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Tab.2 The competitiveness of the six costal agglomerations and its sort from 2006 to 2010
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Research on Competitiveness Evaluation of Urban
Agglomerations: A Case of Shandong Peninsula Urban Agglomerations

Wang Chengxin', Li Xinhua®, Wang Gefang’, Yao Shimou"
(1. College of Population, Resource and Environment, Shandong
Normal University, Jinan 250014, China; 2. Jinan Engineering Consulting
Institute , Jinan 250002, China ;3. Party School of the Shandong Provincial Committee of C. P. C. |
Jinan 250021, China; 4. Nanjing Institute of Geography & Limnology, CAS, Nanjing 210008, China)

Abstract: Taking Shandong peninsula urban agglomerations as an example, and taking China’s coastal pen-
insula urban agglomerations like Central and Southern of Liaoning urban agglomerations, the Beijing-Tianjin-Tangs-
han urban agglomerations, Yangize River Delta, west side of urban agglomerations, the Pearl River Delta urban ag-
glomerations as a comparison group, the competitiveness of Shandong peninsula urban agglomerations is evaluated
and analyzed from various dimensions. Results show that the basic competitiveness position of Shandong peninsula
urban agglomerations in China’ s coastal agglomerations does not change much in recent years. The score of envi-
ronment competitiveness in Shandong peninsula urban agglomerations is the highest in the coastal agglomerations,
and its scores in the economic, social, potential, radiation are much lower than Yangtze River Delta, Pearl River
Delta, Beijing-Tianjin-Tang agglomerations, but a little higher than the others.

Key words: competitiveness; evaluation; urban agglomerations ; Shandong peninsula
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Spatial Econometric Analysis of Per Capita
Income Growth Convergence at City Level in Guangdong Province

Ding Song , Li Hong
( Business College of Guangxi University , Nanning 530004 , China)

Abstract: Through testing the spatial correlation among per capita GDP between 21 cities in Guangdong Prov-
ince from 2000 to 2010 with exploratory spatial data analysis, we find that there exists significantly global positive
correlation and spatial heterogeneity at city level, with the trend rising globally. The result is that if we use the
standard B-convergence equation, the estimated results will appear biased and not consistent. Therefore, it is nec-
essary to take spatial econometrics to analyze the regional disparity in income growth. After taking the spatial econo-
metrics analysis, we discover that spatial error model is more appropriate and compared with the standard B-conver-
gence model, although the convergence direction doesn’ t change, the distinctly convergent trend has taken the
place of indistinctly convergent trend and the speed of economic convergence increases significantly. The policy im-
plication is that we should pay more attention to spatial interaction and spillover effect between different regions
when issuing the regional disparity and economic policy at provincial scale. Only in this way can the objective of
narrowing the regional disparity be reached.

Key words: regional disparity ; 8-convergence ; exploratory spatial data analysis;spatial econometrics ; Guang-
dong Province



