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Spatial Inequality of Innovation in Chinese Metropolitan Areas

Ma Ru',Wang Hongwei

(1. Institute of Quantitative & Technical Economics,Graduate School of Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, Beijing 102488, China;

2. National Academy of Innovation Strategy, Beijing 100863, China)

Abstract: Through calculating the weighted relative Theil index, this paper comparably analyzes the development of spatial inequality of innova-

tion in Jing-Jin-Ji, Yangtze River Delta and Pearl River Delta by using the city-level data from 2007 to 2014. The results show as follows:innova-

tion tends to distribute unequally across cities within Chinese metropolitan areas, with a more pronounced unequal distribution for R&.D person-

nel and patent application activities; specifically, the innovation seems more strongly spatially concentrated in Jing-Jin-Ji than Yangtze River Del-

ta and Pearl River Delta,and its regional inequality of innovation output became more deteriorated over the research period;instead,a more equal

distribution of R&.D expense and innovation output in Yangtze River Delta and Pearl River Delta can be observed; however, the spatial inequality

of R&.D personnel caused by the” siphon effect’ of core city,is still the difficulty for all three metropolitan areas.
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