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Fig.1 The range of Yangtze River Delta Urban
Agglomeration (YRDUA)

1.2 Bl kiR

BIHTF= R AHE S T, @R AT LR B RRAE . B S AR A SN R AR SR AR, TR T A
PEPEBR I, SRFH & RISV B2 M ebs o, AR SE AL X % WA 560 % 15 8 ™ BT 2011 4F “ =) i)”
2 BAE T BUIX R IAE), HORSCEL 2014 SEATEIX RIFE LR HE, 5k AR A AT B o Bl 8 — AT AR 6 0F, ek
PAK = A3 B 26 N2 R DA_EIR T VE NS 18] A0, i Bl 2005—2014 4E % 1 1 & R RLEAVE NI E A8 bR . Kot £ 3 o
X omOoH O R R OB RO R 5 R % FR % b om oM o7 m W TR R MWW
(http://www. sipo. gov. cn/xglj/dfj/201311/t20131121 _882509. html). ( E¥FZit4E% 2015) (VLHSiTES 2015) (L4
THEE) (2012—2015), (HHLAIHFEL) (2006—2015) AR (P EIRTSTHF4 2015) BT, EH Arc- GIS10.1 Al SAM
vA. 0 % AT T H o H AT A b 3



7.

1.3 W2
1.3.1 BRAK

AR (CV) REBEHUEARIFAEZ 5 IME 2 LER B, RENS AR BIL QT ) DA X T . 22 308

Aoy R KRN T MK G O VRIS . R RO, R K B A

1.3.2 FEERH

FEERH (O Al e 2 QLHT= 2 IR AR SR

~d

— — yard ar FiL 3V Y __.’\.’. 2
G I+_.‘\" - i-"{‘“+2"¢+3“3+ +Nyy)  (2)

bd

sef: N RMKAH: Y RO Ty e MBI MK O o SER RSN, X G A

1.3.3 HhE

HALEE () RIEEAST IR IX AP i B =, AR
5= (3)

e ply p2 705l A BIT T DX AR B 7 H B K B8 K DX R A Kl
1.3.4 Nich f§%

Ni ch PR EAE NI 5 4 DX AE 5347 I BE P AR X T8/ T IX 1) QT 7= H R e s A

- __IL__}E
;\I(‘h = ?}"

3

(4)



A Vo V0 nlRE 1 WIXAE Mt BRI SR BIHT™ s Vs 1,20 52 BT U X AR 23 Hr s BOR S R34 1
BJEGHT= o Nich $REURT 1, RAEZHTINS BN w20 DA H 340 B2 AR T B AN BIF ST X AP 259 7K

1.3.5 ESDA: =5[d) HAHSESHT

ESDA 7592 LADFAiti S sl 20 5 18] FA 2 1) SR B A AR P D 8 e, RENNS 5 2 (AU B A WP 2 A L XM 483 4t X ) 5 [ 5 2%
AR F T 2 AU s 1) 22 S (RO PR 0 2O A A R G R s ) AR

D42 E K. 4R 1] A AR F Bt 7E i 1K b B P12 1 I 522 5% 7, % Moran” s 7 4TINS, AR

j= Y g = (5)

=33, ©

A VRHIKECE o F o 0B 0 7 IKEBIETE :  R n HPE R 7R X A LR SR Moran”

s 1 BBUETERD-1~1, KT 0 JeBRGUHT™ AT A B H X 2 23 U RAE AR /N T 0 B EUHT A2 /K- AR X 5 70
AJas 2T 0 SR GHET H /K P8 25 8] L3t AN BE M LA ) o

@RI A E AT, RS (8] E A < e 0500 B2 1 X B3 7 B R S (R AR 4k, 185 KA Local Moran” s 7 SRIE .. AR N:
f:;jg“i: 74

Kz 2 000 iy J O BIXAUHT™ KB AR AEL s W A A TR B o ) 0 2 ) 1 AR S O 2 A B Q3T ™ AR
PRRAN 2 R AE SRR, KI5 A 4 Btk HH GRHEARARIXD . LH R0 X0, LL URESEKXD . HL GEARIRLXO 7,
Horp, HH AN LL AABLAS (425, LH M HL SO (8] 73

1.3.6 GWR: HbFEHnAL B U944y

GWR & —Fh 2 R A8 R A T T3, T IR AT 23 1A 2 A 5 s A B2 AR R M 1A DG &R T RO R B R 5
UGS, ART R IR X AL AR o R AR B AN TR RO, AT BB 4 3 PP A 23 T B0 () P AR IR, e AN



Y, =a(U, V) + D) (U, V)X, + 5, (8)

k

A VA nX 1 4ERRR AR, X, 02 n Xk AR, & ZAZRENG (0, V)RS 1 DN AR m R a, (0,
R a, (U, NAE T SRIREIE: ¢ 258 7 DT ITiBENIRZE.

