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Producer Services Cluster Effect
WANG Xuerui
(Inner Mongolia University of Finance and Economics, Huhhot, China)

Abstract: The article discusses the general influentail factors of producer services cluster, and
constructs the theoretical model. According to the spatial econometric model selection rules, the spa-
tial lag model is constructed to investigate the producer services agglomeration effect in China. The
research results show that the economic growth, the market demand ability and potential demand, la-
bor input, and knowledge spillover can improve the producer services industry cluster remarkably. On
the other hand, investment in fixed assets, resources input cannot directly promote producer services
industry cluster. It also reflects the different cluster properties of the producer service and industrial
industry which serves as a warning to the industrial structure adjustment of major decision.

Key words: producer service; spatial distribution; cluster effect

PRI R AR R RGTE S T
o i J e ]85 SR T 1 G A A 7 il e 4 48 Lk

9 2B 7 3 Bl B G AR = R R 55 10— S I R &2 % L1 EFMRSVERAKHAR

b o B $E 5208 Gz O At S B . fF B AR
iy LR 55 TR it e AN AR 5T 5 M,
G DR IS M LT AR 45 IR 550l 5 A4Sk

WEIE 22 56 2 W] 4 i A 7 1 A 55 kA A 1
PR 7 Ml 285 A8 e A T 9L 32 T 7l sE 4 Ot
R s A ) T 4 Bl R BE 2P 5 22 B 3 Kl A
P22 BF I K 7 A e A . SR L R I AR
IR 55 b 4 2 e AR P % e 10 O AR I 5K R
ARG o A7 PR R 55 M i e T A 7Y
KT FEOS ML S5 A A B 7l 5 A AR
T 24 R A 2 T 1 R R

i AL 2013-10-22

BRYSON Z:MHF5E & B . B 5% 17 5B L M
At 452 R i T X7 — e ER R T 1L i R
NS T — B ER /N T 1, HUZEN 285 % 3 [ 4=
7 E R 55l 4 BF 55 & B 5 A6 BRI — 28 K Ik T DA
Ko 228048 o 1) P o0 Y TIT DX A7 B v s B e
TR 55 M 4 2R B b G Al 3 1T 22 i L At AT R DAAS [
£ BEIE B T X Rl s (8] o A A% R . TE /NEE S X F
A P R R S5l R A B AT M ) AF S L e B L
ek PEbE R S AE S H] EAFAE R LR, Bf
Kb AR 7 AR 55l 4 2R B S I R L AR 25 5 B
— B < AR 7 AR S5l A TR A8 ) AR R Ry

ELWE: BEARBSE LTI H (71163024 ; N 51 H AR BF 234 4 98 Bh 3 H (2012MS1004) 5 Py 52 1l 4 41 S Bl 2%
LRI P2 BT H (2011C044) 5 N2 [ IR X R 45 248 58 1 BA & 1% ¥ Bh 35 H (NMGIRT1306)

- 1224 -



A7 R 55 ol 4B SRR WF 9 ——— £ 5 i

A o AR I A BRI AR A5 (6] 5 AH OC M 1 S Al |
P BNUE S, B 77 i — 20 SRR 5
1.2 AR ERREEILE

SENN DLl 385 b A ], % Az 7= il 55 ol 42
RHLHI T, 25 T A 7 R 55 ol 7E A TH]
YRR I AN A Y 2R 7 IR 55 Ak 22 1]
23 PR R AR MG AR AT T B 5 R I 42 52 A Ut
MR 55 AR 1 T AR 7P P R S5k i s e AR 2R . {H
O AR AR IR Ss  E R T ARSI
P AN [) 1 A 4 %88 S B S 1) 25 SR Bb A i Ik 4R
RN SRR 7l — i 2 2 ) i R )7 AR R AE
— R B R AR M T AR PR R S5 Mk ) 22 R
M EANER M. SHCORFE, B 505 550K
AR IR 55 M B 2R 43 O TR AT Mk FUAS TR ATk 2
X — B AEE B A P LR

