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Comparative Study on Construction
of Innovative City in the Yangtze River Delta

Zhu Pingfang & Li Shiqi

Abstract. Based on the evaluation index system of Chinese innovative city established and em—
ployed by the authors for years this article conducts a comparative study on the core advantages and
highlighted problems in construction of the innovative city in the Yangtze River Delta. The innovative
synergy development and Agglomeration Effect of Cities in the Yangtze River Delta is significant en—
terprises become the main force in the construction of innovative city abundant human capital and
rich resources of skilled talents powerfully support the development of high-tech industry. But the
absence of the role of government and the low efficiency of the extensive construction restrain the sus—
tainable development of the innovative city in the Yangtze River Delta. In the future clarifying the
role and position of government attaching great importance to enhance the level of efficiency is ur—
gent in the Yangtze River Delta.

Key words: innovative city; Yangtze River Delta; index system; synergetic development; ag—

glomeration effect; government absence
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