$i32% GH 8l o OB % g Vol.32, No.8
20134708 /] PROGRESS IN GEOGRAPHY Aug., 2013

X TR HHARRFIZFIL
B ELXHHE B 52 35

BES,EHE
(PRI 5 X5 HG, )M 510275)

8 E 20t 80AERLIR, “t FUM T IR T RIS U A i, 7EAZ 4 30 A RIS AR T, 2000 4RI
A B X T Sk T 2 S ) P~ AR e BAT AR RS S (D ST Uk i i sl 0 A BB i85 D) G
TS R Ry S APE o Sl AHE BER TR IR, 1R T AN GURIZ A MR IE LT A R S T B A
AR PG e IR T R R AR B8 AR . I PIE 2 , ISl O ™ A Sy g sk s i o i 42

PIANEERIOIFETT 0] o AR SCIRIET 1 22 S Ul s RS LSOO LT, PR 41 T 358 S5 | A i
TR 7 18], AR ARERR 4R 1% b R A R 7R
K B8 IR ST 5 Dy s — BT I T G 5 B )

doi: 10.11820/d1kxjz.2013.08.001
1 515

ST — 1) fe L Y Geddes(1915) 42 i1, 45 14
JE A AR IR T 5 i 31 4t DY 141 G 3T (conur-
bations) A Hi I 4 . Hall(1966)5 | JH % —H#E &, I
XA T I SR B 7 A R A s RS 25
5FEIEE, 20 42 80 4F AR, Friedmann 4 (Fried-
mann,1986; Friedmann et al, 1982)#l Sassen(1991) %
SO T HE R TR PO AESE , 1R T TR
U — W 5B e T S
N E BRI TSRS, I 90 AR B oA [ (77
BREL, 19915255750, 1994), HHT, B Y24 AL 322
IFSE R AL AT - v [ 5t SR TT 114 e A s (Jost
HIPREE, 1999; JEHRAE; 2008) ., rf &3 T 43R 16 K7
I 2 (BT 45, 2010) 2 BRAEVE R Hh I3k T 194t
o3 M E5 R A (R NIAE, 2007), 283t 30 4R (1 3iE
SHES SEUEAT ST, tH AT A AT 5T 3 16 i AE
iIE , 28 5% 4 BR AL X Sl T AR B AR A 4R A
NGl

21 4t 2 58 FEE ST A 58 S & 1 i
AA BRARME L Pie, BT kT AT B
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DGR S tows IV e SN L bR )
FEIT 1), FFPE X P E BT AT TS R 2

2 I RT3 LA KA H R L)
i

2.1 ZHIRE

T T A BRISAHEZE SR H T Friedmann F1 Sas-
sen I FFQIENTSY , B “ 2o it AUk i B e 7, 2edl
P IAN , I 1 52 557 20 43 T ) £ (0t
T N RS A 8 Ak B Y MR SR IEAS R AU
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(Friedmann, 1995; Cohen, 1981), il 1& b 4= 7= 3
AR Y O B A B RE ) Ao T A R, 7
AT B3 T (Sassen, 2005), Friedmann(1986) Al
Sassen(1991) 73 511 2R 5 [ 28 w) SRS A 6 A= 7
R 55 AR Syt S i i i A, el T R A
YRS SR I 0 B 28 B RO T AR A, s A v
AR T AT 4 W3R D PR ki Acis
YRR ZS ] 5 05, 2 85 I e AR rh il s ) BEA TS
A T E PR E T, EE PR E A R E
RO (S ks> $2:%0 HhE T i KES L NINID g Y AN
1R R PR IR S5 Ml I SR M s @) 7=k S5 R TG
Boglr 25 H AR Ak, 7 AR SR
2.2 BHAHLE