KEEBLE 26" ) SIZUEWF 7% 3¢ W, D1 587 31
BV BE LA CARAR A o i B X T A R PR IR 5
r 4R B B R S E . HIJZEN %85 %
e [ (4 BF 5T 0 2R B 4k 25 00 R 5 AR IR 55k
LR AFAE BB A R M. E X — &L b
STEIN"" W48 H 4k £ 3C 4k 0 A0 3T o s S 7= A=
EEPERR S AR R I BN R . X 3 P AE R IE
JEAIL A B A AR 7 IR 55 ol B 2R Y A 1]
LRIT R HL PR R 3R Z A B T S MmN — R
K.

i 2 A2 ML 1 WF 5 Ry i — 20 3 BT A
ZE AR A 7 MR IR 55l AR SR TR] AL, G G 2 5 i)
IR oA 3 A 7 S8 % . & A SOk I i 4
Hy o B A 7 IR 55 ol B 2R 2 AeT A AL . 32
PANSE SR el T
1.3 EFHERSFLERER

GORDON Z51Y A Sk A2 77 1 il 55 ol 4 2R
AR 2 B 2 b gy, 3R E 2E A 4 )
DN L8 55k 25 55 1 RN IXAGE 1) 25 57 b B 43 A1 R AIE
R0 5 1] 3 ol B4 O B AR AIE | TR 2 AR R A 7
JilR 55 Ml 55 1 BE X AR 7 PR R 55 Ml AR R AT TR
TF s R4 TR R AR YL R S AR X
H A 2B T R Y A ] S U R (H X A
(8] B AH PR A 2 e T i — 2P Rh 5
1.4 E£FMRSVEBRRNHAR

DX AV PR 2R X6 T I 55 ol 4 2R iy i S M ) A
FEZ AN . SASSEN'GHE i 22 5 i 5% A O A R
P AR 55 Ml — % 23 23 0 1) T 5 5 R SR T AH K fif
PRI o TR = P 3l A S E W SR WF SR A R
AR 22 U5 M 0 T8 T B B RO A2 I 3
B . CICCONE"" i iz} 55 2l 24F 7= 5 % 5t ol 25 &
PSP R B 58 T A 7 IR 55 ol 1 B SR R

SR WU 5K CRPE R B 4. 500) I 55
FEEGRERECH 5%, el B
AT AR B E X 8 FR O 8. 620 ~8. 9%
] o TRV A B EE T A BT R B AR 5 Bl b
XJ AR R IR 55 ol A R ) SRR R OB — TR b
Tho BRI AE B 5T R WL 3R IR 55 ol K H
Jt @ 25 ATl A AR X 4 4R R L 5 Y Bl A R Y
A 22 B IE AR S .

Zi b AR S L R R R, H Ik
JEERE R AT A MM . A TR A 1 i 55
MV £ ML 5 A X REAT TR S WE 5 AR
PEAR 55 M 4 R R it T A 4 =% . (His
NAE 7 P Al 55 ol =5 (8] B A S A BE i L SE 3 .

KT HE TR R 55l B W 500K 25 0] PR 3R 2 A
g HE AU AL 5 | AASETY 1, o 45 55 Y Hp A ] 1Y
=z [a] {3 AR Sk 5 S ) A A O PR A BE VE A R
Ko BREOR LA S SE , BIE b i A SR AN
Ao R TR R B R TE 22 RORR AR SR Hh A i i
b AR R 55 Mk AR D WA S 32 SR ST X 4.
] s — g2 3 FUBF 5% 7 AR ™ PR IR 55 b X 28 5%
B AL HEAE T L (B A0 A 2 e 28 F B A X A
P IR 55 b A e 1 fie AR S B IRIE T A Y
HBRAR . WA H A VIR 55 ol A e ) 22
T3 R J7 ELAZ 2

2 EFERSFLZEHEREA

25 8] T 5 28 57 2 19 K R L %) 48 U R 5K [n] AL
R 1 NI 53 N2 S S IR i
2E AN Ry A8 X 25 (8] A1 %5 4 5 2 ] T AR R
P B BT 5T v e 250 AS: 30 B4 10 & ) B AR DG 1 TR
R LB Y 53 B 12 22 5 TR R L BT A1 2 () 5
P AOAEAE S 0] F A Y . AR ARG Tl 4
A AR AT ol 5 4 B 24 P 1y &5 a] 3 A s
UEBF 5T A B - A ] 2 Ta) i i A€ U A5 3] 1 o AR
T FHE B 1 53 BT 45 SR

20 {20 90 AL, L KRUGMAN™ Sy f 36
PRI 28 1 it B8~ R DA R 7 ol B SRR H Al 1)
RIS e P 3 3 5 A . B 8 SR BT UE RN 57 Bl )
A 7= B R AR R AE — R DA AR AT O R
I A7 TEAS 3 Ak 1) KA i P 32 445 Sy 7 oMl BE 1Y
T RGP AL T #e Al o [5) B L B 2 U PR e
BRI T R Z H i AS (] 3 A OGP .

