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RZI RDI
2011 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010
1,92 11,99 [1.821.87 | 1.80 [ 1.79 | 1.73 [ 1.51 [4.19 | 4.13 [ 4.71 [4.53 | 3.93 [3.80 | 4.37 [ 4.30
2.011.95]1.96[1.90 | 1.81 [1.59 [ 1.51 | 1.73 [ 5.84 [5.94 |5.03 [5.40 | 6.40 | 5.99 | 6.46 | 6. 12
3.48 [3.75 | 4.43 [4.15 | 4.49 |4.64 |5.74 | 7.56 [ 2.29 | 2.44 | 2.54 [ 2.40 | 2.64 | 2.60 | 2.38 | 2. 59
1.84 | 1.88 [1.70 [ 1.74 | 1.80 [ 1.95 [ 2.09 [ 1.82 | 4.58 | 4.45 | 4.02 [ 4.31 | 4.05 [3.56 | 3.45 | 3.42
1.82 | 1.78 [ 1.74 [ 1.63 | 1.58 | 1.66 | 2.55 [ 1.62 [ 3.84 [ 3.83 | 3.87[3.90 |3.74 [ 3.60 | 3.08 | 3.23
6.88 [8.79 | 7.35 | 7.13 | 9.30 [11.58|12.82(10.53|2.46 | 2.48 | 2.35 | 2.35 | 2.26 | 2.19 | 2.34 | 2.35
1.51 [ 1.47 [1.50 | 1.49 | 1.50 | 1.49 [ 1.50 [ 1.49 | 2.14 {2.28 [2.08 [2.17 |2.10 | 2.12 | 2.09 | 2.20
2.84(2.79 |3.01 [2.99 |2.86 [3.03 [3.58 [3.65 | 1.81 | 1.76 | 1.64 | 1.53 | 1.71 | 1.53 | 1.40 | 1.39
1,37 [1.28 | 1.35 | 1.43 | 1.37 | 1.31 | 1.47 |2.11 |3.14 | 3.00 | 3. 18 | 3.21 | 2.86 | 2.96 | 2.88 | 3. 04
4 . . .
Log. (K) 1.30 0.83 0.22 0.31 0.93 0.97 0.97 0.95
o8 0.64) | (1.09) | (0.19) | (0.40) | (0.55) | (0.32) | (0.25) | (0.15)
Log (L) ~0.44 0.42 0.95 0.75 0.17 0. 64 ~0.34 0
[0}
8 0.96) | (1.23) | (0.20) | (0.55) | (1.52) | (0.55) | (0.50) | (0.38)
Log (Rzry | 17 0.21 -0.18 0.57 0.05 0.02 0.01 -0.32
o8 (2.79) | (2.85) | (0.14) | (0.40) | (0.25) | (0.34) | (0.01) | (0.20)
0.37 ~0.01 0.15 0.02 0.29 0.70 0.12 ~0.10
Log (RDI)
(1.44) | (1.04) | (0.09) | (0.80) | (1.24) | (0.82) | (0.30) | (0.45)
c 1.53 ~0.21 1.36 .83 ~0.23 ~2.96 2.26 1. 54
2.19) | (1.02) | (0.44) | (.05 | (5.52) | (470) | (0.63) | (0.83)
0.92 0. 99 0. 99 0.98 0.97 0.99 1.00 1.00
R - squared
D. W 3.30 2.54 3.06 2.38 1.37 2.6l 2.65 2.01
F 20. 14 124.90 | 244.70 72.28 57. 88 152.42 | 635.96 | 408.67
Log (K) 0.58 0.59 0.82 0. 46 0.47 0. 14 0.83 0.91
o8 0.13) | (0.15) | (0.08) | (0.26) | (0.33) | (0.41) | (0.10) | (0.09)
Log (L) 0. 40 ~0.02 -0.31 0. 86 0.57 0.79 0.18 0.05
[0}
8 0.32) | (0.27) | (0.18) | (0.50) | (0.29) | (0.37) | (0.33) | (0.23)
~0.26 ~0.03 ~0.03 -0.12 -0.07 0.24 ~0.06 -0.16
Log (RZI)
0.21) | (0.24) | (0.03) | (0.18) | (0.08) | (0.27) | (0.18) | (0.17)
~0.12 ~0.26 0.25 0.43 0.05 ~0.26 ~0.32 0. 41
Log (RDI)
.14) | (0.18) | (0.08) | (0.32) | (0.21) | (0.17) | (0.42) | (0.22)
¢ 2.50 372 2.76 0.17 1.63 2.67 1.31 1.10
0.83) | (0.51) | (0.27) | (0.91) | (1.22) | (1.21) | (0.47) | (0.80)
0.99 1.00 1.00 0.98 0.96 0.99 0.98 0.99
R - squared
D.W 1.06 2. 09 2.02 2.77 2.76 1.63 2.78 3.55
F 349.43 | 372.09 | 4577.35 | 79.30 40. 16 158. 64 72.03 176. 43
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Log (K) 1.23 0. 65 1.18 0.71 0.74 1.06 0.51 0.57 0.53
o8 (0.14) | (0.73) | (0.15) | (0.08) | (0.30) | (0.20) | (0.18) | (0.17) | (0.15)
Log (L) -0.33 1.08 -0.61 | 0.33 0.45 0 1.38 0.79 1.20
o8 (0.26) | (0.95) | (0.63) | (0.28) | (0.79) | (0.64) | (0.84) | (0.48) | (0.96)
Log (RZI) 0.20 0. 06 0.01 0. 001 ~0.30 | -0.24 | -2.94 | 0.20 0.21
08 LIV (0.27) | (0.39) | (0.31) | (0.23) | (0.23) | (0.27) | (5.49) | (0.22) | (0.13)
Log (RDI) 0.98 -0.54 | 0.14 -1.01 | -0.13 | 0.87 1.34 1.20 -0.88
o8 0.19) | (0.31) | (0.48) | (0.21) | (0.20) | (0.85) | (1.47) | (0.59) | (1.01)
c -0.26 | -0.67 | 2.16 2.78 1.34 -0.17 | -1.89 | -0.96 | -0.17
(0.89) | (1.40) | (2.83) | (0.47) | (1.45) | (2.04) | (4.61) | (1.65) | (1.66)
0.99 0.99 0.99 1.00 1.00 0.97 0.97 0.98 0.99
R - squared
D. W 3.03 2.69 2.24 3.33 2.42 1.79 2.45 2.23 2.85
F 293.34 | 74.64 | 130.06 | 618.76 | 344.91 | 54.25 | 61.48 | 89.89 | 166.93
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Empirical Research on Evolution Rules of the Industrial Division in
Single — center Urban Agglomerations

Luo Ling Shi Dunyou

Abstract: Based on related research results of the industrial division’s impact on urban economic
development this paper firstly teases out the evolution rules of the industrial division in the single —
center urban agglomerations makes an empirical research on the urban agglomerations in the Yangtze
River Delta and the Pearl River Delta and compares and analyzes the relationship between the
specialization and diversity of different industries and the urban economic development in the two urban
agglomerations with the aid of Henderson Urban System Model. On the basis of the analysis above we
put forward the industrial development countermeasures of the cities in the Yangtze River Delta and the
Pearl River Delta from the perspective of the central cities” industrial orientation and urban
agglomerations” industrial division.

Keywords: Single — center urban agglomeration; Industrial division; Evolution rules; Empirical

research.
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