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Tab.1 The comparison among different intergovernmental cooperation models
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Tab. 2 Growth of tourism industry in Shanghai, Jiangsu and Zhejiang in 2003 and 2005
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Tab. 3 The intergovernmental cooperation cost-benefit of the accessible travel circle
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Tab. 4 The intergovernmental cooperation gains and behavioral strategies of the accessible travel circle

R AR AIERA Gl WERROIIRAEE AN
RS R, L. BXBUEEMRIOEEE RS EES . AR A A
W . MEAE. B R, RITHERLS RIS POORIEE ST R Tk
ES 0| P Y. TR
BB AR R ER S At BB KT s - & ez
SRR, DCBURUFE S WAL R R ph e I DB UE A pepk i 5
TRTHENE, FWH RGRA, SfEdEbr M SRR
Hi+-51 A B it A 5171

3.3 G1Esh 51T AKEE

K= “TRARIEE " i, B TR RAEREC, O “ToRRAARIEE" kil
AAEAE AT o, AR S ARG VRIS 5 38 0T R ) AR — W 2 SIS, Rl
FITRIE G TEMNIRAILRE . @ WANE B ILFEES SRR IR, fTBOr AR, &
TEW S BEAR, INRA R, GIEHESIEME. YT ig kA B FEA L fELH IR,
Hb 7 A TSR A S 1 A VR AR 5 B RN T A ERAE RN X — kAL, BEE A VEIR
A, BRSPS A T ORI A E R R R, AR R I R, BH
HIEE RIS, @ Mg idoE .. WliBUN M &E, T SET
iR o S am), R Al AR BTGk, sy, LRSS AE

4

VLI S VLT R AR 58 24 TSR, BAt Rz il SoK R4, RITLZELSE
i, BRI KT Y R iEse %, B AOKIS Yei R . SO BB s, (e B Bk TS
JephlElyAEE, Bk E RS T KT B A IS, s TR P s R AR
4.1 H1EHTE

1995 AR 5 TYLR Ry “RAmsg]” @, sl I W Wi s BUR ) v e e 2
1996 4F JF [ ZZ MR N K (T IE— M X K V5 Y gl 2y Ab PR WL ARG @ ), HESh I
M %P S T B R B A WAL, BRRIBIE AR AR — 2 . (HEXA
AECZS 5 MK FOEAR AP SE . 5302001 4E 11 A 21 H 3 db R R A S50y < gE
e, =B E, FEESSBE. KRR BRI R DL WA BUR A [ iET
I T AT IR T T VLI M 5 Wi V155 2% 300 ALK T5 e 2 4y FnoK 8 G 1 P 8 7
WY, GRS, W REIRBILIAE N, HEEAARIC, a4 2l
#% o 2002 4% 2 H I3 N T A5 24T BOR G A T UGh A K TS PR 4, IE U 5
BB A RO, SR EE . ORI E RS DA T 2005 4F BEAR RS 22 Wl
KK AN 8 52 W 3 2B e, PR S R AR A ML, B B2 B R IR ER
T REVEE T B4 T A RITEPE R 55 2% E VLI IR A T30 — IR 218, 37 T P
WSS, WA, WA M . PN 0 45 4 0 TR B, N7 1 B84 XS P Ab 3

© 2022 9O AFAREL , FEPE 11 B Yol 25 T K S, IR AR AGATE , B 3 24 AL AR VLR B it R A2 B FLOR I o 1995
4F,200 224 iftt REPRAT S 1 3] SR BB ARLBON SR T B T] S




2 MR A ST AR —IEE MK = b BURF ISR AR T A ML 2200053047 317

WL &P b X 7 5 21 4y B . B X0 Tl ok ST IS N R 1 2%, Sl 1 HE X
X IEMNG R TR b B, JF B A B NS T BON SE R R BUR RS R DM HESE
4.2 M B EIER A S =T

RHTES FOKTS RS VEIR B, A=l R B T A R i 32 A = TR A ger A 5 45 B o310 E [6]
PMER BRI T S AR i e . SR IR AT . BUA . tha S, MRS RR
FHK 5 e rTRERR ARG BRAS , KRBT B0 5 7K B B AR OGP SOl i & i s A BT
W7 BUF S A R I RLA IR T, 4y EREUR B PR RIENR s SRR T A ARBIEREAL
fit o PRFREE BRI 2 £ A AT R R SR A I R B o TS LA AL 4 H BURF Al
EARBA TG AR A s 2 GHUR i RE T I B B SR T9 B RO (5 B LI, 244y
WHIIRT . SYEPMNSEIT S o A s 24 LIPS R AR BRI 25 e, b lie ) T i S
S B BREE 0 T I A SR 52 75 G e R L s A SE (R 5) .

x5 HHTERKSREEEFNEERRSEERE
Tab.5 The intergovernmental cooperation cost-benefit of the management of Jiangsu-Zhejiang
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Tab.7 The intergovernmental cooperation cost-benefit of the Shanghai-Jiangsu-Zhejiang expressway
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Cost-efficiency mechanism and game-action of inter-local
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Abstract: Under the background of globalization and regional integration, regional cooperation
is viewed as a crucial approach to dealing with various challenges in the context of
globalization, and likewise as a prerequisite for maintaining the cities' comparative advantages
as well as competitiveness. Although different actors involving private enterprises, research
agencies and other organizations have jointly participated in the regional organization, and
local governments have played dominant roles in the cross-border cooperation by controlling
the majority of social resources and assuming the responsibility of managing the economic
activities within their jurisdictional areas. By applying the cost-benefit analysis based on the
game theory and governmental behavior theory, this paper attempts to put forward three models
of intergovernmental cooperation and builds a new theoretical framework to explain how the
mutual gains and costs of the cooperative efforts drive the governmental behavior. Then, by
focusing on the Yangtze River Delta (YRD) region, three typical cases of cooperation events,
the YRD accessible travel circle (Changsanjiao wuzhang'ai lyuyouquan), Shanghai- Jiangsu-
Zhejiang- Anhui expressway (shensuzhewan gaosu gonglu) and the management of Jiangsu-
Zhejiang transboundary water pollution are selected to examine the three models of
intergovernmental cooperation, namely, win-win model, comparative interest model, and win-
lose model. This paper explains different types of cost- benefit, cooperation powers, and
behavioral strategies under different cooperation modes. Through tracing the process of
cooperation formation and investigating intergovernmental interaction, this paper argues that
the cooperative gains and costs significantly influence the governmental behavior, and further
shape different models of intergovernmental cooperation. Based on the empirical analysis, this
paper suggests that cooperative mechanism including mutual trust mechanism, dialogue and
consultation mechanisms, benefit- sharing mechanisms, as well as supervision mechanism
should be formed in the further promotion of regional cooperation in the Yangtze River Delta.

Keywords: city government; cooperation model; cost-benefit; game mechanism; Yangtze River Delta



