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Does the strategy of regional integration affect the high — quality
development of Chinas urban economy?
An empirical study based on urban agglomeration in the
Yangtze River Economic Belt

HUANG Wen' ZHANG Yuyao®
(1. Business School Hohai University Nanjing 210098 China;
2. Beijing National Accounting Institute Beijing 101312 China)

Abstract: In the stage of high-quality development how to fully implement the strategy of regional integration to promote
the high—quality development of Chinas urban economy is an important proposition which is worthy of in-depth study. Based
on the panel data of 111 cities in Chinas Yangtze River Economic Belt from 2007 to 2016 this paper verifies the influence of
regional integration strategy on the high-quality development of China ‘s urban economy by constructing a difference-in—
difference model further investigates the noninear characteristics of the relationship between the two combined with a
threshold model and finally investigates the differences in the high—quality development of urban economy in the Yangize
River Economic Belt under the integration environment from the perspective of heterogeneity. The study shows that: first
since the implementation of regional integration strategy the high-quality development of urban economy in the Yangtze River
Economic Belt has improved significantly but there are significant regional differences in the upper middle and lower
reaches of the Yangtze River Economic Belt. Second the influence of integration on the high—quality development of urban
economy varies with the agglomeration degree of regional producer services mainly presenting a non-inear characteristic of
inverted “U” shape. The integration is conducive to the high-quality development of urban economy in areas with a low or
high agglomeration degree but an opposite effect is presented in areas with a medium agglomeration degree.

Key words: regional integration; Yangtze River Economic Belt; high—quality economic development; urban agglomeration;

difference-in-difference



