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Abstract — Cultural industry agglomeration is the propeller of the urbanization. Meanwhile urbanization can meet the 
requirements of the cultural industry cluster. The two accelerate each other. In order to further explore the inner structure of the 
both, firstly the indicator system is established in this paper. Secondly, use the principal component analysis method and factor 
analysis method to analyze the cross-section data of 31 provinces, cities and autonomous regions in China. At last according to the 
previous step, the multiple linear regression models are built up for deep research. The result shows that there is a positive 
correlation between cultural industry agglomeration and urbanization. Moreover the urbanization factor of science technology and 
talents and the factor of economy and urbanization life have obvious effects on cultural industry agglomeration. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Driven by agglomeration economy effect, cultural 
industry agglomeration guides elements such as capital, 
technology talents are flowing to the areas with superior 
resources and environment, high innovation ability and fast 
speed innovation application and form an economic and 
social networks linked by a cultural industry chain. During 
the time of cultural and economic factors combining to 
accumulation stage, the space of the city is able to optimize, 
expand and upgrade continuously. As city is the carrier of 
industry, urbanization actively promotes the resources 
centralizing and developing to the optimized area. Can the 
interactive development of cultural industry agglomeration 
and urbanization break the plight of cultural industries and 
urban development? Can it break through the traditional 
industry to promote the old mode of urbanization, the urban 
space reconstruction, the cultural knowledge into 
productivity, and realize the urban renaissance, collaborative 
environment reconstruction with cultural rebirth? 

Entering into the 21st century, the most obvious feature 
of modern urbanization is the integrative development of 
culture and economy. On the research of the relationship 
between cultural industry agglomeration and urbanization, 
pioneering scholars  based on the theories which were 
mature since 1970 s, for example Heckscher-Ohliis 
discussed that the driving forces of urbanization economics 
is agglomeration economy from the perspective of resource 
endowment. Hoover's urban economics points out that 
industry appears in the city depending on the agglomeration 
of enterprises and the development of city provides power 
for the agglomeration. Similarly, the city formation model of 
Edwin Mills and Bruce Hamilton also turns out that the 
agglomeration economy has positive external effects on 

gathering together the population and economic activities 
and appeals to those who have nothing to do with initial 
activity for further concentration of population and economic 
activities, and then the urbanization begins. 

Scott (1997,2006)[1][2] believes that in the development 
process of cultural industry agglomeration, the spatial 
distribution is not balance However, the city is still the 
cultural industry agglomeration center. Metropolitan 
population is still a significant cultural and economic activity 
area. Cultural industries selecting urban space agglomeration 
is the economic effect of agglomeration. Whereas, according 
to the research of Hutton(2004)[3], as the carrier of cultural 
and creative industries, urban space can also provide a lot of 
convenience, such as cultural facilities, convenient 
environment, convenient construction organizations. Except 
economies of scale and agglomeration economies. The 
scholars also focus on the research of innovation effects and 
spatial agglomeration effects of cultural industries. Zukin 
(1988) [4] finds that many cultural producers are very 
interested in the attic of the old city where they can get 
together for cultural production. On one hand it facilitates 
cultural producers and on the other hand, the old town can be 
fully utilized and optimized. Wu(2005)[5] analyzes the 
relationship between creativity and urban clusters, focusing 
on analysis urban policy and cultural industries affecting 
urban agglomeration and empirical research output. 

    The research of cultural industry agglomeration in 
abroad especially emphasizes on innovation effect and the 
effect of the urban space. As to urbanization, the cultural 
industry agglomeration provides one kind of economic 
power promoting the optimization of urban spatial structure 
and the constructing of urban renewal. With the development 
of cultural industry agglomeration and the enlargement of 
scale economic benefit the research of cultural industry 
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agglomeration and urbanization become a popular field at 
home. In the process of urbanization. The “city disease” 
demanding prompt solution which is one of the premises of 
this research. Most of them concentrate on the development 
of urbanization, cultural creative industrial park or the 
cultural industry agglomeration area. On current research, we 
need pay more attention to the relationship between the 
cultural industry agglomeration and urbanization especially 
the empirical research in this field. 