28 M ST e B AR T LUK I bR 55 3
gy TR0 B 2 0 4 BRAK 5 30 i 35 A 22 (] g 15k
R WIESE R FHE M, 2= A HETE S 55 AR
[E T o P 28 BB A HE T T A 40 0y . D 0%
TR SE 1B AW S (White, 1998), (2 52435 1 35k T 119
FARHAT , 200 I 5 B A B Rk Ak i ik g A
(Korff, 1986). il , Sassen(1991)Ik\ Jy 2Bk 1k 55
[ % 1 €555 46, YK 52 52 14 (sub-national entities) |
8 [E] 5% SZ {4 (supra-national entities) &b T # Hi AL .
B i 2l 20 T B 230 3 BE B RIAL | IR 43 T A
W SEBR I A AL SR S A 252540 AR 4k
A A BROY Ak i F8 (White, 1998; Hamnet, 1994).
@ 2 KA T g Dy L R, R T A R
FH S Y HHE 530 A U R B R g s DR AR
(Chase-Dunn, 1985; King, 1990; Korff, 1986). OES
BRAL R T 22 I3 A R R DRk T
M, R S T AR AT 1B TF (Olds et al,
2004).

BERR T &, 2o gt B T e i RO T R R
& TG FR R, S = D7 S0 FE A, BCh T
MR o S, — e A B B R A LA TR b
25 WIS A BRI , 40 Marcuse %5(2000) 82 Hi f9 “ 25k
1k i F2 b/ 3 T 7 (Globalizing City), Robin-
son(2000) £ H 1 “ T L3 T M & DL Ah 5 T
(From off the map), Robinson(2006) fil Amin %
(1997) 43 4 H 1) “ — B3k 17 7 (Ordinary City), Ho-
dos(2007) 42 H1 #5531 " (Second City) S .
T A ARE A 325 B AE S AL 2 1, = 4L
SRIVESVIE S Hie-A I ] i

2000 4FH1 5 , Hill % F1 Abu-Lughod %& T+ 329

E ST S| O EZN B ok o L S S A o
P RAT AR R S 2 AR IR [ T
LBTTEIT I

3 R TF LSRR B ) A A (i [
THF IR EIA S

3.1 xFHREHHAMERNSL

2000 4F , Hill 538 F X A 5L R B30 71
TH AT 0 SEUEAF ST, 8 SO0 2 gt B B
{1 Pk R (HilL et al, 2000), 51 %& 1 2001 4F: LA {Urban
Studies )25 R B L — I E 8 .

Hill S5, 2 ek H 43k 32 LA, 240
T 5 A S X O AT e B
FH ¥ 2l 20 RIS 0 22 )5 BERS AL . TN 2R S
H RIS A B, AT S 2 SR B G5 X 1]
FEF O FEARMW T | R 5 E AR 1 AAS [ 23 #]
458 R 5 @) IR 5 | R B [ RS B T 44 il
PR B A 5 @) I AR 77 A8 il 1 M e 1B R A 7=
IR 55 MV R I, T AR b, i H R o 3 4 AR o s
M B ST A (D IR AR A SR AL, BE R AL
xRl RIRAFAE (K 1)

IR RIE 7R DX T 2 MURE R REAE %) of 52 H:
ANF A ESN 7. L9547 A B 3 CBOR , s i
Ll e B 3, &5 8h 1R 2 AR R R
et sh 715 B b SCAT A 3 SOBOR , DL 52 % s A
25 S, BUA S 1R R s RS IR & R A% 0 3)
1o P, Hill SR SR 400 43 R W 2 B
@ FEZF e )+E0E B 5 1Y (State-centred and Polit-

R N E N 3
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Fig. 1 Characteristics of two world city types
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ical-bureaucratic) fH FL3 17 ; @ T30 I+ P2 [y
2 1) (Market-centred and Bourgeois)tH #-3k i (F6 1),

