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Reflections and Prospect of Interactions between Development Zones and Ur-
banization: A Case Study of Jiangsu
CHEN Xiaohui, GUO Zijian, ZHONG Rui

Abstract: Since China's reform and opening up, development zones, which enjoy
preferential policies, have led local economic development and promoted urbaniza-
tion significantly. Currently, China's economy is at a stage of transition from a peri-
od of rapid growth to that of high-quality development and how development zones
can make successful transitions becomes a focus of current scholarships. Based on
experience in Jiangsu Province, this paper firstly summarizes the interactions be-
tween development zones and urbanization based on Jiangsu model. It then proposes
that development zones should emphasize urban spatial restructuring, the nurturing
of innovation networks and the formation of consumptive spaces. The research pro-
vides reference for development zones in the eastern China region.

Keywords: development zone; urbanization; interaction; Jiangsu province
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Fig.1 Growth of township and village industrial output in Sunan
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Fig.3 Foreign direct investment actually utilized and its proportion in total investment in fixed assets
in Sunan during 1992 and 2002
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Tab.1 Comparison of economic statistics of national economic and technological development zones in Jiangsu

between 1994 and 2002
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Tab.2 Development of new towns in Nanjing between 2000 and 2010 (Xiongzhou, Dachang, Xinyao, Longtan,

Bangiao, Yongyang and Chunxi)
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Fig.4 Urbanization rate and changes in secondary and tertiary sector employment in Jiangsu
2003 and 2017
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Tab.3 Comparison of three development models in Jiangsu
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