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Measurement and Growth Effect of Urban Functional Specialization:

The Yangtze River Delta City Group as an Example

WANG Meng GAO Bo FAN Xuerui
( School of Economics Nanjing University Nanjing 210093  China)

Abstract: In the evolution process of city groups in China there is a growing phenomenon of functional specialization in

cities within one city group and it is necessary to explore the measurement and growth effects of functional specialization.

This paper develops D-P functional specialization index based on Duranton and Puga ( 2005) and defines relative functional

specialization index. The study on data of Yangtze River Delta city group during 2003—2011 shows that: there exists a gradu—

ally

strengthening “service and production” function division between center cities and peripheral cities in Yangtze River Del—

ta and after controlling capital stock per capita human capital government behavior foreign direct investment and other

factors urban functional specialization promotes development of economic growth significantly. According to this paper a city

should define its function and develop the advantages.

Key words: functional specialization; the yangtze river delta city group; producer services; economic growth; division

of labor