AR gt T 2 AR AR vp ) = R T
Z—, Hill I LUR SR SSUERT TS O 6 A, RGPk
TR T 2 MR ) A LR TS [ A T
AL . Friedmann(2001)7K0A , 28 L H5 Z 400
TEORYERT AN (0 i) B R 1 S 25 7= A B
F2E S AT A A R A2 R S
WA B UL ) BARTE T3 — R 8 a8, DIt ot
TR GO T 7 A I AS R YR R B TR RO
AT DAt — 2B IE , (H 340 8 376 A 1)K L4 575 A e
Sassen(200 1)1 [R5 R4, TA Sk Hill S5 To At HE
YR R 5 B K 24059 40 Ao 6 itk Hill 55(2001)
P [ )3 : D Friedmann 47388 4K BUR R T ; @
Sassen X} 75 5L B AT AT AR BLZE RS B4 h

XN IS I RFGE 7 A T RS Y 52,
A REEARL T 8 R CHSE BURNAE 8 43
B, TSI T B A B T ) — A E A
Il
32 XTFHFREHEIEHNHAR

A BRI AL 1 B T FEAN R
WTBUAT R, HAE WA AN . HErt S
TR P 32 SR TR [E 500 FE 3T B AT

AL 25
3.2.1 [FEFE

TIN5 B R R PR BT (UK T 10 6 R %
Ylo LG AE SIS Py M 2 7, 5 e Y
TE TR AN X A T g B S AH 5G (W, 2000;
Yeung, 2006). 7 I3 B Lk 5 28 BAR RAS [ 1Y
“SERIETEZ 7 (Olds et al, 2004), K T 3& W 455 &
JEE 1), I S8 Ao 2 Tl A R il e el
RS TR, AT R B0 W 4 S BUR S
BT TN A5 DR Ay the 4 T Y FE 2L A & (Salaff,
2004) . ST B SR R AR i — T SR TR A
YEHT, B AT 444k 75 4+ i Z H (Saito, 2003; Waley,
2007).
3.2.2 WTHEUR

38T R 2 T B AR T R R R ) B
o LTI I I RO SR G, B [ PR e
G W | s E RS, T M S T IR T R R .
I T 2 ) 2 A s S L 3 A T IR T 47 91 9 R
R v 7 1) € B ) 2 (Ren, 2008; Wu, 2003;
Yusuf et al, 2002), Ayt T i LA 22 451, 3505
HELT SN BI S, x5 HO [ B
[l A A% [ 0 9 il B3R 5K %% AH G (Chiu et al, 2004;
Tai, 2010), 14 % v A i B 2L 09 HE Bk, (H ek Tl

R1 WA HEEX

Tab.1 Comparison of two world city types

Xof e H MR 7K AW O R e I e “EZ P I EGR B AT

JER kT GIES) KRt
DX SRl [EPNIEEE R
TR I T 5 AR FE R B L

Bk B [ 2 i ) U]
SVERES SN ES N7 R K J 32 3 TE AR
Gy BN HURAFRRR W PR BE

& X NEL YNGR IHE N4 EPL @R 2N
SRR g FANAF= RS UM JBURFA R R 2%
kAl T A RS s J A A s s R Sl Al A S s SR R R AR 7 SRR AR A
WY S22 4 RS AN AT REBE 155 5 B SRR BE 55 T IR 2248 s AN AR A 5 P B AR LA
EAML ECUIEE IS ST N PR, B/
e TH 9 2 S e B AR, TH
Wl —E R FR IrE e
Sl 7 JE AR U SRR T AATRE AL B
ST BBk R sht R A

T A Hill 5(2000)F k8 B B TL
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O COR ) B ARG 1y, AR AR ket
KW BLG o FIpt 255 IR #E Sk i kA
FHARTE 24 vafm 0 & e M8 (Keil, 2011),
3.2.3 Witk

T RAE 2 I T A A 5 A B 43, i R
f BOG HE s AN At 23 0z Bl 52 e H SRk T Y A g i
o B ACRYIT A B2 BUR AR R RN, 1k Rk
ZERFRIMESE L6, PE B80S 0T i & A=A
fb.(Wang, 2003), HHJE BT 1] iy b 356 2% i B2 19 52
Wi, g5t SRR T A BORAS LA % 2k | 326 B )
TE28 RN H B 2 BUAR S, S 3UT a Bkkk
PRI E (Paul, 2005), L IEZALAIHE S50
12 3l 5 3T A R A R AR (] S BT A A Rk
Y385 T 2 A4k (urban fragmentation) BR42 , Bl = A= N
(] B 25 AN [ f A AT 2 () P A o 2 AR e
1&43 i (Sonenshein et al, 2006). .

