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Effect of Industrial Clusters on Urbanization of Zhangpu

ZHOU Xiao-hua,ZHENG Qing-chang™

(Economics and Management College, Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University, Fuzhou 350002, China )

Abstract: Urbanization is the greatest driving force to promote the sustainable development of
Chinese economy,while the development of industrial clusters speeds up the formation of various
elements needed for urbanization development. The related issues of the food industry cluster
which impacted on urbanization development in Zhangpu was analyzed,and the positive role of in-
dustry cluster that promoted the development of urbanization was analyzed from the following re-
spects: information sharing effect, multiplier effect, scale economy and external economy advan-
tage of industrial cluster. At the same time, through the empirical analysis,it was verified that the
development of food industrial cluster efficiently promoted the urbanization development of Zhan-
gpu; moreover,the two inter-promoted and co-developed. Finally, to improve the role of industrial clus-
ters in promoting the urbanization development, the following recommendations were put forward: per-
fecting and unifing the element market, improving urban infrastructure, strengthening the service func-
tion, exerting the constellation effect through developing the advantageous industries.
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