Chinese scholar Hua Jian (2011/2012)[7][8] researches 
the relationship between industrial agglomeration and 
urbanization systematically and completely, which can be 
theoretical guidance. He pointed out that the establishment of 
cultural industry clusters mainly reply on city. As a result, 
the development of cultural industrial agglomeration must 
closely link with urbanization especially with the urban 
function transformation and rebuilding. He believes that the 
development of the cultural industries agglomeration 
contribute a lot to the new urbanization, including following 
five parts: First, cultural function is the basic requirements of 
urban planning; Second, the historical heritage can be 
inherited and innovated as the development pat; Third , 
industrial clusters can show the cultural strength of city. 
Fourth, research institutions are the “intellectual core” of 
cultural innovation. Fifth, promoting cluster development of 
cultural industries through rebuilding space in cultural value 
will make the development of the Chinese urbanization 
under the level of the whole world healthier. However, Fan 
Zhou(2009/2003)[9][10] in his research found that cultural 
industry cluster appears in the city of high degree of 
economic and market level which makes the development of 
cultural industry depending on regional central city and 
showing the ripple-like distribution and “city dependency 
syndrome”. At the same time, the new urbanization breaking 
the bottleneck of industrial space layout and seeking 
development space and achieving the integrating 
development of the first, second and service industries. This 
new chance have never happen ed before. 

Qi Ji(2005)[11] have kept a watchful eye on the 
development of cultural industrial agglomeration and the 
problems of urbanization and put forward the imbalance 
during the interactive development of urbanization and 
cultural industrial agglomeration , the lack of cultural 
characteristics and cultural services and the low efficiency of 
urban management and cluster management. He gave 
corresponding solving schemes too. Yuan Hai (2012)[12] 
discussed the spatial effect of urbanization and analyzed  
Xi'an Qujiang Cultural Demonstration Zone Case as an 
example. Yu Guangjian (2013)[13] in the light of Beijing 
cultural and creative industries area further illustrated the 
evolution and mechanism of interaction between the 
development of cultural and creative industries district and 
urban space. 

 From the domestic literature research, most of the study 
is given priority to qualitative research rather than 
quantitative research. Whereas from the quantitative 
research, it mainly focuses on single region and treats single 
cities or regional cultural industry parks as samples to 
analyze empirically. This kind of quantitative research in 

regions has its advantages which are targeted and data 
available. We should pay much attention to it. However, the 
small range and thin sample data of the quantitative research 
in regional may lead to the insignificant of sample 
representation, So the comprehensive quantitative analysis is 
also very necessary. In fact, the development of cultural 
industry agglomeration and urbanization is a process of 
agglomeration and expansion unceasingly and goes forward 
from one point to the whole area progressing as a layer 
structure. In view of this, on the basis of theoretical analysis, 
this paper studies on cultural industry agglomeration and the 
relationship between the level of urbanization and internal 
structure comprehensively under the quantitative research of 
31 provinces and cities in mainland China. 