2.1 FFUERFERRA

TE 028 =Y A2 B E LAl [, ol 4R R
AR R AT PAA 25 S B AR IR S 97 s iR
T30k 3 RS 28 5 RN A 4 B L 9T DL KA M i
BT RS AR R AT R .

< 1225 -



P HAERAE 11 B5E 8 9] 2014 4E 8 A

2.1.1 BT REZFDDIHN

KIM " 38 5ot 52 F BF 9% & BE . bb 3% P #5 (O
JEM B AR 70D RS 22 % (I 34 LT B
R S5 RBAFE R E N IEAMHCK R,
ELLISON & 38 12 7 b gl oll 3 %5 22 7 1 7=l
AR X 26 [ L L R AR A B Ok A BT IR AL Fx
My AR 5 e SR AT T N G B ) S5 IE BE 5ROk
L. R 2y 20 %6 1 7=l 4 5 AT LA Bk Be VR A A i
e, i GLAESER 487 o X 38 A 1 (5 4 =
NI He ] 2 7 149 77 Il R 2R B2 L o DA 5 ARl i
Wk Bk A D B MBS B AR S B AR R R
A A AR o R AT YRR 9B R 1 S UEF SR AR B
TE 3z i AR T T B i 25 11 B U500 A% 7
Ml AR 5 1 5 ) TE AR D8 .
2.1.2 w3mHp

FUJITA 257 (g 0F 75 & B T 11 3 08 71 %t &
DPAR DA o AR U s 13 375 2800 " R i
B Ty BEIN R 7l BE BE IR SR 7l S Al
FE AR A TR S T A i AE Y (HLTR
HbHT RN 1 58 UE 43 ME . Al AT A X BRI Y
B 09 SEUEFIE A B L 1T 37 AR K FoA & X AY
T SEFERALA R ENIEMHILLR.
2.1.3 ALz

XL TR S N R 2 5 .
T 25 ER ) R A 48 U IR 2 02 R 5] 4k F
BEfY BN 2 —., BRULHART 27 %} Bk
P 1980~1990 4 1 BF 55 & B ML ASE 28 5% o 77 ol
AR ) 30 G IE A 56 . KIMPY X 58 [ 4L
P 0 T A B, 77l 1 S T R ABE X 7 Ml B 5R
A Ik 2 TE 1] 50 .
2.1.4 >haBezSv

Xk B R G H L 97 3 ) SR = 5 0y AR
. W AEELERWEZLNR., GLAES-
ER™ b & B, A0 48 B AHE IR 1T 7=k 35 1] 22 1)
FIM B B, BOTTAZZI 4™ i@ i+ R&D % H
OB BF Y % P, BE 85 R&D i W) 41 357 5% i ik
ZIN o TR D) R I B A 2 U L G KT
Vo H O I | A Ml B T BRI Sl TS BR A I,

E = AR R
2.2 REMMESTEEIERN
2.2.1 micmm

MR b3 B L Al A T AR MR IR 55 b
LRB . H— Rk
f(Su+Mp .S .Ee) = ASy“ Mp® Sgs Egie.
K. ANHERG Sy IR BRI S 573 I
A My RETT W 15 Se AARMBL L 5F : Ex AR
RIMBAET 5 arsaw sas Tl ar N HBAGEL
« 1226 -

X A 2 P 303 BR8] 2R e ik Xy
Inf(Su+Mp.Se+Ex) = InA + a1 InSy +
az InMp + a5 InSg + a, InEg + ¢,

