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Multi-Dimensional Spatial Characteristics and Integrated Development Strategy
of Guangdong—Hong Kong—Macao Greater Bay Area
FANG Yu, SHI Aihua, SUN Wenyong., ZHAO Yingxue

Abstract: Taking the multi-dimensional perspectives of Multi-Centrality, Networking
and Functionality, this paper focuses on the multi-dimensional spatial characteristics
by utilizing multi-scale and multi-source datasets. It is found that: the Guangdong-
Hong Kong-Macao Greater Bay Area's Multi-Centrality demonstrates recognizable
characteristics of "three-body" and "layered circles", its Networking demonstrates
recognizable '"strong flows" and '"nodal" characteristics, and its Functionality
demonstrates "diversified" and "professional" characteristics. As a mega-city region,
the Guangdong-Hong Kong-Macao Greater Bay is a unique mega-city network as a
spatial structure system - such formation is attributable to its diverse institutional
frameworks, relatively '"small-scaled" regional spaces with highly condensed
elements, and naturally geographical patterns resulted by its estuary conditions.
Based on the aforementioned understandings alongside the contemporary background
of high quality world-class urban clusters developments under the "one country, two
systems" principle, the paper puts forward strategies for the Greater Bay in
provoking diversified and integrated developments.

Keywords: Guangdong-Hong Kong-Macao Greater Bay Area; high-quality development;
multidimensional spatial feature; integrated development with localized specialization; mega-

city network
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Fig.1 Coverage of streets and towns in the Greater Bay Area
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