2 R=EAIWHRFBIF H 257 KSR RAE
2.1 MOERELHT e 2R PERIR, AN 2 R s b

2005—2014 A = M T B BB bR HE 2R S MEY K, Horb 2014 FFRAEZE Y 14612 44, /2 2005 411 5. 84 fif, MR
TRKEAMTTEASE BN 2= e B ETHESS (R 1, B 1D, 2005 ELK, B RECNEEJE R BN K = A
BUH AR 2 5 U PRI NS 55, 2014 78 5 R AU R e K& 31 0.9090 F 0. 4720, SEFIUT 10 FRIRIKT, 5
2005 FEAHELS 90N B 41, 68%A11 25. 42%, BHIK=MIMTTRQIIES) 2B RSH . NERRNEEMERE, QFNEsIR
R T SRS e R IR T IR B R IR, 3..0950 F4 A 1. 0836, 8 A QIH H 6 & = A 3 i B P 80 H B i JEE s TR SR v
SR ERCNIM . R TS R R AR B A, WA RECK T 0 9F Hikah i/, K =Ml B a5 = th 2 1E
a3 A0 HAFLE A IEZRS S ATE T A, X0 R T BN 78 XA FF AR P S5 (sl N B8, ki 4/ 7K = bk
HTRE R R AR R 22 57

F1 2005204 ERK=ARAPHECIF~HER
Tab.1 Disparity of innovation output in YRDUA from

2005 to 2014
Gy fediEze () AR REAE R Morans I (1 1E SR
2005 2503 1.5586 0.6329 0.1246 3.0950 3.4657
2006 3371 14217 06171 0.1813 27414 3.0753
2007 4 963 1.4015 06073 0.1971 26735 3.0823
2008 5 836 1.3080 06118 02756 1.3392 2.1646
2009 9739 1.3009 0.6022 03169 1.1253 2.2478
2010 13 186 1.1733  0.5793 03719 1.0457 1.6750
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2012 23054 1.2033  0.5718 0.2763 1.6634 1.9920
2013 19 650 1.0891 0.5313 0.2412 1.3982 1.8395
2014 14 612 0.9090 04720 0.2871 1.0836 1.3738
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Fig.2 Disparity and dynamic of innovation output in
YRDUA from 2005 to 2014

2.2 THEUH - R T LTS3

2005—2014 FRK=AIMTTH L FHRAER Moran” s 7 GEiHEEH) AreGIS10. 1 KAFMIAF. ML 1. B 1 W%, 2005—2014
fFMoran’ s 7 BRT 0, RIVAEBIEM IR R KEE) ETHES, SLUEIHT MK T (emBdiil) B EERS
A HAAAT S AT EH 7 A SRR R, R BTG R R 2 AN . Horh, 2005—2014 4 Moran” s 7 [ “ b
Fr—TW—LTt” wahSH M E; 2006—2010 4F, Moran’ s I AW EF, M 0.1246 #KZ 0. 3719, BRILHT B = F3m i i
QU P AR ROR SR SN58; 2010—2013 4, Moran’ s 7 —ELJ/DN, 2013 4EFE 0. 2412, B IZ R K = MW BEATH >~ H
EERGH RAEMEREE; 2013 4Flg, Moran” s 7 E#iIER, H 2014 FH) Moran” s 7 GuitfE9 0. 2871, & 2005 K] 2. 30
i, AT WU A K = AT B GURT s T AR R H A R A .

