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An Empirical Study on the Relationship Between Culture
Industry Cluster and Culture Consumption

Li Xing Li Zhen Lu Jirong
( Nanjing University of Finance and Economics Nanjing 210023  China)

Abstract: In this paper we implement the index of culture industry cluster to analyze the status quo of concentration in
culture industry via establishing an assumption system we comprehensively measure the level of culture consumption of each
city in Jiangsu province. With the panel data setting of 13 cities we apply fixed effect model to estimate the impact of culture in—
dustry cluster on culture consumption empirically. The result indicates that industrial cluster make contributions to the improve—
ment of the level of cultural consumption. However due to cross—eity differences the strength and orientation of effects are vari—
ant. Meanwhile we also examine the residual error with unit root test to testify the causal relationship between culture industrial
agglomeration and culture consumption. Consequently the outcome suggests that they prompt each other. In conclusion we
make several advice based on the point to promote culture industry cluster and to improve the level of culture consumption.
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