illustrates that whether the
urban village is located in the central area may not be a key factor in the possibility of
redevelopment. This notion can be attributed to the fact that Shenzhen is committed to
promoting balanced development in both areas. The development potential of land in
Shenzhen suburbs has been highly valued in past decades.

4.2. Spatial Attributes of Urban Village Redevelopment

The spatial distribution of the proportion of urban village redevelopment project
area and the spatial autocorrelation analysis are provided in this section. We found that
a smaller analysis level provides more helpful results, and the redevelopment of urban
villages shows a significant spatial correlation.

Presenting spatial results at different levels of analysis based on data processing and
image visualisation helps to further obtain additional comprehensive information and
provide clearer conclusions. The percentages of urban village redevelopment projects
were then shown at the community and grid levels (Figure 4). Figure 4a shows that
redevelopment activities were more active in the central area than in other areas. The
result demonstrates that high-density urban village redevelopments occurred in the central
areas of Dachong, Xintang, Shahejie, and Xinxing Community. In the suburban area, high-
density redevelopments are concentrated in Jixiang, Xinlian, and Longgangxu Community.
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Several redevelopments occur in most communities, whereas several communities in
Bao’an District have not experienced urban village redevelopment at all.

Table 2. Proportion of urban village redevelopment in each administrative district.

Morphogenetic
Zone

Administrative
District

Total Land Area of
Administrative
District S1 (ha)

Land Area of
Buildable Plots

S2 (ha)

Land Area of
Urban Village Plots

S3 (ha)

S3/S2
(%)

Central area

Nanshan 18,753 10,415.48 302.55 2.90
Futian 7866 5241.24 174.37 3.33
Luohu 7875 3201.21 217.58 6.80
Yantian 7499 2389.00 140.44 5.88

Sub-total 41,993 21,246.92 834.94 18.91

Suburban area

Guangming 15,544 6673.26 18.48 0.28
Pingshan 16,631 7554.75 278.11 3.68
Longgang 38,822 19,705.24 1489.77 7.56
Longhua 17,558 10,853.01 376.68 3.47
Bao’an 39,661 23,635.04 302.79 1.28

Dapeng new district 29,538 6558.30 101.63 1.55

Sub-total 157,754 74,979.61 2567.46 17.82

Total 199,747 96,226.53 3402.40 36.73

Then, Figure 4b shows the percentage of approval redevelopment projects in each
grid with 0.5 km × 0.5 km units. Again, the density of urban redevelopment projects
in the central area remains high at the grid-scale, including Yuehai and Shahe Street.
Unusually, many high-density neighbourhoods exist in the suburbs, mainly in Longcheng,
Longgang, Yuanshan, Henggang, Baolong, and Pingshan streets. The diversity of spatial
distribution may be caused by the high proportion of redevelopment activities present
in only parts of a few neighbourhoods. Each community has a different area and thus
cannot reflect the same results at the grid-scale. The grid-scale data could identify more
specific communities where redevelopment occurred, which is more reflective of the spatial
distribution. Therefore, in further studies, we used a grid unit of 0.5 km × 0.5 km.

From another perspective, the result of the analysis illustrates the spatial autocorre-
lation of urban village redevelopment, which is a significant spatial clustering in global
analysis but shows multivariate clustering types in local sides. The global and local spatial
autocorrelation is used to examine the spatial dependence of 277 redevelopment projects
in Shenzhen. When we used Moran’s I to determine whether grids with high values are
geographically clustered, the result (Moran’s I: 0.28426; p < 0.001) showed that urban
village redevelopments in Shenzhen are significantly spatially clustered. This finding may
explain the uneven distribution to some extent.

