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Urban sprawl geographical agglomeration and urban-rural income gap
CHEN Xu

( School of International Trade and Economics Anhui University of Finance & Economics Bengbu 233030 China)

Abstract: With the continuous development of urbanization in China the social welfare effect of urban sprawl has become
a hot topic. Based on the panel data of cities in China this research investigates the dynamic effect from urban sprawl on urban—
rural income gap from the perspectives of urban-rural income ratio and Theil index by employing several regression methods
including instrument variable regression. The common effect of urban sprawl and agglomeration on urban-—rural income gap is
also included. The results show that the influence of urban sprawl on urban—rural income gap is obviously invert U-shaped,;
meanwhile agglomeration could effectively narrow the urban—rural income gap. In addition the interactive effect of urban
sprawl and geographical agglomeration shows that urban sprawl has weakened the positive effect of geographical agglomeration on
urban—rural income gap. Finally urban sprawl and its interaction with geographical agglomeration are significantly different in
different regions and cities of different sizes. The research results could provide some empirical evidence and policy implications
for us to construct a policy system to narrow the urban—ural income gap from the perspective of urban structure.

Key words: urban sprawl; geographical agglomeration; urban—ural income gap; synergistic effect



