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Transportation Infrastructure Economic Connection and Aggregation of Yangtze River Delta
—A Analysis Based on Spatial Perspective
Hao Fengxia Zhang Shijia
Abstract: The level of economic connection and agglomeration in urban agglomerations reflects the goal of their e—
conomic development to some extent and the transportation infrastructure plays a significant role in regional integration
and have huge impacts on the economic connection and agglomeration. Referring to the data of 23 major cities in the
Yangtze River Delta from 2008 to 2017

have been constantly strengthening. At the same time both of them show obvious regional distribution characteristics.

this paper finds that the economic connection and agglomeration between cities
Further taking the influence of transportation infrastructure into consideration this paper examines the influence of
transportation infrastructure on economic aggregation by constructing a Spatial Durbin Model. It is found that the trans—
portation infrastructure represented by road network density has a negative impact on the economic agglomeration of the
cities themselves but its spatial spillover effect has a positive impact on the surrounding cities. Therefore in the future
integrated development of Yangtze River Delta it is necessary to further strengthen the urban economic ties and improve
t the urban agglomeration structure. At the same time to improve the quality of transport infrastructure the government
should give active guidance to strengthen trans — regional cooperation and exchanges.

Keywords: Yangtze River Delta; Economic ties and agglomeration; Transportation infrastructure; The gravity
model; Spatial econometric model
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