Afterwards, statistically significant presentations based on the global spatial auto-
correlation were made by global Moran’s I and Getis-Ord G∗i . According to the results
of Getis-Ord G∗i , the urban core has scattered urban village redevelopments, whereas
the northeastern suburbs of the city have four hotspots (Figure 5). A clearer and more
intuitive map based on the results of Shenzhen’s 5214 grids shows that the distribution
of redevelopment activities is uneven and are mainly confined to the northeast, west, and
southwest of Shenzhen. We cannot find evident hotspots in the central areas, showing a
scattered distribution of redevelopment activities in four districts (Nanshan, Futian, Luohu
and Yantian districts). Figure 5 shows that the hotspots of redevelopment projects are
located in the Longhua and Pingshan districts. Both belong to the suburban area, in which
they have three and one hotspot, respectively. These four hotspots are located in Longgang,
Yuanshan, Henggang, and Pingshan streets, which are the northeast of the city.
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Figure 5. Getis-Ord G∗i analysis of urban village redevelopment.

Table 3 shows the types of local autocorrelation clusters for the selected data, and
Figure 6 provides the LISA clustering map for the spatial clustering of urban village rede-
velopment projects. The map and data show that the clustering type mainly consists of
High–High, Low–High and Low–Low. In other words, the areas with high/low redevelop-
ment rates are close to other parallel areas, but 284 Low–High clusterings with different
distribution characteristics also exist.

Table 3. Results of Local Moran’s I.

Name
Clustering Type

H-H L-H H-L L-L Not Significant

Urban village
redevelopment projects 347 284 4 544 4035
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The distribution of specific types of urban village redevelopments reflects the uneven
historical development of urban development within different areas. In addition to the
hotspots shown in Figure 5, Figure 6 reveals other areas with a high value and low–low
characteristics, such as Dongxiao, Dongmen and Qingshuihe Streets in Luohu District, Yan-
tian Street in Yantian District, and Xin’an and Xixiang Streets in Bao’an District. Although
these results were ignored in the previous studies, some urban village renovation activities
are proven to be underway in these clusters and their surrounding areas.

4.3. Dynamic Spatial Pattern of Urban Village Redevelopment

Urban village redevelopment occurs in geographic locations that encompass relatively
diverse areas, and the dynamic spatial patterns are still unclear. We provided incremental
changes in the spatial location and scope of urban village redevelopment projects accord-
ing to four periods, namely, 2010, 2010–2013, 2010–2015, and 2010–2018. To explore the
dynamic spatial pattern of the urban village redevelopment, the annual cumulative statisti-
cally significant spatial statistics and distributions were provided between 2010 and 2018
(Figures 7–9).

In general, the increase of redevelopment plots in suburban areas was significantly
more than that in central areas. From 2010 to 2018, the number of urban village redevelop-
ments increased in each period, whereas new redevelopment projects in each period were
not concentrated in specific neighbourhoods. Figure 10 illustrates that the expansion of
urban village redevelopment in 2010–2018 is evident. The trend of expansion at each stage
has been discussed separately in the following analyses.
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The results presented show that the urban village redevelopment initially identified in
2010 is widely concentrated in the central city and part of suburban areas. During the same
period, redevelopment plots in the central district were distributed in four administrative
districts, with relatively few projects in Luohu District. In the suburban area, most of the
redevelopment plots were located in the Longhua and Longgang District. The reason is
that many urban village projects in these districts could not be successfully redeveloped
before the implementation of the Shenzhen Renewal Measures in 2010. These projects were
carried over to 2010 and then incorporated into formal redevelopment projects of the urban
renewal unit system.

During 2010–2013, the new plots in the central area were mainly distributed in Luohu
District, whereas the new projects in the suburban area were mainly distributed in Long-
gang District. Notably, most of the new projects are located near existing redevelopment
projects of urban villages, whereas a few projects appeared in areas without redevelopment
activity. Examples of such projects include the Zhuyuan project at Guangming Street in
Guangming District, Hubei in Guiyuan Street and Caiwuwei projects at Dongmen Street
in Luohu District, and Shichangcun project at Kuichong Street in Dapeng New District.
The distribution of existing projects had a major influence on the location choices of new
projects during this period.

