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[Abstract JThis paper proposed the analysis frame of "fact system—industry system—industry value" ( FIV) to explain the dynamic
decision mechanism of urban competitiveness; made the measure model and constitute model of urban competitiveness; measuring the
500 global urban competitiveness index with quantitative methods make the empirical analysis of the urban competitiveness factors with
the stepwise regression methods; divided the 497 cities into 7 distinct categories with the dynamic clustering analysis and analyzed the
competitiveness factor of 7 categories cities with stepwise regression.
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