AUERRKN [ =a +aSy+aM, +
a, S’ +a;E'; + 6.
2.2.2 MMIZGHIEIRE SRIEIL A

TERAR LI R AR E 31 AT ABE KX
2010 A1 2011 4F [y 48 T £ 4 2 A7 52 uE A 5 .
HTF&ZERIEhE s, TR ASE A
P IR 5 b 38 B 7 4 B AR 77 IR 55 ok 38 e 1
Lo HE AR Ay Al e A 7 PR IR 55l A SRR EE I AR AR
DL 28 55 3 K Ok IR BT 3 75 SR g 0 Mg L LA
[#] 5 B 7 4% BE ok S B AR B UE R O R BE 22
B s LAAR 72 R 55 b 3 Mk N B0k e e 55 8l g %
A s DA B R B2 B R B2 e S 3 RIS 28 5 7K OF- o

LAY A5 78U Sy e R, 5 R ] 2 52 i [ R
BSOS AR X6 5] A 77 MR IR 55 Ml R 2R 1] 8 47 S IE
WHoT . N R MR X AR MR S5 B R
A P ABE TR A TR 4 S N B0 2 D) S IR AR
by

InRves, = C+ a; InRopr, + @ InT, + a Inl, +

asInNppe, +e»

KA, Rops NE ¢ 4 R PR S5 38 e 5 4
A L] B 7 A AR T PR IR S5k & ATk
YAE G B BROIE BR DA 4 S BAS B] . AL
A AR R R AT IR 55 M 4E Ko Rae N
B ERAE DENINE, B E NS
GDP i 2 | 1 4 GDP &L E 1 4F GDP 15
FH, AMAHAARERRRNEFIHKE, T, HEH
B AT RS M ol AN A A AR T PEIR
Sl AT S A R AN B R R . 1 RS
ATV IR 55 ol [ BT R A A A
PR 55 Ml 5 17 oMk 24 4F [ 95 7 4% 35 B oints #
Nono R 1 8 T RIFEAEL . AL DL AR 1 3%
TR AER AR 22 5
2.3 FEVWERBNEERZE

R 75 5% ZR A) 1) 25 [A) 0GR W52 I, i 4 A
25 AR B AR E AT SEHE . A5 AT AR AN 2
HAEBROE 1Y B RE R S I — B E 1 U7
R IEATHEPE. ANSELIN 25" 45 th T %5 8] i
AR ARLIE 2y % B ML - S il OLS [al ), %
& LM(Error) 1 LM(Lag) #8453t & . 5
W5 ERAN B FE 2 O R, W B4 OLS pyAfl
a3 oW T A M E AL AL A 1 E S5 Ak T
WMREAEHNA —A LM sS4 T 0 7
T, 00 58 L X R 1) 53 TR [ Rl g AR AR, 2 2
A LM KBSt m A A T o ik, W2 B
B4R PL 2 (Robus) B, —RIEMLTF .2



A7 R 55 ol 4B SRR WF 9 ——— £ 5 i

AP 25 (RobusO LM R 56 Ge it ik H &1 — &
BEN .S H W EEME S — R
(I p<<0. 000 00 [ p=<<0.03 B JFE), FEIX fp
THOUT e 455 B B 3 A0 Ge T AR X R 19 4 1] ]
B, HL2% (Robust) LM #3645 1 - #RIE# &
E NG BLZAR D UL e X AP LT W SR
FNATREAFE R B R Z TR . 2 1 Robust LM 5
g it A W S SRR A, I S
LR . R RE S H BB ™ T 1R 2 () A,

3 HEEF MRS LR ERKN A

3.1 Z#HrEHEAHITSISHE
OLS [EIIF&5 R % 1.
®1 OLSHHIH&ER

A EY pAH
C —10. 850 95 0. 000 000 0
InRgpp 0.199 470 6 0.041173 7
InT 0.282 1297 0.029 872 8
Inl 0.137 095 1 0.326 481 4
1n1N|>|)(; 0. 188 089 1 0. 010 285 9
gt fE it fH
R? 0.968 329 F-statistic 131.916
A 0.968 329 F 45t 131.916

K S RE RIS 0.897 201 XIEPIIRREME —247.994

o] 9 A o 25 758.824 AR fE B HEN 501. 989
TG A% 3 7 e R AL AR Al 1T 520 090 Jite BC 2% ¥ U] 506. 291
BRI EIAARHEZE 721,173