From the distribution map of 2010–2015, we found that the number of new redevel-
opment projects in the central area was lower than the suburbs and that almost all were
located in the Nanshan District. Longgang District in the suburbs still has numerous new
redevelopment projects. At this stage, the project increments and areas of PingShan and
Dapeng New District had increased markedly, and most of them are concentrated in the
same area. Bao’an and Longhua districts also see scattered redevelopment sites, mostly on
different streets throughout the district.

Compared with the previous phase, the number of urban villages in the central district
has increased significantly from 2010 to 2018, mainly concentrated in Luohu and Yantian
districts. In this stage, except for Longgang District, the number of urban villages in
Longhua District grew more significantly, followed by Bao’an and Dapeng New District.
Only four projects were approved in Guangming District from 2010 to 2018. The reason may
be that Guangming District is located on the edge of Shenzhen, where the development
started later than other districts, and still has enough formal land for development.
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Furthermore, the distribution of new projects in each period shows that most projects
are located in redeveloped areas, and in areas where the redevelopment was in place,
reflecting the aggregation characteristic. However, some projects were also observed in
unexpected areas because they had never experienced redevelopment. In addition to
agglomeration effects, other factors also influence the location selection of urban village
redevelopment. Other key factors driving this process need to be further explored.

Although the scale of redevelopment has been increasing for the past 8 years, the over-
all clustering of urban village redevelopment has been increasing in each period. Figure 11
presents that the Moran’s I index increased from 0.184 in 2010 to 0.218 in 2018, indicating
the positive spatial autocorrelation of urban village transformation in 2010–2018. This
result indicates that the agglomeration of urban village redevelopment during 2010–2018
is becoming increasingly evident to a certain extent. In other words, with the increase of
redevelopment projects, urban village redevelopment is more likely to occur near the area
where redevelopment activities have already occurred, as in Group 1 in Figure 12. Addi-
tional projects have occurred around the original projects during 2010–2013, 2013–2015,
and 2015–2018 in Longgang Street in Longgang District. Most of the additional redevelop-
ment parcels show such clustering throughout the city limits. However, exceptions also
exist. As shown in cluster 2 of Figure 12, Guanyun, Zhongxing, and Dingshanhe projects
appeared in Pingdi Street in 2013–2018. Moreover, these additional projects did not occur
in the vicinity of existing redevelopment projects. Similarly, some similar situations exist in
other districts.
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4.4. Explaining the Spatial Clustering of Urban Village Redevelopment

The findings of overlay research suggest that the current and the planning subway
line, the planning urban centre, and the planning density zoning map affect the spatial
distribution of urban village redevelopment (Figures 10–12). The redevelopment of urban
villages is distributed almost along the metro lines, and the clustering characteristics are
more evident around the planned metro line or metro stations under construction. Figure 10
presents the distribution of the geometric centre point of urban village redevelopment
along with the current and the planning metro lines. We can see that most redevelopment
plots are along the current/planning metro lines and stations. This finding shows that
the metro stations may be one of the crucial factors affecting the location choice of urban
village redevelopment projects. Notably, the agglomeration effect of redevelopment plots
is more evident compared with the status quo. Furthermore, this characteristic is more
pronounced in suburban areas, such as Longgang, Longhua, and Bao’an District.

These results have two possible explanations. On the one hand, the metro line has
become the vital economic line of urban development, effectively raising the land value of
areas along the lines by integrating economic factors at different levels. On the other hand,
although the planning metro lines have not yet greatly increased the existing land value,
the potential land values of urban villages adjacent to the planning subway stations have
been significantly enhanced. Spatial interest drives the redevelopment activities of the
land around the metro stations. The planning of metro lines effectively affects the spatial
layout of most urban village redevelopments. Thus, we can assume that urban villages
located near planned subway stations may be more likely to be selected for demolition and
reconstruction. However, some redevelopment projects far away from the subway station
also exist, such as the two clusters in Pingshan District and Dapeng New District, which
may be caused by other factors.

