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2006—2013 y o« >
1
Variable Obs Mean Std. Dev. Min Max
2267 12. 0971 0. 513541 10. 65098 14. 42733
2267 13. 30182 0. 666433 10. 35829 15. 99649
2287 0. 523199 0. 218595 0. 154273 1. 304507
2287 3. 657917 2. 17256 0. 090962 10. 46116
2289 0. 249454 0. 432792 0 1
2289 0. 499782 0. 500109 0 1
2289 0. 250765 0. 433548 0 1
* 2287 0. 248466 0. 292372 0 1. 304507
* 2287 0. 111653 0. 214658 0 1. 028779
* 2287 1. 688173 2. 192095 0 9. 26118
* 2287 0. 778849 1. 762042 0 10. 46116
N N
2005—2012 o
o 2005—2012

1 (DN ()
1. o 2012
7 70
o 2005—2012 0. 502
0. 542,
o 3. 543 3. 904
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2 2005—2012
( Obs) ( Mean) (Std. Dev.) ( Min) ( Max)
2005 286 0. 502 0. 214 0. 163 1. 282
2006 286 0. 507 0. 216 0. 154 1. 305
2007 286 0. 509 0. 218 0. 183 1. 282
2008 286 0. 521 0. 223 0. 18 1. 302
2009 286 0. 533 0. 224 0. 169 1. 278
2010 286 0. 536 0. 219 0. 186 1. 281
2011 285 0. 535 0. 220 0. 184 1. 3
2012 286 0. 542 DO. 214 0. 182 1. 3
3 2005—2012
( Obs) ( Mean) (Std. Dev.) ( Min) ( Max)
2005 286 3. 543 2. 119 0. 096 8. 515
2006 286 3. 517 2. 122 0. 102 8. 689
2007 286 3. 520 2. 142 0. 091 9. 072
2008 286 3. 604 2. 143 0. 110 9. 589
2009 286 3. 677 2. 157 0. 104 9. 721
2010 286 3. 726 2. 213 0. 101 9. 803
2011 285 3. 711 2. 201 0. 110 10. 223
2012 286 3. 904 2. 275 0. 146 10. 461
2. ~ ° ~ ~ 2005_2012
0. 455 0. 550 0. 573
« ”»
2005—2012 . 4. 977 3. 510
0. 352 0
3- ~N -]
20 50% .
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4. o LISA ( Local indicator of spa—
tial association) 2012 o
« » .
OLS. N
o Wald OLS BP
OLS Hausman
4 -]
~
4
OLS IV-FE
0.556*** 0.184*** 0.222%** 0.252**
(0.0103) 0.0184 (0.00884) 0.121
-0.341** 0.461** 0.467*** 44.57**
(0. 1649 0.217 (0.149 18.28
2 -0.0263 -0.0194 -0.179 -32.42**
(0.121) 0.166 (0.111) 13.49
-0.143*** -0.0410* -0.0697* ** -2.372**
(0.0147) 0.0218 (0.0128) 1.176
2 0.00997 * * * 0.00228 0.00426* ** 0.144*
(0.00150 0.00196 (0.00124) 0.0861
* -0.128** -0.478*** -0.426*** -6.647* %
(0.0519 0.0899 (0.0436 2.778
* 0.225*** -0.939*** -0.772*** -7.774**
(0.0627) 0.104 (0.0563) 3,071
* 0.0150** 0.0281*** 0.0261*** 0.740**
(0.00688) 0. 00966 (0.00556 0.326
* 0.00282 0.0416*** 0.0374*** 0.835**
(0.00951) 0.0116 (0.00761) 0.364
0.0134 0 0.146**
(0.0380) 0 (0.0612)
2006 0.0952*** 0.0897***
0.0107 (0.0102)
2007 0.199*** 0.190* ** -0.287***
0.0105 (0.0103 0.111
2008 0.298*** 0.288*** -0.154
0.0111 (0.0105) 0.108
2009 0.344*** 0.323*** -0.156**
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2010 4 0.434" " 0.409" " * -0.127"
[0.0169] (0.0123) [0.0735]
2011 4 0.477* " 0.447" *° -0.0562
[0.0179] (0.0127) [0.0799]
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7 3 3t (X 0 -0.407" " "
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rh i b X 0 -0.374" "
[o] (0.0414)
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k%% p<0.01 ** p<0.05 * p<0.1 () t
0
({UH o
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Sources of Agglomeration Economy: Specialization or diversification
Sun Xiangdong' Zhang Liangliang® Zhao Zheng’

Abstract: Non - agricultural industries agglomerated in urban areas. Using the panel data of Chinese cities the article
showed the spatial and temporal evolution of urban specialization and diversification features in China. Based on agglom—
eration economics the paper analyzed the relationship between city industrial structure and non - agricultural industry
growth. Different from Marshall and Jacobs” views this paper confirmed the U — shape curve between the diversified in—
dustrial structure and non - agricultural output per capita of a city the inverted U — shaped curve between non — agricul—
tural output per capita and specialization. Whether the specialization and diversification of the industry had a positive im—
pact on the economic growth depended on the scale of the city. In general with the city scale increasing highly spe—
cialized industrial structure is bad for economic growth of a city while diversified industrial structure is more beneficial
to the city’s economic growth.

Key words: Specialization; Diversification; Agglomeration Economy; City Scale
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