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Analysis on Urban Agglomeration Sustainable Development Level and Influencing Factors:
Evidence from Chinas" Top Teri' Urban Agglomeration
ZHANG Liao', YANG Cheng-lin’
(1. School of Economics, Hangzhou Dianzi University, Hangzhou 310018, China;
2. School of Marxism, Huazhong University of Science & Technology, Wuhan 430074, China)

Abstract: This paper uses the grey correlation analysis method based on the variation coefficient,
measured China’s top ten urban agglomerations sustainable development level and analyze its convergence
and influencing factors in 2002—2011. Study found: (1) the top ten urban agglomerations in the level of
economic development, social progress, and ecological environment, resources, supply ability show
significant differences, the sustainable development of urban agglomeration level is not consistent with the
trend of economic growth; (2) features of urban sustainable development level of convergence with
regional characteristics, national sample of absolute convergence but conditional convergence
characteristics, the eastern part of urban agglomeration of absolute convergence characteristics was not
significant, but the conditional convergence characteristic is obvious, and the central and western urban
agglomeration has the characteristics of absolute convergence and conditional convergence; (3) the level of
economic development, social progress, a positive correlation between variables and the sustainable
development level of urban agglomeration, but its influence has significant difference in different areas.

Key words: grey correlation; sustainable development; resource supply; absolute convergence
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