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ABSTRACT 

Urban agglomeration in several developing economies is essentially steadfast, 

accompanied by steady urban population growth, which impacts the general regional 

economic performance and human well-being of urban dwellers. Most Sub-Saharan African 

cities are becoming populous due to the perceived better opportunities and ideal living 

standards in major metropolitan regions. However, the new urban economics literature offers 

conflicting theoretical sustenance for industry-led economic development, which causes a 

positive agglomeration link between the urban population share, economic activity, and 

general human well-being in developing regions. This debate is vital for Sub-Saharan African 

countries, where urbanization is stirring.  

The study aimed to determine the nexus between urban agglomeration and regional 

economic performance. Specifically, the study sought to determine the relationship between 

urban agglomeration and regional economic performance, the relationship between urban 

agglomeration and income inequality, and the relationship between urban infrastructural 

service accessibility and regional human well-being in Sub-Saharan Africa. By employing 

Pooled Ordinary Least Squares (OLS), Fixed Effect (FE), Random Effect (RE), Discroll-

Kraay Fixed Effect, Difference Generalized Method of Moments (Difference-GMM), 

System Generalized Method of Moments (System GMM), Two-Step Instrumental Variable 

Generalized Method of Moments (2SIV-GMM), and Two-Stage Least Squares 

(TSLS)estimation techniques, the study analyzed the relationships for 22 Sub-Saharan Africa 

countries using panel data spanning from 2000 to 2020. The empirical analyses are explored 

in three chapters addressing each objective. 

The first chapter in the empirical analysis investigates the relationship between urban 

agglomeration and regional economic performance. The chapter first evaluates the evolution 

of urban agglomeration from 2000 to 2020 in 66 economies sampled from Asia, Europe, and 

Sub-Saharan Africa and the extent to which urban agglomeration influences economic 

performance. It targets to overcome the shortcomings of the existing empirical literature by 

constructing a more nuanced measure of urban agglomeration, following the Herfindahl-

Hirschman-Indices (HHI) calculation, which captures nations’ urban demographic structure 

more robustly compared to indicators that have been used hitherto. The findings point out 

that urban agglomeration has, on average, declined across world economies against the long-
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held notion of an increasing trend. Regarding the effects of urban agglomeration, the System 

GMM findings show a significant deleterious effect of urban agglomeration on economic 

performance in developing economies (Asia and SSA) and a beneficial effect in developed 

economies (Europe). However, the effect is beneficial depending on the urban 

specificities―urban infrastructure. Based on the findings, we conclude that the relationship 

between urban agglomeration and economic performance is country-specific. This chapter 

professes that country-specific policy frameworks, industrialization, and governance 

effectiveness in urban infrastructural development can augment the growth-enhancing effects 

of urban agglomeration. 

The second chapter of the research addresses whether there is a significant non-linear 

relationship between urban agglomeration and income inequality. The study applied a 

dynamic panel model, following an inverted U-shaped Kuznets Hypothesis and balanced 

panel data for 22 countries from 2000 to 2020. The findings reveal a non-linear relationship 

between urban agglomeration and income inequality in Sub-Saharan Africa. Based on the 

findings, we conclude that income inequality rises with urban agglomeration in the first stage 

and declines in the later stages of urbanization. The findings indicate that enhanced 

governance capacity in providing urban infrastructural investment, industrialization, and 

opening up the peri-urban connecting rural regions through public-private development 

partnerships can help shorten the urbanization-driven income inequality inverted U-shaped 

Kuznets’ turning point in the Sub-Saharan African region. 

In the third chapter of the empirical research, we interrogate whether the quality of 

urban infrastructural service accessibility matters and how urban governance influences the 

link between urban infrastructure and human well-being using balanced panel data from 2000 

to 2020 from 22 Sub-Saharan African countries. The System Generalized Method of 

Moments (Sys-GMM) findings show a significant positive link between urban infrastructural 

service accessibility and human well-being. Regarding the role of urban governance, Panel 

Fixed Effect-Instrumental Variable (FE-IV) findings indicate a significant negative effect of 

urban governance and its interaction with the urban infrastructure (proxied by electricity) on 

human well-being. Further, urban agglomeration is found to have a long, robust set of 

controls, from specification to different estimation techniques. Conclusively, effective 
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government policies influence higher levels of human well-being in regions with large urban 

agglomerations.  

Keywords: Urban Agglomeration; Urban Infrastructure; Income Inequality; Economic 

Performance; Herfindahl-Hirschman-Index (HHI); Dynamic Model; Sub-Saharan Africa. 
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1. BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY 

In this section, the dimension of the thesis is set by elaborating on the fundamental 

motivation of the study. The chapter consists of the actuality and justification of the topical 

research issues, which uncovers the existing research problem. Also, the chapter entails the 

research topic, objectives, conceptual framework, and the hypothesis setting of the study. 

Lastly, the chapter ends by summarizing the structure of the thesis. 

1.1 Actuality and Justification of the Research Topic (Research Problem) 

Urbanization is a valuable outcome of regional economic performance (Zheng et al., 

2020). As nations develop, the urban share of the population in urban regions increases 

because a more extensive section of their total population shift from the perceived 

underdeveloped rural areas to the perceived developed urban areas full of economic 

opportunities such as employment, better income, and quality accessibility of social 

infrastructure such as water, sanitation, and energy (Kuznets, 1955; Castells-Quintana, 

2018). Thus, the urban regions are deemed a critical prospective force in reflecting human 

prosperity and sustained economic performance as they contribute to consumption, 

innovation, and investment in developed and developing economies (Ikwuyatum, 2016; 

Moreno, 2017; Xue et al., 2020). As such, urban agglomeration in developing regions has 

been rising tremendously due to the increasing rural-urban influx of people in the urban areas 

searching for prosperity and a good life (Ikwuyatum, 2016).  

Although the increase in urbanization is seen as a significant contributor to regional 

economic performance, there is still a hotly contested debate in the literature regarding the 

connection between urban agglomeration and economic performance in different contexts 

(Xue et al., 2020). On the one hand, some authors argue that the drift of population from rural 

to urban areas results in a commendable economic performance and a continuous urban 

opening in cities’ agglomeration (Ahrend & Schumann, 2017; Song et al., 2019). On the 

other hand, other scholars posit that increased population entry into urban regions pauses 

great negative outcomes on economic performance, which impedes urban agglomeration as 

indicated by greater inequality in terms of urban living standards (Chong et al., 2016; Li et 

al., 2019; Tripathi & Kaur, 2017; Ferreira et al., 2016). 

An urban agglomeration is defined as a spatial population within the demarcation of 

the adjacent region inhabited at the urban density level, regardless of the administrative 
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boundaries (Han & Liu, 2018; Moreno, 2017). It refers to integrating the suburban areas 

within a given urban territory (UNICEF, 2012; World Bank, 2019). Although there has been 

a continuous improvement in the definition and delineation of the term urban agglomeration, 

there have been mounting controversies, especially regarding the geographical space and the 

share of urban population size to measure urban agglomeration. More recently, scholars have 

linked it with urbanization and equally viewed it as integrating sub-cities to form a major, 

spatially, vastly, and compact city of more than 1 million people (Fang & Yu, 2017; World 

Bank, 2019). Subtly, urban agglomeration comprises one big city promoting regional 

development through accelerating the flow of factors of production and advancing the scale 

of labor division and specialization (Zhen et al., 2017). The adjacent small and medium-sized 

cities become embedded in the agglomeration network supported by the central city to realize 

function borrowing through information connectivity, resource sharing, and industrial 

productivity (Han & Liu, 2018). The continuous urban agglomeration networks promote 

internal economic productivity, which leads to a coordinated state and dynamics of 

development of the region (Li et al., 2019). 

In most developing regions, such as Sub-Saharan Africa, the growing share of the 

rural population has been declining relative to that of the urban share of the population due 

to the increase in rural-urban drift propensities in the quest to have an economically 

worthwhile standard of living (Bloch et al., 2015; UNDESA, 2018). Also, the lack of 

sufficient infrastructural drivers of economic opportunities in rural regions has been 

identified to be fueling the rural-urban migration and subsequent urban agglomeration 

pressures on limited urban economic opportunities and urban infrastructural service 

accessibility quality (Bloch et al., 2015; UN-Habitat, 2017; McPhearson et al., 2018). 

Continuous rural-urban migration not only accelerates the growth of urban agglomeration 

but also poses socio-economic challenges such as limited housing, energy, water, and 

sanitation infrastructural services, high crime rate, high unemployment rate, and retarded 

economic development as well as undesirable human well-being (Wei et al., 2017; Li et al., 

2019; Liddle & Messinis, 2015; UN-Habitat, 2020; UNDESA, 2018).  

Bourgeoning urbanization and subsequent urban agglomeration (unregulated 

concentration of people in urban regions) increases the uncontainable widening variation of 

income, retarded economic resources, and undesirable human well-being levels across 
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different rural and urban areas (Bavier, 2018; Grafakos et al., 2019; Hardoon et al., 2016; 

Liddle, 2017; Tripathi & Kaur, 2017). In line with this conjecture, it is projected that by 2050, 

more than two-thirds of the world’s population will be urban, with many living in informal 

and unplanned settlements and growing cities in regions such as Sub-Saharan Africa and 

Asia (UNDESA, 2018). Between 2015 and 2020, the global population grew by 397 million 

persons, with over 90% of the growth occurring in less-developing regions such as Sub-

Saharan Africa (UNDESA, 2018). Most of these rising urban population growth rates are 

exceptionally pronounced in small and medium-sized city settlements of about 1 million 

people (UNDESA, 2018). Specifically, over 50% of Sub-Saharan Africa's population is 

projected to live in cities by 2050 (World Bank, 2015; World Bank, 2019). This is identifiable 

in the recent urban population growth trends, which have been rising gradually over recent 

decades. For instance, the urban population increased from 7.7 million in 1970 to 9.69 million 

in 1980 and 11.66 million in 1990 to 13.09 million in 2000. This trend has continued further, 

with an increase from 14.35 million people in 2010 to over 17.97 million people in 2022, 

with a positive propensity to increase to approximately 1.5 billion people by 2050 (Bavier, 

2018; Grafakos et al., 2019; UNDESA, 2018; World Bank, 2022). 

The sudden and unregulated upsurge in urban agglomeration preceding rapid 

urbanization presents conflicting outcomes in economic and human well-being in developing 

regions such as Sub-Saharan Africa (UN-Habitat, 2017). On the one hand, it leads to positive 

economic outcomes such as increased regional economic performance resulting from an 

increased labor supply pool, specialization, productive human capital, and proximity to urban 

industries (Ahrend et al., 2017). On the other hand, it leads to deleterious outcomes such as 

increased income inequality, urban poverty, and an increased share of the urban population 

living in slums and dilapidated urban settlements with inadequate access to urban 

infrastructural services such as water, sanitation, waste management, energy, and 

employment opportunities, hence impacting negatively on the overall human well-being and 

urban livability (Li et al., 2019; Liddle & Messinis, 2015; UN-Habitat, 2017a). 

Notwithstanding the recently recorded regional economic growth and bursting urban 

agglomeration growth in Sub-Saharan Africa, general regional economic performance and 

human well-being attributed to urban agglomeration seem to be growing in the opposite 

direction in major Sub-Saharan African urban regions (Manteaw, 2020). Although the area 
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is experiencing a massive rural-urban population drift, the occasioned regional economic 

performance attributed to the agglomeration of skilled labor in the urban region’s industries 

is growing at a low pace (United Nations Population Division, 2018). The economic 

performance measured by the gross domestic product (GDP) growth averaged below 6% of 

the annual growth rate of urban agglomeration between 2000 and 2020 (World Bank, 2022). 

However, income inequality appears to have risen with urban agglomeration. In particular, 

the Gini coefficient, which depicts the distribution of income and the ng standards, has been 

increasing rapidly in recent decades (UN-Habitat, 2010). For instance, the income inequality 

in Sub-Saharan Africa averaged above 0.65 between 2000 and 2020 (Standardized World 

Income Inequality Database, 2022).  

Whereas Sub-Saharan Africa has been experiencing better economic growth in recent 

decades, sustaining long-term economic performance is a figment without adequate urban 

structural adjustments (Goodfellow, 2020). Appreciably, no region can gain successful 

economic performance without undergoing the urbanization process. However, this can only 

bear fruits if urban regions are positioned as strategic economic hubs (Center for Strategic 

and International Studies, 2018). Revising regional policies and individual countries’ policies 

related to interstate systems and building the regional capacity for managing urbanization are 

the main elements of sustainable economic performance. Investing in urban infrastructure, 

empowering local governments to deliver adequate social amenities, and tying them to 

national economic agendas and regional regulatory framework is the surest way of achieving 

ideal regional economic performance (Farrell, 2018). This requires concerted efforts by 

stakeholders such as urban planners, external donors of capital goods, city governments, 

development practitioners, and the private sector. Linking the concerted development efforts 

of different stakeholders presents the Sub-Saharan African region with an opportunity for a 

successful economic performance, given its immense demographic transitions (Center for 

Strategic and International Studies, 2018). 

Furthermore, the urban infrastructure in Sub-Saharan Africa has encountered severe 

pressure from the rising urban agglomeration, hence rendering over 50% of the urban 

agglomeration in the acute proliferation of slums with limited access to better housing, water, 

sanitation, transport, and telecommunication infrastructural services (World Bank, 2022; 

Tuholske et al., 2020). While the infrastructural gap has been identified as significant in the 
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region, some efforts have been made in recent years. Yet, there seems to be increasing income 

inequality and poverty levels in urban areas. Notably, this is due to the increasing urban 

agglomeration in Sub-Saharan Africa, which is much faster than urban infrastructure 

development and economic opportunities (Goodfellow, 2020; Lawhon et al., 2018). Also, the 

rising of small and mid-sized cities, annexation, and reclassification of previous rural regions 

as part of the central urban regions have been the major contributing factors to unplanned 

urban infrastructure in Sub-Saharan Africa (Güneralp et al., 2020). Partly, this is also 

contributed by urban governance mismanagement, lack of sufficient financial resources, and 

overlapping functions of the urban institutions, leading to the overall retarded per capita GDP 

growth, unsuitable investment, decreasing productivity, and undesirable levels of human 

well-being (World Bank, 2020; Güneralp et al., 2020). 

Although Sub-Saharan Africa’s urban infrastructure development trends appear to be 

meeting the needs of urban people and are similar to those of other rapidly expanding regions, 

it is essential to note that the driving factors for it differ expressively from those of the 

developed economies and other developing economies such as China (Güneralp et al., 2017; 

Pieterse, 2019). For instance, urban infrastructural service accessibility disparities are 

attributed to incoherent resource distribution, lack of adequate financial capacity, technical 

management, and urban governance mishaps in enhancing the complementariness between 

the urban and rural infrastructural development and resulting in imprudent fiscal 

decentralization and economic performance of the metropolitan regions (Behuria et al., 2017; 

Lawhon et al., 2018). For instance, Sub-Saharan Africa has invested approximately $26 

billion annually in infrastructural development such as water, sanitation, transport, energy, 

and telecommunication, with 30% of this going to the national governments. In comparison, 

50% and 20% have served urban and rural regions correspondingly in the last two decades 

(African Development Bank, 2016; Andrei et al., 2019; Simon, 2016). With positive urban 

population growth prospects, Sub-Saharan African cities would be required to execute 

unprecedented urban expansions with very few financial resources (Shi, 2019). Yet still, the 

region is facing a financing shortfall of between $68 to $108 billion (World Economic Forum, 

2018). Ideally, two-thirds of the spending on the urban infrastructure required by 2050 is yet 

to be realized (World Economic Forum, 2018). Further complicating matters, most of the 

present urban financing is from the public sector due to regulatory and governance instability, 
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which deters the private sector capital. The total capital investment in Sub-Saharan Africa 

from 1980 to 2011 averaged a paltry 20% of the region’s GDP as contrasted to 40% of the 

GDP in the East Asian case during the same period of rapid urbanization (WEF, 2018). 

Whether or not rising urban agglomeration is related to regional economic 

performance, income inequality, and urban infrastructure remains the puzzling question in 

this study. In line with the Agglomeration Life Cycle Theory, the Inverted U-shaped Kuznets 

Hypothesis, and the Theory of Good City Form, this dissertation sought to determine the 

relationship between urban agglomeration and regional economic performance, the 

relationship between urban agglomeration and income inequality, and the relationship 

between urban infrastructural service accessibility and regional human well-being. 

Agglomeration Life Cycle Theory considers the probability of exploiting economies of scale 

in local services and products through internal labor division and specialization resulting 

from the available large labor force pool (urban agglomeration) (Krugman, 1991; Camagni, 

2016). The inverted U-shaped Kuznets hypothesis considers urban agglomeration and 

urbanization crucial in rearranging the developing economies dichotomized by a rural 

subsistence sector and an industrializing urban sector; hence, rural-urban population drift is 

a significant dimension of the regional economic processes such as income distribution and 

urban demographic transitions (Kuznets, 1955). The Theory of Good City Form considers 

various distinct extents of the urban statuses significant to infrastructural service accessibility 

and livable cities as the critical path toward better regional human well-being (Lynch, 1984; 

Cave & Wagner, 2018). Although the theory postulates several dimensions, for the context 

of this study, (vitality and access) dimensions are considered to evaluate whether there exists 

a link between urban infrastructural service accessibility quality and regional human well-

being (Krugman, 1991; Camagni, 2016; Cave & Wagner, 2018).  

Despite the glaring evidence of theoretical relationships between the variables, the 

empirical literature has no exhaustive clarity of arguments. For instance, studies conducted 

in developed regions display different findings from those undertaken in developing areas 

(Frick & Rodriquez-Pose, 2018). Also, a strand of literature focusing on the country level 

has observed strong negative and positive relationships between urban agglomeration and 

regional economic performance (Castells-Quintana, 2017; Fang &Yu, 2017; Frick & 

Rodriquez-Pose, 2018; Tumbe, 2016). In consonance with this empirical observation, some 
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scholars have empirically observed that the linkage between urban agglomeration and 

income inequality could either be linear, non-linear, negative, or positive (Arouri et al., 2017; 

Liddle, 2017; Siddique et al., 2014; Wu & Rao, 2017). Moreover, regarding the connection 

between urban infrastructural service accessibility and regional human well-being, most of 

the studies have followed the subjective approach where regional human well-being has been 

measured by self-reporting and emotional feelings indicators such as the Organization for 

Economic Co-operation and Development’s Better Life Index about urban life (Mercer, 

1999; Malonado et al., 2016; Truelove, 2019; Das et al., 2022). 

Inspired by the recent limited but considerably growing literature strand that is 

shifting the research attention to the regional level (Castells-Quintana et al., 2015; Li & Liu, 

2018; Pitkey & Zucman, 2015; Li et al., 2019), and literature strand focusing on Sub-Saharan 

Africa (Adams & Klobodu, 2019; Asogwa et al., 2020; Bocquier, 2017; Bryceson, 2014; 

Nkalu, 2019; Sulemana et al., 2019; Beard et al., 2022; Marques Arsénio et al., 2018; Beard 

et al., 2022; Beard & Mitlin, 2022; Salite et al., 2021), we seek to contribute to the literature 

by determining the relationship between urban agglomeration and regional economic 

performance, the relationship between urban agglomeration and income inequality; and the 

relationship between urban infrastructural service accessibility quality and regional human 

well-being in Sub-Saharan Africa. To address these objectives, we focus on the current 

growing strand of literature and the latest panel data estimated by following the dynamic 

panel model using several methods such as Pooled OLS, Fixed Effects (FE), Random Effects 

(RE), Difference, and System Generalized Method of Moments (Sys_GMM). 

1.2 Objectives of the Study 

The study focuses on five main topics: 1) urban agglomeration, 2) income inequality, 

3) urban infrastructure, 4) regional human well-being, and 5) regional economic 

performance. The topical concepts are assumed to be incredibly independent but highly 

sequential at the same time, and this lays down the practicality of developing a detailed panel 

dynamic model that can be used to model the ongoing infrastructural, demographic changes, 

human capital formations, and urbanization trends in Sub-Saharan African urban regions. In 

line with these topical issues, the broad objective of the study is to determine the relationship 

between urban agglomeration and regional economic performance in Sub-Saharan Africa. 

The study sought to address the following specific research objectives: 
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i. To determine the relationship between urban agglomeration and regional economic 

performance in Sub-Saharan Africa. 

ii. To determine the relationship between urban agglomeration and income inequality in 

Sub-Saharan Africa. 

iii. To determine the relationship between urban infrastructural service accessibility and 

regional human well-being in Sub-Saharan Africa. 

In line with these research objectives, the study answered the following leading 

estimation questions: 

1. How does urban agglomeration in Sub-Saharan Africa influence regional economic 

performance through an increased share of the urban population and enhanced human 

capital formation? 

Under this research question, the critical focus is identifying the existing association 

between urban agglomeration and regional economic performance and ascertaining how 

urban agglomeration contributes to human capital formation, contributing to regional 

economic performance through increased labor specialization and production efficiency. 

2. To what extent does urban agglomeration influence income inequality in Sub-Saharan 

Africa, if any, and what factors are responsible for the linkage? 

This research question gives a foundation for uncovering the resulting income 

inequality in the urban regions due to the unregulated migration of people from rural to urban 

areas and the dynamics of the urban population, which creates competition for limited urban 

social amenities and economic opportunities within the urban regions. 

3. How does urban agglomeration influence urban infrastructural service accessibility 

and contribute to regional human well-being? 

Under this research question, the key focus is to determine the driving forces of urban 

agglomeration and how the disparity between urban infrastructural service accessibility 

contributes to regional human well-being.  

Therefore, the study determined the relationship between urban agglomeration and 

regional economic performance in Sub-Saharan Africa using panel data from 2000 to 2020 
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for 22 countries. We applied a dynamic panel data model estimated using various techniques 

(as discussed in subsequent chapters) to address the study’s objectives.  

1.3 Conceptual Framework and Hypothesis Setting 

A conceptual framework is a diagrammatical representation of the study variables 

and concepts that are deemed to interact and, after that, produce an outcome. To answer the 

research questions and objectives stated above, a conceptual framework shown in (Figure 1) 

is developed to provide a pictorial interaction of the independent and dependent variables. 

The arrows indicate the direction of relational influence. The conceptual framework regards 

urban agglomeration and urban infrastructure as the leading independent variables 

influencing regional economic performance, income inequality, and regional human well-

being, which are the dependent variables. An urban agglomeration is evaluated by focusing 

on the urban demographic changes such as population growth, urban concentration structure, 

and how the continuous concentration of people creates a large pool of skilled human capital. 

These demographic changes contribute to regional economic performance and urban income 

inequality. These factors of urban agglomeration influence regional economic performance. 

Regarding the impact of urban agglomeration on income inequality, the study considers the 

share of the population speeded up by the urbanization rate and rural-urban migration. 

Increased migration and urbanization rates increase the urban percentage of people, creating 

stiff competition for economic opportunities among urban dwellers.  

Urban infrastructural services, such as sanitation, energy, and water, influence urban 

agglomeration by attracting the concentration of people and further development. Further, 

urban infrastructure offers an opportunity for multinational firms to set up factories, 

transport, and receive factors of production such as capital goods and labor. Moreover, 

government infrastructure provisions such as water, health care, education, housing, and 

sanitation directly influence people's concentration, active participation in economic 

activities, and overall well-being. The interaction outcomes between these independent and 

dependent variables are significant for the people at a particular period and the region and 

enhance the distribution of socio-economic well-being of the entire regional population. For 

example, increased GDP per capita or several engaged urban people and income can further 

increase urban agglomeration, infrastructural fiscal allocations, and service accessibility. To 

summarize, this study follows a deductive approach whereby the conclusive deductions are 
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founded on the multiple set hypotheses presumed to be accurate as suggested theoretically 

and empirically by various previous studies. The conceptual framework sown in Figure 1 

illustrates the interaction of the variables.  