II. MECHANISM ANALYSIS AND REGRESSION MODEL 

ASSUMPTION 

City is the carrier of industry whereas industry support 
the city. The common basis of cultural industry 
agglomeration and urbanization is pursuing the effect of 
agglomeration. City economy is a kind of agglomeration 
economy which attracts all sorts of factors of production 
getting together to obtain economies of scale. It is quite 
obvious that transformation of industrial structure promote 
urbanization. As agriculture labor division and transfer 
giving birth to the urban, industries began mass 
concentration and production which promoting the city’s 
rapid rise and urbanization. Due to the inextricable city 
disease which is caused by the development of industry. The 
emerging industry which is based on the integration of 
culture and technology is the power of urbanization and it 
drives urbanization into the road of high efficiency and 
environmental protection. In comparison of the way of 
economic growth basing on nature resource, it is 
unparalleled for the innovative mechanism of the cultual 
industry agglomeration accelerates the economic growth and 
it plays a more and more prominent role in the development 
of urbanization. Cultural industry agglomeration promotes 
the circulation, diffusion and infiltrating of the core 
production factors such as knowledge, technology and 
culture resources and develops other relevant industries. 
Cultural industry agglomeration improve and upgrade the 
industrial structure. It is not only brings the optimization of 
the urban population structure and employment structure, but 
also can upgrade urbanization. In addition, the cultural 
industry is one kind of knowledge-based industries in 
essence and the knowledge and the knowledge workers are 
the most important factors of production thereby promoting 
the transformation of knowledge creation, overflow, and 
industry.[14] Cultural industry cluster is the manifestation of 
knowledge transforming into productivity and promoting the 
change of industrial structure. It’s an interactive relationship 
between the cultural industry agglomeration and 
urbanization. As it shows in the Figure(1), the cultural 
industry agglomeration optimizes urban industrial structure 
through innovative mechanism, knowledge diffusion and 
over-fall and the transformation mechanism of productivity 
promotes the development of urban economy, upgrades 
urban spatial structure and improves the city competitiveness 
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by stimulating employment. What’s more, urbanization also 
has effects on cultural industrial agglomeration in supply, 
demand and market. Urbanization provides infrastructure, 
human environment, funding, policy environment and 
creates the demand of cultural goods and services for cultural 

industry agglomeration. At the same time, it stimulates the 
generation of cultural industry agglomeration through the 
needs of demand. Moreover, urbanization supplies a healthy, 
perfect market system and related factor markets for cultural 
industry agglomeration. 

Figure 1. Cultural industry agglomeration and urbanization interaction diagram 

Based on theoretical analysis, this paper puts forward the 
regression model hypothesis: the growth of cultural industry 
agglomeration can improve the urbanization level,on the 
other hand the improvement of urbanization is beneficial to 
promote cultural industry agglomeration. There is a linear 
regression relationship between them.  

III. RESEARCH DESIGN 

A. The Establishment of Multiple Linear Regression 
Model 

Assuming Y is the dependent variable, the number of 
independent variables is n, the influence factors of 
urbanization are the independent variables being recorded for 
P1, P2, and P3... Pn. Multivariate linear model is referring to 
the factors of urbanization impact on cultural industry 
agglomeration level Y being linear. We can get the 
multivariate linear regression equation of cultural industry 
agglomeration level Y to urbanization factors:Y= 
β0+β1P1+β2P2+···+βnPn . In this equation, the β0 is 
constant, β1、β2···βn are the regression coefficient. When 
β1 is fixed for P1、P2···Pn ,the factor of urbanization P1 
being an additional unit effects to the cultural industry 
agglomeration level Y . Beta 2... beta n are in the same way. 

B. The Source of Data and Selecting 

This paper researches the Chinese cultural industry and 
urbanization with the sample of 31 provinces, cities and 
autonomous regions in the mainland of China. According to 
the data availability, these papers select cross section data 
from the 2013 statistics which means the actual measurement 
data from 2012 as a benchmark. The original data about 
cultural industry agglomeration index system mainly comes 
from The Chinese Cultural Industry and Relevant Industry 
Statistics Yearbook(2013) and the cultural and creative 
net(http://www.ccitimes.com/) and the data is obtained after 
calculation and arrangement. And the data about 

urbanization in mainland China is mainly collecting and 
sorting from The China Statistical Yearbook (2013), The 
China Labor Statistical Yearbook (2013) and The China 
Population and Employment Statistics Yearbook (2013). 

IV. THE EMPIRICAL ANALYSIS AND THE RESULT OF 

REGRESSION MODEL 

A. Composite Measure of Cultural Industry 
Agglomeration 

1) The construction of index system 
At present, the measurement method of the industrial 

agglomeration such as Industry Agglomeration Index, 
Herfindahl Index and Hannah-Kay Index mainly measure the 
industry agglomeration level from the competition in some 
particular industry. Whereas Spatial Gini Coefficient and 
spatial agglomeration index measure industry agglomeration 
level from industrial spatial layout. Location Quotient and 
Spatial agglomeration index usually measure industry 
agglomeration level by choosing the specific indicators from 
a certain region industry value. After weighing the 
advantages and disadvantages of all kinds of measure, this 
paper takes the comprehensive measures measuring the 
cultural industry agglomeration of our country according to 
the data availability and overall principle. 

