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Research on the Relationship Between Regional Innovation and Integrated
Development in the Yangtze River Delta: Evolution Pattern and Development
Orientation
IRHE HEG  KEN
BB AR RIS R LR % R 6 b, FUT KSR B4R 200020185 69 M 1 S0 55 £ A
T IO ARR A, O B R Z A BT 0413 A 5 — AL R R K I R T A A IR R R K S A K 4 9 A —
PRI AR 89 25 4 By 3R A 46 0 B, A 900 B K2 M 00 — PR A 35 B M2 % B9 ) 09 18 K, 5K
I B 6097 e — PRALHE b A AR RHARIG  AS B R AL B, K2 A 5T A1 ) Ao — kIG5 R0 A T
B, AR WIRIRA I K = O K BB S A D GO R0 & , 1R R A BT i e o
SR BT 0 A (X S TR B 60 M B 3 o A 2 R b, B B AT N ST B R 6191 2 3 5 A 419 SRS R
RSB, IR K 2 K SR A — A T AR R

Abstract Innovation-driven development is a crucial concept in the new era and serves as a core principle for promoting the Yangtze River

WANG Qixuan, XIAO Hongwei, ZHANG Yishuai

Delta (YRD) integration. By analyzing the relationship between regional innovation and integration, this study constructs an
evaluation indicator system using attribute and relational data from 41 YRD cities (2009-2018) to assess innovation capabilities
and integration levels. The coupling coordination model examines the spatial pattern evolution of regional innovation and
integration. Overall, YRD demonstrates a favorable integration trend. However, cities possess low innovation capabilities,
leading to weak coupling coordination. Spatial pattern evolution reveals significant variations in coupling degrees, with higher
coordination in the core region of YRD and lower coordination in peripheral Anhui cities. The spatial pattern is evolving towards
regional coordination and balance, led by Shanghai and central cities. Finally, recommendations are provided to offer insights
for YRD's regional innovation and integration development, including rational allocation of innovation input, efficient sharing of

output, and coordinated optimization of the innovation environment.
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Fig.1 Interactive mechanism of regional innovation
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Tab.1 Index selection of urban innovation and regional integration ability
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Tab.2 Stage division of coupling coordination between urban innovation and regional integration
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Fig.9 Scientific and technological indicators of YRD in 2019 and its proportion in China
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YRD in 2018
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Fig.13 Changes in the layout of national high-tech zones in the YRD
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