Figure 1:Conceptual Framework―Urban Agglomeration and Economic Performance 
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hypotheses presumed to be accurate as informed theoretically and empirically by various 

previous researchers. The overall hypothetical statement per each research objective is 

grouped case-wise to address the connection between the variables as depicted in the 

research questions. The hypotheses are formulated following the deductive approach and are 

presented under grouped cases as follows: 

Case 1: Urban Agglomeration and Regional Economic Performance 

Urban agglomeration influences regional economic performance through the supply 

of production factors such as labor and human capital accumulation. Also, the economic 

performance measured by GDP per capita is determined by dividing using the total 

population of that region. The size and structure of the urban population primarily inform the 

government’s role in distributing economic benefits. The quality of government service 

provisions, such as energy, water, and sanitation, is critical in influencing the urban 

population's productivity. Thus, it is ideal for examining the influence of urban 

agglomeration on regional economic performance by also focusing on the quality of urban 

infrastructure if it augments the growth-effect of urban agglomeration. Therefore, we 

hypothesize that: 

H1: Urban agglomeration influences regional economic performance in SSA. 

Case 2: Urban Agglomeration and Income Inequality 

The movement of people from rural to urban regions searching for a better life in 

terms of better income is a timely research question. Generally, the movement of people from 

the rural agricultural sector to the urban industrial industry is presumed to be drifting from 

low-income to high-income regions. This assumption has been proven otherwise in both 

theoretical and empirical literature, especially in the context of developing regions. 

Uncontrolled movement of people to the cities results in externalities of poor housing, poor 

access to water and sanitation, segregated urban households, low employment absorption 

rates, and related social problems such as abject poverty and crime. Nonetheless, several 

previous studies have focused on income inequality as influenced by other factors but ignored 

how the variation in the share of the urban population speeded up by rural-urban migration 

could contribute to income inequality. Another gap not yet exhausted in literature is the 

inclusion of the urbanization rate as the catalyst for urban agglomeration and income 
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inequality. Thus, it is worth understanding how the share of the urban population, an essential 

measure of urban agglomeration, influences income inequality. We hypothesize that: 

H2: Urban agglomeration influences income inequality in Sub-Saharan Africa. 

Case 3: Urban Infrastructure and Regional Human Well-being 

The critical question is what propels rural-urban migration, especially in developing 

regions. Some scholars argue that people migrate from underdeveloped agricultural, rural 

areas to developed industrial urban regions.  Another section of researchers discusses that the 

movement of people from rural to urban is pushed by anticipation of better access to 

infrastructural services such as affordable housing, clean energy, water, sanitation, and waste 

management, as well as plenty of economic opportunities such as better paying jobs and 

income in urban regions. Driven by perceived better life in urban regions, underdeveloped 

regions such as Sub-Saharan Africa, where rapid urbanization is taking place, are currently 

grappling with acute pressure of containing the bursting urban population in line with making 

cities livable, resilient, safe, and sustainable (Sustainable Development Goal 11). The limited 

access to urban infrastructural services such as water, sanitation, and energy has pushed over 

50% of the urban dwellers to shanties and slums with the acute proliferation of human well-

being. Partly, this is due to limited fiscal allocation, overlapping urban governance functions, 

and lack of the state’s goodwill to ensure an adequate supply of essential services. The 

connection between urban infrastructural service accessibility and regional human well-

being in Sub-Saharan Africa is worth investigating. The theoretical literature indicates that 

better access to urban infrastructural services such as clean water reduces human disease 

infection and creates better urban livability conditions and human well-being at the city level. 

We hypothesize that: 

H3: Urban infrastructural service (water, sanitation, and energy) accessibility quality 

influences regional human well-being in Sub-Saharan Africa. 

1.4 Thesis Structure 

This thesis is structured into the following seven distinct chapters. The first chapter 

introduces the research concept of the study in the form of the research problem, objectives, 

and hypotheses that direct the study. The second chapter provides the conceptualization and 

theoretical literature on urban agglomeration, urban infrastructure, income inequality, 
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regional economic performance, and regional human well-being. The third chapter overviews 

population growth dynamics, GDP per capita growth, regional human welling, income 

inequality, and urban infrastructural growth trends in the last two decades. The chapter also 

provides a comparative analysis of urban agglomeration and economic performance patterns 

in SSA vis-à-vis that of East Asia.  Also, the chapter encompasses the theoretical model from 

which the model estimation strategy is developed. In addition, Chapters Four, Five, and Six 

describe the variables and various statistical tests carried out as part of the model estimation. 

In chapter four, the analysis of the nexus between urban agglomeration and regional 

economic performance is carried out by comparing SSA, East Asia, and European economies 

in the last two decades. Chapter Five estimates whether the inverted U-shaped Kuznets 

Hypothesis holds for SSA by evaluating the relationship between urban agglomeration and 

income inequality. Chapter Six analyzes the relationship between urban infrastructural 

service accessibility and regional human well-being. Lastly, chapter seven provides a 

detailed summary of the key findings, concludes, suggests policy implications, and provides 

a roadmap for future studies. 
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2. CONCEPTUALIZATION AND THEORETICAL OVERVIEW 

This section entails the theoretical overview based on the theories, suppositions, and 

notions from which the study sets its theoretical footing for elaborating its topical issues. The 

theoretical overview clears the path from which various empirical studies are conducted 

regarding the objectives, enabling us to anchor our study in subsequent empirical chapters 

on reliable theoretical notions and empirical evidence from previous studies. Specifically, 

this chapter conceptualizes, reviews theoretical concepts, and provides a basic literature 

review to introduce the detailed and objective contextual empirical literature in chapters 4, 

5, and 6. In summary, this chapter gives a bird’s-eye view of the dissertation's topical 

concepts and how theoretically related they are. However, in the respective empirical 

chapters 4, 5, and 6, focused empirical literature follows a refined background anchoring 

theory, from which an empirical model is built per each set hypothesis. 

2.1 Theoretical Introduction 

Urban agglomeration is a complex topic that refers to the urban concentration of 

people, economic activities, and firms in one complex city (Duranton & Puga, 2004). 

Therefore, to understand its occurrence, urban infrastructure, regional economic 

performance, human well-being, and income inequality resulting from the externalities of 

rapid urbanization and continuous concentration of urban population come into play 

(Duranton & Puga, 2004). The underpinning of the urban agglomeration concept is traced in 

the works of Marshall (1890), who likened it to urban concentration in the form of population 

density, frequently settled commuters, and other connecting residential regions at urban 

levels, resulting in the division of labor and economies of scale. In line with Marshall’s 

proposition, several theoretical studies have progressively emerged with different coining of 

the term urban agglomeration. For instance, Yao et al. (2006: pg 469), in their book titled 

“China’s Urban Agglomeration,” referred to urban agglomeration as an “aggregate of cities 

that vary in size, features, and functions within a specific geographical region.” The authors 

note that one core city connects other peripheral sub-cities through increased information and 

transport networks to form an incorporated collective city unit. 

The increased flow and resultant concentration of people into and within urban 

regions with favorable industrial concentration, infrastructural accessibility, and favorable 

development incentives end up creating a pool market for labor, proximity to suppliers, and 
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an interconnection between different city sectors, in turn, improve the general level of 

economic and social efficiency of the city (Duranton & Puga, 2004). Arguably, urban 

agglomeration speeds up the distribution of industries, construction of urban infrastructure, 

and urban planning and hence provides urban social-economic development through 

synchronizing different development master plans, transportation networks, and industrial 

chains to accommodate the increasing urban population growth (Fang, 2015). 

Urban agglomeration drives the division of labor resulting from a large labor market 

pool, thereby increasing productivity and city growth benefits due to human capital 

specialization (Backman & Kohlhase, 2013). Spatial agglomeration occurs around specific 

products or services, creating efficiencies and enhanced labor skills driven by the ever-

increasing population and central city incentives (Fang et al., 2010). Specializing at the city 

level means focusing on specific urban agglomeration functions that benefit building a 

distinctive city advantage. Further, specialization gains more significance as the competition 

of city firms increases and the population increases. Eventually, economic activities become 

more connected through transportation and production processes (Ni, 2008). This 

rudimentary concept is largely formalized by New Economic Geography (NEG) literature by 

Krugman (1991), which points out that increasing returns to scale and accessing the market 

are additional drivers of urban economic performance.  

This leading theoretical view regarding how population concentration creates a 

dynamic urban economic performance due to human capital can be summarised in three main 

functional dimensions: sharing, matching, and learning (Storper & Michael, 2010). First, 

cities aid firms in matching their unique human capital requirements and material inputs since 

labor markets are more significant and various choices are available (Webster & Lai, 2003). 

Secondly, cities can accord firms access to a broader array of shared infrastructural and 

government services due to the scale of the economic activity (Glazer et al., 2003). In this 

regard, labor division, diverse consumer preferences, international inflows, globalization, 

urban governance efficiency, and efficient trade drive further urban agglomeration, regional 

economic performance, and general human well-being (Bertinelli & Black, 2004). Moreover, 

cities provide better external connectivity for firms and people through urban transport links 

and the transfer of knowledge and skills (Eekhout et al., 2014). Thirdly, city firms from 

distinctive person-to-person information flow in cities that promote more innovation and 
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learning, thus resulting in increased human capital productivity and economical production 

processes (Glaeser & Resseger, 2010). Also, the increased proximity of people and firms 

promotes communication and sharing of composite production and management ideas (Mata 

et al., 2007). Further, urban agglomeration aids people and firms in comparing, collaborating, 

and competing, leading to a self-reinforcing circle that enhances creativity and economic 

performance within a city (Ahrend et al., 2017). 

Based on these theoretical standpoints, the city represents a space whereby positive 

urban agglomeration externalities emerge and intensify as economic activities meet both 

intangible and tangible assets linked to business services and an innovative environment that 

is very distinctive of a differentiated urban structure (Florida, 2002). The presence of people 

from different walks of life endowed with varying levels of skills, with available physical 

infrastructures and government-private services in clear-cut defined urban agglomerates, turn 

cities together into drivers of modern dynamics of urban economic performance and 

subsequent long-term economic development as well as further increased urban aggregates 

(Duranton, 2015; World Bank, 2009).  

The economic benefits of urban agglomeration vary across different sectors of an 

economy, rising from the implication nexus between urbanization and regional economic 

growth (Fang & Guan, 2011). Generally, the city's socioeconomic well-being involves 

shifting from the agriculture sector, land-intensive in the countryside, to the service industry 

sector, favored by the urban concentration of skilled labor with integrated technological 

advancement (Fang & Yu, 2016). Urban agglomeration, comprising a qualified pool of labor 

force, spurs economic growth relative to the countryside's agricultural economic sector 

(Glaeser & Resseger, 2010). However, based on this theoretical standpoint, the economic 

adjustment should result in a national spatial structure defined by the efficient distribution of 

agents to maximize productivity at the country and city levels (Duranton & Puga, 2004).  

Having explored the general overview regarding the topical issues of urban agglomeration, 

income inequality, urban infrastructure, regional economic performance, and human well-

being, as well as the interrelationships, it is essential to narrowly disentangle the variables 

and specific associations case-wise as outlined under the following subsections. 
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2.1.1 Urban Agglomeration and Regional Economic Performance 

By building on Marshall’s (1890) theoretical dimension, we evaluate the evolutionary 

agglomeration theory (EAT) that elaborates how city, firm, and urban population impact 

immensely the variation of urban agglomeration and regional economic performance across 

various geographical regions and over time. Ideally, this study is built on the argument that 

increased urban agglomeration (concentration of population, firms, and economic activity) 

creates increased economic efficiency and performance resulting from rising returns at later 

stages of the city’s growth. In this case, a city is considered as a space where economic agents 

such as people, firms, and government interact, share and compare knowledge, thereby 

forming a compact unit that links other sub-regions (small cities through increased 

transportation, information, and communication networks (Gerritse & Arribas-Bel, 2018; 

Camagni, 2016; Krugman, 1991; Yao et al., 2006). 

The agglomeration life cycle (ALC) theoretical model (Figure 2) is developed to 

illustrate how urban agglomeration and economic performance change over time. The model 

is an extension of the most recent economic geography theory (Boschma & Frenken, 2006) 

and a modification of the evolutionary agglomeration theory implicitly presented by Potter 

and Watts (2011). This study considers the city life cycle and not the industry life cycle, as 

in the case of the model by Potter and Watts (2011). The regional economic performance or 

returns are presented on the y-axis, and the varying aspects of agglomeration and dispersion 

economies are shown on the horizontal x-axis. The agglomeration life cycle model is 

presented in Figure 2. 
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Figure 2:Agglomeration Life Cycle (ALC) Model 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Source: Potter and Watts (2011). 

 

The four lines elaborate on the association between agglomeration economies, 

regional economic performance, and the economic dispersion that the urban region 
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research on urban agglomeration (Boschma & Franken, 2010). The operational approach to 

the dynamism of a city is a representation of the traditional model, which entails both network 

and spatial dimensions (Camagni, 2016). In this model, the city is defined and equated with 

agglomeration, which delivers an economic advantage through economies of scale and urban 

externalities. Moreover, a city is an interconnection of communication, skills, social, 

political, power, and cultural networks (Camagni, 2016). 

Agglomeration economies entail the probability of exploiting economies of scale in 

local services and products through internal labor division and specialization, resulting in an 

available large pool of labor force (urban share of population) (Krugman, 1991). Beyond this, 

the city context supplies possibilities for interpersonal communication through face-to-face 

contact and economic externalities from the available public goods, urban infrastructure, and 

local government service provisions. Population contact, sectorial differentiation, and 

closeness acting as the representation of distinctive features of the city allow the circulation 

of information, skills, transportation, and transaction costs, thereby enhancing urban 

productivity and international economic connectivity (Krugman, 1991). 

Further, in line with the elaborations presented in (Figure 2), over time, the role of 

agglomeration economies improves as introduced in Glaeser’s (1999) model, which 

considered the city as an essential public good characterized by non-exclusion interactive 

association among users, whereby utility rises when the number of users increases 

(interaction-and-sharing). Glaeser (1999) provided a related model of urban learning, 

whereby urban people acquire knowledge through interaction while working in urban 

industries whose probability rises with the size of the city. In the same connection, Duranton 

and Puga (2004) developed a micro-established model of interaction (sharing), search for 

jobs (matching), and flow of information (learning) in elaborating agglomeration economies. 

In all these conceptual progression cases, there is a link between the regional economic space 

and the number of intermingling agents. Broadly, the productivity of large cities is wholly 

accepted, but it emanates from a comparative or static representation: the size derivative, 

which differs from the time derivative (Camagni et al., 2016).  

Following these theoretical concepts, it is essential to point out the main driving factor 

of urban agglomeration. Arguably, urban agglomeration has been identified due to the 

population shift from rural to urban regions (Barrios et al., 2006). Thus, we argue that rural-



20 
 

urban migration is vital to the theoretical notion around the urban agglomeration-regional 

economic performance nexus (Bloom et al., 2008; Fay & Opal, 2000). Holding this gasp, 

Heberle (1983) proposed the theory of population where rural-urban migration was identified 

as one of the key “push-pull” factors of urban agglomeration and regional development. 

Based on this theory, Bogue (1959) analyzed comprehensively and deduced different factors 

of “push” and “pull” factors responsible for the rapid urban population and agglomeration 

economies in China. Arguing within the same precincts, Bloom et al. (2008); Fay an Opal 

(2000) and Lee (1966) suggested the mass rural-urban migration of the floating population 

as a choice made under the vital precondition of the urban agglomeration-regional economic 

performance connectedness following four different factors (factors of destination, personal 

factors, destination, and intermediate obstacles). 

Similarly, Lewis (1954) states that the industrial economic structures of the 

developing nations comprise the present-day rising urban processing industries and declining 

conventional agricultural sectors in developing countries. Contrary to this theoretical strand 

of literature, Duranton and Puga (2015) argue that urban agglomeration produces crowding 

effects, whereby a continuous unregulated increase in urban population density, out of which 

a chain of problems such as traffic congestion, environmental pollution, and rising the cost 

of living occur in urban regions. Thus, the crowding effect jeopardizes the further flow of 

people and supply of production factors, leading to unsustainable regional economic 

performance (Henderson, 2000; Klimczuk-Kochanska & Klimczuk, 2019). In agreement 

with the positive nexus notion, urban agglomeration resulting from rural-urban migration 

accommodates industrial clusters, offers institutional diversity, propels dynamic innovations, 

and delivers better economic development as indicated by reasonable GDP per capita of the 

urban dwellers (Duranton, 2015; Ning et al., 2016). 

Theoretically, two notions of positive and negative nexus between urban 

agglomeration and regional economic performance have been identified in the most recent 

literature, making the relationship between urban agglomeration and regional economic 

performance attractive for research discourses. For instance, Agglomeration Life cycle and 

New Economic Geography theories (Baldwin & Okubo, 2006; Bertinelli & Black, 2004; 

Fujita & Thisse, 2002; Hohenberg, 2004: Glaeser & Gottlieb, 2009; Henderson, 2010; Leitão, 

2012) observe a very strong positive association between urban agglomeration and regional 
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economic performance. Similarly, Wang et al. (2019) and Zheng and Du (2020) allude that 

urban agglomeration helps improve sustainable urban development through the proximity of 

production factors such as human capital and accessibility of the market, thereby enhancing 

regional economic efficiency. Ahrend et al. (2017) and Tumbe (2016) indicated a significant 

positive nexus between urban agglomeration growth and regional economic performance 

measured by GDP per capita. 

On the contrary, another strand of literature shows a negative relationship between 

urban agglomeration and regional economic performance. In line with this argument, 

Deilmann et al. (2018) and Tam and Lu (2019) observed that urban agglomeration does not 

guarantee or lead to reduced sustainable economic production efficiency. Frick and 

Rodriquez-Poze (2018) marked a positive relationship between cases of developed and 

negative relationships for developing economies. Similarly, Berdeque et al. (2015) and 

Castells-Quintana (2017) conclude that the relationship between urban agglomeration and 

regional economic performance is country-specific.  

In the African and Sub-Saharan African contexts, the relationship between urban 

agglomeration and regional economic performance has gained special research attention in 

recent decades. In a recent study, Asogwa et al. (2020) established a strong positive 

relationship between urban agglomeration and regional economic performance. Similarly, 

Nkalu et al. (2019) concluded that the relationship between urban agglomeration and 

economic growth follows the Williamson-Kuznets Hypothesis. Castells-Quintana and 

Royuela (2015), utilizing African, Asian, and Latin American economies, indicated that 

urban agglomeration fosters regional economic performance across the regional economies. 

Similarly, Ruhiiga (2013) analyzed the growth of urban agglomeration nodes in Eastern 

Africa and observed that the future of urbanization points to the rising urban agglomeration 

forces through which urban regions will continuously create a compact unit of increased 

economic performance. In summary, this sub-section provides an overview of the 

relationship between urban agglomeration and regional economic performance without 

uncovering research gaps, as discussed later in the empirical section in chapter 4. 
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2.1.2 Urban Agglomeration and Income Inequality  

Income inequality is an unequal income distribution among groups, households, 

countries, or regions (Kuznets, 1955). Specifically, income inequality is linked to unfairness, 

as a large share of income is in the hands of the few, and a large share of the population has 

the smallest share of income (Todaro, 1977; Hardoon et al., 2016). Structural development 

entails an invariable auxiliary of development: the massive shift away from the agricultural 

sector to the industrial sector in what is termed industrialization and urbanization (Kuznets, 

1995). Thus, in a simple theoretical model, income distribution at the national level is the 

summation of income among those in urban and rural regions (Piketty, 2006). However, in 

the current rapid urbanization, as witnessed in the Global South, it has been observed that 

income per capita is relatively low in rural regions compared to urban areas.   

Increasing the share of the urban population (urban agglomeration) does not imply a 

reduction in economic performance; empirical evidence has pointed out that economic 

performance may increase since urban per capita production efficiency rises faster than in 

the agricultural sector. If this holds, income inequality increases (Bourguignon & Morrisson, 

1998; Piketty, 2006). Therefore, urbanization-driven urban agglomeration has become a 

necessary process affecting income distribution and, by and large, causing income inequality. 

However, income inequality rises in the first phase of urban agglomeration, where structural 

development is still on course. Still, income inequality decreases with fair urban 

infrastructural development and industrial distribution (Piketty, 2006).  

A typical economic model from an urban and rural regional perspective consists of 

four crucial components: 1) urbanization level, 2) urban income inequality, rural income 

inequality, and 4) urban-rural income difference. Keeping rural and urban differences 

constant, Kuznets (1955) developed an inverted U-shaped association between urban 

population share and income inequality. As discussed in chapter five, this theoretical school 

of thought is central to this study. In line with this postulations, a host of evidence supports 

that urbanization-driven urban agglomeration spurs economic performance, at least in the 

first phases of development, signifying the existence of a balance between income 

distribution and economic performance. Consonant to this notion,  Brülhart and 

Sbergami (2009), in their study on urban agglomeration and economic growth, deduced that 

https://www.mdpi.com/1911-8074/12/3/146#B7-jrfm-12-00146
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developing economies face an obdurate policy choice between pursuing the reduction of 

income inequality or enhancing economic performance from an urbanization dimension.  

Other schools of thought, such as the classic dual economic model investigating 

structural change, depict income inequality as an unavoidable urbanization outcome that is a 

feature of economic performance (Harris & Todaro, 1970; Rauch, 1993). Holding a similar 

view, the New Economic Geography theory aids in explaining how economic performance 

is linked to greater urbanization as described by urban agglomeration and income inequality 

in its first phases (Krugman, 1991). In both theoretical models, there is an increasing 

economic return from urban agglomeration, in that most urban industries are located where 

there is large agglomeration and urban labor force to find where there is better income wage. 

That is to say, economic performance is enhanced by structural changes in an economy, 

enabling it to benefit from increasing urban agglomeration economies.  

Arguably, the urbanization process brings about economic structural changes, with 

people and other factors of production being transferred from the conventional agricultural 

sector to the modern urban industrial sector. Therefore, this process is linked to increased 

income inequality, with greater income levels in urban regions than rural regions. In this 

narrow sense, both higher income inequality and large urbanization-driven urban 

agglomeration can spur increased concentration of factors of economic production, at least 

in the first development phase, thereby strengthening continuous reallocation of the labor 

force from rural to urban regions (Ross, 2008). Thus, both income inequality and 

demographic transition indicate, to a great extent, capital accumulation (both human and 

physical). However, in later development phases, chiefly urban growth of large 

agglomeration―urban concentration―is associated with increasing income inequality, 

especially in Global South regions such as SSA and East Asia, where urban infrastructural 

development is weak due to governance ineffectiveness and limited infrastructure investment 

capacity and technical know-how (Behrens & Robert-Nicoud, 2009).  

In line with these theoretical postulations, research attention is dramatically shifting 

to investigating the link between urbanization-driven urban agglomeration and income 

inequality. One strand of empirical literature has maintained a significant positive 

relationship between urbanization-driven urban agglomeration and income inequality (Ha et 

al., 2020; Sulemana et al., 2019). However, two opposing findings have been observed in the 
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recent empirical literature. On one and, some empirical studies have deduced that urban 

agglomeration worsens income inequality. Ekeocha (2021) opined that urban agglomeration 

could add to income inequality because of the large concentration of highly unskilled labor 

force in urban regions, especially in developing SSA and East Asia economies. Similarly, 

Nguyen et al. (2020) concluded that urban agglomeration could significantly ensure fair 

income distribution unless good policy preference toward education supplements it. 

On the other hand, some studies have revealed that urban agglomeration could result 

in reduced income inequality. For instance, Turok and McGranahan (2013) explained that 

urban agglomeration could reduce income inequality by promoting industrialization, 

employment, and increased wage earnings. These findings have been corroborated by the 

recent World Bank report, positing that urban agglomeration and concentration of economic 

activities could result in improved living standards, hence reducing poverty and income 

inequality (Turok & McGranahan, 2013; World Bank, 2022).  