There are six indicators to measure the cultural industry 
agglomeration level, including X1: The number of legal 
person units of culture and related industry; X2: The 
percentage of the culture and relevant industries’ number of 
unit of legal person to the number of unit of legal person of 
the third industry; X3: The number of national cultural 
creative industry demonstration base; X4, X5, X6: 
Respectively for the total employment, total revenue and 
gross profit of the culture manufacturing enterprises above 
designated size, limitation above retail culture industry 
enterprise and key services cultural enterprises in the end of 
the year. 
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2) Composite scores of cultural industry agglomeration 
After analyzing the principal components of cultural 

industry agglomeration indicator, extracting the principal 
components and using the variance contribution rate as the 
weight and extracting the main components of weighted 
average, the cultural industry agglomeration comprehensive 
score can be obtained. The formula is F=∑AiFi (A is as the 
variance contribution rate, F is for the extracting principal 
component factor score.) Using SPSS software for cultural 
industry agglomeration indicator principal component 
analysis, the KOM value of 0.879 can be got first and 
according to the Barteltts phericity test, the probability is 
0.000 which is less than the significance level of 0,05. As a 
result, cultural industry agglomeration index is very suitable 
for principal component analysis. Secondly, the extraction of 
the first principal component of the cumulative contribution 
rate was 87.148%. In order to make the cumulative 
contribution rate gets to more than 90%, the second principal 
component was extracted continuously which loading as 

much as 6.782% of the variance contribution rate. So the 
total cumulative variance contribution rate is reaching 
93.930%. As a result, the extracted principal component on 
the cultural industry agglomeration has a high load capacity 
and can effectively reflect the cultural industry 
agglomeration level. Finally, the regional cultural industry 
agglomeration score is obtained by calculation. The formula 
is F = 0.87148 F1 + 0.06782F2 in which F is for cultural 
industry agglomeration comprehensive score, F1, F2 are 
preserved score which are extracting from the principal 
components 1 and 2 respectively. 

According to the data on table1, China's cultural industry 
agglomeration score is not high and even many provinces 
have negative cultural industry agglomeration degree except 
some provinces and cities such as Beijing, Shanghai, 
Guangdong, Shandong. There are large regional differences 
in cultural industry agglomeration and the overall level of 
cultural industry agglomeration is at a low level. 

 

TABLE I COMPOSITE SCORES OF CULTURAL INDUSTRY AGGLOMERATION 

Region Score Region Score Region Score Region Score 
Beijing 1.87 Shanghai 1.28 Hubei -0.28 Yunnan -0.28 
Tianjing -0.47 Jiangsu 1.68 Hunan 0.12 Xizang -0.96 

Hebei -0.26 Zhejiang 1.46 Guangdong 2.55 Shanxi -0.18 
Shangxi -0.57 Anhui -0.8 Guangxi -0.28 Gansu -0.68 

Neimenggu -0.76 Fujiang 0.13 Hainan -0.70 Qinghai -0.67 
Liaoning 0.04 Jiangxi  -0.44 Chongqin -0.32 Ningxia -0.63 

Jiling -0.67 Shangdong  0.71 Sichuan -0.09 Xinjiang -0.73 
Heilongjiang -0.44 Henan 0.30 Guizhou -0.55   

        

B. Factor Analysis of the Level of Urbanization 

1) The construction of index system  
A single index method or comprehensive index method is 

the most commonly used to measure the urbanization level. 
In a single index method, the common indicators include the 
proportion of urban population, the proportion of non-
agricultural population and the proportion of urban land. In 
modernization index system the urbanization indicators only 
include urbanization rate or the rate of township 
development which is dropping the rich connotation of 
urbanization and having little effect to guide the 
establishment of urbanization. In order to reflect the dynamic 
development of the urbanization level scientifically and 
comprehensively, this paper adopts the comprehensive index 
method to evaluate the urbanization level comprehensively. 
Combining the views of experts and the 59 relevant 
literatures about establishing urbanization index system to 
measure the level of urbanization, there are 52.2% literatures 
using 4 indicators to evaluate urbanization level while the 
maximum data 7 counts only 5%. Through observing and 
counting the index of urbanization level, the indicators of 
demography, economics, environment, and sociology are 
mainly included. For example, demographic indicators 
focuses on the population structure, quality and scale, 
economics index focuses on the economic strength and the 
economic structure, the environment index focuses on the 
environmental construction and environmental protection, 
social indicators pay more attention to the content of the 

social life and social service. According to collecting and 
analyzing comprehensively, this paper aim to establish the 
index system of urbanization level which contains 6 
indicators and 20 secondary indexes. 

