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The Evolution of City Size Distribution and Economic Growth
Xiaoping Xie Xianbin Wang

Abstract: This paper explores the question that how to build a rational urban system in the urbanization
process. This paper firstly reviewed the evolution of urban system of China in the past ten years then
identifies the mechanism how the evolution of city size distribution impact economic growth Using dynamic
panel data at the provincial level. China’ s urban system has not reached the optimal distribution but is
gradually closing to it. There are too many small cities and too few big cities and the relative size of a small
number of large cities is too large. The emergence of new large cities and the co — development of large
cities can significantly promote regional economic growth.
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