M T 2 W g8 ROk B B AL OLS fil
THHYFEZE Moran’s 145 5 g 35, Ui W] B B HoA7
SR AS ] EAHSCPE . K 2 9 2 H AL SR
BOkE BRIAFAE 2 B IR Ml HE ve- DL R A
5 (Jarque-Bera test) 45 2 ] S, 45 B A7 75 F 1E
M, A A A -1 R A 56 (Breusch-Pagan test)
FEl B AT - 2 38 45 K6 58 (Koenker-Bassett test)
AR E BIRUAAEAE 507 2206 MR R 30 AN W 3%
WAEH] T X — s,

F2 OLSfhit & RiSHT

Gl A PXED

ZEILL K 106. 245 912 —
Tk 5 - DURL S 55 0.151 253 0.927 162 4
A G A5 AR R 3 1.739 742 0.783 486 5
R BT BB AR A 3 1.633 767 0.802 710 8
R 17.000 15 0.256 169 8
SRR E) 1.704 0115 0.088 378 9
hi s I H TR0 # 50 3,744 797 4 0,009 086 5
TR A% B A A B B0 K 3.8918987  0.012 226 2
Bk I H e B (5 2) K 1 0.051 154 0 0.358 326 5
Fafi A 1 H e B Gk 2 K 1 0.198 255 3 0.574 164 9

XSG I 45 I R W, OLS Al 1T 45 R AR e .
PR BEAT 2T o3 o e 20175 S 28 3% ] 7Y 5 (1]
S WA gt =S A 3 AR R PR AT SR 0 B .

R AR 2 (B T A5 7R () BE PRIV, A ZR 2 11
S N A R e S S = g v 2 el o1 R =
T AT 11U 43 HT
3.2 ZEHEEEMGET

M OLS K35 25 JRE , >Rk FH 25 (8] i o A5 Y F
AT SEUE N 22 55 43 B T Sl A5 3

25 (] T AL Al 1 f5 DG Bt 1Y) J2 25 [R] AL EE 1Y
X2 [ e AL AL B ML A o2k 35d, H x5
SRIEK R —E WA MAE A ERY . et
Ui » A X Rook 4P 3% . Queen £F & Al iE 2 58 (AN
46 K-nearest) 48 G 1E A » JIr LA >R A Rook 4p
Beas (A ALE . 25 [A) i IS A 7 oy

InRyps, = C+ WinRyps, + InRopp, +
InT; + Inl; + lanD(;’ + e,
AR g ] 5 25 2R DL 3% 3.
*3 ZTHEHFFERBEBRAMA(ML)ETER
i B4 F it 22 Z1{H 1
C —10.40988  0.4440502 —23.44303  0.000 000 0

;e 0.091 180 96 0.031 837 81 0.031 837 81 0.004 184 5
InRepp 0.177 456 6 0.075 910 33 2.337 714 0.019 402 1
InT 0.289 218 0.099 964 01  2.893 222  0.003 813 3
In] 0.187 196 4 0.112666 8  1.661 505  0.096 611 9
InNpp 0.175 513 6 0.055 470 88  3.164 068  0.001 555 9
it 1 it {6

WA 0.975 047  XFECBIRAGHHE —245.94

Il U5 s o 22 672.629 a5t 17 8V ) 1499, 881
[IT<32yn 452 430 i BL 2 HE 505,617

25 Bl AR LA L (R B T
S BRI AE AR RN X B R AT
[B] (=] S A8E Y I AN &, HofE &~ R L IFEAR
B IEM LG EE, T LAAEE S OLS [l )9 45
MR AT L. LA BE KRB B X B SR ME
(Log likelihood) | 7 15 KL #E W CAIC) Fi iy
FLR N (SCH fH. 33X HL, % %0 L 4R (H H
—247. 994 (OLS) #4 K- 3] — 245. 94, B 4p T TS A%
S [E) R S AR i WVPS) 9 Bl i #8143, AIC
M 501. 989 (OLS) | 499. 881,SC M 506. 291
FEF 505. 617, P — Y 3 11 25 0] e MRS 4805
BERIIG N . As (Al [E] )9 R B LY S 0. 09, /& B I 3%
(p=0.004 184 5),

25 [B] il J5 A58 Y b5 25 HLASE Y (7 ] ) 3R 450 e H
REEAE L E R BN EM R (R
WinRgpe )Y 0 35 ¥ AR (H R M 1. 000 656
W% 0. 939 724 7; T 4 5 2 ML p=<<0. 000 522 4
T3] p<<0.000 035 6,{H ZRELM 13. 704 88 P&
F 12,900 22, 3% U5 B 3 26 AR 4 (1) £ B g
TE AP RR B R R Sk 2 TRl AH 56 .