S FUE R R R BIESE, S TITEGR 1 5
Wl , fE7R 73T 2RI 2R A . AR,
ARSI T EOR B E A R] RE I A IR T
A ) “ 18K B B (Growth Coalitions) | “ 3 T 1
KAHL#F” (Urban Growth Machines) 3 &, i —25 51
PS4k (Ancien, 2011),

4 ST FIR T A R Iy S A S
e TEIVTLE QN

4.1 X FHAEHTERELEHFIL

27 Bk 2 Ut BT BRAS Bk = 7 S A AT Y S
BEHRE A, X 5502 F R B 2k Ak A2 5 Ik
7 5 AF 5 AH 45 & 19 22 XA ) 1 17 (Bowen et al,
2010; Harris et al, 1998, 2011; Tilly, 1996, 2000), L
TSR R R KR, — 2225 4B T BT 4R A
P} AC L Al 2955 F AU T (Hegemonic City) VAl 77
[ 3% 7 (Imperial City)® 1% Iy 52 A I, J2 X — 40
B LA 5T AR (Barr et al, 1991; King, 1990;
Lee et al, 1991; Meyer, 1991; Rodriguez et al, 1986).

1999 4, Abu-Lughod % 3% T X424 22 I-EF A1
TEAZAL 3 TSI ) RGEWF ST R 4 T TR

— JJi 52} 5% J7 ¥ (Comparative-Historical Method),
T2 B IR T 4 R I s ) 1 B, Ot Sk R AR B
FEHA R R, N5 1 & T 9 — B EZE 2R
E7oN

Abu-Lughod(1995, 1999) %} 2% HL ¢ (R L 1 3
BT : O I AR E PRy 34 TS 1Y
P, D R A ELR A Y HE T, i
PRI HE AU T A8 [ PR o5 8l o T4, 5K
THT SR SR IR 3 L (Presentism) AR B
@ KB 99 1y 52 T I 3 T A A 408 T % 4 R Ak
AR A [R) e 1 228 ML TR e ) ThE SRk T %) ok
FRIE , 2005 s N IR Rl B XA SCfk 2
S8 R ZTE LR T A 1 T IE SR AN [ A 3
PR T 2 MRS [ i BT AR (15 2)

TE P HEPE R JE A I, Abu-Lughod H 8114 b
iz P A — Py S 5% v o6t 3 R T Bk T i e e
P SR iAT T BB, et 26 [ A 58 R T4 2 4
T 400 4 1Y Py SR 43 SRy 5 AN OF ke T Al
DI RO ) IS A2 Tolkik
)3 JEAN [F) Ul s 7 AN [ Dy s U R A o 22
T IR T S B AR 4 73 52 43T, Abu-Lughod X 3
JE ST TE 2 A A BR AL Hr i i O ASE A A

Abu-Lughod J & M 3L SE Y BIFFE R A 5 5t
S TR S . Friedmann(2001) 43\ , 22 HLEH
WHkZ X R A% &, B E T
Abu-Lughod 58 BUR Y [R] Bt 42 1 7 538 D 3k
AT A 3R AN [RT e 107, 3 X T SR 3

SRR AN T, ANBE A A2 LB I8 (1 % B 1 (Brenner,

2001); @ 3 & J Iy s %3 i R e sz i B,
T 18 BEORS ) 118 i BRI I i 78 (Brrenner, 2001;
Sites, 2003),