Next, we found that the location distribution of most of the urban village redevelop-
ment projects is highly consistent with the planning centres, but there are also existing
several exceptions (Figure 11). Generally, the concentration of redevelopment projects
is particularly evident in several planning centres, including the main centres (Qianhai
and Futian-Luohu centres), sub-centres (Longgang and Pingshan centres), and agglom-
eration centres (Guanlan, Pinghu, Guicheng and Songgang centres). The reason may be
that the construction of urban centres requires more land, which needs to be achieved
through urban village redevelopment. More importantly, higher quality and more abun-
dant resources are clustered around the urban planning centre, increasing the potential
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return from redevelopment activities in these areas. According to the distribution result
in Pingshan and Dapeng New District, redevelopment projects are almost concentrated
near the planning centre, wherein these areas are not covered by subway lines temporarily.
However, a large number of redevelopment plots are also not distributed near the planning
urban centre, forming other clusters in Henggang street, Yuanshan street, and others. This
result indicates that the influence of the planning urban centre on the distribution of urban
village redevelopment is relatively limited, and the influencing mechanism needs to be
further studied.

Figure 12 depicts the result of the correlation between urban village redevelopment
and density zones. Overall, the majority of redevelopment projects are located in Density
Zones I–III, which is evident in each administrative district. Notably, the redevelopment
plots located in the central area are more concentrated in Density Zones I and II, whereas
approximately half of the projects located in the suburban area are distributed in Density
Zone III. Only a few redevelopment plots are located in Kuichong Street in Dapeng new
district and Meisha Street in the Yantian district. According to the Shenzhen Urban
Renewal Regulations, the reasons can be reasonably inferred as follows: being located in
high-density areas is conducive to increase the volume ratio of redevelopment projects
after redevelopment processes, making these projects more profitable for developers.
Accordingly, we can reasonably assume that areas with high density are more prone to
urban village redevelopment activities. The result provides important insights into the
influence of density zones on urban village redevelopment.

5. Discussions

Although the redevelopment activity begins in the central area [53], experiments
found evidence that redevelopment projects are also occurring in the suburban area simul-
taneously. Overall, the increment of the number and area of urban village redevelopment
projects is significantly more and larger in the central and north-eastern areas than that in
the fringe of Shenzhen. We found that redevelopment clusters are mostly located in the
urban core and the suburban area of Longgang, Pingshan, and Longhua District, for two
reasons. In terms of the city context of Shenzhen, with the growing focus of urban master
plans on balanced development within central and suburban areas, the line between the
central and suburban areas is becoming increasingly blurred. The development between
the central and suburban areas is becoming more balanced. With regard to the research
methodology, previous studies mainly utilised case studies and qualitative analysis. The
viewpoint that redevelopments begin in central areas is consistent with the development
pattern in some areas but not within the entire city area.

With the results presented in terms of the spatio-temporal and overlay analysis, we
found a significant difference between the central area and the suburbs. This finding is
similar to those of [30,79]. Therefore, we can conclude that land redevelopment of urban
villages has greatly changed the spatial structure of urban function development, which
will mainly be located in the central and north-eastern areas of Shenzhen in the future. We
found that redevelopment activities continued apace and even accelerated in some specific
neighbourhoods, such as the central area and Longgang, Longhua, and Bao’an Districts.
The spatial aggregation of urban village redevelopment is more obvious in the suburban
area than in the central area. The large-scale urban village redevelopment in the suburbs
can contribute a large amount of new buildable land, realise the overall planning of the
area, and provide additional public facilities to protect public interests, such as affordable
housing, public hospitals, and public schools. This development makes a great contribution
to the optimisation of the urban functional structure and balances the development of the
central area and the suburbs.