3 KR=AIMMRFRIH 2R K2 R Rk
3.1 MTERELH 0P B L Gt T s 3

CHEZFF KRR R (2006—20200) (52t BHEHED R#E R BEHESD T K = AR B UHT ™ H KRk K ™, 2005
—2014 7, K=EMITHRADH R 7 ek BT, BREAEH 41 749 EFFZE 417 933 #F, K 29.17%. H, 7E
PR Rk (R RO M QU ERRE R, KRR 5K E M T RIRALA R 44% A F, (R LRI T E
HH 2005 4] 52. 92% FBEF] 2014 SR 1Y 44. 71%, B HAEBERIF AT D48k o 1) S5t A2 AT i B B, Tl B30T 7 L A R B A PR«

N T S E AR R = A QR KT R A (AR A, AR 2005 AT 2014 4 & 738 B R AR o5 A = A T RE L AR AL
AR ", Z5A ArcGISIO0. 1 I FARIIZLE, KR tH/KSF A IR BARAKCE . BORKoF mKCE 4 Mg, 2
i 2005 A1 2014 FA = MIRATHEQUH ™ AP 2 E 2 F B IWE 3. B4 FTUEH, 2005 48, g B, SE2l. JEl. i
BE. 2Ry MM B WIS SRR, SO XA B B 2014 4, BR T I8 N HURACT XA BT KT
XAh, HRMKCFXENREE, E#RUIIHRRHERACEXATH, Mo 78Nl s AR X TGO RACE X, HIR M & A
BERCRES EHE (R 2D, BOSK =M EUH™ 0 AR A, sAE IEHR T GRS Sh BN e, T Al T R A BT



SRR RE, SMAF LRI T3 TR IS RIS AR . M2, 2005—2014 4F, BUHT= HARACE AN 10 AMNb &
8N, KPR 1 AR INE] 34, KEMITTEERBAETT 10 219 RAE 28 HL A 2005 4F 14 85. 21% T B4 2014 4 (1)
72.24%, FYK =AM & TTREH = B PR I G0 TGRS, FRIR T T LRI R B SR, MK =M%
TTIAH = 7K 19 2 Rk o

T2 2005F204 FER=AWHHEF
ENERZRASL
Tab.2 Patent granted and cumulative share in YRDUA
in 2005 and 2014

- 2005 4= - 2014 4
e ik || BRI RiHw)
|- i3 12 603 30.19 o 54 709 13.09
b 4072 39.94 [ ifg 50 488 25.17
T 3 985 4949 T 43 286 35.53
il 3315 57.43 Fre 33 548 43.56
£k 2 499 63.41 T8 27 937 50.24
EE 2 166 68.60 B 5 22 844 55.71
£ M 2136 1372 M 18 152 60.05
L 2 095 78.73 P 17 456 64.23
5 W 1 464 82.24 70 17 356 68.38
gl 1240 85.21 =L 16 134 72.24
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Tab.4 Selection of influencing factors of innovation
output and its implication

febr TS Jgbrdiit YE¥y;
e Bl 58 3 AR 55 Fh i el
N Rl (TF) %
el b A L
_— Blee i R e s i afmb
B 235 (GS) . %
e ST TR
2555 K (EL) _kmmm T
PP EERFIEE(ICE)  BUEELL I Tk & ={H h7t
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4.2 R

H B SAM vA. 0 B, 19 FH e 07 R B0 B GWR BLAY fy dge AR s 5 ), AbFBAE L IEE 5, 1938 £ 24 0. 946, THEEJSH £ 5 0.914,
R B RAE A 0.933, R/AMEY 0,913, FRIIRSEMA P70 G740 A BT 1 AR R 7
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Tab.5 Descriptive statistical analysis of regression coefficients in the GWR model

Wk fwr/MA B S FHIH PO(A b1 N ]
HH -15.64422 -12.17005 -10.11122 -10.26318 ~7.54496 ~4.83053
LnlF 0.08051 0.13956 0.18773 0.18801 0.23746 0.32909
LnGS 0.94957 1.23447 1.32178 1.38042 1.42703 147277
InEL -0.28498 ~0.07466 0.11757 0.09828 0.26389 0.63041
LnlCE 0.58911 0.63690 0.67579 0.67086 0.70707 0.81223
LnOR -0.07272 0.06773 0.12806 0.11774 0.21034 0.30043
LnM 0.01570 0.05576 0.12319 0.12182 0.17377 0.28105
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