X7 0T BT A R Py s i, ot 2
PRI FTT T s SRR TR AR

¢ IR 2 USRI Ty 50 R 2 IR Bk ok X e

T ET Y Dy 5 e e AR R B AR AR T R
BT R R ZRERR AR
4.2 X FHFEH L EMNHR

T T Dy s A A A S (D A

@ “FIAOR T 35 i SR R B SR A OC, Lee S5(1991 WK Skl i SOMHEA I SO SRy s B XA A R BAT Geih

ML AL 2 T L

@ i T — et s b B s A BOR 285 hul, andb et (B 1 LA R 45 s King(1990)KF 19 22 A1 Fdi ik
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0
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2 S gm Mo sh 5
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Fig. 2 Debate on world city history

Dy s AR Y . NS b R OB E R oy Bl 43 T
S SRR B RO 2R 38 e R AN 7] g s s
TH ST AN T 5, A B AR Ak AR
B S, @ PRI Y . WEES
Pl A 2 AR SRR A 3k M | 38 43 B D sk Ak
TE LA T P B G 4 Bk g 1, 48 7 A3k
Tk ZHEEAE

4.2.1 ST Dy s A A A

T BT Dy s A AT oY B BE AT R D 4
BRAGER I B Dy sk B O AER EBRSS 3 TS
MURE 4 o AR W58 AT DA 2 sk Ak 0
P (Braudel, 1984; Frank, 1998; Held et al, 1999;
Wallerstein, 1974), M By 58 A E |, A28 5%
—IRAEIF AR LR R AR TR S I AR B R
Wi I 3 AN Rr 22 9% 3% Y 328 42 (Chase-Dunn et al, 2000;
Bordo, 2002; Short, 2012), @ AN [ JJj 52 Bt ) 1 77
e HA MR T T T . AR R S R
VA, BRI IR R P, A 3 A 24 55 BV A 20 H B A A
T, AN g S B B A T S T o A A AN R
FRIE TR R 2, b e AN ) Ay e A3 T g s
i,

Sl e N e o > AT | R TR O o
(GaWC)F N Taylor BT T, GaWC KA A [R] [Ty
S S %) 305 T DR 24 K T PR Sy B ) A5 T [ (Deer-
udder et al, 2012), 2T FIE R R . Tayloria
JHI Castells i “ i 8112 1] " HE &1 Jacobs X5 T 285F
KIER I, $2 5 vt M 338 7 (Central Place
Theory)#H X 51§ “ H.00 7 B8 (Central Flow Theo-

ry), ARk S 3T 2 ) 4 R 85 B 2R (City-ness) , Tfi]
AR 3% T 5 18 Hb Y B & (Town-ness) &30 T & 5% & &
# # E (Saey, 2008; Taylor, 2005, 2006, 2012a), 1
P PR PRE”, Taylor il i T N 1484k, X
AT SR Bl 2 R A I s B 3 1 T ek
i ™ 4 (Taylor, 2007, 2012b; Taylor et al, 2010,
2012),

Taylor X 3 Fl 7 i IR & , W o T2 4%
GaWC i bt 75 N 1 AR £ 7 & 1Y B BR 0F 5%
J6ns(2008, 2009) LA = S A BB R A8 T
1885 ALK BRIk TR 22 o Taylor 55£(2008)AfF 5%
16 2 19 20 B TR Bl K 1Y T AR AR 1L, #52:
RS2 B AN [R) 23 (R AE B 38T 4% . Ver-
bruggen(2008) 73BT H 22 K i 5 [ 23 =] B AL 5
BERZS A, DL A RN B3R T 4 . Wusten
22007, 2011)24 4 40T 1600 4E E 4“2 " %
B U2 (B 53T, R IR R 0 kR S 5 45 48
23 [i] 28 AL BB AR . Terlouw(2009) F1) A 1 44
ARAY, KA 22 K Al ] VG b e DX B3k Tl R R
TR R ASAAHER 2 UE I T AR DXk i 14
F 0 i W1 ; Chase-Dunn 55(2002) & B 745
TN AR A [R5 R W5, Ak T A A
FR U R HE o — 14

