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Urban Economic Interaction and Industrial Structure of
Urban Agglomeration:
An Empirical Study Based on the Data of Pearl River
Delta Urban Agglomeration

Zhao Xiang

Abstract: Based on the dynamic spatial shift — share model the empirical research on the Pearl River
Delta city group get the following conclusions. From2001 to 2013 the economic interaction within the
Pearl River Delta city group has been significantly enhanced but the spatial pattern of urban economic
interaction has not changed significantly. Most cities of Pearl River Delta city group has formed a
positive industrial structural effect every city except Guangzhou and Shenzhen has greater advantage in
the development of the second industry making up for the structural weaknesses in the first and third
industry but the growth lagging of service industry has also restricted economic growth. However
most of cities in the Pearl River Delta haven't formed the net spatial competition effect and spatial
location effect these cities can’t make full use of the positive impact of other cities” development
which means the level of regional specialization needs to be improved and the spatial structure of
economic development needs to be further optimized within Pearl River Delta city group. The policy
implication of the above findings is to promote regional industrial division and industrial spatial
structure adjustment in the Pearl River Delta city group resulting in the construction of coordinated
industrial development pattern of different cities interactive.

Keywords: Economic Interaction; Industrial Structure;, Spatial Shift — share Model; Urban

Agglomeration.
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