In this part of the dissertation, we evaluate the link between urban agglomeration and 

income inequality by incorporating other structural development supplementing factors such 

as governance policy preference and quality of education. Indeed, good governance policy 

preference is the pivot through which urban agglomeration can influence income distribution. 

For instance, Acemoglu et al. (2004) argued that the quality of institutions plays a more 

significant role in containing urbanization challenges and directing economic performance. 

In the same spirit, Dossou et al. (2021) argue that no economy can realize sustainable 

urbanization-driven economic performance with proper institutional policy preferences. For 

instance, good policy preferences and institutions could engineer urban infrastructural 

development and reduce income inequality as more urban people earn wages (World Bank, 

2011). In regards to the education quality effect, Di Clemente et al. (2021) and Le et al. 

(2020), good policy preferences spur increased investment in quality education, which 

remains a significant factor in closing income gaps, boosting agglomeration economies, 

thereby reducing income inequality among people. This sub-section provides a brief 

overview of theoretical notions and trends in literature. However, since the main aim of this 

study is to evaluate the link between urban agglomeration and income inequality, a detailed 

analysis of the inverted U-shaped hypothesis of Kuznets and empirical literature is provided 

in chapter 5.  
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2.1.3 Urban Infrastructure and Regional Human Well-being 

According to the World Health Organization (2016), regional human well-being is a 

complete mental, social, and physical wellbeing, where an individual or a group should 

realize aspirations, satisfy needs, and alter or cope with their environmental surroundings. 

Similarly, several definitions of regional human well-being in literature as an individual’s 

happiness, life satisfaction, and quality of life, where well-being is a state of being healthy in 

ways from a social, spiritual, mental, and physical perspective (Dolan et al., 2006; Kovacs-

Györi et al., 2019). Therefore, health is a public resource for day-to-day life, not the living 

objective. It is a positive concept stressing personal and social resources and physical 

capacities (Dolan et al., 2011; McGillivray & Clarke, 2006).  

A significant explanation of regional human well-being is Maslow’s hierarchy of 

needs: safety, physiological, belonging, and self-esteem (Maslow, 1968). Though literature 

disavows the hierarchy of Maslow’s model, the elements are still significant (Rapport et al., 

1998). In line with this argument, Hagerty et al. (2001) reviewed 22 research studies that 

unpacked seven broad components of human well-being: health, work, relationships among 

family, feeling part of the community, individual life, material well-being, and emotional 

well-being.  

A breath of literature across many subjects has tried to unpack human well-being 

from an urbanization perspective by connecting individuals' satisfaction from accessing 

urban infrastructural services such as green spaces, water, sanitation, electricity, and 

transportation (Coppel & Wüstemann, 2017). So, what is urban infrastructure? Urban 

infrastructure is broadly defined as the systems that provide energy, water, sanitation, waste 

management, communication, transportation, public green spaces, and affordable housing 

services, which are vital in supporting human well-being and economic prosperity in city 

regions (Ramaswami et al., 2012). Consequently, the quality of accessing these urban 

infrastructural services refers to the ease and extent with which the urban population can 

obtain these services, as determined by proximity and the efficiency of getting them (Rode 

et al., 2019; Dewita, Burke & Yen, 2019). Driven by the increasing urban share of the 

population, urban human demands dominate these services (Seto et al., 2016). Regional 

human well-being has received significant attention and importance in urban planning and 

public governance discourses (O’Neill et al., 2018).  

https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fenvs.2022.950894/full#B28
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Still, scholars have tried to define regional well-being as a human behavior-related 

function of the interaction between personal attributes, infrastructural service provisions, and 

environmental factors (Badland et al., 2014). Recently, Cave and Wagner (2018), in their 

work―livable cities from a global perspective, defined regional well-being based on Kevin 

Lynch’s Theory of Good City Form, which considers various distinct extents of the urban 

statuses that are significant to the notion of infrastructural service accessibility and livable 

cities, as the critical path toward better regional human well-being (Lynch, 1984). 

One of the notable dimensions considered by Lynch’s theory is vitality, which refers 

to the extent to which urban region backs people's vital functions and abilities (Lynch, 1984). 

Under this dimension, Lynch identified the aspects of sustenance, safety, and access (Lynch, 

1984). By sustenance, the author refers to the ability of the urban region to offer a sufficient 

supply of social amenities such as water, energy, food, quality air, and safe disposal of waste 

as well as any other physical or natural goods people need to stay in that particular urban 

region (Cave & Wagner, 2018). By safety, the author denotes the absence of controlling 

poisons and hazards in a settlement. Another critical dimension is access, by which the author 

refers to the extent to which the urban population can access infrastructural services such as 

water, sanitation, health, energy, recreational places, educational places, employment, and 

sources of information (Cave & Wagner, 2018). Holding similar gasp, Paul and Sen (2018) 

define regional human well-being as the general standard of living within a city or region, 

which can be measured subjectively or objectively. 

In this connection, literature has classified human well-being measures into 

subjective and objective, often measured through economics, environmental, and social 

statistics, mostly with ordinal metrics (McGillivray & Clare, 2006). Regarding subjective 

measures, regional human well-being comprises life satisfaction, such as gratification with 

overall life, emotional well-being, hedonic well-being, and eudemonia, which refers to the 

feeling of meaning and self-actualization in life (OECD, 2013). By focusing on measures of 

general life evaluation as well as human emotions at a particular time and place, subjective 

human well-being is a consistent, scientific method to measure the trends of regional human 

well-being and has a more significant public policy aim worldwide (Diener, Oishi, & Tay, 

2018; Veenhoven, 2012; OECD, 2013).  
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In this accord, the science of measuring subjective human well-being has converged, 

and several scales have been established to measure emotional, evaluative, and eudemonic 

subjective well-being (Das et al., 2022). Nevertheless, although subjective regional human 

well-being measures exist across different regions, and there exist several studies linking 

subjective measures of regional well-being to specific urban infrastructural service 

provisions, such as water supply, sanitation, waste management, and energy (Singleton, 

2019), a handful empirical studies have investigated how different urban infrastructural 

service accessibility quality shapes the regional human well-being following an objective 

approach that captures the living conditions and economic stability of urban dwellers, mainly 

focusing in an economy-wide unit of analysis and utilizing sophisticated quantitative 

econometric approaches (Dunaeva, 2018; Ramaswami, 2020). 

Therefore, this dissertation’s section follows and maintains the objective measure of 

regional human well-being, a new and limited but vastly growing strand of literature (Enqvist 

& Ziervogel, 2019). Unlike previous subjective studies, most current quantitative studies 

incorporate the need for concerted urban governance (municipal council and local leaders) 

efforts toward providing urban infrastructural services within and across different regions so 

that adequate access occurs hand in hand with transitioning toward sustainable, resilient, and 

livable urban areas (Simon, 2016; UN-Habitat, 2020; Parsons et al., 2019). In line with this 

surmise, Ramaswami et al. (2016) observed the significance of seven urban infrastructural 

service provisioning, such as water, green space, waste management, transportation, energy, 

housing, and food provisioning, to positively impact human health. Collaboratively, Matas 

et al. (2015) indicate that a rise in regional infrastructural accessibility enhances overall 

regional human well-being.  

Similarly, the literature review focusing on the African and SSA context has validated 

the relationship between urban infrastructural service accessibility and human well-being. 

Nzengya (2018) concluded that management enhances the availability and accessibility of 

water services and the general well-being of the urban population. Beard and Mitlin (2021) 

established that the cost of accessing piped water is high due to privatization, infringing low-

income or unemployed urban household members. Similarly, Strande and Brdjanovic (2014) 

observed that many people in Sub-Saharan African cities who use onsite sanitation 

infrastructure services have no access to better fecal sludge management, including waste 
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treatment before proper disposal, hence suffer from chronic diseases such as cholera and 

typhoid, thus low human well-being. In a recent study, Marques Arsénio et al. (2018) 

established that most urban households have inadequate access to sanitation infrastructure, 

resulting in health risks. Using 15 Sub-Saharan African cities, Beard et al. (2022) 

demonstrated that 62 percent of urban waste is not safely managed. In most cities with limited 

access, households engaged in unsafe sanitation practices create public health threats. 

In summary, this sub-section has provided in-depth theoretical notions and brief 

literature supporting the relationship between urban infrastructural service accessibility and 

regional human well-being. A detailed evaluation of empirical literature is provided in 

chapter 6, showing this thesis's sub-sections, research gaps, and estimation methods.  
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3. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY  

This chapter provides research methodology by first providing a statistical overview 

of the Sub-Saharan African region regarding urban agglomeration, urban infrastructure, 

income inequality, and regional economic performance. The chapter provides an in-depth 

evaluation of the urban population growth dynamics, which is the main contributor to urban 

agglomeration, which subsequently exerts pressure on the available urban infrastructural 

services such as water, energy, sanitation, health, education, and overcrowded transportation 

networks. Inadequate access to government provision culminates in inequality of the living 

standards among the urban population; hence, it impacts the urban regions' well-being and 

general economic performance. This first subsection is divided into four parts: urban 

agglomeration dynamics in SSA, urban infrastructure and government services in SSA, 

income inequality trends in SSA, and regional economic performance of the SSA region. The 

last section of this chapter provides a general methodological overview of theoretical model 

specification, estimation techniques, variable description, and basic data stylized facts. 

3. 1 Descriptive Statistics of Urban Agglomeration in Sub-Saharan Africa 

The urban population in entire Sub-Saharan Africa has been increasing at a breakneck 

pace in the past 20 years, with significant agglomeration on the most prominent cities’ 

periphery where most of the urban households live in dilapidated informal settlements 

primarily known as slums (UN-Habitat, 2017). The neck-breaking pace of urban population 

growth can be attributed partly to increasing rural-urban migration and internal urban 

population growth (Jedwab et al., 2015). Most of Sub-Saharan Africa’s cities are 

characterized by high population concentration, culminating in other social inequalities such 

as poor housing and access to inadequate infrastructural services (Marx et al., 2013; UN-

Habitat, 2016). Further, it is projected that Africa alone as a continent will add one billion 

urban residents over the next 30 years, based on ballooning 491 million people in 2015 to 

approximately 1.5 billion by 2050 (UNDESA, 2018; UN-Habitat, 2016). 

Continuous rural-urban population drift has encountered tremendous growth in 

structure and size, resulting in large urban agglomerations of more than 1 million people 

staying in the nation’s largest metropolitan regions in recent decades (Oyeleye, 2013; World 

Bank, 2019). The unparalleled rise in rural-urban migration growth is associated with 

inadequate development in the rural areas to absorb the rising rural population, of which 60% 
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of the entire population is unemployed semi-and skilled youths (Bloch et al., 2015). 

According to UN-DESA (2018), the growth of rural-urban migration is manifested in the 

perceived discrepancy in the provision of infrastructural services, which are not restricted to 

social facilities and other socio-economic amenities to spur economic performance. More 

subtly, the quest for better employment, numerous trade opportunities, and communication 

and transportation services significantly contribute to the increasing urban population 

(Ikwuyatum, 2016; UN-DESA, 2018).  

Among the primary drivers of urban population growth and urban agglomeration in 

Sub-Saharan Africa has been attributed to the natural internal urban population growth 

characterized by the predominance of the high birth rate over the death rate (Mo Ibrahim 

Foundation, 2015). This natural growth has been estimated to account for a minimum of 60% 

of the overall urban population growth, but the absolute numbers vary across Sub-Saharan 

African nations. Demographers posit high uncertainty about how fast the fertility rate is likely 

to decrease in Sub-Saharan African urban spaces as contrasted to the national aver and other 

global regions (Bongaarts, 2017). Another critical factor is the cross-border influx of 

migrations and the annexation and reclassification of the previous rural areas as the urban 

regions have significantly resulted in overall urban population growth in Sub-Saharan Africa 

(AfDB & OECD, 2016; Mo Ibrahim Foundation, 2015).  

Figure 3 shows the interactive trends of the urban population, urban agglomeration 

(% of the urban population in agglomerations with over 1 million people), and rural 

population growth in Sub-Saharan Africa over the recent two decades, 2000 to 2020. The 

data trend reveals that the urban population has been rising steadily, with an average value 

above 25% of the total population between 2000 and 2015 before rising to over 40% between 

2017 and 2020 (Mo Ibrahim Foundation, 2015). Urban agglomeration has also increased 

gradually, with an average value above 10% of the region’s population over the last two 

decades. On the other hand, the rural population has been declining drastically from 65% in 

2000 to about 58% in 2020. In addition, the rural population fell from 2.1 million in 2007 to 

1.7 million people in 2020 (Nkalu et al., 2020). 
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Figure 3:Population Growth Dynamics in Sub-Saharan Africa 

 
Source: Author’s Computation from WDI (2023) 

3. 2 Descriptive Statistics of Urban Infrastructure in Sub-Saharan Africa 

The increasing urban population and subsequent urban agglomeration in developing 

regions such as Sub-Saharan Africa have been regarded to be much faster than the pace of 

urban infrastructure development (Goodfellow, 2020; Lawhon et al., 2018). Also, the rising 

of small and mid-sized cities, annexation, and reclassification of previous rural regions as 

part of the central urban regions have been the major contributing factors to unplanned rapid 

urbanization in Sub-Saharan Africa (Güneralp et al., 2020). Although Sub-Saharan Africa’s 

urbanization trends appear similar to those of other rapidly expanding regions, it is essential 

to note that the driving factors for it differ expressively from those of the developed and 

experienced economies and even in other developing economies such as China (Güneralp et 

al., 2017; Lawhon et al., 2018; Pieterse, 2019).  

Most of the rapid growth of urban population and urban agglomeration dynamics in 

Sub-Saharan Africa are occurring in an unplanned and unregulated manner, thereby pointing 

out the institutional and financial failures of the governments to accommodate the booming 

urban population (Farrell, 2018; Aliyu & Amadu, 2017). Within much of the Sub-Saharan 

African urban infrastructural development discourse, the cities are framed sites of deficit or 
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inadequacy-featured by immense infrastructure bottlenecks and subsequent limited access to 

government infrastructural service provisions such as water, sanitation, and electricity 

(Farrell, 2018; Goodfellow, 2020; Silver, 2014). 

Based on the urban infrastructure access shown in Figure 4, it can be seen that in the 

last two years, the growth of urban infrastructural service accessibility has been below 5% 

every year. Notably, the share of the urban population accessing basic water for drinking and 

sanitation has been relatively stagnant, below 2%, way below the annual urban population 

growth rate. Regarding the share of the urban population accessing electricity, the growth 

has fluctuated, signifying unreliable and temporary electricity infrastructure development in 

SSA. Still, the urban share of the population accessing electricity averaged below 5% in the 

recent two decades, from 2000 to 2020 (World Bank, 2023). 

Figure 4:Urban Infrastructural Service Accessibility Growth in SSA 2000-2020 

Source: Author’s Construction based on WDI (2022) 

3. 3 Descriptive Statistics of Income Inequality in Sub-Saharan Africa 

The rapid growth of urban population and agglomeration presents many socio-

economic challenges in most Sub-Saharan African countries. This is because urbanization 

depicted by the massive population shift from rural to urban regions has not resulted in 

concurrent regional economic growth and equitable economic benefits for most Sub-Saharan 
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African city dwellers (UN-DESA, 2018; Fox, 2012). According to UN-Habit estimations, 

over 50% of the Sub-Saharan African urban population lives in slums today with limited 

access to basic social infrastructural services such as water, sanitation, and energy (Manteaw, 

2020). Also, the ravaging income inequality among city dwellers in most Sub-Saharan 

African cities is identifiable by the number of people regularly experiencing food insecurity 

(Tuholske et al., 2020). According to UN-Habitat (2020), continuous unregulated influx and 

natural birth within cities have kept on putting pressure on the limited financial capability of 

most Sub-Saharan African governments since the majority are cash-strapped and lack the 

technical and institutional capacity to provide essential services to the city citizens. 

Therefore, the most significant shares of slums and informal settlements coupled with social 

exclusion from standard social amenities have rendered most Sub-Saharan African cities an 

atmosphere of fear, violence, and theft for economic survival (Bloch et al., 2015). 

Socio-economic reports indicate a disproportionate demographic transition within 

Sub-Saharan African city regions with a bias toward exploding working-age population of 

age distribution between 15-34 years. This population cohort constitutes a whopping 74% of 

the entire urban population. In absolute figures, the number rose from 45 million in 1980 to 

176 million in 2015 (Mo Ibrahim Foundation, 2015). This increasing population has created 

unequal access to employment opportunities (Mo Ibrahim Foundation, 2015). With the weak 

link between the urbanization rate and urban industrialization, the youthful populace is left 

with no economic alternatives, engaging in criminal activities, drug abuse, and destruction 

of the built environment, thereby continuing the dilapidation of the city’s well-being. Further, 

the inadequate economic opportunities push over 50% of the entire urban share of the 

population to the informal sector, where even the income cannot meet the soaring housing 

demand (UN-Habitat, 2016).  

Inequality is also evident in access to urban infrastructural services amidst soaring 

demand, with biases skewing toward the minority high-income group. For instance, 80% of 

the urban electricity connectivity goes to the wealthiest, and the remaining 20% goes to most 

residents of informal settlements in Sub-Saharan Africa (World Bank, 2020). Similarly, 

reports show that 52% of Sub-Saharan Africa have access to basic sanitation facilities, out of 

whom over 55% have shared access to sanitation facilities. This is partly due to the household 

poverty level and the lack of formal housing titles needed before connections (UN-Habitat, 
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2018). Shockingly, over ½ of the Sub-Saharan African urban dwellers do not have access to 

reliable electricity, water, and safe sanitation (UN-DESA, 2019). This intertwined increase 

in demand for social amenities driven by the steady rise in urban agglomeration and 

inadequate economic opportunities has continued to widen the income gap, as indicated by 

an increase in the Gini Index, as presented in Figure 5. Based on the income inequality trends 

in Figure 5, the Sub-Saharan Africa trend conforms strongly to the world pattern. The Gini 

Index computation shows that income inequality for SSA in the last two decades has 

averaged above 0.67, with a stable trend. This implies that there is a significant heterogeneous 

income distribution in SSA. Compared with other urbanizing regions such as East Asia (EA), 

SSA income inequality still ranks as EA has averaged below 0.65, drastically declining below 

0.60 between 2011 and 2020. European Union (EU) patterns show a significant drop in 

income inequalities, as depicted by an average value of 0.51 in the last two decades.  

Figure 5:Income Inequality Growth in SSA, Europe, East Asia and World; 2000-2020 

 

Source: Author’s Computation using (SWIID) Estimates (2023) 

3. 4 Descriptive Statistics of Economic Performance in Sub-Saharan Africa 

Urbanization is the crucial characteristic of the structural transformation that 

engineers economic wellbeing in developing economies. As economies urbanize, workers 

move from rural to urban regions for productive and better-salaried jobs. Similarly, 

entrepreneurs locate their companies in city regions where agglomeration economies increase 
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their output. The productivity gains contributed by scale, economic interactions, and 

population density are substantial factors for cities in developed economies and might even 

be the largest for cities in developing economies (Glaeser & Xiong, 2017). While cities 

promise high job creation and economic productivity, they can fail to deliver these economic 

benefits due to rapid urbanization. Recent experiences in developing regions, including Sub-

Saharan Africa and East Asia (Venables, 2018). East Asia has successfully generated more 

job opportunities, higher economic productivity, and infrastructural services, contributing to 

more livable cities. In contrast, Sub-Saharan African cities have left a more significant share 

of their urban population without formal jobs and limited access to infrastructural services 

necessary for spurring economic performance (Venables, 2018). 

Evidence shows that urban regions of Sub-Saharan African entail weaker growth of 

manufacturing and high productivity services, signifying a lack of capacity to generate 

sufficient job opportunities to absorb the growing labor force, thereby pushing a considerable 

chunk of the labor force into the informal sector. For instance, the African urban labor force 

working outside the registered enterprises stands at a high 80%, and the share of the working-

age population working in the manufacturing urban sector stands at a staggering range of 5% 

to 15% (Venables, 2018). This points out that substantial social and economic 

transformations do not accompany urbanization in Sub-Saharan Africa as in the case of 

developed economies and other developing regions (UN-DESA, 2018). 

The statistical evidence of regional economic performance in GDP per capita growth 

points out a weaker correlation with urbanization in Sub-Saharan Africa compared to other 

developing regions such as East Asia. For instance, the urban share of the population has 

risen approximately below 16% in both Sub-Saharan Africa and East Asia between the 1960s 

and 2000s. However, the GDP per capita has increased by only 50% in Sub-Saharan Africa 

and 340% in East Asia (Malik et al., 2017; Turok, 2015). Besides, urbanization in Sub-

Saharan Africa has kept rising even during economic downturns, primarily carried by the 

previous urbanization levels (Namasaka & Kamaru, 2017).  To fully uncover the regional 

economic performance in Sub-Saharan Africa, we graphically illustrated the correlation 

between GDP per capita growth and urbanization rate in SSA and East Asia over the 2000 to 

2020 period.  
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Based on the trends of urban population share and GDP per capita growth in Figure 

6 below, it is evident that there has been a stable urban population growth trend in SSA in 

recent decades. Comparatively, the urban population growth in SSA has been above that of 

East Asia, although the two regions mimic each other regarding urbanization rate and 

aftermath urban agglomeration. Although the urbanization rate measured as urban population 

growth (%) has been stable and growing steadily in SSA, there seems to be a slight decline 

in the urbanization rate in the East Asian region, especially in the last decade. This can be 

attributed to distributive development undertaken regarding agricultural mechanization and 

heightened industrialization compared to SSA.  

Regarding economic performance, the GDP per capita growth (%) averaged above 

5% annual growth in East Asian economies, with a high value above 10% recorded 

immediately before the global financial crisis of 2007-2009. On the other and, the GDP per 

growth in SSA averaged below 5% during the same period. Between 2010 and 2019, SSA’s 

economic performance fluctuated with a growth rate nearing 0 compared to East Asia, whose 

economic performance maintained higher performance above 5%. Also, the economic 

performance fragility of SSA is indicated by a sharp slump during the COVID-19 period 

from 2019 onwards, where the region experienced negative growth compared to the East 

Asian region, which maintained its growth above 1% even though it experienced a decline.  

Figure 6:Urban Population and GDP Per Capita Growth in SSA and East Asia: 2000-2020 

 

Source: Author’s Computation using WDI Data estimates (2023) 
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3.5 Descriptive Statistics of Human Well-being in Sub-Saharan Africa 

It is broadly acknowledged that rapid urbanization impacts human well-being in 

various ways (AbdouMaliq & Pieterse, 2012). Urbanization in Global South―SSA and East 

Asia is happening at a neck-breaking speed; according to 2015 UNDESA estimations, over 

70% of the globe’s urban share of the population lived in these regions and accounted for 

94% of the rise in the worldwide urban population between 2010 and 2015 (UNDESA, 2019). 

Of today’s 33 global megacities, 27 are from the Global South (UNDESA, 2019). Thus, 

urbanization is increasingly becoming a phenomenon linked with SSA and East Asia, and 

this unparalleled urbanization process is associated with dramatic changes in human well-

being, specifically with a rapid rise in disease infections and joblessness (Comaroff & 

Comaroff, 2011; Mimiko, 2012). The rising urbanization rate in SSA is associated with 

increasing informal settlements and slums, where over 60% of the urban population stays in 

slums (UNDESA, 2019; UN-Habitat, 2016).  

One channel through which rapid urbanization in SSA has impacted regional human 

well-being is through health and other social factors of health. Social determinants of human 

well-being are based on the acknowledgment of the trends of mortality and disease infections 

as a result of conditions in which people are born, survive, work, live, cope and unequal 

living conditions, which in turn results in deeper structural conditions (Commission on Social 

Determinants of Health, 2008). Regional human well-being disparities in most cities in SSA 

are buttressed by the fact that a significant share of the urban population lives in dilapidated 

environments without adequate water, sanitation, and access to economic opportunities, 

healthcare services, and social and recreational institutions (Smit et al., 2011).  