Urbanization indicators include X1, X2, X3 which 
representing the proportion of urban population, the 
population of having college degree or above in accounting 
for the proportion of the population at the end of the year and 
the scientific and technical services employees in town 
respectively. 

Urbanization economic indicators include X4, X5, X6, 
X7 which representing Per Capita GDP, the proportion of the 
added value of the tertiary industry in accounting for the 
CDP, the average wage of different industry and the per 
capita consumption expenditure in cash in town respectively. 

Life of urbanization indicators include X8, X9, X10, X11 
which representing city gas penetration rate, health technical 
personnel number per one thousand people, Internet 
penetration rate and per capita number of book in public 
library respectively. 

Environment urbanization indicators include X12, X13, 
X14 which representing per capita green land or park area, 
treatment rate of domestic sewage and life garbage treatment 
rate respectively. 

Technology urbanization indicators include X15, X16, 
X17 which representing the number of college students of 
every 100,000 people, Technology Market Turnover and 
internal research and development expenditure in gross 
regional product (GDP). 
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Ensure urbanization indicators, including X18: 
unemployment insurance for X19: the proportion of the 
proportion of urban basic medical insurance for X20: the 
proportion of social endowment insurance for urban and 
rural residents. 

Ensure urbanization indicators include X18, X19, X20 
which representing the ratio of unemployment insurance, the 
ratio of urban basic medical insurance and the proportion of 
social endowment insurance for urban and rural residents 
respectively. 

2) Factor analysis of urbanization level. 
Using SPSS software to have a factor analysis test of the 

indicator data for measuring the urbanization level, we can 
get that the KMO test value is 0.83 representing the high 
overlapping of the selected factor, which is suitable for the 
factor analysis, and the significance probability Bartlet’s sig 
equaling to 0.000 which is less than 1% passes the test of 

factor analysis. Then, according to the request of the 
characteristics being more than one, there are 4 new factors 
being requested P1, P2, P3 and P4 respectively whose 
cumulative variance contribution rate getting to 85.132% 
which is more than the general standard of 80% indicates 
that the new factor extraction has a higher degree of 
interpretation of the original explanatory variable. From then 
on, it was named by rotating the factor loading matrix 
urbanization factor. Load factor is the coefficient matrix of 
each original variable factor expression showing the extract 
common factors impacting the original variables. According 
to the general standard, the bigger of the absolute value of 
the rotating load factor, the higher degree of the overlapping 
of the factors and the information and it becomes more 
important when come to explain the factor. Usually, the load 
absolute value, more than 0.9 is excellent, more than 0.6 
perfect and 0.4 general. 

TABLE II ROTATING COMPONENT MATRIX 

 
Component 

1 2 3 4
(X16)Technology market turnover / ten thousand yuan .933   
(X3)Urban Units scientific and technical service employees/ ten thousand people .846   
(X17)Research and development expenses internal spending accounting for the proportion of GDP% .830   
(X18)The proportion of unemployment insurance% .781   
(X2)College education accounting for the proportion of the population at the end of the year% .751   
(X9)The number of health workers per thousand technology/people .738   
(X15)The number of the college students in every 10,000 people/ people .731   
(X5)The added value of the third industry accounting for the proportion of GDP% .644   
(X11)The amount of per capita public libraries/book .907  
(X20)The gravity of urban and rural people participating into social old-age insurance % -.831  
(X1)The proportion of urban residents% .756  
(X10)Internet penetration rate% .735  
(X7)Urban residents per capita consumption expenditure in cash/yuan .735  
(X4)Per capita GDP/yuan .730  
(X6)The average wage employment in every industry / yuan .604 .709  
(X13)Urban sewage treatment rate/%  .893 
(X8)City gas penetration rate%  .861 
(X14)Life garbage treatment rate%  .859 
(X12)Per capita green land or park area/square meter   .934
(X19)The proportion of social endowment insurance for urban and rural residents % .614  .654
   

*Extraction Method: Principal Component; Rotation 
Method: Kaiser standardized orthogonal rotation method; a. 
the rotation after five iterations to converge. 