The finding of the correlation and overlay analysis indicates that previous projects
and planning regulations contribute to the location selection of a new urban village redevel-
opment unit, leading to a contagion effect. The outcome of spatial autocorrelation analysis
shows that the distribution of urban villages is significantly and spatially dependent and
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spatially clustered within Shenzhen. The finding shows that urban village redevelopment
has the same spatial characteristics as other land redevelopment patterns, such as housing
redevelopments in suburban Chicago [26] and brownfields redevelopment in the Czech
Republic [37,39]. Urban village redevelopment within an area increases the possibility that
neighbourhoods will also undertake redevelopment in another village. Such an aggrega-
tion effect can be explained from the following aspects. Firstly, these areas, in which urban
village redevelopment was active in the early years, tend to have undertaken a relatively
rapid development. Such areas occupy an excellent location and have an important influ-
ence on urban development, such as the central area, including Nanshan, Futian, Luohu,
and Yantian District. Secondly, the development of suburban built-up areas has received
much attention, and thus a large number of redevelopments have occurred in areas such
as Longhua and Longgang District. Thirdly, realising the redevelopment projects located
on the same site is easier for developers since developers are already familiar with the
conditions in the area that better drive nearby projects.

However, some redevelopments also occurred in areas that have never undergone re-
development, failing to follow the agglomeration pattern. Several redevelopment projects
occurred in new neighbourhoods without any other urban village redevelopment projects.
Moreover, the results of local autocorrelation analysis of urban village redevelopments
show to be quite different from the brownfield redevelopment in Shenzhen [45], suggest-
ing that the spatial distribution of urban village redevelopment is affected by different
determinants. Aside from the location and the state intervention, it is important to consider
other factors from economic, society, and urban development. For example, fetility [80],
migration [3], and natural urban growth [81] are proved to affect urbanization as well.
More specifically, the annexation of neighbouring villages by cities seems to reduce the
redevelopment possibility of those urban villages in the periphery of the city [82]. The
diverse surrounding housing prices and population of an urban village also affect the
selection of redevelopment sites. It has been found that land property rights and land use
status are crucial factors in the urban village redevelopment process [2,6,30]. Therefore, the
land redevelopment pattern of Shenzhen needs to be further explored.

Theoretical and empirical studies substantiate the intervention of the local states as
an important determinant for urban village redevelopment [30,46]. From an international
perspective, this finding was also reported by Tureckova’s research on brownfield rede-
velopments in England [38] and Longo’s study in the Czech Republic [39]. On the other
hand, this study differs from previous ones because it makes it possible to understand
the policy consequences through spatial methods [83,84]. Based on the spatial results of
the overlay analysis, this study presents more specific and interesting conclusions. For
instance, urban spatial planning can directly and indirectly distinguish the spatial bene-
fits generated by the redevelopment of urban villages in different areas to guide market
forces to make appropriate location selections. The neighbourhoods in which urban village
redevelopment projects occur are somewhat conditionally diverse, including the central
and suburban areas. However, they are mostly not diverse in terms of traffic facilities and
planning conditions. For example, the urban village redevelopment plot tends to occur in
neighbourhoods around the subway line and station with a high population density and
economic activity. The planning subway station increases the possibility for surrounding
urban villages to undergo redevelopment processes. This finding can be a general and
informative reference for other cities in urban planning. Similarly, redevelopment always
occurs in the neighbourhoods near the planning centres, and these neighbourhoods are
mostly located in high-density zones (Density Zones I–III). This finding suggests that the
density zoning map, as a localized policy, has brought profound impacts on the spatial
distribution of urban village redevelopment in Shenzhen. These neighbourhoods are
usually the areas with a high population density or large population mobility, gathering
better urban supporting facilities and resources. Urban villages in these areas have a strong
driving force for redevelopment in demand for an improved living environment and the
pursuit of high spatial interests.
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In summary, when the location conditions increase the potential value of the land
and enlarge the construction area of these projects, thereby making the urban village
redevelopment activities profitable for market players, redevelopment occurs. According
to our study, the making of urban renewal policies should consider the spatial perspective
to better guide redevelopment activities. It is worth noting that the results merely reflect
the state intervention outcomes and market responses in an initiating stage. Whether the
policy implications in accordance with the urban village redevelopment make a difference
in the other stage of redevelopments should be further studied.