F 4P LORERKK (Ward Test) I{EHH 3 3
s Bt WVPS 19 = (0. 032) [ 5 A%, #i

. 1227 -



P HAERAE 11 B5E 8 9] 2014 4E 8 A

. Z5-1% M K 36 (Breusch-Pagan test) {H 7] DL &
HLGEBL R B 22N BR T 07 2. LR L A 5
(Likelihood Ratio Test) Jg& ¥ £ #iL 51 7 5 73 [5]
s JE BERUAR L p H o A5 [ S R R L OLS
o] U 2R B 2 AR BT R A R IR 55l B
A R FUY A5 (8] B A OGP . IR TE A 5 (W) LRl AR
Fu A 30 CLR) 5 hr A% B H 3fe %5 (LMD K 36 2 03 1
AH S B AH—RWUF W02 W > LR > LM A&
iR W A 25k 0. 001, LR {H# K 4.11,LM
2920 3. T4 LR 2) - F2 B AS K 3 i) 455 7Y

s D,
F4 ZFHEFEEREGITERSEH
giit it i 1
A7 A - B R R 3 2.189 43  0.700 964 8
BUSR HE G 55 7.334 11 0.006 765 8
IR IR B 55 0.001 024

WinRepe B BE 35 P B 3 A
PR R 55l B A i B0 Y 23 18] B AR G 1 s e T X Fh
25 6] B AR S B A7 AR 7 AR = 1 I 55 ol 1 S
R B ARGIRM T s A 5 01 .
HUBL 22 T FAN B8 22 T 22 W 11 [R] 1) 38 23 52 315X
L8 B ER 2 (8] A5 [H] 58 A8 1Y S 23 P ORI 2E 2R
P14 DXASE AN [ T 0 2 77 A Bl 55 b 118 46 3R 7 L2 AN T
BIVERT . BT LRI 4% 4 (s s E3G X0 AR 7 1 ik
55 M It 52 4% 2L 3R 0 52 Wi B L SE PR B R A (R
B - e 5 DAL PR Y .

InRere S35+ B0 WY 28 TF 15 1< 3 )32 X0 3% [ 2R
7 AR 55 ol 4R 2R ELAT e BE A S TR I e sk T
T 5 SR A T3 A SRV 3008 A2 7= 4 i 55 ol 46 3R
HA Bk i e g1 . P R 2 O A e i L%
7 IR T R R BRI R . R
JIHE R AR 7 HLBE L 2 3 O R 97 3l ) £
ALEE B RASF W . InT A Inl #%
FHWUEW] 10X — s A RGO, B
149 F ] 450 AL 2 Bt 22 38 DK i AR 7 M Al 55 ol 1
AR TR AL B A PR S P R R 2 T B
PR AR G5Ol Ol B . AN . InRere Y2
R PR I A DU E AR 7 i 55 ol R 2R

Ui WA 95 2l I BEAKE A PR R 55 oMb B AT B
AIPEREAE T 5 InT BUARTE 10007k F 3% . H 18 3%
PEAS 5 U I [ R B 7 5 B8 0 2 7 4 i 55 ol 71
P EAE FHAN S o A2y MR R 55 ol 32 28 g el 82 A
PR 32 T BRI B R L &
Bl I 55 5 A il B P IR 55 0 il R R BT R LB
BB R A RS T SRR S TR [ RE B A
SKEC i il ZEARAT 220 SR [ E BT A
B A PR 3 o 1) S e s o b 7 A R AR

« 1228 -

R T A R B 5 b 1) R SR 2 T AT A ) AR
FEVERR 55 M 1 A AN AR B . R I Be me  A p
e 55 Ml B 2R A 1 BT 5 T M B SR B AN ] [ E
BE 7 B BEA A BE BLREAE Sl A 7 R R 55 ol g 2R
%K.

