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Study on How the Urban Agglomeration Affects Urban Export Trade
Wang Shi—-ping Zhao Chun-yan

International Business Faculty, Beijing Normal University, Zhuhai, Zhuhai 519087, China
Abstract: Based on the dynamic panel data, we focus on how the urban agglomeration affect urban export trade, with the ap—
proach of GMM. The study finds that: (1) The improvements of both productivity and economic resilience could accelerate the develop—
ment of urban trade, while a higher productivity exerts more influence; (2)Export earnings and amounts in big cities would obviously
rise after the improvements of both productivity and economic resilience, which is least obvious in small cities;(3) The same improve—
ments greatly increase the number of export destinations in medium—-sized cities, while least increase small cities;(4) Considering re—
gional factors, central cities can benefit the most, while the least in western cities.
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