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Impact of Producer Services Agglomeration on Environmental Pollution:

An Evidence from Cities in the Yangtze River Economic Belt

YANG Xiaomei ZHANG Yongjin ZENG Rui ZHAO Liang
( School of Economics Henan University Kaifeng 475004 China)

Abstract: Under the new normal of economy development of producer services has become an important measure to
change mode of economic development and promote sustainable and healthy economic development. In this paper the location
entropy and the HHI index are used to measure specialization agglomeration and diversification agglomeration of producer serv—
ices respectively. The entropy method of objective weighting method is used to construct environmental pollution index and the
urban panel model is used to analyze impact of producer services agglomeration on environmental pollution of prefecture level
cities in the Yangtze River economic belt from 2009 to 2018. The results are as follow. ( 1) From the urban level of the Yangtze
River economic belt the specialized agglomeration of producer services has a significant inhibitory effect on urban environmen—
tal pollution and the synergistic effect of the two has a greater inhibitory effect on environmental pollution in which diversified
agglomeration plays an important regulatory role. ( 2) From the perspective of city scale the inhibition of producer services spe—
cialization agglomeration on environmental pollution is more obvious in small and medium-sized cities while the regulatory
effect of producer services diversification agglomeration is more significant in big cities.

Key words: producer services agglomeration; specialized agglomeration; diversified agglomeration; environmental pollu—

tion
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