TSk Tl Dy s R BT 9T B A G IH R AL X
THE SR T R T P25 M g B, i AR R 2
BRI E S E T E . [ 1986 4F Friedmann
FFHH AR RS 3t B A R Dok, IR
LI T AL R R AR B A S A A
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Taylor %5 (2010) A ik A AT GE & . — > LIS i Ay rh
ORI FUA RIS
4.2.2 [ £IE BT SRS

KA MACEE AR T ¥ B 5 5 ek
T A& A B . 2008 4 GaWC A i 1) 40 /) alpha
Gt T A 15 A R E AR, 18
FLH R T (King, 2012), HHEFL6 T B9 Wiz H &
JE& 7 S s, ELAT R AT kG ) i S2 4% 7 (Beaure-
gard et al, 2000). [y 52 JE A 4T > e AR feiT T
X A BRAL A AN TR g 7 7= A 5 25 LT R X 5]
PSR RRIE . LB SR S E AR eI 7 1

(1) kTR

TS T B [ B 55 3l 43 T 0 T Y AR T
A s R . AR SO T R B A SR
ARG Z —, 5K T T 7 L oA A
TCKF(Wu, 2004), FTAHTREPIAE 17 2 18 222
JERRI RO AL, 20 20 BE 2 5 FE A TE A
G =\ A 3T RS , PR SCON ABR RO
1. (Deinema, 2012), 7 5 ] T S0 7 9 7 78 2
— AN KA P s A AR, 20 14D 50 4R A AV IR AR 18
Frus 1n) TR /L, 80 405 KR & Br &, fie
HEF RN AR 55l oL, 90 4EAR I K 4 Bl G AL F-
YRR A 5 1] i BHEL 07575 (So, 2004).

(2) th &z ghg

TR IR T 4k 25 25 1) 25 40 2 D7 50 2 2 BRI
B, AN BE 2 SIS rp B4k 252 [ AR A 7 7 PRl
i o BT SRR SEAEAN [ [y sk B ) A Bk 42 op
Y PO, P2 TR A TR O IX
Wit 17 s Ak TS T H R 22 HLO R 28 (R 25 4
(Grant et al, 2002); H 252 5 7E Tl Ak sy 1 RVAE
FETUR T AN A5 A1, B 5 BRI 0 J5 T
ARSIk T T Ak F@ i B 2 (Ribeiro et al,
2000), /RS B2 28 [ IRR AN BE S HEGAR 4
TE D3 A A B B E R R R TE IUR 5
X LI FH 28 BRSO 3 T A 25 2 ] 45 44 o L,
HL IR (Goldsmith, 2000), SRR E A 525 7 i
I 2 SR A 5 B R IO Bk i A 1 ) PR B S
FEAE SR LA —FARPAL , 33 1k 3 T b o7 42 7+
Y%A (Bater, 2004).

5 % E S TR IR s

i 2 304k RIS S S A, )

J2 2000 AR5 9 22 AR e SO G UR I BIESE K
J& 3 E Tt B TS B R N

(1) HEF I & R sh J i 2 e

ML S B TS e IR BB ), = R
HOh SO BLRISE 2 M Bl 1 55 AR 2 5F s
S i H R I ) A R AT AR R IR 55 L A
JH 0 20T ik AR o X Sl
TR A JRE A BB 22 1 [ PbILAA A S ok [ P
RAYIEA AN B STARHR & B T7 BUR A Sk T
P 25 | P4 o ] ST T B A Jg Y i 2 AR 22
Peah )y [, i R i EATAE T Tl AR B, il
2 T A e R A B R & TR 2
—o PR, o A ST A RIS, I R G 5 LB
R JRI R G X 22 Bl g 5458 sl S BN i
i A e