The increased share of the urban population living in slums has continued to worsen 

the regional human well-being in SSA, with rising cases of infectious diseases such as 

diarrhea, malaria, and respiratory illness standing at all-time levels in most cities in the 

region. Besides disease infection, most slum city regions are experiencing overcrowding, 

inadequate government services, insecurity, and dangerous housing locations, compounding 

a more significant burden on human well-being (Sverdlik, 2011). In addition, most residents 

of the informal settlements suffer disproportionately from low human well-being standards 

throughout their life cycle and are always vulnerable to global well-being shocks. For 

example, in 2020, a high prevalence of COVID-19 infection occurred in South African 
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informal settlements due to overcrowding and inadequate urban infrastructural service 

accessibility (Smit, 2020; Sverdlik, 2011).  

In this dissertation, we plotted the Human Development Index in SSA, East Asia, and 

the world to draw the overall picture of regional human well-being over the last two decades. 

As indicated in Figure 7, the human well-being in SSA averaged below the 0.5 mark between 

2000 and 2010 before rising steadily to above 0.5 in 2019, signifying the devastating status 

of health, education, and economic returns. Comparatively, the region has a low level of 

human well-being compared to similar urbanizing East Asian areas, with an average HDI of 

above 0.6 since 2002. In addition, the East Asian region has continued to record a sharply 

increasing human well-being owing to a fair distribution of economic opportunities, scaled 

industrialization, and opening up of rural areas, thereby balancing access to economic gains 

as opposed to shrinking rural development and unreliable urban industrialization in SSA. 

Notably, the region witnessed a sharp decline in human well-being during the COVID-19 

pandemic following the closure of borders and overrun healthcare systems. This was the case 

for the world and East Asian samples as well.  

Figure 7:Human Well-being (HDI) Growth in SSA, World and East Asia: 2000 to 2020 

 

Source: Author’s Computation (2023) 
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This section compares SSA and East Asia, the second most urbanizing region, and 

draws growth references from the world's or EU's economies. Regarding urban 

agglomeration growth, the SSA is witnessing a sharp rise in urban population share, 

especially in agglomerations with over 1 million inhabitants. At the same time, the rural 

population growth has been drastically declining in the last two decades. Although the urban 

population and urban agglomeration growth patterns follow the same direction, SSA growth 

is above East Asia's. Concerning income inequality, the SSA trend shows a high level of 

heterogeneity compared to EA and EU, depicting a fragile economic performance situation 

in the region. Justifiably, the GDP per capita growth has been steadily below that of the EA 

and EU. The chapter also provides a significantly low level of urban infrastructural service 

accessibility, pointing to the lowest regional human well-being in the region as indicated by 

very low HDI compared to that of EA and EU.  

3.6 Subject of Research (Unit of Analysis) 

The dissertation focused on city regions of Sub-Saharan African member countries. 

Geographically, Sub Sahara Africa consists of 48 out of 54 independent African nations. The 

area lies to the south of the Sahara Desert and thus politically and economically categorized 

as a region of an African continent by the United Nations. The region comprises (25) coastal 

countries, (7) inland countries, and (16) landlocked countries. Regarding surface area, Sub-

Saharan Africa covers the largest region in Africa. The land surface occupied by Sub-Saharan 

Africa is more significant than the 28 European Union member states combined. It is the 

second largest after the Asian continent as far as land area is concerned. Regarding 

demographics, the region has a population of over one billion and a population density of 

46.34 square kilometers. Further, the region’s population spans over 3,000 ethnic groups with 

more than 1,000 spoken languages (UN-DESA, 2019). 

In terms of urbanization, the region has a current urbanization rate of 3.987%, a share 

of the urban population standing at 468 million people, out of which 15.889 million people 

stay in the largest agglomeration of more than 1 million, and 26.497% of the urban population 

stay in largest metropolitan cities. Due to governance's inability to regulate the region’s rural-

urban migration, over 50% of the share of the urban population remains in dilapidated slum 

informal settlements under acute conditions of poor housing, inadequate access to water 

services, safe sanitation facilities, and energy services (World Bank, 2020). 
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The region also boasts rich natural resources such as gold deposits, bauxite, iron core, 

chromium, uranium, manganese, diamond, and vanadium. Countries like South Africa are 

the largest producers and exporters of platinum, chromium, and manganese. Nigeria, 

Cameroon, Congo, Angola, Equatorial Guinea, and Gabon are critical oil exporters 

worldwide. Ghana, Mali, Namibia, and Botswana produce and export the best diamonds in 

the world. Further, the Sub-Saharan African region has high-grade uranium, iron core, 

copper, and bauxite. Other critical natural resource-producing countries include the 

Democratic Republic of Congo, Niger, Liberia, Guinea, and Zambia. Countries like Kenya, 

Uganda, Tanzania, and Ethiopia are leading agricultural countries in SSA regarding coffee, 

tea, sugar cane, and rice. These natural resources have aided the economies in boosting 

regional economic performance, as indicated by the current net adjusted income per capita 

(constant 2015) stands at $1,335.616 (World Bank, 2020; Suma, 2007).  

This dissertation considered 22 Sub-Saharan African countries as part of the unit of 

analysis. The 22 Sub-Saharan African countries randomly sampled for this study are Angola, 

Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Cote d’Ivoire, Ethiopia, Ghana, Kenya, Liberia, Malawi, Mali, 

Mozambique, Madagascar, Zimbabwe, Nigeria, Democratic Republic of Congo, South 

Africa, Tanzania, Uganda, Zambia, Togo, Republic of Congo, and Niger. The study was 

restricted to the selected countries' urban population, income inequality, urban infrastructure, 

regional economic performance, and human well-being. The chosen countries are deemed 

independent geographically but economically, socially, and politically interconnected. 

Additionally, the study considered countries with similar demographic growth trends; hence, 

countries with extremely low urban population shares were excluded from the final list 

(Suma, 2007). The unit of analysis of selected SSA countries is depicted in Figure 8 below. 
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Figure 8: Selected Sub-Saharan African Countries  

 

Source: Own Construction (2024) 

3.7 Theoretical, Empirical Model, Data Description, and Estimation Methods 

In this subsection, our primary focus is to build the theoretical model, expound on the 

variables of crucial interest, their measures, data type, and data source, and develop the model 

estimation framework. The theoretical model is built based on the gathered literature 

regarding the nexus between urban agglomeration and regional economic performance from 

a theoretical view. The empirical strategy is built within the premise of the established 

theoretical model by exploring different specifications and application forms of the panel 

dynamic model, which is our primary estimation approach in this study. In this effect, we 

present the recent development of the dynamic panel model and various methods used in 

estimating the model, from conventional regression approaches to the generalized method of 
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moments. After reviewing the general panel dynamic model specification, we contextualize 

the econometric model to attain the study’s main objectives. Lastly, we describe these 

variables and data by pointing out how various variables will be measured and the associated 

data and sources. The last section of this chapter lays down the model estimation procedures 

and techniques to attain the study’s objectives.  

3.7.1 Theoretical Model 

How is urban agglomeration linked to regional economic performance? Economists 

have repeatedly been interested in modeling the nexus between urban agglomeration, 

urbanization, productivity, and regional economic performance (Lewis, 1954; Marshall, 

1890). Over the recent decades, the urban economists’ agglomeration life cycle theory and 

the New Economic Geography (NEG) theory are among the latest literature strands to 

evaluate the relationship's avenues. In cooperation, the two schools of thought undertake 

different but complementary dimensions for assessing the link, and the ultimate tenor, 

specifically from the empirical literature, is that urban agglomeration orchestrated by rapid 

urbanization is a significant precursor of regional economic performance through the 

influence on population’s productivity at a regional level (Hoselitz, 1953). 

According to the agglomeration life cycle and NEG theoretical models, the nexus 

between urban agglomeration and regional economic performance occurs at the national or 

regional level (Krugman, 1991). In the NEG framework of the location of industries, the 

external economies of scale, induced through the co-location of the urban population and 

urban economic activities, make urban dwellers and companies more productive (Krugman, 

1991). Among the many mechanisms through which external economies enhance urban 

productivity and human well-being are the pooled labor markets facilitated by urban 

agglomeration, driven by rural-urban migration that enables more accessible learning, 

sharing, and matching between workers and firms. In tandem, centrifugal forces such as high 

urban land prices, pollution, limited urban infrastructural service accessibility, and skewed 

urban governance work in the opposite direction as urban agglomeration rises and hence 

decrease the productivity and overall human well-being of the urban population (Brülhart & 

Sbergami, 2009; Castells-Quintana, 2017; Ottaviano, 2001). 

Several recent empirical studies have analyzed the predictive efficiency of the 

theoretical agglomeration and NEG models (Brülhart & Sbergami, 2009; Castells-Quintana, 
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2017; Henderson, 2003). The emphasis of these studies has been majorly on evaluating 

whether urban agglomeration, as measured by the population of a large city (urban primacy), 

is an economic performance-inducing factor as opposed to analyzing the growth effect of 

urban agglomeration (urban share of population), the topic with which our study is concerned 

with. This study follows the theoretical literature strand of Brülhart and Sbergami (2009) and 

Castells-Quintana and Royuela (2014), who used a share of urban population living in city 

regions above 1 million dwellers as an indicator of urban agglomeration. The two studies 

observed supporting evidence of the urban agglomeration-regional economic performance 

link: the larger the urban agglomeration measured by the share of urban population above the 

threshold of 1 million, the better the regional economic performance of the target countries, 

specifically those at the lowest level of economic development. However, one disadvantage 

of this literature is that it overlooks the vast differences in the size of the urban population 

and its implication on urban infrastructural service accessibility and general human well-

being across nations (Frick & Rodriguez-Pose, 2018). It is thus necessary to add more nuance 

to urban agglomeration analysis to have a unified relationship with regional economic 

performance outside the threshold of 1 million people. Therefore, in this study, we consider 

the urban share of the population as an indicator of urban agglomeration, bearing in mind the 

sizes of the largest cities' populations, particularly small countries with less than 1 million 

people in their capitals. We also factor in the implication of urban agglomeration on urban 

infrastructural service accessibility and how it impacts human well-being. 

To derive the theoretical model in line with and agglomeration life cycle and NEG 

theory, we base our argument on a GDP per capita growth outline, which enables us to 

analyze, in reduced form, the impact of urban agglomeration, following the works of 

Henderson (2000), Brülhart and Sbergami (2009) and Castells-Quintana (2017). These 

studies relied on the regional economic performance foundation's neoclassical backgrounds 

in deriving specific empirical models for standard cross-nation growth regressions (Bates, 

1981). In this framework, one can consider the country-specific attributes, for example, 

location, resources, institutions, features of economic geography, and well-being of the 

people to allow for the heterogeneity in initial conditions, as well as in efficiency growth 

pathways, that impact economic performance, human well-being, and income distribution. 

Consequently, cross-nation differences in GDP per capita growth rates, HDI, and Gini Index 
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are anticipated to rely not only on their initial growth levels and accumulation of factors but 

also on the differences in the specific country attributes:  

Following the neoclassical framework of economic performance foundation for an 

ideal cross-country growth regression model, we begin as follows: 

 

∆𝑦𝑖 = 𝛽𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑦𝑖,0 + 𝜑𝑋𝑖,0 + 𝜋𝑍𝑖,0 + 휀𝑖                                                                                   (3.1) 

 

whereby ∆𝑦𝑖 is the GDP per capita growth rate, HDI, and or Gini Index for country 𝑖, 𝑦𝑖,0 are 

the initial levels of GDP per capita, HDI, and Gini Index, 𝑋𝑖,0 is the variable representing 

factor accumulation (that’s standard Solow determinants) plus the constant term, 𝑍𝑖,0 is the 

vector representing the country-specific attribute explaining the cross-country variances in 

growth efficiencies or initial conditions and 휀𝑖 is the error term taking care of other factors. 

By introducing urban agglomeration as the determinant of regional economic 

performance, regional well-being, and income inequality, we consider it within the vector 

𝑍𝑖,0. The extent to which urban agglomeration is an ideal attribute influencing growth 

efficiency (Henderson, 2003; Castells-Quintana, 2017), as it reflects the unexploited 

agglomeration economies and thus provides the possibility for growth changes or become 

exhausted is stated as follows: 

∆𝑦𝑖 = 𝛽(𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑦𝑖,0) + 𝜑𝑋𝑖,0 + 𝜆𝑢𝑟𝑏𝑠ℎ𝑦𝑖,0 + 𝜋𝑍𝑖,0 + 휀𝑖                                                            (3.2) 

 

whereby 𝑢𝑟𝑏𝑠ℎ𝑦𝑖,0 is the extent of the urban share of the population, as our selected indicator 

for urban agglomeration and 𝑍𝑖,0 represents other pertinent country-specific elements. 

However, as alluded to in the introductory section, how the urban share of the population (an 

indicator of urban agglomeration) influences the growth efficiency of regional economic 

performance, regional human well-being, and income distribution depends on the 

specificities of the urban process. In particular, urban infrastructural service provision defines 

the urban environment, resulting in distinct capabilities for the metropolitan region to benefit 

from agglomeration economies and to contain an upsurge of people, otherwise known as 

congestion diseconomies. As noted by Henderson (2003), urban infrastructure affects not 

only the resources allocated to improving urban well-being but also impacts the economic 

productive efficiency and income distribution, that’s, the extent to which knowledge 
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spillovers are optimally harnessed and exploited. Bertinelli and Black (2004) stylized the 

urban economics model, which suggests a testable prediction that the quality of urban 

infrastructure significantly influences the growth-inducing effects of urban agglomeration. 

Hence, taking this into prediction account, we extend equation (3.2) to:  

∆𝑦𝑖 = 𝛽(𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑦𝑖,0) + 𝜑𝑋𝑖,0 + 𝜆1𝑢𝑟𝑏𝑠ℎ𝑦𝑖,0 + 𝜆2𝑢𝑟𝑖𝑛𝑓𝑖,0 + 𝜆3𝑢𝑟𝑏𝑠ℎ𝑦𝑖,0 ∗ 𝑢𝑟𝑖𝑛𝑓𝑖,0 + 𝜋𝑍𝑖,0

+ 휀𝑖                                                                                                                  (3.3) 

where 𝑢𝑟𝑖𝑛𝑓𝑖,0 is the specificity of the urban process indicated by the quality of urban 

infrastructure and 𝑢𝑟𝑏𝑠ℎ𝑦𝑖,0 ∗ 𝑢𝑟𝑖𝑛𝑓𝑖,0 is the interaction term between urban infrastructure 

and urban agglomeration.  

Equation (3.3) above is our general theoretical model based on the neoclassical 

growth framework backed up by the agglomeration life cycle, inverted U-shaped Kuznets, 

NEG theory, and the theory of a good city. In this theoretical model, the main objective is to 

depict how urban agglomeration influences growth efficiencies of regional economic 

performance through the quality of urban infrastructure and other factors of a specific city. 

Secondly, the model captures how urban agglomeration affects regional well-being through 

the precincts of competition for urban infrastructural services, resulting from skewed urban 

governance and limited financial resources. Thirdly, the model sheds light on how urban 

agglomeration influences income distribution. As argued in the literature, as the urban share 

of the population increases, the urban employment opportunities dwindle, resulting in many 

active people being jobless, thus, overall, income inequality in the region. To test this model, 

we sub-divide the main model in equation (3.3) into specific theoretical models in line with 

the three study objectives before proceeding to empirical strategy. The detailed theoretical 

models in line with the three main objectives are stated as follows: 

∆𝐺𝐷𝑃𝑝𝑒𝑟𝑐𝑖 = 𝛽(𝑙𝑜𝑔𝐺𝐷𝑃𝑝𝑒𝑟𝑐𝑖,0) + 𝜑𝑋𝑖,0 + 𝜆1𝑢𝑟𝑏𝑠ℎ𝑦𝑖,0 ++𝜋𝑍𝑖,0 + 휀𝑖                       (3.4). 

This equation (3.4) captures the effect of urban agglomeration (𝑢𝑟𝑏𝑠ℎ𝑦𝑖,0) and other urban-

specific factors (𝑍𝑖,0) taken care by control variables (urbanization rate, rural-urban 

migration, urban employment, and industrialization) on regional economic performance 

(𝐺𝐷𝑃𝑝𝑒𝑟𝑐𝑖). 

∆𝐺𝑖𝑛𝑖 = 𝛽(𝑙𝑜𝑔𝐺𝑖𝑛𝑖,0) + 𝜑𝑋𝑖,0 + 𝜆1𝑢𝑟𝑏𝑠ℎ𝑦𝑖,0 + 𝜋𝑍𝑖,0 + 휀𝑖                                                (3.5). 
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Equation (3.5) captures the effect of urban agglomeration (𝑢𝑟𝑏𝑠ℎ𝑦𝑖,0) and other urban-

specific factors (𝑍𝑖,0) taken care by control variables (regional economic performance, 

urbanization rate, rural-urban migration, and industrialization) on income inequality (𝐺𝑖𝑛𝑖). 

∆𝐻𝐷𝐼𝑖 = 𝛽(𝑙𝑜𝑔𝐻𝐷𝐼𝑖,0) + 𝜑𝑋𝑖,0 ++𝜆1𝑢𝑟𝑖𝑛𝑓𝑖,0 ++𝜋𝑍𝑖,0 + 휀𝑖                                           (3.6). 

This equation (3.6) captures the effect of urban infrastructural services (𝑢𝑟𝑖𝑛𝑓𝑖,0) on regional 

human well-being (𝐻𝐷𝐼𝑖). The control variables (urban governance, urbanization rate, rural-

urban migration, urban employment, and institutional quality) take care of the country-

specific factors. These models (3.4, 3.5, and 3.6) were estimated using a dynamic panel 

econometric model from a spatial dimensional framework, as discussed in the subsequent 

section of the empirical model and estimation strategy. 

3.8 Variable Description and Basic Data Stylized Facts 

This section describes study variables, their operationalization measures, and 

indicators. The measurements and indicators are adopted from previous studies and 

theoretical notions. Secondly, the section describes the data, their sources, and the time in 

consideration. The data's description helps pinpoint the underlying assumptions, corrective 

procedures, and purging techniques in preparing the data for modeling and estimating 

objectives. Also, the section presents the stylized facts regarding the variable indicators, 

measures, data, and the selected econometric model. Lastly, the section discusses the 

estimation techniques that the study utilizes in analyzing the data in line with the chosen 

empirical model. 

3.8.1 Operationalization of Variables 

The study focuses on five main topical issues: urban agglomeration, urban 

infrastructural service accessibility, income inequality, regional economic performance, and 

regional human well-being in the Sub-Saharan African context. From the theoretical 

foundations, urban agglomeration refers to the city regions' concentration of people, 

industries, and economic activities. Measuring urban agglomeration has evolved, with 

different researchers applying different indicators. In this study, urban agglomeration was 

measured using the urban share of population and how it contributes to human capital 

formation, regional economic performance, and urban infrastructural service accessibility as 

supported by the works of Wei et al. (2016), Thomas et al. (2012) and Castells-Quintana 
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(2017). Specifically, we draw reference to the studies by Castells-Quintana (2017) and 

Brülhart and Sbergami (2009), which used three indicators of urban agglomeration: country’s 

share of population living in city regions with over 750,000 people, the share of urban 

population living in areas described by national and World Bank statistics as urban, and the 

share of urban population living in the largest city described as city primacy. Lastly, we 

computed HHI50 and HHI100 indices as more nuanced measures of urban agglomeration in 

the first objective as postulated by (Frick & Rodríguez-Pose, 2018). 

Urban infrastructure is broadly defined as the systems that provide energy, water, 

sanitation, waste management, communication, transportation, public green spaces, and 

affordable housing services, which are vital in supporting human well-being and economic 

prosperity in city regions (Ramaswami et al., 2012). It was included as the independent 

variable influencing regional human well-being. The role of urban infrastructure, specifically 

accessibility of water, sanitation, and energy, has been identified to be robust among the long 

list of control variables and distinct specifications. Urban infrastructural service accessibility 

plays two key roles. First, it directly influences the living conditions and the well-being of 

the urban population (Lewis, 2014). For instance, according to UN-Habitat Reports, over 1 

billion people globally, of whom the majority are in developing regions, live in slums with 

dilapidated and inadequate urban infrastructural services such as water, sanitation, and 

energy. Secondly, access to urban infrastructural services cements the trade-off between 

economic performance costs and benefits of urban agglomeration (Fay & Opal, 2000; Bloom 

et al., 2008). Therefore, to measure the quality of urban infrastructural service accessibility, 

this study considers three indicators per World Bank statistics: the share of the urban 

population accessing water, sanitation, and electricity (Castells-Quintana, 2017). 

Income inequality refers to the economic differences resulting from an increased 

urban agglomeration (urban population share) (Kuznets, 1955). It also involves differences 

in access to social amenities, employment opportunities, and the general well-being of the 

urban population (Harris & Todaro, 1970; Brulhart & Sbergami, 2009). It was included in 

this study as the dependent variable influenced by increasing urban agglomeration, which 

creates a difference in regional economic performance and access to basic needs by the urban 

population. According to Kuznets (1955), urban agglomeration pursued by the rural-urban 

or within urban informal-formal and formal-informal migration processes fundamentally 
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increases income inequality during the early stages of urban agglomeration. As urban 

agglomeration rises, urban economic performance and industrialization increase the per 

capita income gap between the formal and informal sectors (Brulhart & Sbergami, 2009). 

The most celebrated measure of income inequality is the Gini Index, developed by Gini 

(1909). This measure has been adopted by several studies that have paid attention to the 

linkage between urban agglomeration and income inequality (Adams & Klobodu, 2019; 

Arouri et al., 2017; Liddle, 2017; Sulemana et al., 2019). 

Regional economic performance refers to the general well-being of a region in terms 

of economic activity. It was included in this study as the primary dependent variable. The 

variable was measured by GDP per capita growth in line with the pyramidal model fronted 

by Lengyel and Szakálné (2012). This signifies that regional economic performance is 

propelled by high labor productivity resulting from human capital formation processes such 

as matching, learning, and sharing of skills within the proximity of firms in the urban regions 

(UN, 2018; Nijkamp & Kourtit, 2012). Several previous studies have adopted the measure in 

their analyses, some of whom have observed supporting evidence of the positive link between 

urban agglomeration and GDP per capita (Henderson, 2003; Sekkat, 2013; Castells-Quintana 

& Royuela, 2014; Brülhart & Sbergami, 2009). Another section of studies has found 

supportive evidence of the negative link between urban agglomeration and GDP per capita 

(Davis & Henderson, 2003; Bloom et al., 2008; Gollin et al., 2014).  

Regional human well-being is the last variable defined as the degree to which people 

in a given region have better access to social services such as water, energy, sanitation and 

health, economic opportunities, and safety (Zanella et al., 2015). Nevertheless, from the 

urbanization view, regional human well-being still lacks a universal definition and 

measurement due to its complex character (Zhan et al., 2018). For instance, human well-

being has been interchangeably used with overlapping concepts such as sustainability, urban 

livability, and quality of life, which makes the definition and interpretation more difficult 

(Kovacs Györi et al., 2019).  

Recently, Paul and Sen (2018) defined regional human well-being as the general 

standard of living within a city, region, or country, which can be measured subjectively or 

objectively. Regarding subjective measures, regional human well-being comprises life 

satisfaction, such as gratification with overall life, emotional well-being, hedonic well-being, 
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and eudaimonia, which refers to the meaning and self-actualization in life (Organization for 

Economic Corporation and Development, 2013). However, this study adopts an objective 

measure of regional human well-being (Enqvist & Ziervogel, 2019). In this effect, regional 

human well-being is measured using the Human Development Index (HDI), an objective 

measure that captures different facets of indicators of better living conditions for people in a 

region (UNDESA, 2018; Das et al., 2022). The summary of the variable description, 

operationalization measures, and data sources are presented in respective analysis chapters.  

