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Study on Exploration and Exploitation Sequence of Regional Oil Sands Resources in China:Based on ESDA
HU Jian,ZHOU Yan-chun
(School of Management Engineering, Xian University of Finance and Economics, Xi an 710061. China)

Abstract: This paper intends to discuss spatial disparities of regional oil sands resources abundance and
investment environment in China by taking the oil sands enrichment area as a research object, based on the
use of SPSS and GeoDA. We found that; there are great differences among the oil sands enrichment areas
in resources abundance and investment environment, the higher resources abundance areas mainly locate in
the western provinces, however, the superior investment environment areas mainly focus on the eastern
provinces; the global autocorrelation and spatial aggregate characteristics of resources abundance are obvi-
ous; based on the spatial characteristics of oil sands resources abundance and regional investment environ-
ment, we can plan out the exploration and exploitation sequence of regional oil sands resources in China.
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