InNyoe 155 BE 235 B0 4IE 1 A1 3 M0 ASE 28 3% X
TR VE R 55 ML AR SR ) A HE AR T . R AR
IS T v Ml DX 28 U e R S A% 7 Mk A R KT 4
i T — 5 E BRI . R 3 s B AR
AR B Hb DX U o BAR UE H SF MR BE SRt T R
T A, S SR R IR 55 ol AR RO L R
o MR BT R SR AR XS TE S 0 P R b X, H
SN LR B A WK . 5 B AR 7 PR IR 55 L AE P
IS i DX 1% £ SR R U i I

4 #iE

DA T i I A T R B 45 R R . R A
FEPE R S5 M B S AT A S A AR SR B . AN WFIE 4
H 0 AR A 55 b A B ) B AR A Y L I LA I X
PN A 7 M I 55 oMb 2 3R (R EAT T S UEAE ST .

BT S UE 25 2 e W - 3R AR 7 P IR S5 ol B
A 5 ZUAY 25 18] [ A O P 5 22 B 4 I X 3R [
Az 7 i 55 ol AR SR HL AT i B A S TR At e Bk
1T SRR T AN SRR T A v R 55 ol 4
AT B i e BEAE s 95 3l 5 A AR
Hi 55 b HA i 1) ARe A 5 A 8 R AR 22 5 X
Feolr 48 B 2 A BB HEBE AT 5 2 BT BB
X 2 A i 55 oMb 1 e B A AN i TR A S e T
Az PR IR 55 ol 4R SR PR i S T Mk 4 SR AN
[e] o [ 5 % 7™ 14 A I AN BE B 4 4 3l 22 7 P R
EAAIVE =+ -

AR AH ST 1T B A S A olb B2 A 3 3 ] AR
P % 55 oMb 4 2R A9 S J5E AR EL e T LA S ]
BERBN W E HERE B . X T AR R 55
b 4 2R v A b X 3 G A Rl BT Ak
BE AR TR A P BF RN o xF T A PR JIR 55k
e JE BN 1 3 DX O R 35 B 5 |k A R AR 55
NI T (N o 4 ok v NP1 B R T N
b s #E B RO PUE S B BRI L R . [A]
I S BT 2 5 e e 4 F A B T 1) ol E 3 E Y [
FE GBS

s % X
[1] ANSELIN L, KIM Y W,SYABRI I. Web-Based An-

alytical Tools for the Exploration of Spatial Data []].

@ HZH Anselin(2005) [ i B, 31X 0] B8 2 HoAb 19 13 58 2
FE YA ML A3 RS 36 28 3 10 7 9 I 1k 25 3