3.8.4 Basic Data Stylized Facts 

Before carrying out econometric modeling and analysis, a primary look at urban 

agglomeration, urban infrastructural services, regional economic performance, income 

inequality, and regional human well-being patterns worldwide in recent periods enables us 

to put forth some basic yet interesting stylized facts. In particular, we present the urban 

agglomeration indicators, such as the share of the urban population described as urban, which 

has been identified as around 35% in developed regions and above 43% in developing regions 

such as Sub-Saharan Africa (World Bank, 2018). The second fact concerns the urbanization 

pace in developing areas and subsequent urban agglomeration in Sub-Saharan Africa 

compared to its counterpart in developed regions such as the European Union. Statistical 

evidence shows that while the share of the urban population in Sub-Saharan Africa has been 

below that of the developed area such as the EU, the region has continued to maintain an 

average growth rate of 2% more than that of the EU between 1990 and 2000, and growth rate 

of 4% between 2010 and 2021 (World Bank, 2022). 

The third fact concerns the heterogeneity in the relationship between urban 

agglomeration and regional economic performance. Whereas there has been an insignificant 

negative linkage between the two variables in the world sample (-0.03), the correlation by 

development level changes; urban agglomeration positively correlates with developed 

regions, not developing regions. For instance, it is positive in Asia and Europe and negative 

in Oceania and SSA (-0.13) (Castells-Quintana, 2017; World Bank, 2022). The fourth 

stylized fact relevant to the study is the condition of urban infrastructure, where significant 

heterogeneities across different nations have been observed. Mainly, the pace of urbanization 

in various developing countries is characterized by the large share of the urban population 

living with inadequate well-being and limited access to essential infrastructural services such 
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as water, sanitation, and energy. Whereas access to these infrastructural services was seen as 

universal in developed regions in 1990, it was not the case in developing areas, with 

observable differences among them and, particularly, enormous inadequacies in Sub-Saharan 

Africa. For instance, the average access to water, sanitation, and electricity was less than 5% 

and 10% for the SSA region in 1990 (World Bank, 2022). 

The fifth stylized fact concerns the choice of balanced panel data from 2000 to 2020. 

Our decision is informed by the fact that short data panels are highly variable and more 

efficient, helping to uncover the adjustment dynamics and allowing for easy identification of 

measure impacts (Baltagi, 2005). Also, the decision to use a short panel of 21 years was 

informed by the unavailability of urban infrastructure data for Sub-Saharan Africa before 

2000. The sixth basic stylized fact is about variable inclusion and measurement. To begin 

with, the panel data on the urban share of the population was used to measure urban 

agglomeration as the concentration of people in metropolitan cities consists of rural-urban 

migrants and urban births (Baltagi, 2005; Harris & Todaro, 1970).  

Regarding urban infrastructure, the quality (share of the urban population accessing 

water, sanitation, and energy infrastructural services) was considered as opposed to the 

quantity or share of GDP allocated to urban infrastructure. This helps point out the direct 

implications of the urban infrastructure to urban dwellers regarding accessibility and 

utilization (Martinez-Vazquez &Wu, 2020). The Human Development Index (HDI) was used 

to measure regional human well-being, influenced by the quality of urban infrastructural 

service accessibility (Ramaswami, 2020). Finally, the stylized fact is about the variability 

nature of the panel data, which informs the use of the dynamic panel data model, especially 

involving the demographic transitions from rural to urban regions (Baltagi, 2005). Thus, the 

model is best suited as it can uncover the dynamic trend of the data, providing robust findings 

in line with the anchoring theoretical assertions (Baltagi, 2005). 

3.9 Study Design, Rationale, and Estimation Techniques 

As mentioned in chapter one, this study follows a deductive approach; thus, the design 

approach is quantitative. The quantitative research approach enables the researchers to 

critically evaluate the interactions between the study variables under the set hypotheses and 

leading research questions (Creswell, 2013). The quantitative analysis technique also aids in 

operationalizing variable definitions and thus allows the study to be replicated in different 
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circumstances, thereby improving and advancing the existing literature (Matveev, 2002; 

Creswell, 2013). This study used Pooled Ordinary Least Squares (OLS), Fixed Effects (FE), 

Random Effects (RE), Difference GMM, and System GMM techniques, together with all 

necessary estimation tests, as illustrated below. 

3.9.1 Cross-sectional Dependence and Panel Unit Root Test  

Conducting a stationarity test for time series for dynamic panel analysis is significant 

since most econometric estimation models utilize the current period based on the time series 

stationary theory. This is because series datasets are usually unstable; thus, if used for 

dynamic panel analysis in its non-stationarity state, it results in spurious regression findings 

characterized by insignificant t-ratios from zero. The coefficient of determination (R2) is too 

high (Brooks, 2014). Stationarity exists if the dataset has a constant mean, non-varying 

variance, and autocovariance for each provided lag. It is subjected to different levels of 

difference to make non-stationary data stationary. A stationary series after differencing is 

said to be integrated into order one using Innovation Technique I(1). To ascertain the 

stationarity of the dataset in this study, we apply a combination of unit root tests developed 

by Breitung (1994) and Quah (1994) and formally modified by Levin, Lin, and Chu (1992, 

2002) and Im, Pesaran and Shin (1997, 2003) leading to Levin, Lin and Chu Tests and Im, 

Pesaran and Shin Test.  

The stationarity test postulated by Levin, Lin, and Chu (2002) for dynamic panel data 

models assumes a null hypothesis that the data series has a unit root against the alternative 

hypothesis that the data series has no unit root. This is stated as follows: 

𝐻0: 𝜌𝑖 = 0, for all regions i 

𝐻0: 𝜌𝑖 < 0 

 

Levin, Lin, and Chu suggested three distinct estimation models for determining stationarity 

in dynamic panel analysis. The models are specified without individual effects, models with 

a particular specific effect but with no time trend, and the last model is a series without unique 

specific effects, linearity, and time trend. 

Im et al. (2003) proposed the unit root test, and it recommends using the mean of the 

individual stationarity statistic to determine the stationarity of the heterogeneous panel 

datasets. The test assumes a null hypothesis, stating that every panel data series contains a 
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unit root. An alternative idea noted that some of the series but not all the single data series 

have a unit root. The hypotheses are stated as follows;  

 

𝐻0: 𝜌𝑖 = 0, for all regions 𝑖 

 

𝐻0: 𝜌1 < 0 𝑓𝑜𝑟 𝑖 = 1,2, ………𝑁1 

and 

𝐻0: 𝜌1 = 0 𝑓𝑜𝑟 𝑖 = 1,2, ………𝑁1+1, … , 𝑁 

 

Verifying the cross-sectional dependence has become required for dynamic panel 

analysis. This is due to the dynamic economic occurrences such as recessions, inflation, 

pandemics, and financial crises, which impact the entire world economy and induce 

significant interdependency across nations or regions (cross-sectional units), regressors of 

the model, and the error term (Pesaran, 2006). Nonetheless, panel estimation techniques such 

as Pooled OLS, FE, RE, and generalized method of moments (GMM) estimators disregard 

the probable existence of the cross-section dependence among countries, regions, or cities, 

resulting in misleading inferential statistics.  

As such, in this study, we shall check the presence of cross-sectional dependency for 

the panel data using the Breusch-Pagan LM test (1980), Pesaran LM test (2008), and Pesaran 

CD test (2004). In the presence of cross-sectional dependence in the panel dataset, the first-

generation unit root test like the Augmented Dickey-Fuller (ADF) test, Philips-Perron (PP) 

test, Im, Pesaran, and Shin (IPS), and Levin, Lin, and Chu(LLC) may not be appropriate in 

testing for the stationarity. Therefore, the cross-sectional dependence is addressed by 

utilizing the “CIPS” unit test developed by Pesaran (2007), as it is ideal for accommodating 

the cross-sectional dependence in the panel dataset.  

3.9.3 Pooled Ordinary Least Squares (POLS) 

Dynamic panel data estimation is used to analyze cross-sectional and time-series 

datasets. These datasets are collected on individual items repeatedly over time. Gujarati 

(2003) opined that combining time series and cross-section enhances the number of the 

dataset and its quality, which would not be possible when using cross-sectional or time-series 

data. In panel analysis, the heterogeneity problem is controlled using control variables. In 

this accord, the unit of study, such as firms, nations, or regions, is viewed as heterogeneous. 



53 
 

The pooled OLS estimation model is critical when analyzing the effects of variables that 

change over time and determining the outcome variables within a specific region, country, 

or any other entity (Baltagi, 2008). Pooled OLS is appropriate for this study as it aids in 

identifying and measuring effect relationships that are not easily detected in a pure time series 

or cross-sectional data analysis. The general Pooled OLS model is stated as follows; 

𝑦𝑖𝑡 = 𝛼𝑖 + 𝛽𝑥1𝑖𝑡 + 𝑒𝑖𝑡                                                                                                                    (3.7) 

where 𝑦𝑖𝑡 is the dependent variable (regional economic performance and income inequality) 

in this study for region 𝑖 over some time 𝑡, 𝛼𝑖 is the intercept variable representing region 𝑖. 

The vector representing the independent variable (urban agglomeration and urban 

infrastructure) for region 𝑖 is  𝑥1𝑖𝑡. The vector representing the unknown parameter estimates 

among regions is 𝛽, and 𝑒𝑖𝑡 is the error term for region 𝑖 and period 𝑡. This study will integrate 

several other conventional and dynamic panel regression analyses.  

3.9.4 Dynamic Fixed Effect Model (FE) (Baseline) 

The dynamic Fixed effect estimation model refers to a panel regression method 

whereby the group means is a fixed sample from the data population. A panel of data utilized 

in the fixed-effect model analysis is grouped in line with distinct observed factors, where 

grouped means are modeled and determined as group-spec quantity. The justification for 

incorporating the FE model in this study is that it accommodates the heterogeneous attribute 

or variability linked to individuals, countries, firms, or, in this case, regions (Greene, 2012). 

With the heterogeneous nature of the Sub-Saharan African economic region, many periods 

(T), and several country regions (N) under consideration, the FE model is suitable for this 

study. Another critical reason why the FE model is adopted in this study is that it helps to 

eliminate the omitted variable biasedness which can arise from the unobserved heterogeneity, 

thereby controlling for the individual time-invariant features across country regions (Edeme 

& Nkalu, 2019; Torres-Reyna, 2007). 

One of the assumptions that must be fulfilled before using the FE model is that the 

error term could be correlated with the individual fixed effect. That is, the assumption of 

strict exogeneity and feedback effects should be held so as:  

𝐸(𝜇𝑖𝑡) │𝑋𝑖1, 𝑋𝑖2, … , 𝑋𝑖𝑇 , ղ𝑖) = 0                                                                                                 (3.8) 
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This assumption rules out any possible correlation between current errors and present or 

future values of the independent variables (feedback effect phenomenon which moves from 

Y to X). If present, the FE model estimates become spurious or inconsistent (Nickell, 1981). 

Therefore, the FE model is specified as follows: 

𝑦𝑖𝑡 = 𝑋𝑖𝑡𝛽 + 𝛼𝑖 + 𝑒𝑖𝑡                                                                                                                     (3.9) 

where 𝑦𝑖𝑡 is the representation of the response variable (regional economic performance and 

income inequality) for region 𝑖 over a time period 𝑡 𝑋𝑖𝑡 represents the 1 X P time-invariant 

independent variables (urban agglomeration and urban infrastructure), 𝛽 is the 𝑃 X 1 matrix 

representing the coefficient estimate of the independent variables. The individual unobserved 

time-invariant effect is represented by 𝛼𝑖, and the error term for a country region 𝑖 over a 

time period 𝑡 is represented by 𝑒𝑖𝑡. 

3.9.5 Dynamic Random Effect Model (RE) 

Greene (2012) states that a random effect (RE) regression estimation model is a 

regression model bearing an arbitrary constant term. It is a regression model whereby the 

group means are random and can be modeled as random for every grouping. The redundant 

error in the RE model is addressed by assuming that the intercept is a random outcome 

variable. The assumption for estimating the panel data using a random-effect model is that 

the individual-specific effect is not correlated with the independent variables. Just like in the 

FE model, the assumption of strict exogeneity holds as follows: 

𝐸(𝜇𝑖𝑡) │𝑋𝑖1, 𝑋𝑖2, …… , 𝑋𝑖𝑇 , ղ𝑖) = 0                                                                                         (3.10)   

The random effect (RE) model is stated as follows: 

𝑦𝑖𝑡 = 𝛽𝑜𝑖 + 𝛽1𝑋𝑖𝑡 + 𝛽2𝑋𝑖𝑡 + 𝑒𝑖𝑡                                                                                                (3.11) 

where 𝛽𝑜𝑖 = 𝛽𝑖 + V𝑖 

Therefore, the complete dynamic RE model becomes;  

𝑦𝑖𝑡 = 𝛽𝑖 + 𝛽1𝑋𝑖𝑡 + 𝛽2𝑋𝑖𝑡 + 𝑒𝑖𝑡 + V𝑖                                                                                         (3.12) 

where 𝑦𝑖𝑡 is the representation of the response variable (regional economic performance and 

income inequality) for region 𝑖 over a time 𝑡, 𝑋𝑖𝑡 represents the independent variables (urban 
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agglomeration and urban infrastructure) for region 𝑖 over a time 𝑡, 𝛽 is the vector representing 

the unknown parameters that are common to areas,  V𝑖 represents the disturbance term for a 

specific heterogeneity for an individual country region 𝑖  and is constant over a given period, 

and the white noise specific to a particular observation for a country region 𝑖  over a time 

period 𝑡 is represented by 𝑒𝑖𝑡. 

3.9.6 Hausman Test  

Hausman test is conducted mainly in panel data analysis estimation to determine if 

the random or fixed effect model is ideal. It also helps in testing for the misspecification of 

the estimation model. The Hausman test assumes a null hypothesis that the selected model 

has a random effect. The alternative hypothesis states that the selected model has a fixed 

effect, implying that the individual heterogeneity terms and exogenous variables in the model 

are deemed correlated. Nonetheless, suppose the null hypothesis is not rejected. In that case, 

the random effect model is ideal, signifying that the unique error term and the independent 

variables in the estimation model are not correlated. 

3.9.7 Generalized Method of Moments (GMM) Model  

The Generalized Method of Moment is a celebrated dynamic panel estimation method 

extensively used in econometric spatial literature as fronted by Arellano and Bond (1995). 

The technique is primarily categorized into the system generalized method of moment (Sys-

GMM) and generalized method of moment first difference (Diff-GMM). Based on the 

reviewed literature, the system generalized method of moment (Sys-GMM) is considered 

effective in estimating panel data compared to Diff-GMM, Pooled OLS, RE, and FE. The 

system GMM estimation method is regarded as more efficient because it uses the level of the 

lags of the instrumental variables for the differential equations and the differences in the lags 

as instrumental variables for the equation levels. Also, it has more instrumental variables 

compared to the Diff-GMM. It is ideal when a single observation in the panel data is 

sufficiently large within a short period. The Sys-GMM helps address the endogeneity, 

heteroscedasticity, and autocorrelation problems linked to cross-sectional and time series 

datasets (Roodman, 2009).  

To specify the two categories of GMM models, we start by stating the conventional 

dynamic panel model stated as: 
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𝑌𝑖𝑡 = 𝛼0 + 𝛼1𝑌𝑖𝑡−1 +  𝛽𝑋𝑖𝑡 + 휀𝑖𝑡  , 𝑖 = 1,… ,𝑁, 𝑡 = 1, … , 𝑇                                                (3.13) 

where 𝑌𝑖𝑡 is the response variable (regional economic performance and income inequality),  

𝛼0 is the intercept, 𝛼1 is the coefficient estimate of the lag value of the response variable 

𝑌𝑖𝑡−1, 𝛽 is the coefficient estimate of the independent variable (urban agglomeration and 

urban infrastructure) 𝑋𝑖𝑡 and the error term represented by 휀𝑖𝑡   for region 𝑖 and period 𝑡. From 

this, a Difference-GMM by Arellano and Bond (1991) population known as the Arellano-

Bond estimator (Diff-GMM) is specified. This estimation procedure computes the difference 

of every variable about its first lag.  

Thus, by rewriting equation (3.13), we have;  

𝛥𝑌𝑖𝑡 = 𝛼0 + 𝛼1𝛥𝑌𝑖𝑡−1 +  𝛽𝛥𝑋𝑖𝑡 + 𝛥휀𝑖𝑡  , 𝑖 = 1,… ,𝑁, 𝑡 = 1,… , 𝑇                                    (3.14). 

This estimation procedure considers the moment condition, 𝐸[𝑌𝑖,𝑡−𝑠𝛥휀𝑖𝑡 ] = 0, with t=3, …, 

T and S=2, …,t-1, and utilizes the vector (𝑌𝑖1, … , 𝑌𝑖,𝑡−2) as the GMM instruments for 𝛥𝑌𝑖𝑡−1. 

The second estimation model under GMM by Blundell and Bond (1998), referred to as the 

System-GMM estimator (Sys-GMM), which, as mentioned under the overview of the model, 

is critical in enhancing the efficiency of the Diff-GMM by using more moment conditions in 

the level equation. The procedure regards (𝛥𝑌𝑖,2, … , 𝛥𝑌𝑖,𝑡−1) as the instruments for (𝑌𝑖,𝑡−1) 

under the moment condition 𝐸[𝑌𝑖,𝑡−𝑠휀𝑖𝑡 ] = 0, with t=3, …, T and s=1, …, t-2 (Arellano & 

Bover, 1995; Blundell & Bond, 1998). Further, the system-GMM can exploit the moment 

condition: 

𝐸[𝛥𝑋𝑖,𝑡−1ղ𝑖 + 𝜇𝑖𝑡)] = 0                                                                                                            (3.15). 

The model is explicitly stated as follows; 

𝑌𝑖𝑡 = 𝛼0 + 𝛼1𝑌𝑖𝑡−1 +  𝛽𝑋𝑖𝑡 + ղ𝑖 + λ𝑡 + 𝜇𝑖𝑡  , 𝑖 = 1,… ,𝑁, 𝑡 = 1,… , 𝑇                         (3.16). 

where the error term (휀𝑖𝑡 ) in equation (3.13) is decomposed into three components: 

unobserved heterogeneity (ղ𝑖) of the regions (𝑖), (λ𝑡), which represents the time-fixed 

effects,  and (𝜇𝑖𝑡) defining the model’s error term.In summary, this sub-section reviewed the 

theoretical model for estimating the study relationships and effects derived from the 

theoretical notions in chapter two.  
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4. URBAN AGGLOMERATION AND REGIONAL ECONOMIC 

PERFORMANCE CONNECTEDNESS: A THIN ICE IN 

DEVELOPING REGIONS 

This chapter contributes to the ongoing debate regarding whether urban 

agglomeration is a growth-augmenting or inhibiting, especially from the developing regional 

perspective. Also, the chapter lays bare the actual urban agglomeration evolution trends in 

the recent two decades and how this has affected the economic performance of developing 

economies. The chapter provides in-depth theoretical, empirical, and statistical modeling and 

deductions based on the Two-Step Instrumental Variable Generalized Method of Moments 

(2SIV-GMM) model of the urban agglomeration and economic performance using 

unbalanced 5-year interval data from 2000 to 2020 for 66 countries from SSA, Asia, and 

Europe regions.  

4.1 Introduction  

Several regions have encountered a sizable drift in the geographic relocation of their 

population from rural to urban areas, particularly in developing regions such as Africa and 

Asia, especially in recent decades. Specifically, population growth combined with rapid 

urbanization has compounded the increase in some cities’ sizes, attenuating the population 

in other areas, and the birth of new urban areas has occurred (Frick and Rodríguez-Pose, 

2018). The urbanizing towns and regions are where more than half the world’s gross 

population resides (Grafakos et al., 2019; UN, 2019). By 2050, more than two-thirds of the 

world’s population will reside in urban areas, with millions living in informal and unplanned 

settlements and growing cities in Sub-Saharan Africa (SSA; United Nations Department of 

Economics and Social Affairs, 2018). This prediction is based on recent urban agglomeration 

and population dynamics growth trajectories. For example, the world’s population increased 

from 13.09 million in 2000 to 14.35 million in 2010 and more than 17.97 million in 2022 

(UNDESA, 2018; World Bank, 2022). 

The increasing concentration of the urban population (urban agglomeration) preceding 

rapid urbanization has been investigated regarding its connectedness to economic 

performance dynamics, namely, poverty reduction, CO2 emissions, and income inequality 

(Christiaensen et al., 2013; Makido et al., 2012; Mohajeri et al., 2015; Castells-Quintana and 
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Royuela, 2015; Moreno, 2017; Ovyat, 2016; Sekkat, 2017). Whether increasing urban 

agglomeration spurs economic performance is a hot research topic in developing regions' 

policy agendas. An increasing amount of evidence supports the view that urban 

agglomeration promotes agglomeration economies and economic productivity gains owing 

to a pooled labor supply, knowledge spillovers, and forward and backward ties (Fujita and 

Thisse, 2003; Chong et al., 2016; Zheng et al., 2020). Additionally, several empirical studies 

have documented positive connectedness between spatially balanced economic performance 

and efficiencies attributed to increases in the urban agglomeration, which probably promote 

increases in national economic development (Sekkat, 2017; Frick and Rodríguez-Pose, 2018; 

Ganau and Rodríguez-Pose, 2022; Zheng et al., 2020). 

However, this perceived positive urban agglomeration–economic performance nexus 

in the literature is built on thin ice and requires further research, particularly in developing 

regions such as SSA and Eastern Asia (Frick and Rodríguez-Pose, 2018). Three reasons 

support this assertion: First, how urban agglomeration has evolved in different regions 

globally remains unclear because most studies on this subject have focused on the drivers of 

urban agglomeration and economic performance at the country level (Camagni et al., 2015; 

Cottineau et al., 2019; Martinez Posada and Garcia, 2017). Notably, inadequate studies have 

evaluated urban agglomeration patterns from a cross-sectional, cross-country, or regional 

dimension (Ahrend et al., 2017; Aroca and Atienza, 2016; Behrens and Bala, 2013; Castells-

Quintana et al., 2017; Li and Liu, 2018). Second, the urban primacy levels (urban population 

concentration) in the largest city or the share of the urban population residing in a city with 

a specific population size threshold (primarily urban population of approximately 750,000 or 

1 million) are commonly used as measures, but have been accentuated as lacking indicators 

of urban agglomeration in the recent literature (Anthony, 2014; Brülhart & Sbergami 2009; 

Castells-Quintana, 2017; Sekkat, 2017). In this regard, Van et al. (2010) emphasize the need 

to measure functional urban agglomeration using a robust measure beyond the city's size as 

indicated by urban population share. Third, further research is necessary regarding ensuring 

sustainable urbanization in developing regions, where more than 50% of the urban population 

resides under acute proliferation without adequate access to urban infrastructural services 

(e.g., water, sanitation, and energy) because of governments’ insufficient investment, 

increased social consumption and ineffective urban governance policy measures (Lawhon et 
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al., 2018; Shi, 2019; Ulucak et al., 2020). For instance, governments in SSA only spend 

between USD 130 billion and 170 billion annually on essential urban infrastructural services 

(World Economic Forum, 2018). They are experiencing a financing shortfall between USD 

68 billion and 108 billion. Notably, two-thirds of the budget for the urban infrastructure 

required by 2050 has not been attained (World Economic Forum, 2018). 