(2)  E AT R

TH S0 T 14 A JRE AN BE L 2 JH i 7 ) o 22
Whi. S A2y AR ZON R XA ARAE T
SR e FE 2 1) AR ISR AN ik 22 DO 78 1
BRI R R R p 2 32 SR BE S Y 5 Y
AR FSCEZZEA B R 22 5, B A O ) 45 2
1T DXCUR AR SRy M 5 2 T A A5 24 %) o [
ST B4 A e A B B RS AR
] A9 T ST AR5, AN I T3 4k T
MBS R VIS Z AL WARTE H A IR Y5 #e
55 R A 3R T R B, R S R T LS B SEUE AT
I8, T K R AR, Sl A T
] S s 14 L SRk T e

(3) $ukTta g Bl Ji e 3 S HE Ry v

22 M PR I R g A T S A ) e 1, 22
WU T A R Dy SR Ay 3 v 4 e A 1 B
T2 BA AR A S Iy e, o250y S A B 23 A
TR TF AT R R ER AR ) e . LRt I
R B G s IR 20 20 30 AR AR 12
B ZFR TNDI S — B E P E TP R A,
FEI AU B — 8 R 7 AR IR Y s HAbvF 20
WP K AR e BkAE g Dy s o FIATES
B Dy STV v FE 3 D s A T X LU R
A B T 7R3 A R A R ML R A T £ 4k
P AR Ve, ST U SE AT AT AT RO BTl i i
DAL

Hh D I 25 30 4 4 BR PN B U i
B R E S, T E B LI JERT AR
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S IEAE R O BT T By i3ty o B SR
RTTRIETE I A SR KA , JEHR SR AT 4 K e 7
[ , JF RSz 2 b [ ST OIS R o 4
ERAY T ST BE AR AUET R, £ BT ok
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Two debates and two trends: Review on world city research

XUE Desheng, HUANG Hemian
(Center for Urban and Regional Studies, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510275, China)

Abstract: This paper provides a review on the progress of world city research in the past 30 years. It attempts to
argue that, in the 21st century, the focus of world city literature has shifted from proving the links between eco-
nomic globalization and urban restructuring to revealing different pathways in world city formation. Two de-
bates took place around 2000 have become turning points in the academic trajectory: (1) debate on world city
types and driving forces led by Hill and Kim; (2) debate on world city history led by Abu-Lughod. This paper is
organized into three sections. First, it briefly reviews the classical theories alongside with some early criticisms.
In the 1980s, the world city theories founded by Friedmann and Sassen have caused a paradigm shift in urban
studies. Cities have been seen as basing points of the new international division of labor. Although the classical
theories are still the foundation of current research, scholars have criticized them for overemphasizing the eco-
nomic factors, exaggerating the generality of New York model and neglecting historical analysis. Because of
lacking solid empirical bases, these early criticisms have not challenged the classical theories radically. Second-
ly, it introduces the two debates and two following trends in detail. Based on the study of Tokyo and Seoul, Hill
and Kim have led the first debate. As the important role of developmental state, they designated the two Asian
cities as state-centred global cities, which were in sharp contrast to the market-certred ones, such as New York
and London. Friedmann and Sassen have responds to their arguments and admitted that, the classical theories ne-
glected the role of state. The second debate is about history of world cities. Through investigating the evolution
of three American cities in a long-term, Abu-Lughod has explored their unique responses, called "personality",
to globalization. Her historical-comparative method has opened up an important new theoretical perspective and
aroused interest on historical analysis. As a result of the two debates, the discussions in this field have already
been moved forward. Researches on "world city politics" and "world city history" have become two major
trends in this new century. Finally, based on the reviews, it states some inspirations for world city research in
China. With the rising of China, Chinese cities will play more important roles in the world. The research should
not just follow the classical theories, but reveal the nature of Chinese modes, which will help to find the right
way and enrich the world city theories.
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