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Table 1 Locational Gini index of producer services and manufacturing industry in 2000(2003), 2005 and 2010
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Table 2 Global Moran’s I index of producer services and manufacturing industry in 2000(2003),2005 and 2010
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Fig.1 CDF(Cumulative Distribution Function)of employment within various sectors in 2010
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Table 3 Temporal trends of the proportion of service sectors’

employees above the 50th percentile cities in 2000-2010
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Table 4 Temporal trends of the proportion of service
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Table 5 Temporal trends of service sectors’ spatial
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cluster in the largest cities in 2000-2010
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Fig.2 Three cluster modes of the producer services
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Table 6 Location quotients and the number of employees of service sectors in the top 5% of cities in 2010
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Spatial Cluster Characteristics and Modes of Producer Services in China
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Abstract:In the past decade, rapid output growth and employment in the producer services of China have inter-
ested the academic sphere in spatial cluster and elaboration of locational theory concerning producer services’
activities. The article examines spatial clusters and location characteristics of producer services in the Chinese
urban system in the years 2000, 2005 and 2010. This study indicates that the location of cities of a large num-
ber of employments of service sectors is dispersed in China, comparing to geographical concentration of cities
of developed manufacturing industry. Most of producer services experienced a spatially-centralization process
in the period 2000-2010. However, there are different cluster modes in various service sectors. According to
characteristics of industry agglomeration, these industries are classified into three modes, namely Primate City
cluster mode, Rank-Size distribution mode and Balanced distribution mode. Primate City cluster mode means
the largest city of industry have overwhelming employment scales, cluster characteristics of information ser-
vice industry and business service industry. The number of employment of technology and science service in-
dustry as well as real estate in the largest cities is slightly more than other classes of cities. Thus these two in-
dustries are classified as Rank-Size distribution mode. Although the number of employment of finance and in-
surance service has increased in the first class cities, the largest city has no advantage of urban system and the
number of employ is relatively balanced in urban system. Therefore, this industry is categorized as Balanced
distribution mode. Moreover, the analysis of location quotient and scale of employment evidences there is posi-
tive correlation between amount of employment and the number of superiority functions. This means that distri-
bution of producer services in China is in accordance with central place theory. Finally, the study also shows
there are complementarities and division of labor among of cities in the same provinces and developed metro-

politan regions.

Key words: producer services; the modes of spatial cluster; industrial pattern; the division of labor