This dissertation aims to fill the three research gaps by assembling a new dataset that 

allows the construction of a more nuanced measure of urban agglomeration for many 

economies in SSA, Asia, and Europe that has been presented in the literature. First, we 

evaluate how urban agglomeration has evolved from 2000 to 2020 across 22 Sub-Saharan 

African, 22 Asian, and 22 European countries. Second, we analyze how variations in urban 

agglomeration have influenced economic performance in recent decades. Third, we 

interrogate the role of urban infrastructural service accessibility on the urban agglomeration–

economic performance relationship. Last, we apply the Driscoll-Kraay Fixed Effect and two-

step instrumental variable generalized method of moments (2SIV-GMM) technique to model 

the relationship between urban agglomeration and economic performance across the three 

regions in the last two decades as they are reliable, especially in the case of autocorrelation, 

heteroskedasticity of unknown forms, cross-sectional dependence and endogeneity (Nguea, 

2023). We also used the Two-Stage Least Squares (TSLS) technique to assess concerns 

regarding probable reverse causality and robustness checks.  

4.2 Contextual Background Literature 

The urbanized economic performance concept is introduced in the seminal works of 

Marshall (1890) and Lewis (1954). They explained urban agglomeration as the concentration 

of people, the factors of production, firms, and economic activities within one complex urban 

space. Similarly, proponents of urban structure base their assertions on the advantages of 

urban agglomeration on economic performance (Rosenthal & Strange, 2004). In line with 

this proposition, economic performance results from agglomeration economies of scale, 

urban structure, labor productivity gains via a pooled labor supply, and backward and forward 

linkages (Ciccone & Hall, 1996; Combes & Gobillon, 2015; He et al., 2016; Meijers, 2008). 

Still, proponents of urban agglomeration-economic performance positive nexus argue that 

the connectedness depends on the quality of urban specificities: urban infrastructure, which 

refers to the systems providing energy, water, sanitation, waste management, 
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communication, public green spaces, and affordable housing services, which are vital in 

supporting economic prosperity in urban areas (Ramaswami et al., 2020).  

New economic geography (NEG) and urban economics (UE) theories have emerged as 

competing theories and provide related perspectives on urban economics, contributing to a 

robust understanding of the dynamics, relationships, and drivers of economic performance 

from an urban agglomeration perspective (Duranton & Puga, 2004). NEG posits that large 

firm agglomerations drive increased economic performance, urban trade, and 

competitiveness (Fujita &Thisse, 2003). NEG is based on three assumptions: labor and 

production factors are mobile, economies of scale and returns are increasing, and 

transportation costs are incorporated into the economic growth model (Hassink &Gong, 

2019). Moreover, NEG posits that urban firms are located near large labor pools and that 

urban residents choose to reside near firms for easy mobility to and from work (Baldwin & 

Krugman, 2004). This forms the foundation of urban agglomeration and increased economic 

activities, leading to long-run economic performance (Al-Jebouri et al., 2020). 

UE theory is based on another dimension: the positive relationship between urban 

agglomeration and economic performance; moreover, it acknowledges that large urban 

agglomerations might deter sustainable economic performance in the long term (Duranton & 

Puga, 2004; Henderson, 2005). Similar to the views of NEG, urban economists posit that 

urban agglomeration promotes the external scale of economies via matching and sharing 

inputs, ideas, and people (Combes et al., 2022; Duranton & Puga, 2015). Before the NEG 

and UE theories, Williamson (1965) argued that there is an inverted U-shaped nexus between 

urban agglomeration and economic performance. Mainly, the U-shaped function indicates 

that economic performance increases as urban agglomeration levels increase and then 

decreases beyond a specific threshold. Supporting Williamson (1965), Frick and Rodríguez-

Pose (2018) suggest that cities with large agglomerations will likely experience inadequate 

urban infrastructural services (e.g., sanitation, water, and energy) and urban economic 

opportunities at later development stages. This phenomenon is attributable to the pressure on 

municipal governments to manage and allocate resources necessary for urbanization while 

aiming to prevent urban poverty and vast income inequalities, which increase faster than the 

economic growth rate in developing regions (Rodríguez-Pose & Griffiths, 2021). 

Empirically, some studies have observed a negative link between urban agglomeration and 
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economic performance, especially in developing areas (Chauvin et al., 2017; Castells-

Quintana & Royuela, 2015). 

In this context, an intriguing debate is incorporating the role of urban infrastructure in 

urban agglomeration–economic performance analysis in developing economies (Marx et al., 

2013). The literature has argued that because of increasing urbanization and limited 

government infrastructural provision, a slum-common feature in poor developing economies 

is negatively linked to economic performance (Fay & Opal, 2000; Bloom et al., 2008). For 

the residents of slums, their living standards are unlikely to improve; thus, slums are a form 

of poverty trap, described as a Malthusian Trap in developing regions (Jedweb et al., 2014). 

Approximately 30% of the urban population in developing regions such as SSA resides in 

slums, with a large share of that 30% living in large agglomerations (UN, 2015). Indirectly, 

an increase in slum population indicates increased agricultural population migration into 

urban from rural regions, posing a disastrous threat to environmental degradation and 

excessive government consumption that hamper economic performance (Castells-Quintana 

& Royuela, 2015; Ulucak et al., 2020). 

In line with these theories, a growing body of empirical literature has focused on the 

role of urban infrastructural services (e.g., sanitation, water, and energy) in determining the 

link between urban agglomeration and economic performance. For example, Field and 

Kremer (2006) observed a significant effect of urban infrastructure on improving the link 

between urban agglomeration and economic performance. Similarly, Lewis (2014) observed 

an important role played by the Indonesian local government in urban infrastructure 

investment: it improved its management of the negative impacts of urban agglomeration on 

economic performance. Subsequently, Castells-Quintana (2017) observed the robust effect 

of the quality of urban infrastructural service accessibility on the link between urban 

agglomeration and economic performance in developed and developing world economies. 

Moreover, Ganau and Rodríguez-Pose (2022) observed that despite the positive association 

between urban agglomeration and economic performance, urban infrastructure is paramount 

in lower-income countries with large agglomerations. Using the same connection, Kyriacou 

et al. (2019) provided evidence that the quality of urban infrastructure would likely enhance 

the outcomes of decentralized urban infrastructure, reinforcing the urban agglomeration–

economic performance linkage. Furthermore, Alvarado et al. (2020) concluded that 
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government ineffectiveness and inefficient use of urban resources through imprudent urban 

infrastructural investment deter agglomeration economies, curtailing sustained long-term 

economic performance in developing regions. 

The literature review indicates a significant link between urban agglomeration and 

economic performance. However, there are gaps in the empirical literature. The first group 

of empirical literature has focused on the links between urban agglomeration and economic 

performance by using country-level panel data as the unit of analysis (Brülhart &Sbergami, 

2009; Castells-Quintana &Royuela, 2015; Fang &Yu, 2017; Hasan et al., 2017; Liu & Du, 

2021; Yao et al., 2022). These studies have used a primacy indicator—the urban population 

in the largest city and the urban population above a certain threshold—as measures of urban 

agglomeration and observed a significant positive relationship between urban agglomeration 

and economic performance. However, their deduction is nuanced because of a probable 

negative sign on the interaction term with the gross domestic product (GDP) per capita in 

developing economies. Thus, urban agglomeration may be advantageous in the first 

economic performance stages but become deleterious at later stages of urbanization-driven 

development (Kuznets, 1955; Ha et al., 2019).  

Based on a country's income level, the second category of empirical literature has 

demonstrated the differences in the magnitude of the association between urban 

agglomeration and economic performance, implying that the relationship is not a one-fits-all 

case. In line with this conjunction, Castells-Quintana (2017) and Nkalu et al. (2019) have 

concluded that urban agglomeration has a potentially detrimental implication on the 

economic performance of African economies. By contrast, Pholo-Bala (2009) and 

Mikhaylova and Gorochnaya (2022) have observed a significant positive relationship 

between urban agglomeration and economic performance in European and Russian contexts. 

Nevertheless, the authors observed that a growth trap at the medium level of urban 

agglomeration was held for developing countries in Asia and Latin America. Similarly, Frick 

and Rodríguez-Pose (2018) observed a positive association between urban agglomeration 

and economic performance in high-income countries and the detrimental effects of urban 

agglomeration for low-income and medium-income countries in SSA, Europe, and Latin 

America. However, Ganau and Rodríguez-Pose (2022) observed mixed results in a more 

recent study. First, the authors observed that the economic returns of urban agglomeration 
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differ in the short run and long run as agglomeration enlarges. Thus, the link between urban 

agglomeration and economic performance is not universal across economies with different 

income levels and quality of urban infrastructure. 

Last, based on the reviewed theoretical and empirical literature, this dissertation aims 

to uncover and fill several research gaps. First, this study aims to compute a more nuanced 

indicator for urban agglomeration than has been presented in the literature by using 

conventional measures, such as urban share of the population, which do not point out the 

actual urban structure and thus may not produce robust agglomeration effects (Frick & 

Rodríguez-Pose, 2018; Ganau &Rodríguez-Pose, 2022). Empirically, studies have argued 

that using a more nuanced measure of urban agglomeration offers not only higher estimation 

efficiency but also overs the urban morphological attributes rather than city size as measured 

by urban population in primate city or urban population share above 750 000 or 1 million 

thresholds (Brezzi &Veneri, 2015; Meijers & Burger, 2010; Li et al., 2019). Second, to our 

knowledge, only Castells-Quintana (2017) has conducted the link between urban 

agglomeration and economic performance from the quality perspective of urban 

infrastructure in line with cross-country analysis. Third, we aim to disabuse the suggestion 

in the literature that measuring urban agglomeration by using the urban share of the 

population shows that large urban agglomerations benefit from a pro-economic performance 

up to a certain level by pointing out differences across countries based on their income level 

(World Bank, 2023). Last, our focus is the developing economies in SSA and East and 

Central Asia. Still, we refer to the literature on European developed economies because of 

the limited availability of empirical evidence in developing economies.  

4.3 Data and Methodology 

This dissertation chapter explores the link between urban agglomeration and regional 

economic performance by comparing the development trajectories of 66 countries: 22 each 

in SSA, Asia, and Europe (Appendix XII). We use balanced panel data from 2000 to 2020 

measured as a census from various selected world countries’ urban areas at intervals of 5 

years to fulfill the research objective. Regional economic performance measured by real GDP 

growth was applied as the primary dependent variable. On the other hand, urban 

agglomeration indicators are used as the independent variable to explain the variation in the 

economic performance of the selected countries from 2000 to 2020. As aforementioned, the 
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urban agglomeration has been widely measured by the urban share of the population in the 

largest city and the urban share of the population above a certain threshold (e.g., 750, 0000, 

or 1 million inhabitants) but has been criticized as a poor indicator of urban agglomeration 

(Anthony, 2014; Brülhart & Sbergami, 2009; Sekkat, 2017). Although the measures are ideal 

for studies exclusively investigating the link between urban agglomeration and economic 

performance because of their data availability for many countries and over a long period, 

they have been criticized because of their inability to depict the relative distribution of urban 

population as well as the urban structural and agglomeration effect on economic 

performance. Due to the abovementioned limitations, the literature has increasingly adopted 

new nuanced indicators such as the Herfindahl-Hirschman Index (HHI). However, only a 

few available samples are restricted to developed regions such as Europe (e.g., Frick 

&Rodríguez-Pose, 2018; Ganau & Rodríguez-Pose, 2022).  

The dissertation also controlled for different structural variables influencing the 

connectedness between urban agglomeration and regional economic performance. The first 

category of control variables comprises those integrated into cross-economy growth 

regressions: a) a log of initial GDP per capita at the beginning period (2000) to control for 

conditional convergence; b) private investment, touted as the key driver of economic 

performance owing to its contribution to the economy’s capital stock formation; c) 

government consumption measured as the share of GDP, owing to its probable crowding-out 

effect on the private investment; and e) average years of schooling, referring to Brülhart and 

Sbergami (2009) and Henderson (2003).  

The second category of control variables comprises variables directly linked to the 

economy’s economic performance trends. We controlled the economy’s urbanization rate, 

governance effectiveness, and fertility rates. In addition, an economy’s population size 

affects potential investment attractiveness, benefiting economic performance in large states 

(Alesina et al., 2005). Specifically, governance effectiveness is included because it reflects 

the local government, central government, and other stakeholders’ effectiveness in 

implementing policies that enable the provision of urban infrastructural services to the urban 

population necessary for economic productivity (Castells-Quintana, 2017). Therefore, 

government ineffectiveness and inefficient use of urban resources through imprudent urban 

infrastructural investment deter agglomeration economies (Alvarado et al.,2020). Last, our 
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estimation includes second-order polynomials to account for the probable nonlinear 

relationship between urban agglomeration and economic performance under the robustness 

checks section. Table 1 lists all variables, briefly defining the operationalization measures 

and data sources. 

Table 1:Variable List, Measurement, and Data Source 

Variable name Measurement and Description Data source 

Economic 

Performance 

Annual average GDP per capita growth 

rate (% into ratio form) 

World Penn Tables (PWT 

10.1) 

Urban 

Agglomeration 

Computed HHI50 and HHI100 indices 

by summing ratios of p ≥50 000 and 

≥100 000 to the total urban population.   

World Bank-Development 

Indicators/GHSL/Africapolis 

/UN/Population.de 

Urban 

Infrastructure 

% composite urban population 

accessing water, sanitation, and energy  

World Bank-Development 

Indicators 

Governance Governance Effectiveness Index World Bank-Governance 

Log Initial GDP 

per capita 

Measured in the logarithm of Real 

GDP at constant 2017 divided by 10 

Computed using data from 

World Penn Tables (PWT 

Private Investment  Gross capital formation at the current 

PPP 

World Penn Tables (PWT 

Fertility Rate total (births per woman)/10 WDI 

Schooling Average years of schooling in all levels 

of the active population (15-64 years) 

Barro and Lee dataset 

Government 

Consumption 

Share of government consumption at 

current PPPs 

World Penn Tables (PWT 

10.1) 

Urbanization Rate % of the population living in urban 

regions (% into ratio)  

World Bank-Development 

Indicators 

Log Land Area The logarithm of the size of the 

economy’s land area measured in 

square kilometers 

World Bank-Development 

Indicators 

Source: Own Construction (2023) 
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4.4 Theoretical Model 

The dissertation explores the relationship between urban agglomeration and economic 

performance using a neoclassical framework of economic performance foundation for 

ordinary cross-country growth regression. By referring to Brülhart and Sbergami (2009); 

Castells-Quintana (2017); Frick and Rodríguez-Pose (2018), and Ganau and Rodríguez-Pose 

(2022), we base our empirical analysis on a GDP per capita growth rate, enabling us to 

determine the effect of urban agglomeration in a more simplistic manner. Starting at a cross-

sectional regression setting, where the average GDP per capita growth of economy 𝑒 over a 

period 𝑡, ∆𝑌𝑒,𝑡, is estimated as a function of the initial log GDP per capita, 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑌𝑒,0), to 

capture the conditional convergence of income levels (Barro, 1991), an initial urban 

agglomeration growth variable 𝐻𝐻𝐼𝑒0, and a host of control variables represented by the 

vector 𝑋𝑒
𝑛, based on Sala-i-Martin et al. (2004). Our estimation equation is thus stated as 

follows:  

∆𝑌𝑒,𝑡 = 𝛼 + 𝛽 log(Y𝑒,0) + γHHI𝑒,0 +∑𝛿𝑛𝑋𝑒
𝑛 + 휀𝑒

𝑁

𝑛=1

                                                           (4.1) 

where average GDP per capita growth rate is the dependent variable denoted as ∆𝑌𝑒,𝑜 =

1

𝑇−𝑡
[log(𝑌𝑒

𝑇) − log (𝑌𝑒
𝑡)] from 𝑡 = 2000 to 𝑇 = 2020 for economy 𝑒 = 1,… , 66. The 

constant term is denoted by 𝛼, and the well-behaved error term is denoted by 휀𝑒𝑡. 

Nevertheless, as discussed in the introduction, the extent to which urban agglomeration 

influences economic performance efficiency relies on the urban process specificities. 

Specifically, urban infrastructure defines the urban environment, resulting in distinct cities’ 

capacities to benefit from agglomeration economies and regulate congestion diseconomies 

regarding production efficiencies such as knowledge spillovers (Henderson, 2005). In line 

with this argument, we follow the stylized UE model of Bertinelli and Black (2004) and pose 

an empirically testable prediction that the quality of urban infrastructure significantly 

influences economic performance-augmenting benefits of urban agglomeration. Thus, we 

rewrite equations 4.1 to 4.2 as follows:  

∆𝑌𝑒,𝑡 = 𝛼 + 𝛽 log(Y𝑒,0) + γ1HHI𝑒,0 + γ2UI𝑒,0 +∑𝛿𝑛𝑋𝑒,𝑡
𝑛 + 휀𝑒,𝑡

𝑁

𝑛=1

                                   (4.2) 

where 𝑈I𝑒,0 denotes the urban specificities as the quality of urban infrastructure. 
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Although cross-national regression analysis following equation 4.2 is conducted using 

pooled OLS, the main focus in this study is panel dynamic model regression estimated using 

system GMM, as Arellano and Bover (1995) suggest. Therefore, we rewrite equation 2 in 

dynamic panel format:  

∆𝑌𝑒,𝑡 = 𝛼 + 𝛽 log Y𝑒,𝑡−1 + γ1HHI𝑒,𝑡−1 + γ2UI𝑒,𝑡−1 + ρ∑𝛿𝑛𝑋𝑒,𝑡
𝑛

𝑁

𝑛=1

+ 𝜇𝑒 + 𝜏𝑡 + 휀𝑒,𝑡       (4.3) 

where 𝑡 denotes the 5-year interval period and 𝜇, 𝜏, and 휀 are well-behaved error terms. 

Moreover, equation 4.3 is presented in simple AR (1) specification, containing the interaction 

term between urban agglomeration and urban infrastructure, as follows: 

 

𝑌𝑒,𝑡 = 𝛼 + 𝛽
′ log Y𝑒,𝑡−1 + γ1HHI𝑒,𝑡−1 + γ2UI𝑒,𝑡−1 + γ3(HHI ∗ UI)𝑒,𝑡−1

+ ρ∑𝛿𝑛𝑋𝑒,𝑡
𝑛 + 𝜇𝑒 + 𝜏𝑡 + 휀𝑒,𝑡

𝑁

𝑛=1

                                                                  (4.4) 

 

where 𝛽′ = (𝛽 + 1). The interaction between urban agglomeration and urban infrastructure 

is denoted by HHI𝑒,𝑡−1 ∗ UI𝑒,𝑡−1. A country-specific effect denoted by 𝜏𝑡, representing time-

invariant determinants of GDP per capita that may either be correlated with urban 

agglomeration or not is the specification motivating panel regression estimation. If such 

effects are present and essential, any cross-sectional estimate of γ1, γ2, γ3, 𝛽
′, ρ, and 𝛼 based 

on the same variables’ lags as instruments are likely to be biased. We estimate the dynamic 

panel model specified in equation 3 by using the system GMM method of Arellano and Bover 

(1995) because Blundell and Bond (1998) show that it is better than the Arellano-Bond 

difference GMM technique, which can produce inaccurate results, especially in cases of short 

panels when 𝛽′ approaches one or when the variance of 𝜇𝑒 is large relative to that of 휀𝑒,𝑡.  

System GMM consistently has the smallest bias of estimators because it is a weighted 

average of the difference GMM (Arellano-Bond) and GMM levels, and the biases of those 

two estimators contain opposite signs (with system GMM being of large extent) (Bun 

&Windmeijer, 2007). System GMM consists of first differences instrumented in the lagged 

level and levels of instrumented lagged first differences; for it to hold, the following 

assumption must be fulfilled:  

E[∆HHI𝑒𝑡𝜇𝑒] = 𝐸[∆𝑋𝑒,𝑡
𝑛 𝜇𝑒] = 𝐸[∆𝑌𝑒2𝜇𝑒] = 0                                                                       (4.5) 
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The main reason for using the system GMM is to minimize simultaneity and the feedback 

effect that runs directly from urban agglomeration to economic performance. Thus, for 

assumption 5 to hold, a sufficient dynamic condition is that HHI𝑒𝑡, 𝑋𝑒,𝑡
𝑛 , and 𝑌𝑒𝑡 are mean free 

from unit root traits. Nevertheless, the addition of the time effect component 𝜏𝑡 enables 

common trends in GDP per capita without violating assumption 4.5; hence, the stationarity 

assumption reduces relative income levels across economies. Although the stationarity 

assumption may still be constraining, we base our analysis on the condition that the error 

term (휀𝑒,𝑡) and country-specific effects (𝜇𝑒) are uncorrelated (Blundell & Bond, 1998). Last, 

to contain overfitting bias, we run the overidentifying restriction tests after dynamic panel 

GMM estimation, such as the Hansen J statistic, and further limit the maximum lag length of 

the instruments to 3 throughout to maximize the Hansen J statistic test power (Browser, 

2002). The vector 𝑋𝑒,𝑡
𝑛  denoting the country-specific control variables in two categories.  

4.5 Data Description and Stylized Facts 

Next, we present stylized facts on the variation in urban agglomeration from 2000 to 

2020 using more robust indicators than those in the literature. The HHI has emerged as a 

frequently used measure for various urbanization aspects because it describes the total size 

of the city distribution (Shen et al., 2019). It is also easy to compute for a large set of countries 

and over long periods (Ganau & Rodríguez-Pose, 2022). It is defined as the sum of the 

squared population shares of every city’s contribution to the gross urban share of the 

population at the start of period 𝑡 (Frick & Rodríguez-Pose, 2018). The HHI takes on values 

ranging between 
1

𝑛
 and 1, where a value of 1 shows complete spatial concentration (Frick & 

Rodríguez-Pose, 2018). Regardless of its desirability, few studies on urban agglomeration 

have used it because of the data requirements for calculating it, especially for many countries 

with incomplete datasets (Wheaton & Shishido, 1981).  

HHI is calculated as follows in urban contexts: 

𝐻𝐻𝐼𝑖,𝑡 =∑ (
𝑋𝑦𝑖𝑡

𝑋𝑖𝑡
)
2𝑛𝑡

𝑦=1
                                                                                         (4.6) 

           By normalizing the 𝐻𝐻𝐼𝑖,𝑡 in equation (4.6),  
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𝑁𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑙𝑖𝑠𝑒𝑑 𝐻𝐻𝐼𝑖,𝑡 =

{
 
 

 
 (∑ (

𝑋𝑦𝑖𝑡

𝑋𝑖𝑡
)
2𝑛𝑡

𝑦=1

)−
1

𝑛

1−
1

𝑛

}
 
 

 
 

;  𝜖[0,1]                                              (4.7)                                                                                                                                                                                       

where, 𝑋𝑦𝑖𝑡 is the population of city 𝑌 in country 𝑖 at the start of period 𝑡. 

𝑋𝑖𝑡 is the total urban population in country 𝑖 at the start of period 𝑡. 

𝑛 is the total number of cities in the country 𝑖 at the start of period 𝑡. 

In this dissertation, HHI is calculated using new city population datasets for 66 

countries with equal distribution of a 
1

3
 representation for SSA, Asia, and Europe. We use the 

census data available for each economy from citypopulation.de (Brinkoff, 2013), Africapolis 

(for SSA), and the 2014 edition of the World Urbanization Prospects websites (UN, 2014). 

The census data differ across countries, giving the potential of a balanced dataset collected 

at 5-year intervals. Because this study considers the developing regions where city population 

data is unreliable owing to incomplete city boundaries and no universal definition of urban 

region, the population data were adjusted to ensure the proper agglomeration size, especially 

for countries without complete agglomeration data (Li &Liu, 2018). Further, similar to other 

indicators measuring urbanization and city sizes, HHI is susceptible to aggregation bias 

regarding the number of cities in the calculation (Frick & Rodríguez-Pose, 2018; Ganau 

&Rodríguez-Pose, 2022; Li & Liu, 2018; Shen et al., 2019). 

Thus, this dissertation follows the approaches recommended by Cheshire and Hay 

(2017), Turok (1999), and Rosen and Resnick (1980) by calculating the HHI based on a 

cutoff size of 50,000 people at the beginning of 2000 and a specified number of cities within 

this threshold, independent of size, and boundaries. The two approaches help assess small 

countries with few cities within the set population threshold (Parr, 2007). In line with 

experimental data developed by Ganau and Rodríguez-Pose (2022) and Frick and Rodríguez-

Pose (2018), we develop the HHI50 index, comprising all a country’s cities that have 50,000 

or more dwellers and an HHI100 index, that is, all cities of 100,000 or more residents. 