A7 R 55 ol 4B SRR WF 9 ——— £ 5 i

Journal of Geographical Systems, 2004,6(2);:197 ~
218
2] ASSUNCAO R, REIS E A. A New Proposal to Ad-
just Moran’s I for Population Density [J]. Statistics
in Medicine,1999, 18(16):2 147~2 161
(3] £EH. FEAEEMRS L RK S kR RITR
(T, W 2 BB 5T . 2013(5) :42~48
[4] BRYSON J, KEEBLE D, WOOD P. The Creation,
Location and Growth of Small Business Service Firms
in the United Kingdom []J]. Service Industries Jour-
nal, 1993, 13(2): 118~131
[5] HIJZEN A, PISU M, UPWARD R, et al. Employ-
ment, Job Turnover, and Trade in Producer Serv-
ices: UK Firm-Level Evidence[ J]. Canadian Journal
of Economics/Revue Canadienne D’ économique,
2011, 44(3): 1 020~1 043
L6 W /NEs. ) N AF B 25 4 IR 55 oMl 1 2 () & o K G XS i
TR 25 0 0 e [T, 3t BERL 2. 1999, 19 (5)
405~420
[7] SENN L. Service Activities” Urban Hierarchy and
Cumulative Growth[J]. Service Industries Journal,
1993, 13(2). 11~22
(8] BHLE /NG A ™ IR 45 Ml i #5 T #Lie e [ .
R PR SR, 2006(6) 0 54~57
[9] KEEBLE D, WILKINSON F. Collective Learning
and Knowledge Development in the Evolution of Re-
gional Clusters of High Technology SMEs in Europe
[J]. Regional Studies, 1999, 33(4): 295~303
[10] STEIN R. Producer Services, Transaction Activi-
ties, and Cities; Rethinking Occupational Catego-
ries in Economic Geography[J]. European Planning
Studies, 2002, 10(6): 723~743
(117 GORDON P, RICHARDSON H W. Employment
Decentralization in Us Metropolitan Areas: Is Los
Angeles an Outlier or the Norm[J] . Environment
&. Planning A. 1996, 28(10):1727~1743
(127 S E 7. JURIL I m s ol & R A AR )], fm # ik
Yo NSCHE SRR 2006(12) : 125~129
(137 BRLLHe. FET 7™ W0 A 0 A 7 v IR 55 b e A = 1o
Fe[1]. WE4 P, 2008(6) . 108~112
C14] {HMR, TR IR IR EROSCHE . MR AR B A 77 PR I 55k X
W A B R ) ML B LT ], BBaE . 2008
(3):5~8
[15] SASSEN S. The Global City: New York, London,
Tokio[ M]. Princeton: Princeton University Press,
2001
[16] % =5, dbat U B L ZERF R R LR]. Jbat: 1
JRAC SR AR R S A AT AN LR E R IR,
2007. 306~313
[17] CICCONE A. Agglomeration Effects in Europe [J].
European Economic Review, 2002, 46(2);: 213~

227

18] . ™l ER S XS g4 R Rrl]] &
WWESE . 2006(11); 72~81

L197 #AEE. P Atk 5 v I IR 55 ol 2 2R AR 3 Sk 43
BrLI]. WABRESE, 2009(2) : 58~64

(200 FEb, BRARAN. b IR 55 ol AR X 25 46 B e xof H: 55
B AR (1], BB, 2005(2): 77~84

[21] BRULHART M, TRAEGER R. An Account of
Geographic Concentration Patternsin Europe [ ] ].
Regional Science and Urban Economics, 2005, 35
(6): 597~624

[227 ANSELIN L, SYABRI I, KHO Y. GeoDa: An In-
troduction To Spatial Data Analysis[J]. Geograph-
ical analysis, 2006, 38(1): 5~22

[23] KRUGMAN P. Increasing Returns and Economic
Geography[ R]. National Bureau of Economic Re-
search, 1990

[24] KIM S. Expansion of Markets and the Geographic
Distribution of Economic Activities: The Trends in
Us Regional Manufacturing Structure, 1860~ 1987
[J]. The Quarterly Journal of Economics, 1995,
110(4) . 881~908

[25] ELLISON G. GLAESER E L. The Geographic Con-
centration of Industry; Does Natural Advantage Ex-
plain Agglomeration? [J]. The American Economic
Review, 1999, 89(2). 311~316

[26] GLAESER E L,KOHLHASE J E. Cities, Regions
and the Decline of Transport Costs[J]. Papers in
Regional Science, 2004, 83(1); 197~228

[27] FUJITA M. KRUGMAN P. When Is the Economy
Monocentric? ;: Von Thiinen and Chamberlin Uni-
fied[J]. Regional Science and Urban Economics,
1995, 25(4): 505~528

[28] GLAESER E L. Two Essays On Information and
Labor Markets [ D]. Chicago: University of Chica-
go, Department of Economics, 1992

[29] BOTTAZZI L, PERI G. Innovation and Spillovers
in Regions: Evidence from European Patent Data
[J]. European Economic Review, 2003, 47 (4);
687~710

[30] ANSELIN L, SYABRI I, KHO Y. GeoDa: An In-
troduction to Spatial Data Analysis [J]. Geograph-
ical Analysis, 2006,38(1):5~22

(%HiE X4&T)

TEE® T £ 5% (1981~), B 5K, WE T EL A
WS 2 e (FE RIS R Tl 0100700 7 45 2 Bié &l 44
Bt PR AR AT IS S gk R S
J7E . E-mail: warren8162@126. com

« 1229 -



