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Fig.1 The annual output and the trend of regional pro-
portion of enterprises technological innovation in China
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Tab. 1 Gini and concentration index of enterprise innovation in three urban agglomerations

i s = 5=
Gini CRe Gini CRe Gini CRe
1995 0.77 0.74 0.62 0. 48 0.75 0.79
1996 0.82 0. 80 0. 66 0.48 0.76 0.70
1997 0.83 0.89 0. 64 0.49 0.74 0.62
1998 0. 84 0.90 0.67 0. 65 0.70 0.75
1999 0.86 0.91 0.68 0.78 0.76 0.81
2000 0.86 0.92 0.85 0.78 0.82 0.85
2001 0.86 0.95 0.92 0.79 0.82 0.87
2002 0.84 0.96 0.87 0.72 0.85 0.88
2003 0.84 0.97 0.83 0.68 0.86 0.91
2004 0.84 0.98 0.79 0.68 0. 86 0.89
2005 0.85 0.97 0.81 0.67 0.86 0.90
2006 0.85 0.97 0.80 0. 60 0.87 0.92
2007 0.87 0.97 0.78 0.65 0.88 0.91
2008 0.88 0.98 0.77 0.55 0. 88 0.88
2009 0.85 0.95 0.71 0.53 0.86 0. 86
2010 0.85 0.95 0.70 0.50 0.84 0.80
2011 0.85 0.93 0. 68 0.48 0. 81 0.79
2012 0.84 0.95 0.65 0. 46 0.79 0.75
2013 0.84 0.94 0.63 0.43 0.77 0.70
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Fig.2 Gravity center shift of the enterprises'
technological innovation in three urban
agglomerations during 1995-2013
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Tab. 3 Spatial panel regression analysis of the factors affecting theenterprise technological innovation of the three
major urban agglomerations in China
TS T R K= AR BR =S
OLS SEM OLS SEM OLS SAR
GCP 1. 186%#k (9. 953) 1.155 -+ (14.295) 1.14 ---(16.44) 1.097##*(18.318) 1.413%kk(12.43) 1. 138%#+ (4. 646)
IND —1. 055%%% (=3405) —1. 034%** (-6.403) 0.688%%(2.24) -0.414 ---(=3.909) 1.555:*-(3. 388) 0. 42 (0. 898)
STF 0. 63%%#* (5. 956)  0.504---(4.579) 0. 625%kk (11.00) 0. 495%** (6.244) 0.691 -+ (5.446) 0. 198%* (2. 272)
EDU 0. 286%x (2. 265) 0.339---(3.849) 0. 137%#*(1.982) 0. 082 (1. 405) 0.18*(1.688) 0. 738%x* (4. 063)
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K/p - 0. 522k - 0. 628k - 0. 479+
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