Because of controversies about threshold cities’ inclusion, this study regards normalized 

HHI50 and HHI100 indices calculated based on cutoffs of 50,000 and 100,000 people of all 

cities falling in this threshold. The practical thought of data availability and the need to reflect 
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each country’s urban agglomeration structure as wholly as possible drove the decision of 

threshold selection. 

Having calculated HHI50 and HHI100 indices, the next step is analyzing the evolution 

of urban agglomeration from 2000 to 2020 to provide stylized data facts. We depict this by 

plotting the average HHI50 and HHI100 indices by region (Asia, Europe, and SSA) and 

dividing the sample into developed and developing economies based on income levels. 

Figure 9 shows three insights into the evolution of urban agglomeration, as the calculated 

indices describe. First, there are marked differences in evolution, whereby developing 

nations’ agglomerations are larger than developed nations'. Second, the average level of 

agglomerations declined dynamically for developed economies but is below that of 

developing economies, which remained relatively stable, especially in cities with a 

population of ≥50,000, and declined gradually in towns with a population above 100,000. 

For instance, the average HHI50 and HHI100 in developed economies fell sharply, below 

that of developing economies. Third, although the urban agglomeration declined in 

developed and developing countries, the relatively stable and constant trend of HHI50 in 

developing economies can be attributed to the number of people residing in urban regions, 

which doubled in developing economies, leading to the birth of new cities fulfilling the 

functional urban areas threshold (UNDESA, 2008; Ganau & Rodríguez-Pose, 2022). 

Another distinctive feature relates the calculated HHI to the country’s primacy level. 

The evaluation of HHI by country shows that countries with few primate cities tend to have 

high urban population concentrations compared to countries with several cities within the 

functional urban threshold. For instance, countries such as Kenya, Liberia, Mongolia, Qatar, 

Iceland, and Estonia, where a large share of the urban population is concentrated in one large 

city, tend to have a higher urban agglomerations level than that of long-perceived countries 

such as Ethiopia, Nigeria, Germany, Italy, India, and China with multiple large primate cities 

with more than 1 million people. In scrutinizing these case scenarios, primacy level appears 

to underrate the concentration of the urban population in nations where there are one or too 

few large cities at the top of urban structure, with several small, or in some cases, nonexistent 

satellite cities such as Iceland, Mongolia, Kenya, or Qatar (Rodríguez-Pose & Storper, 2020). 

A potential deduction of these case scenarios can be attributed to primacy population 

numbers often considering agglomeration boundaries (Bloom et al., 2008). Thus, using HHI 
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indices provides a significant advantage—how it is computed—differentiating it from other 

indicators of comparable economies (Ganau & Rodríguez-Pose, 2022).  

Figure 9:Evolution of Urban Agglomeration by Country Income Level, 2000-2020 

 

Source: Own Construction (2023) 

 

Figure 10 presents the average GDP per capita growth across the selected continental 

economies. as indicated, the growth varies from country to country and region. for instance, 

significant GDP per capita growth happened in SSA economies compared to European and 

Asian economies. Looking at the country differences, Ethiopia exhibited substantial GDP per 

capita growth at 63.7%, followed by Tanzania at 22.8%, Burkina Faso at 19.2%, and 

Cameroon at 16.2%. However, the GDP per capita growth declined considerably in 
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Madagascar at 16.1%, followed by Togo at 9.8% and Congo republic at 6.6%. Ireland 

experienced significant GDP per capita growth in Europe at 8.2%, followed by Estonia at 

4.7% and Lithuania at 4.1%. On the other hand, GDP per capita growth declined considerably 

by 0.5% in the UK and Italy, followed by Spain and France, which experienced a 0.3% 

decline. The Asian economies exhibited average GDP growth rates. For instance, Myanmar 

experienced a positive growth of 7.6%, followed by china at 7.4% and Cambodia at 5.0%. 

However, Yemen experienced the greatest declining growth rate of 3.9%, followed by 

Lebanon at 2.7% and Jordan and Bahrain at 0.5%. 

Figure 10: Average GDP Per Capita Growth Across Continental Regions for 2000-2020 

 

Source: Own Construction (2023) 
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Table 2 presents the additional stylized facts in descriptive statistics of urban 

agglomeration, economic performance, and urban infrastructure in the last two decades. The 

average economic performance in the world sample is 0.04, below the developing region’s 

growth rate of 0.054. The economic performance in developed economies grew by 1.5%, 

below that of Asia at 2.0% and that of SSA at 8.5%. Regarding urban agglomeration (HHI50), 

Sub-Saharan Africa ranks high at 0.162, way above Asia and Europe at 0.089 and 0.068, 

respectively. Also, large urban agglomerations (HHI50 and HHI100) with a mean value of 

0.13 are in developing economies compared to an average value of 0.1 in developed 

economies. Regarding urban infrastructure (composite value of a share of the urban 

population accessing water, sanitation, and electricity), European economies have an average 

accessibility of 99.4% ahead of developing SSA with a paltry 15.9%, and Asian economies 

at 89.6%. 

Table 2:Descriptive Statistics by Region, Income Level, and World Sample 

Variable 

Name 

GDP Per 

Capita growth 

HHI50 HHI100 Infrastructure  

Region  Mean St.Div Mean  St.Div Mean St.Div Mean  St.D N 

World  0.040 0.262 0.106 0.114 0.105 0.114 0.68 .384 330 

Developed  0.015 0.046 0.069 0.100 0.067 0.097 0.99 0.01 125 

Developing  0.054 0.329 0.129 0.117 0.128 0.117 0.49 0.38 205 

Asia  0.020 0.059 0. 089 0.097 0.086 0.096 0.90 0.10 110 

Europe 0.014 0.045 0.068 0.099 0.066 0.098 0.99 0.01 110 

SSA 0.085 0.445 0.162 0.122 0.162 0.122 0.16 0.12 110 

Source: Author’s Own Construction (2023) 

 

Another distinctive feature relates the calculated HHI to the country’s primacy level. 

From the evaluation of HHI by countries, it is evident that countries with few primate cities 

tend to have higher urban population concentrations. For instance, countries like Kenya, 

Liberia, Mongolia, Qatar, Iceland, and Estonia, where a large share of the urban population 

is concentrated in one larger city, tend to have higher urban agglomeration levels than long-

perceived countries like Ethiopia, Nigeria, Germany, Italy, Indonesia, India, and China with 

multiple large primate cities with more than 1 million people. While scrutinizing these case 
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scenarios, primacy level appears to underrate urban agglomerations or concentration of urban 

population in nations where there are one or too few large cities at the top of urban structure, 

with supposedly several smaller, or in some cases, non-existent satellite cities such as 

Iceland, Mongolia, Kenya or Qatar (Rodríguez-Pose & Storper, 2020). A potential deduction 

of these case scenarios can be attributed to primacy population numbers often considering 

agglomeration boundaries (Bloom et al., 2008). Thus, using HHI indices provides an 

essential advantage over which it is computed, differentiating it from other indicators of 

comparable economies (Ganau & Rodríguez-Pose, 2022).  

Table 3 presents the correlation test results. As indicated, there is an insignificant 

positive correlation between the regional economic performance measured by GDP per 

capita growth and the urban agglomeration measure variables (NoHHI50 and NoHHI100). 

On the other hand, a weak negative correlation exists between regional economic 

performance and the initial GDP per capita (GDPpc) and the quality of access to urban 

infrastructural services. In addition, there is a weak negative correlation between regional 

economic performance and urbanization rate, schooling, governance effectiveness, and 

consumption. In contrast, there is a weak positive correlation between the regional economic 

performance and fertility rate. Although there is an insignificant correlation between urban 

agglomeration indicators and the GDP per capita growth variables, as well as a weak 

significant correlation between explained and the control variables indicate ideal regression 

results, it is essential to check for a multicollinearity problem as its presence results in 

overestimation of coefficient estimate standard errors. This dissertation relied on the variance 

inflation factor (VIF) test to detect the presence of multicollinearity. Studenmund (2011) 

posited that the rule of thumb for the VIF test is that VIF values greater than 5 and tolerance 

values less than 0.1 (Miles, 2014) indicate the presence of a multicollinearity problem, and 

the converse is true. The results shown in Appendix I show that the VIF and tolerance values 

for all selected variables are less than 5 and more significant than 0.1, respectively. These 

collaboratively signify that including the explanatory variables together doesn’t result in 

strong multicollinearity in the subsequent regression models. 
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Table 3:Correlation Matrix 

Variabl

e 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 

Gdppcg 1.0           

Initial 

GDPpc 

-

0.1* 

1.0          

NoHHI

50 

0.0 -0.30* 1.0         

NoHHI

100 

0.0 -0.3* 0.1* 1.0        

Infrastr

ucture 

-0.1 0.8* -0.2* -0.3* 1.0       

Urbanis

ation  

-0.2 -0.8* -0.1* -0.1* 0.6* 1.0      

Schooli

ng  

-

0.2* 

0.8* -0.3* -0.3* 0.7* 0.7* 1.0     

Govern

ance  

-0.0 0.9* -0.3* -0.4* 0.7* 0.7* 0.8* 1.0    

Fertilit

y Rate 

0.2* -0.8* 0.3* 0.3* -

0.9* 

-0.6* -

0.8* 

-

0.7 

1.0   

Consu

mption  

-

0.2* 

0.3* 0.1 0.1 0.3* 0.4* 0.4* 0.2 -0.3 1.0  

Invest

ment 

-0.0 0.4* -0.1* -0.1* 0.3* 0.4* 0.4* 0.4 -0.4 0.2 1.0 

Source: Own Construction (2023); **p<0.05, ***p<0.01, *p<0.10 

 

Figure 11 presents correlation plots between regional economic performance and urban 

agglomeration measures. Specifically, Figure 10 depicts an increasing relationship between 

GDP per capita growth and HHI50 and HHI100. The findings indicate a sharp increasing 

relationship in European and Asian economies but a constant relationship in SSA countries. 
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Figure 11: Correlation Between Regional Economic Performance and Urban Agglomeration 

 

Source: Own Construction (2023) 

 

Additionally, the correlation between regional economic performance and interaction 

between urban agglomeration and urban infrastructure is presented in Figure 12. Based on 

the findings, there is a gradually increasing relationship between urban agglomeration and 

urban agglomeration. This relationship is sustained if we include the interaction term 

between urban agglomeration and urban infrastructure (HHI50*UI). Intuitively, there is a 

decreasing relationship between regional economic performance and urban agglomeration in 

the first stages of urbanization before increasing beyond a turning point. This holds if the 

interaction between urban agglomeration and urban infrastructure (HHI50*UI) correlates 

with regional economic performance in developing economies. Of great importance is the 

role played by urban agglomeration in fastening the speed of bringing the turning point much 

earlier, as shown in panel 2 in Figure 12. Comparatively, urban infrastructure augments the 

effect of urban agglomeration on regional economic performance.  
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Figure 12: Correlation between GDP per capita growth and HHI50 and HHI50*UI 

 

Source: Author’s Computation (2023) 

4.6 Empirical Estimation Strategy 

This dissertation's starting point of estimation is checking the presence of cross-

sectional dependence (CD) between the cross-sectional units of analysis (countries). Due to 

urbanization resulting from rural-urban migration, attributed mainly to political instability, 

forced displacement, trading activities, and industrial establishments in most developing 

countries, the effect can spillover to the neighboring countries (Duda et al., 2018). 

Additionally, most regional countries are highly connected, resulting in dependence 

problems, mainly if applied to panel data modeling (Agergaard et al., 2019). As indicated in 

Table 4, most variables are cross-sectionally dependent, thus rejecting the null hypothesis of 

panel homogeneity. However, urban agglomeration measures (NoHHI50 and NoHHI100), 

urban infrastructural services, and urbanization rate are cross-sectionally independent; the 

null hypothesis of panel heterogeneity is accepted at a 5% significance level.  
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Table 4: Cross-sectional Dependence Test Results 

Variable  CD-Test P-value Abs(Corr) 

GDP Per Capita Growth 0.000** 0.000 0.006 

Initial GDP Per Capita 0.014** 0.000 0.109 

NoHHI50 0.370 0.710 0.482 

NoHHI100 0.160 0.871 0.494 

Urban Infrastructure 0.013 0.075 0.232 

Urbanisation Rate 0.164 0.059 0.177 

Schooling  1.250** 0.000 0.793 

Governance  -0.450 0.654 0.486 

Fertility Rate 3.711** 0.000 0.640 

Consumption  2.234** 0.002 0.558 

Investment 7.830** 0.000 0.528 

Land area 1.112** 0.004 0.777 

Note: In the null hypothesis of cross-sectional independence. **p<0.05, ***p<0.01, *p<0.10 

Source: Own Construction (2023). 

In line with the evidence of cross-sectional dependence among most of the selected 

variables, the next step is checking the stationarity or order of integration by carrying out 

second-generation unit root tests, which are ideal in addressing the presence of cross-

sectional dependence in the estimated models. The study combined several panel unit root 

tests such as Levin et al. (2002), knowns as (LLC), Im et al. (2003), and known as the IPS 

test. These stationarity tests perform well in short panels with a small T. The validation for 

using panel unit root tests (IPS and LLC) instead of first-generation unit root tests (ADF and 

PP) is the robustness of the test, especially for short panels as it is in this study. Also, we 

employed augmented cross-sectional IPS (CIPS) by Pesaran (2007) to account for the 

possibility of cross-sectional dependence in our panel data. The stationarity test findings of 

variables follow the underlying null hypothesis of the presence of unit root. Based on the 

results in Table 5, the null hypothesis is rejected under all tests for all variables at level form, 

I(0), except for schooling and fertility rate, whereby the null hypothesis was rejected at the 

first difference, that’s, I(1), implying the absence of non-stationarity traits.  
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Table 5:Panel Stationarity Unit Root Test Results 

Variable  CIPS IPS LLC Status 

GDP Per Capita Growth -0.672** -3.123** -3.3e+2** I(0) 

Initial GDP Per Capita -2.014** -2.543** -4.8e+2** I(0) 

NoHHI50 0.370** -3.868** -37.835** I(0) 

NoHHI100 0.960** -3.451** -75.415** I(0) 

Urban Infrastructure 0.813** -2.287** -25.158** I(0) 

Urbanisation Rate 0.164** -4.981** -23.423** I(0) 

Schooling  7.250** -8.025** -35.208** I(1) 

Governance  -10.433* -1.988** -50.567** I(0) 

Fertility Rate -16.715** -2.215** -15.592** I(1) 

Consumption  3.110** -1.947** -29.775** I(0) 

Investment -7.830** -1.956** -6.888** I(0) 

Land area 1.112** -2.889** -1.1e+3** I(0) 

Note: Null hypothesis of cross-sectional independence. **p<0.05, ***p<0.01, *p<0.10 

4.6.1 Dynamic Panel Model Estimation  

This dissertation chapter aims to determine the connectedness between urban 

agglomeration and regional economic performance in 22 SSA, 22 Asian, and 22 European 

countries from 2000 to 2020. The beginning is to discuss the results per the estimation of the 

dynamic panel data model in equation (4.3) using cross-country Pooled OLS as a benchmark 

model and system GMM as the preliminary technique. All deductions and explanations of 

the results are based on the system GMM technique. The number of countries in the sample 

varies from 22 to 66, depending on the independent and control variables in the regression 

analyses. Table 6 reports the findings with HHI50 and HHI100 as measures of urban 

agglomeration and GDP per capita growth as a measure of the regional economic 

performance. In columns 1, 3, 5, and 7, we indicate estimates of internally adjusted 

parsimonious and fully pooled OLS models. Columns 2, 4, 6, and 8 show the internally fully 

adjusted system GMM model findings. A panel regression following system GMM is 

conducted to mitigate concerns regarding the effect of unmeasured time-invariant country-

specific impacts that can be correlated with the explanatory variables, leading to spurious 

results. The panel regression using the system GMM approach included all variables taken 
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as deviations from their respective years, implying controlling for 𝜏𝑡 in equation (4.3). For 

system GMM to produce reliable estimates, we ensure that our vital explanatory variables 

(urban agglomeration and urban infrastructure) have valid, reliable lagged first differences, 

and lagged levels are accurate and reliable for the first difference and instruments. 

Specifically, all time-dependent explanatory variables are treated as probable endogenous; 

thus, we considered the first difference with a past level from 𝑡 − 1 and backward for all 

variables measured at 5-year intervals and their values in the level equation and the lagged 

first differences. 

Based on the findings in Table 6, the System GMM estimates provide distinctive 

regional findings regarding the influence of urban agglomeration on regional economic 

performance. For instance, the findings show no significance of urban agglomeration on 

regional economic performance for the world sample (column 2). However, a significant 

negative effect of urban agglomeration (HHI50) across all regional economies is observed at 

5% and 10% confidence intervals, respectively (columns 4, 6, and 8). The complete System 

GMM findings also show that the effect moves from negative to positive as the 

agglomeration rises from HHI50 to HHI10 at 1% and 5% confidence intervals in European 

and SSA economies (columns 6 and 8), respectively. However, it is insignificant for the 

world and Asian economic samples. 

The findings also show urban infrastructure’s significant negative role in Asian and 

European economies at a 5% confidence interval (columns 4 and 6). However, the effect of 

urban infrastructure on regional economic performance in SSA is not significant (column 8). 

Last, concerning the control variables, the system GMM estimates significantly negatively 

affect the urbanization rate in SSA economies. However, an insignificant effect is observed 

for Asian and European economies. Average years of schooling significantly negatively 

affect regional economic performance in European economies but has an insignificant impact 

on world, Asian, and SSA economies. Government effectiveness plays a significant positive 

role in implementing prudent urban infrastructure developments that foster the economic 

performance of the urban population for the world and European samples (columns 2 and 6). 

Moreover, the fertility rate significantly positively affects regional economic 

performance, and SSA economies mimic it. However, investment significantly negatively 

affects economic performance for world and SSA samples. Also, we conducted Arellano 
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serial correlation (AR1 and AR2) and overidentifying (Hansen J-statistic) tests, and both 

were insignificant, depicting correct model specification and valid instruments (Chao et al., 

2014; Maket, 2023b). Lastly, we conducted post-estimation tests using world sample pooled 

OLS. The statistically significant Jarque-Bera statistic, Breusch–Pagan and Wooldridge F-

statistic indicated the non-normal distribution, presence of heteroscedasticity, and first-order 

autocorrelation. 

Although the system GMM technique has been regarded as efficient in regression 

analysis, Nguea (2023) and Sarafidis and Robertson (2006) argue that in the presence of 

cross-sectional dependence, as it is in this study, system GMM and pooled OLS estimation 

techniques are inconsistent. Thus, the results may not be relied upon in making economic 

deductions. In addition, given that we have N>T (N = 22 and T = 21) and social welfare 

variables such as urban agglomeration, urban infrastructural service accessibility, fertility, 

and schooling that are hard to measure, it signifies that biased estimates can be obtained. 

However, applying dynamic panel data models such as the two-step instrumental variable 

generalized method of moments (GMM) technique (2SIV-GMM) helps to control state and 

time-invariant variables and tackle endogeneity issues (Banerjee & Duflo, 2003; Fotio & 

Nguea, 2022). In addition, applying Driscoll-Kraay standard errors in the 2SIV-GMM setup 

deals with probable heteroscedasticity and cross-sectional dependence problems, which 

automatically exist in variables measured in panel form (Nguea, 2023). Additionally, since 

the 2SIV-GMM utilize instrumental variables as part of the regressors, they enhance the 

performance of dynamic panel models with small N and T, as in this study (Berg et al., 2018). 

Using Driscoll-Kraay standard errors helps robustly account for cross-sectional dependence 

(Driscoll & Kraay, 1998). It accounts for spatial and other forms of cross-sectional 

correlation results in a significant complication of empirical studies. Failure to care for spatial 

dependence results in spurious standard error estimates (Maket et al., 2023b). Furthermore, 

the Driscoll-Kraay estimator allows for autocorrelation, heteroscedasticity, and temporal and 

spatial dependence (Berg et al., 2018; Hoechle, 2007; Nguea, 2023).   
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Table 6:Urban Agglomeration and Economic Performance by Regional Panels 

Sample World Asia Europe SSA 

Variables (1) (2)             (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 

GDP per  

Capita (-1) 

0.111 

(0.154) 

0.49* 

(0.1) 

0.029 

(0.131) 

0.324 

(0.288) 

-0.166 

(0.253) 

-0.7** 

(0.291) 

0.043 

(0.154) 

0.36** 

(0.102) 

Constant  0.002 

(0.196) 

-0.3* 

(0.2) 

0.25** 

(0.100) 

0.36** 

(0.154) 

3.25** 

(1.219) 

4.26** 

(0.868) 

0.189 

(1.042) 

-0.321 

(0.457) 

LN(initial 

GDP pc)  

0.041 

(0.113) 

0.20 

(0.2) 

0.005 

(0.105) 

0.065 

(0.085) 

-0.908 

(0.238) 

-1.01* 

(0.385) 

-0.173 

(1.236) 

1.382 

(1.528) 

HHI50 -0.713 

(1.179) 

0.99 

(1.3) 

-0.144 

(0.050) 

-0.90* 

(0.775) 

-0.879 

(1.157) 

-1.4** 

(1.664) 

-1.52* 

(117.0) 

-3.29* 

(59.22) 

HHI100 0.728 

(1.250) 

-1.18 

(1.4) 

0.150 

(0.881) 

1.074 

(0.832) 

0.859 

(1.173) 

1.39** 

(1.67) 

0.97** 

(116.6) 

2.315* 

(59.14) 

Infrastructur

e 

0.118 

(0.151) 

0.3** 

(0.1) 

-0.3** 

(0.130) 

-0.5** 

(0.191) 

-2.280 

(1.186) 

-3.1** 

(0.731) 

1.96** 

(0.683) 

0.474 

(0.389) 

Urbanisation -0.19* 

(0.092) 

-0.10 

(0.1) 

-0.08* 

(0.036) 

-0.031 

(0.069) 

-0.077 

(0.053) 

-0.104 

(0.088) 

-0.359 

(0.328) 

-0.45* 

(0.217) 

Schooling -0.009 

(0.013) 

0.000 

(0.0) 

0.006 

(0.005) 

0.005 

(0.008) 

-0.005 

(0.006) 

-0.0** 

(0.005) 

-0.006 

(0.025) 

0.023 

(0.021) 

Governance 0.08** 

(0.032) 

0.03* 

(0.0) 

0.009 

(0.013) 

0.012 

(0.024) 

0.04** 

(0.012) 

0.1*** 

(0.018) 

0.200 

(0.206) 

-0.026 

(0.137) 

Fertility  0.64** 

(0.292) 

0.93* 

(0.2) 

-0.056 

(0.194) 

-0.006 

(0.102) 

0.271 

(0.276) 

0.450 

(0.350) 

1.249 

(0.767) 

1.669* 

(0.594) 

Consumptio

n  

-0.6** 

(0.279) 

-0.64 

(0.4) 

-0.266 

(0.194) 

0.269 

(0.334) 

-0.163 

(0.142) 

-0.201 

(0.158) 

-2.1** 

(0.986) 

-1.597 

(1.488) 

Investment  -0.061 

(0.274) 

-0.8* 

(0.3) 

0.23** 

(0.10) 

0.056 

(0.210) 

0.147 

(0.094) 

0.105 

(0.075) 

-0.200 

(0.407) 

-1.0** 

(0.350) 

Time effects YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES 

AR1 p-value  0.116  0.131  0.435  0.100 

AR2 p-value  0.063  0.626  0.524  0.471 

Hansen J p-value 0.793  0.013  0.016  0.854 

Wald /F-stat       5.00** 126.* 3.18** 23.1** 4.68** 226.** 50.2** 119.4* 

Jarque-Bera stat 3925**       

Breusch–Pagan  7.99**       

Wooldridge F-stat 7.52**       

N  264 264 88 88 88 88 88 88 

Countries  66 66 22 22 22 22 22 22 

Note: Columns 1, 3, 5, and 7 show Pooled OLS estimates, and columns 2, 4, 6, and 8 show 

System GMM estimates. All variables are measured beginning with a 5-year interval from 

2000-2020. Robust standard errors in parenthesis. **p<0.05, ***p<0.01, *p<0.10. 
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As a corrective robust measure of the cross-sectional dependence, endogeneity bias, 

autocorrelation, and heteroscedasticity, the model specified in equation (4.3) was re-

estimated using the Two-step Instrumental Variable-Generalized Method of Moments 

(2SIV-GMM) estimation technique (with the Discroll-Kraay standard errors) (Nguea, 2023). 