6. Conclusions

Urban village redevelopment is a hot topic of rich research interest in a large range
of fields. However, when and where redevelopment occurs is unclear, including the re-
lationship with the local state intervention. This study provides a visual analysis of the
spatial distribution and spatio-temporal development of the urban village redevelopment.
In addition, an overlay analysis is provided to examine the relationship between urban
village redevelopment and the state intervention, including the planning subway line, the
planning urban centre, and the planning density zoning map. Based on data of urban
village redevelopment projects in Shenzhen from 2010 to 2018, we explored the spatial
distribution, spatial attributes, dynamic spatial development, and the state intervention
impacts of urban village redevelopment. The findings reveal that the urban village redevel-
opment is spatially uneven. The spatial distribution of urban village redevelopments in
Shenzhen can be regarded as a global clustering integrated with the local dispersed spatial
pattern. Over the past 9 years, the urban village redevelopment became more spatially
clustered, whereas some projects became more geographically diverse. We found that
urban village redevelopments are likely to occur in the area near the previous projects,
existing or planning subway stations, planning urban centres, and high-level density zones.
On the one hand, the results of empirical analysis in this study provide an important
complement to the research on the influence mechanism of urban village redevelopment.
Although the rent gap theory provides a reliable perspective for explaining the determi-
nants of land redevelopment, some supplement is necessary with regard to the discussion
of the urban village redevelopment. We should consider that the local government plays
a crucial role in urban village redevelopment in China. On the other hand, this research
of spatio-temporal patterns enriches the existing studies on land redevelopment through
dynamic analysis and overlay examination. The study quantifies the spatial impact of
government intervention and provides a new empirical basis for its influence mechanism.

This study has three main contributions to the existing literature on urban redevelop-
ment. Firstly, this research is the first attempt to conduct a citywide empirical analysis on
the redevelopment of urban villages in China. It examines the processes and mechanisms
of the redevelopment of urban villages from the perspective of space and time, as well as
presents the spatial outcomes of local state intervention. Secondly, this study enriches the
application of the rent gap theory through a systematic empirical analysis of the urban
village redevelopment in China. Thirdly, this study provides a valuable reference for con-
necting state intervention with the spatio-temporal pattern of urban redevelopment. The
research methods used in this study can be extended to some other land redevelopment
studies. From the perspective of practice, policymakers can benefit from understanding the
spatio-temporal pattern of the redevelopments and develop effective facilitating strategies
and policies for the urban village redevelopments of Shenzhen. Based on the outcomes of
the spatial distribution of the redevelopment projects, policymakers and developers can
determine the possibility of redevelopment in different areas with multiple geographic
conditions. Therefore, special attention and priority can be given to suitable projects. This
paper also provided reference to other cities to learn from Shenzhen in the promulgation of
urban renewal legislation.

However, some problems in understanding the spatial distribution of urban village
redevelopments still exist. For example, some redevelopments are located in specific areas
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or excluded in existing spatial clustering, which have also brought significant impacts on
the spatial distribution of urban village redevelopments. However, no clear understanding
or explanation of the particular distribution of these redevelopment plots is available.
What specific determinants and how they affect the spatial process of urban village rede-
velopments should be considered in the future. The limitation of this research is that it
only investigates the spatio-temporal pattern of urban village redevelopment and makes a
limited contribution to the exploration of influencing factors. However, this study does
raise questions of how government intervention factors affect the location distribution of
urban village redevelopment. We found that prioritising urban villages for redevelopment
in real estate can contribute to more suitable urban governance and land management. The
developers of real estate and local governments are challenged to allocate their limited
resources to the redevelopment of the most critical or promising urban plots, considering
time and cost-efficiency. Urban village management needs further studies to formulate
long-term and comprehensive redevelopment schemes whilst considering pluralistic re-
development pattern and organic integration into urban functional space. Additional
research could provide more comprehensive and systematic research on exploring how
various parameters affect the location-choosing behaviour of market actors, in addition to
identifying the influencing factors affecting the urban village redevelopment process.
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