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Research on Evaluating the Industrial Structure and Divison of the
Urban Agglomeration: A Case Study of Middle and
Southern Liaoning Urban Agglomeration

CHENG Yu CHEN Yanbin REN Jianlan LAI Fengbo

[Abstract IThe interior industrial structure of urban agglomeration directly influced the development and international competitiveness
of urban agglomeration so it is very important significance to optimize its interior industrial structure in practice. This paper analyzed
the industrial structure state of Middle and southern Liaoning urban agglomeration by the grey correlative analysis method as the base of
location quotient and came to the conclusion: (D In macroscopic levels the similar degree of the industrial structure is high and the
regional of divison industrial structure is amphibolous; @ In midscopicand levels though the convergence of industrial structure is
significant the regional of divison industrial structure began to emerge; 3) The similar degree of the industrial structure is different in
Middle and southern Liaoning urban agglomeration. By the study it can make reference anout adjusting industrial structure of Middle
and southern Liaoning urban agglomeration in practice.

[Keywords 1The Grey Correlative Analysis Method as the Base of Location Quotient; Industrial Structure and Division; Middle and

Southern Liaoning Urban Agglomeration

19 2012 6 Urban Studies Vol. 19 No. 6 2012 5



