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Gain from Regionalization and Relevant Influencing Factors of Three Economic Regions:
From the Perspective of Urban Efficiency

Dai Yongan and Zhang Shuxiao

( School of Economics Northeast Normal University)

Abstract: Economic regionalization is the essential trend of China’ s urban economic development so it is of a strong practical
significance to analyze the economic gains and its influencing factors of cities participating in the process of regionalization. Referencing
the method of Byrnes and Storbeck (2000) the paper investigates the regionalization gains in the Yangtze River Delta Pearl River
Delta and Jing — Jin — Ji region based on the view of urban economic efficiency and then analyzes various factors affecting
regionalization gains based on the Tobit model. The results show that regionalization gains have great spatial difference in three areas
and gains of Jing — Jin — Ji is the highest of all followed by the Yangtze River Delta Pearl River Delta being the lowest. Further
econometric analysis finds that specialization and technical researches and development capabilities help to achieve regional benefits
while the introduction of FDI the government’ s role and urban spatial impact expand regionalization gains and enhance the demand of
regional cooperation. The influence of diversification division of labor and trade on regionalization gains is not yet clear and the analysis
of sub —region has basically reached the same conclusion. Enhencing regional and interregional division of labor is the fundamental way
to achieve gains of regionalization and to improve urban economic efficiency.
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