In this paper, 0.6 is the critical dividing point as common 
factors to explain the naming of common factors taking into 
account the explanatory variables in the new rotational load 
factor up to standard. As you can see in the table 2, it’s the 
new rotation information table which has removed the 
absolute value of the coefficient value less than 0.6. 

According to the data of table2, X16, X3, X17, X18, X2, 
X9, X15, X5 have very good overlapping with P1 which 
mainly involve aspects of technology and talent or named 
science and technology factors of urbanization. X11, X20, 
X1, X10, X7, X4, X6 have very good overlapping with P2 
which mainly involve aspects of economy and life or named 
economy and life factors of urbanization. X13, X8, X14 has 
a good overlapping with P3 which defining as environmental 
factor of urbanization in that it has close relationship with the 
urban environment. X12 and X19 has good overlapping with 
P4 and it is named security factor of urbanization after 

comprehensive consideration. In the all common factors, 
technology urbanization and the talent urbanization have the 
closest relations, followed by economy and life factor of 
urbanization, environmental factor of urbanization and the 
guarantee factor of urbanization. At the same time, according 
to the rotating component matrix to calculate the renaming of 
factor on the relationship between the various indicators and 
the equation is as follows: 

 
1 16 3 17

18 2 9

15 5

0.933 0.846 0.830

   0.781 0.751 0.738

   0.731 0.644

P X X X

X X X

X X

     
     
   

      (1)  

2 11 20

1 10

7 4 6

0.907 0.831

    0.756 0.735

    0.735 0.730 0.709

P X X

X X

X X X

   
   
     

           (2) 

 3 13 8 14 0.89 0.86 0.859P X X X                (3) 

4 12 190.934 0.654P X X                      (4) 
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C. Construction of Regression Model 

The regression model between cultural industry cluster 
and urbanization level is based on the cultural industry 
agglomeration composite score which is used as the 
independent variable Y and the extracted and named four 
common factors 1P , 2P , 3P  and 4P  are used as independent 
variables. In order to eliminating the variable factors that 
have little impact on cultural industry agglomeration, the 

stepwise method is applied to screen the arguments when 
using SPSS to construct the multivariate regression model. 
As a result, it can remove the incompatible variable model 
construction to ensure the validity of  the multivariate linear 
regression model. The analysis results are in table III and 
table IV. 

TABLE III ELIMINATED VARIABLES 

Model  Beta In T Sig. Partial Correlation
Collinearity  Statistics

Tolerance 

1 
P2 .338a 2.295 .029 .398 1.000 
P3 .260a 1.696 .101 .305 1.000 
P4 .162a 1.027 .313 .191 1.000 

2 
P3 .260b 1.833 .078 .333 1.000 
P4 .162b 1.103 .280 .208 1.000 

*a.model of predictors: (Constant), P1;b.model predictors: (Constant), P1, P2;c.dependentvariables:C 
 

TABLE IV FACTOR REGRESSION COEFFICIENT A 

model 
Non-standardized coefficients Standard Coefficients

t Sig. 
B Standard error trial version

1 
(Constant) 5.778E-7 .136 .000 1.000

P1 .460 .138 .526 3.330 .002

2 
(Constant) 4.823E-7 .127 .000 1.000

P1 .460 .129 .526 3.567 .001
P2 .296 .129 .338 2.295 .029

*a. dependent variable: C 
 
The data of above tables show that the significant 

probability of two factors being less than 0.05 indicates that 
the two factors have obvious impact on the cultural industry 
agglomeration. And due to the significant probability greater 
than 0.05, P3 and P4 has been automatically removed for not 
meeting the statistical significancein during SPSS analysis 
process. It illustrates the two factors of environment and 
security of urbanization has little effect on the  

Cultural industry agglomeration level. 
This paper chooses regression model 2 to construct 

regression equation. Table V shows the adjusted R2 is 0.348, 
the statistical value of the regression equation F is 8.994, 
concomitant probability is 0.01 which being less than 0.05. 
So it illustrates the regression model on the 0.5% level of 
confidence which has passed the test, namely the regression 
model is effective. 

