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[Abstract] This essay modifies the Gravity Model from
the perspective of economic strength and industrial complemen—
tarities. It analyzes the evolvement of strength and spatial struc—
ture of economic linkage among cities of central triangle urban
agglomerations from 1998 to 2012 by using the modified Gravity
Model and GIS visualization. The results show that: The eco—
nomic linkage of the central triangle urban agglomeration cities
has been on the rise as a whole but the difference among the ur—
ban economic contact is enlarging with time. In terms of the spa—
tial evolvement the structure of the linkage basically maintain a
diffusion form of two ring structure separately centered on Wuhan
and the group of Changsha with Xinyu. There appears an overall
stability in the spatial pattern with north and mid — south higher
and west lower. And there is obvious heterogeneity of the trans
— boundary linkage among the three parts as Wuhan Urban Cir—
cle Greater Changsha Metropolitan Region and Poyang Lake Ec—
ological Economic Zone. The development of interactive cluster
has not yet formed. It is found that the importance of industrial
complementarities among cities in the urban economic contacts
emerges gradually; especially several cities like Xinyu Yiyang
Pingxiang perform well among non — center cities in the aspects
of economic contacts. Based on the results this essay proposes
some brief policy implications to promote the integration develop—
ment of central triangle urban agglomerations.

[Key words] central triangle urban agglomeration; ur—
ban economic linkage; modified Gravity Model; GIS visualiza—

tion; Spatio — temporal evolvement
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