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Industry Agglomeration , Urbanization and Regional Innovation Capabilities:
Analysis Based on China’ s Provincial Panel Data

Chai Zhixian'?

(L School of Management ,Zhegjiang University ,Hangzhou 310029 ,China;
2 Zhgiang Univerdty of Finance & Economics, Hangzhou 310018 ,China)

Absgtract : Theindustry agglomeration level and the region urbanization level are two important factorsinfluencing regional innovation capabili-
ties Usdng the China' sprovincial datafrom 1999 to 2005 ,this paper makes 29 S estimation The results show that the agglomeration level of
intensve technology industries and the urbanization level have sgnificantly postive influences on regiona innovation capabilities,but that of

non-intens ve technology industries doesn’ t sgnificantly influence regional innovation capabilities In addition ,the results aso confirm that hu-
man capital ,R &D stock and FDI can sgnificantly promote regional innovation capabilities.
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