 

TABLE V MODEL SUMMARY C 

Model R R square Adjustment of the R square The standard estimate error F Sig
1 .526a .277 .252 .75617 11.088 0.02a
2 .625b .391 .348 .70600 8.994 0.01b

*a. prediction variables: (constant), P1;b. prediction variables: (constant), P1, P2;c. the dependent variable, C   
 
Finally the regression equation is:  

7
1 24.823 10 0.46 0.296Y P P               (4) 

At the same time, according to the table 2 to establish the 
equation about available Y and relation of various variables 
are as follows: 

 

7
16 3

17 18 2

9 15 5

11 20 1

10 7 4

6

4.823 10 0.42918 0.38916

  0.38918 0.35926 0.34546

  0.33948 0.33626 0.29624

  0.268472 0.245976 0.223776

  0.21756 0.21756 0.21608

  0.209864

Y X X

X X X

X X X

X X X

X X X

X

     
     
     

     
     
 

   (5) 

V. CONCLUSION 

In the light of mechanism analysis of the relationship 
between cultural industry agglomertaion and the level of 
urbanization, this paper assumes a model of the relationship 
between them. And combined with relevant literatures and 
the opinions of the experts and scholars, index system of 
cultural industry agglomeration and urbanization level is 
established. According to the data of 31 provinces, cities and 
autonomous regions in mainland China. The quantitative 
method is used to analyse the established model of cultural 
industry agglomeration and the level of urbanization. The 
empirical analysis results show that (1) China's cultural 
industry agglomeration level is not high and the cultural 
industry agglomeration of regional distribution is imbalance; 
(2) According to the close degree, the mainly factors 
affecting the level of urbanization in our country are science 
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& technology and talent factors, following by economy & 
life factors, environmental factors and the ensuring factors; 
(3) There is a significant positive correlation between 
cultural industry agglomeration and urbanization level which 
means that cultural industry agglomeration improve the level 
of urbanization and the increased level of urbanization 
promotes the development of cultural industry 
agglomeration. This interactive development can make fully 
use of the effect of agglomeration. The improvement of 
urbanization in every aspect can facilitate cultural industry 
agglomeration and cultural industry agglomeration also 
contributes to the urbanization. There is a multiplier effect 
between the two sides. (4) The factors of urbanization in 
science and technology have great influence on cultural 
industry agglomeration. What’s more, the economy and life 
factor of urbanization also have obvious effect on promoting 
the cultural industry agglomeration. The environmental 
factor of urbanization and the ensuring factors have the least 
influence on cultural industry agglomeration. 

According to the research results above-mentioned, it has 
several suggestions to promote the interactive relationship 
between China's cultural industry agglomeration and 
urbanization. (1) The unbalanced status of China’s cultural 
industry agglomeration should be taken in all-round 
consideration. The imbalance development of regional 
economy in China give rise to the regional discrepancy in 
culture industry. Nowadays the industry development has an 
unclear orientation in western, middle and estern areas 
China. Because of the haphazard development of the 
traditional and emerging cultural industries, every city 
develops in the same way , which plunge the city 
development into a serious homogeneity of competition. [15] 
(2) The multiplier effect of interactive development of 
China’s cultural industry agglomeration and urbanization 
should given fully play. With the capacity of tranforming the 
creativity and cultural knowledge into productivity, cultural 
industry driven the urbanization developing in a civilized and 
healthy direction and promotes the development of cultural 
industry agglomeration. (3) The adjustments of cultural 
industries policy should be made. The integration of 
technology and culture should be underlined to improve the 
urban living environment and attract more creative talents. 
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