The 2SIV-GMM utilizes the orthogonality condition to produce efficient coefficient 

estimates in the presence of autocorrelation, cross-sectional dependence, variable omission, 

measurement error, endogeneity, and heteroskedasticity of unknown form (Boateng et al., 

2021; Nguea, 2023). Conceptually, we anticipated the existence of the correlation between 

explained, explanatory, and instruments (Ahmed et al., 2021; Wooldridge, 2012). This 

dissertation assumed that the measures of urban agglomeration (main regressors) are 

endogenous except for the year. Thus, we utilized a maximum of three-year lags of the main 

regressors as instruments and included consumption, private investment, and initial GDP per 

capita as external instruments of the estimation. Using lag structure enables the instruments 

and endogenous explanatory variables to be strongly associated (Scholl & Klasen, 2018). 

Additionally, by following Amponsah et al. (2023) and Sovey and Green (2011), we tested 

the statistical validity of the selected instruments’ validity to minimize the probable bias, 

especially in the case of heteroscedasticity presence. We considered standard errors and 

Kernel (Bartlett) band-with to account for the potential heteroscedasticity in the model 

estimations (Amponsah et al., 2023; Nguea, 2023). Moreover, we performed instruments’ 

validity, under-identification, over-identification, and weak identification tests using the 

Hansen J test, Kleibergen-Paap rk LM tests, and Cragg-Donald Wald F-statistics.  

Table 7 provides the 2SIV-GMM regression estimated results. Before delving into 

explaining the results, it is essential to mention that Discroll-Kraay estimation was used as a 

preliminary estimator, and all explanations and deductions were based on 2SIV-GMM 

estimation based on Discroll-Kraay standard error model setup. Looking at the model 

reliability tests, the findings show a significant Kleibergen-Paap rk LM (p<0.05) and an 

insignificant Hansen J-statistic (p>0.05) across all samples. Empirically, a significant 

Kleibergen-Paap rk LM test (Kleibergen &Paap, 2006) resulted in the rejection of the null 

hypothesis of under-identification and weak instruments, signifying the appropriateness of 

the instruments in 2SIV-GMM estimation. Additionally, an insignificant Hansen J-statistic 

value indicated that we do not reject the null hypothesis (instruments are valid) and deduce 
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that the selected instruments are valid. This further implies that the instruments excluded are 

independently distributed in the error process (Ahamed et al., 2021).  It is also important to 

mention that 2SIV-GMM corrects for the endogeneity problem by including regressors as 

both exogenous and endogenous variables in the model estimation (Ahamed et al., 2021; 

Amponsah et al.,2023; Boateng et al., 2021; Nguea, 2023).  

The findings in Table 7 show the coefficient of urban agglomeration measured by 

HHI50 to significantly and negatively influence regional economic performance in world, 

European, and SSA economies but significantly beneficial in Asian economies sample at 1% 

and 5% significance levels. This signifies that holding all other factors constant, as the urban 

agglomeration increases in small and large cities, the regional economic performance in the 

world, European, and SSA economies declines through dwindling GPD per capita growth. 

These findings contradict the observations made by previous studies (Ganau & Rodríguez-

Pose, 2022; Melo et al., 2009; Rosenthal & Strange, 2004) that an increase in urban 

agglomeration increases the GDP per capita growth. However, an increase in urban 

agglomeration benefits economic performance by increasing GDP per capita growth in Asian 

economies, holding all other factors constant. This confirms the observation made by Li et 

al. (2019), who deduced that large agglomerations benefit economic performance in 

monocentric China. In addition, sizeable urban agglomeration (HHI100) has a significant 

positive effect on regional economic performance in the world and European economies, 

negative for Asian economies, but insignificant for the SSA economies (see columns 2, 4, 

and 6). These findings align with the findings observed by previous studies (Brückner, 2013; 

Castells-Quintana, 2017; Frick and Rodríguez-Pose, 2016; Frick and Rodríguez-Pose, 2018), 

which deduced that urban agglomeration has a significant positive effect on economic 

performance in developed economies only. In addition, our observation regarding the 

insignificant effect in the SSA sample collaborates with Bloom et al. (2008), who observed 

no significant impact. Given the conflicting effects of urban agglomeration, we agree with 

the previous studies, which concluded that the link between urban agglomeration and 

regional economic performance is significantly context-specific (Brückner, 2013; Castells-

Quintana, 2017; Frick & Rodríguez-Pose, 2018; Henderson, 2003).  

Regarding the role of accessing urban infrastructural services, the findings indicate a 

significant positive effect on economic performance for European and SSA economies but 
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an insignificant for the Asian economies. These findings align with the previous studies, 

which observed that increased accessibility of sanitation services such as sludge 

management, emptying of solid waste, and electrification services improves the welfare of 

the people by reducing environmental pollution, diarrheal disease, infant mortality rate and 

enhances their economic productivity (Antunes & Martins, 2020; Gaffan et al., 2023; Enyew 

et al., 2021; Nano, 2021; Shobande, 2020). Additionally, improving the quality of access to 

urban sanitation improves human well-being by reducing air pollution and enhancing human 

productivity and economic well-being (Satterthwaite et al., 2019).  

Regarding the control variables in Table 7, the urbanization rate is significantly and 

negatively linked with regional economic performance in the world sample (see column 2). 

Indeed, given that many sampled countries are from developing regions such as SSA and 

East and Central Asia regions, which are characterized by rapid urbanization, which presents 

governance pressure of managing large agglomerations and providing vital social amenities 

such as water, sanitation, and electricity services, which are crucial to the economic well-

being of the urban population (Castells-Quintana & Wenban-Smith, 2020; de Bruin et al., 

2021; Maket et al., 2023; van Vliet et al., 2020). Regarding the effect of governance on the 

effectiveness of incepting, implementing, and monitoring urban social welfare policies, the 

findings indicate governance has a significant positive impact on economic performance in 

European economies but is insignificant in Asian and SSA economies (Lahouji, 2017; 

Fagbemi et al., 2021). On the other hand, European economies have fair governance 

effectiveness in implementing pro-poor policies and promoting smart city agendas that 

catalyze economic performance (Li and Du, 2021; Inglesi-Lotz, 2016). 

Other control variables, such as schooling, had a significant positive influence on 

economic performance in Asian economies but were insignificant in SSA and European 

economies. Fertility was significantly and positively linked to regional economic 

performance in world and European samples. Consumption was observed to have a 

deleterious effect on economic performance in world and SSA economies (Rijnks et al., 

2018; Dabla-Norris et al., 2014). Lastly, investment remained significantly and positively 

linked to economic performance in SSA and world samples. Indeed, increased investment in 

clean urban infrastructural development reduces waste disposal costs (Zhang, 2022). 
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Table 7:Urban Agglomeration and Economic Performance: 2SIV-GMM Regression Results 

DV:  

GDP per  

Capita 

growth 

World Asia Europe SSA 

Drisc 

Kraay 

FE (1) 

2SIV-

GMM 

(2) 

Drisc-

Kraay 

FE (3) 

2SIV-

GMM 

(4) 

Drisc-

Kraay 

FE (5) 

2SIV-

GMM 

 (6) 

Drisc-

Kraay 

FE (7) 

2SIV-

GMM 

(8) 

Constant  0.744 

(0.417) 

-0.301 

(0.198) 

0.51** 

(0.098) 

0.080 

(0.103) 

-1.151 

(1.242) 

3.70** 

(1.066) 

-0.843 

(1.915) 

3.7*** 

(1.045) 

GDP per  

Capita (-1) 

0.087 

(0.102) 

-0.081 

(0.111) 

-0.319 

(0.135) 

0.068 

(0.111) 

-0.676 

(0.224) 

-0.250 

(0.259) 

0.082 

(0.123) 

0.017 

(0.175) 

LN(initial 

GDP pc)  

-0.99* 

(0.272) 

-0.6** 

(0.234) 

-0.545 

(0.227) 

0.021 

(0.046) 

-0.961 

(0.664) 

-1.0** 

(0.271) 

4.646 

(2.399) 

-4.0** 

(1.340) 

HHI50 -1.490 

(1.805) 

-4.5** 

(2.088) 

1.50** 

(0.267) 

0.75** 

(0.378) 

-3.7** 

(0.841) 

-2.7** 

(0.951) 

-3.79* 

(70.28) 

-2.8** 

(0.801) 

HHI100 0.728 

(2.336) 

4.59** 

(2.102) 

-1.9** 

(0.415) 

-1.1** 

(0.452) 

3.91** 

(0.900) 

2.92** 

(1.031) 

2.68** 

(69.99) 

3.445 

(0.125) 

Infrastructu

re 

0.048 

(0.710) 

0.162 

(0.142) 

-0.212 

(0.082) 

-0.134 

(0.149) 

3.022 

(2.121) 

2.70** 

(0.942) 

0.368 

(0.456) 

3.5*** 

(0.908) 

Urbanisatio

n 

-1.4** 

(0.139) 

-3.4** 

(1.423) 

-0.072 

(0.181) 

-0.1** 

(0.026) 

-0.845 

(0.341) 

0.019 

(0.056) 

-0.359 

(0.328) 

0.446 

(0.359) 

Schooling -0.007 

(0.006) 

0.028 

(0.015) 

0.01** 

(0.003) 

0.02** 

(0.004) 

-0.02* 

(0.002) 

-0.008 

(0.005) 

-6.07* 

(1.456) 

0.014 

(0.037) 

Governanc

e 

-0.266 

(0.119) 

-0.008 

(0.082) 

-0.1** 

(0.017) 

0.082 

(0.049) 

0.034 

(0.024) 

0.09** 

(0.026) 

-0.6** 

(0.166) 

0.230 

(0.199) 

Fertility  2.85** 

(0.513) 

0.99** 

(0.310) 

0.598 

(0.206) 

0.103 

(0.311) 

-0.117 

(0.082) 

0.77** 

(0.277) 

1.485 

(0.931) 

-0.355 

(0.789) 

Consumpti

on  

-1.074 

(0.358) 

-1.4** 

(0.572) 

-0.545 

(0.174) 

0.351 

(0.184) 

-0.022 

(0.135) 

-0.5** 

(0.151) 

-0.921 

(0.869) 

-5.9** 

(2.326) 

Investment  1.35** 

(0.343) 

2.12** 

(0.524) 

0.17** 

(0.026) 

0.029 

(0.102) 

0.32** 

(0.076) 

0.159 

(0.187) 

2.17** 

(0.460) 

2.89** 

(1.371) 

AR1 p-value 0.256  0.3760  0.5883  0.3903 

AR2 p-value 0.2842  0.3742  0.8030  0.7970 

Hansen J p-value 0.3127  0.2575  0.1020  0.7569 

Kleibergen-Paap rk  

LM p-value 

0.000  0.0164  0.0140  0.0256 

Wald F-stat 76.9** 5.93** 14.2** 3.95** 6.e8** 5.47** 3.+9** 6.11** 

Note: The Driscoll-Kraay nonparametric covariance matrix estimator is used to produce the 

standard errors enclosed in parentheses. Dummies for year and country are included to 

control fixed effects. **p<0.05, ***p<0.01, *p<0.10 
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4.6.2 The Role of Urban Infrastructural Accessibility and Income Differences 

As indicated in the introductory literature, the quality of urban infrastructure may be 

critical in unpacking the positive synergies from urban glomeration economies or 

exacerbating congestion costs, and both influence economic performance (Castells-Quintana, 

2017). Therefore, differences in the quality of urban infrastructure can help explain why 

different effects of urban agglomeration appear by income level and urban specificities. 

Specifically, the impact of urban agglomeration would differ depending on the size of the 

urban share of the population, social policies, and income level of the sampled countries 

(Ahrend et al., 2017). For instance, the bi-cephalic economies have one or a few primate 

cities hosting more than 50% of the entire urban population structure (Castells-Quintana, 

2017). In Table 8, we present the estimates of equation (4.4), where urban agglomeration’s 

effect relies on the direct impact of the quality of urban infrastructure and its interaction with 

urban agglomeration, otherwise treated as an interactive effect on economic performance. 

We use the composite measure (UI) computed by summing the shares of the urban population 

accessing essential water, energy, and sanitation and dividing it by three, as it has been 

identified to be more robust than just using one of either share of the urban population 

accessing water, electricity or sanitation infrastructural services (Castells-Quintana, 2017). 

Additionally, we further scale down the analysis by income levels of countries categorized 

as developing and developed economies using Discroll-Kraay estimation technique as a 

preliminary analysis, out of which 2SIV-GMM was utilized in a Discroll-Kraay standard 

error setup to produce efficient coefficient estimates in the presence of autocorrelation, cross-

sectional dependence, endogeneity, and heteroskedasticity of unknown form as it is in this 

study (Amponsah et al.,2023; Castells-Quintana, 2017).  

The 2SIV-GMM findings show a significant negative effect of urban agglomeration on 

economic performance for developing economies and a positive impact on developed 

economies in the short run. However, the findings depict a highly significant positive direct 

effect as urban agglomeration enlarges (HHI100) on economic performance in developing 

economies and a negative impact on developed economies. These findings align with the 

observation made by Ganau and Rodríguez-Pose (2022), who alluded that negative returns 

of large agglomerations in developed economies are because most have already reached the 

turning point. By contrast, growing regions such as Asia and SSA are experiencing “newer” 



88 
 

megacities that benefit from the rising agglomeration economies, with agglomeration 

diseconomies playing limited or no role (Brülhart & Sbergami, 2009).  

Additionally, the findings depict a non-significant interactive effect between urban 

agglomeration measures and urban infrastructure on economic performance in developing 

and developed economies. Intuitively, the role of urban agglomeration mimics the level of 

urban specificities in terms of the quality level of urban infrastructure. Though the findings 

are insignificant, they align with the observations made by Castells-Quintana (2017) that 

urban infrastructure enhances urban agglomeration's economic returns, as indicated by the 

outcomes above. Based on the findings above, we deduce that higher urban agglomeration 

becomes more beneficial when population concentration increases with the quality of 

accessing urban infrastructural services. This phenomenon is depicted by the change from a 

negative to a positive effect for the case of developing economies, where the fair accessibility 

of services is in large agglomeration (cities with ≥HHI100), and the worst accessibility is in 

satellite cities (HHI50). Thus, the findings imply that economic performance-augmenting 

benefits of urban agglomeration prevail because essential urban infrastructural services 

spread fairly to a large share of the urban population, especially in developing regions of Asia 

and SSA, where urbanization is rapid (Castells-Quintana, 2017). Moreover, the findings 

show a significant negative effect of government consumption on economic performance for 

developing and an insignificant effect on developed economies. Urban infrastructure and 

schooling significantly negatively affect the developed economies' economic performance. 

On the other hand, governance indicates a significant positive impact on economic 

performance in developed economies but an insignificant effect on economic performance in 

developing economies. 
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Table 8:Urban Agglomeration-Economic Performance by Urban Infrastructure and Income 

DV: GDP per Capita 

Growth 

Developing Developed 

Drisc-Kraay-

FE (1) 

2SIV-GMM 

(2) 

Drisc-Kraay-

FE (3) 

2SIV-GMM 

(4) 

Constant  0.979 

(0.624) 

0.030 

(0.349) 

1.972 

(1.011) 

3.517** 

(1.161) 

GDP per Capita 

Growth (-1) 

-0.013 

(0.185) 

-0.089 

(0.202) 

-0.518 

(0.220) 

-0.252 

(0.218) 

LN(initial GDP per 

Capita)  

1.052 

(1.472) 

-0.595 

(0.398) 

-0.359 

(0.572) 

0.299 

(0.601) 

HHI50 -2.488 

(1.394) 

-1.527** 

(0.762) 

-1.392 

(1.087) 

2.244** 

(0.880) 

HHI100 0.678 

(0.484) 

0.839** 

(0.381) 

1.453 

(1.192) 

-2.189** 

(0.953) 

Infrastructure -0.329 

(1.233) 

-0.114 

(0.240) 

-0.961 

(1.609) 

-3.648** 

(1.105) 

Urbanisation -3.567** 

(0.579) 

0.007 

(0.236) 

-0.482 

(0.519) 

-0.039 

(0.053) 

Schooling -0.015 

(0.010) 

0.020 

(0.031) 

-0.022* 

(0.002) 

-0.020** 

(0.007) 

Governance 0.242** 

(0.071) 

-0.080 

(0.101) 

0.044*** 

(0.007) 

0.034** 

(0.014) 

Fertility  0.775 

(1.025) 

0.608 

(0.454) 

-0.085 

(0.237) 

-0.229 

(0.416) 

Consumption  -1.335** 

(0.190) 

-4.359*** 

(1.865) 

-0.334 

(0.232) 

0.361 

(0.317) 

Investment  -0.378 

(0.818) 

3.413 

(1.796) 

0.172*** 

(0.010) 

-0.063 

(0.201) 

HHI50 × Infrastructure 0.4100 

(4.971) 

11.229 

(7.671) 

-3.318** 

(0.774) 

1.391 

(1.520) 

HHI10× Infrastructure 2.789 

(3.398) 

-9.280 

(7.600) 

3.303** 

(0.766) 

-1.576 

(1.595) 

AR1 p-value 
 

0.0673 
 

0.5089 

AR2 p-value 
 

0.7988 
 

0.4205 

Hansen J p-value 
 

0.8952 
 

0.2651 

Kleibergen-Paap rk LM p-value 0.0050 
 

0.0215 

Wald F-statistic 4.300 2.1800** 5.42e+8** 5.0100** 

Countries  41 41           25 25 

Note: The Driscoll-Kraay nonparametric covariance matrix estimator is used to produce the 

standard errors. Dummies for year/country controlled FE; **p<0.05, ***p<0.01, *p<0.10 
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4.6.3 Robustness Checks: Urban Agglomeration and Economic Performance in 

Developing Regions 

By referring to Brückner (2013) and Castells-Quintana (2017), we exploit the 

exogenous difference contributed by the government consumption and investment in 

constructing instrumental variables that enable us to interrogate the probable effect of 

economic performance on urban agglomeration and urban infrastructure, otherwise known 

as reverse causality. Literature has highlighted that government consumption and private 

investment directly influence urban agglomeration and economic performance (Yu et al., 

2020). For instance, an increase in urban population heightens government consumption in 

terms of providing social protection services such as free monthly transfers for vulnerable 

groups (elderly, persons living with disabilities, and internally displaced persons) (Ulucak et 

al., 2020; Maket, 2021; Maket, 2023a). On the other hand, following an increase in 

environmental degradation following rapid urbanization, large segments of urban 

infrastructural development have attracted foreign direct private investments, which not only 

contain urban agglomeration challenges but also act as development catalysts (Li et al., 

2019). We employ a Two-Stage Least Squares (TSLS) estimator in addressing the 

endogeneity issue in our robustness checks by using consumption and investment as 

instruments for economic performance by regressing urban agglomeration (HHI50) and 

urban infrastructure (UI) on lagged economic performance as follows:  

HHI50𝑒,𝑡 = 𝛽1(Y𝑒,𝑡−1,𝑡) + α𝑒 + 𝑏𝑡 + 휀𝑒,𝑡                                                                              (4.8) 

UI𝑒,𝑡 = 𝛽3 (Y𝑒,𝑡−1,𝑡) + α𝑒 + 𝑏𝑡 + 휀𝑒,𝑡                                                                                       (4.9) 

where α𝑒 is the economy fixed effects, and 𝑏𝑡 represents year-fixed effects. The economy-

fixed effects enable controlling for time-invariant specific mislaid variables, and year-fixed 

effects help control worldwide shocks.  

Appendix II indicates the First-Stage Least Squares regression of economic 

performance on government consumption and investment measured at current PPPs. The 

dynamic panel equations' estimations for 4.8 and 4.9 are shown in columns 2, 3, and 4. 

Consumption has a significant negative explanatory power for the dissimilarity in economic 

performance, as outlined in the literature. Although the investment appears not positively 
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effective, the validity test allows us to take them as instruments because of the F-stat p value 

<0.05, indicating the relevance and exogeneity of the selected instruments. Table 10 shows 

the robustness checks using consumption and investment as the instruments validated using 

first-stage least squares estimation in Appendix II. Before delving into the robustness checks 

results, it is worth noting that we considered several arguments in the literature in setting up 

the dynamic panel model used in robustness checks analysis. 

First, we argued that the effect of urban agglomeration would differ depending on the 

population size of the metropolitan area or city. For instance, the bi-cephalic economies have 

one or a few primate cities hosting more than 50% of the entire urban population structure 

(Castells-Quintana, 2017). For this case, the economic returns of urban agglomeration could 

differ depending on HHI50 calculated based on the population in all cities with a population 

of ≥50,000 or HHI100, which considers few cities or, in some cases, none with a population 

threshold of ≥100,000. We also include its squared term for probable nonlinear relationships 

by referring to the Williamson-Hansen Hypothesis (Williamson, 1965; Hansen, 1990; 

Henderson, 2003). In addition, Henderson (2003) noted that the degree of economic 

performance varies with the economy’s land area. Thus, we include an interaction term 

between urban agglomeration and land size in logarithm form. Secondly, we consider the 

positive interaction between urban agglomeration (HHI50) and urban infrastructure on 

economic performance because access to urban infrastructure is correlated with an 

economy’s income level (Castells-Quintana, 2017). Therefore, we include an interaction 

term between urban agglomeration and the initial GDP per capita (in log form). Moreover, 

we include the interaction between urban infrastructure and urban agglomeration because it 

is significantly positive for developing economies and respective regional economies. We 

estimate equation (4) using system TSLS with different specifications and variable inclusion 

to control for endogeneity issues and ensure estimation consistency.  

As indicated in Table 9, the panel TSLS estimated findings show a significant negative 

effect of urban agglomeration on economic performance in developing economies in the 

short-run but turns out beneficial as agglomeration enlarges from HHI50 to HHI100 (column 

1), similar to those obtained in Table 8. The findings align with the findings observed by 

Brückner (2013), Castells-Quintana (2017), and Frick and Rodríguez-Pose (2018). 

Concerning the role of the quality of urban infrastructure, the panel TSLS findings confirm 
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the findings of developing economies in Table 8. Specifically, the results show a non-

significant negative effect of urban infrastructure on economic performance. In addition, the 

findings indicate a non-significant positive interactive effect between urban infrastructure 

and urban agglomeration on economic performance in the short-run but turn out 

insignificantly negative as agglomeration enlarges from HHI50 to HHI100. It can be argued 

that the quality of urban infrastructure can enhance the positive economic returns of urban 

agglomeration in the short run. Still, as urban agglomeration enlarges, the government 

undergoes financial and management challenges in providing quality urban infrastructure, 

resulting in negative long-term economic returns (de Bruin et al., 2021; van Vliet et al., 

2020). These findings align with the conclusions made by Henderson (2003) and Barca et al. 

(2012) that the optimal urban agglomeration level is anticipated to fall with the level of 

economic performance as institutional environments are overwhelmed by surging urban 

populations in later urbanization phases.  

In column 2, we included the interaction term with the initial GDP per capita (in log 

form) and urban agglomeration measures. Although the significant effect of urban 

agglomeration is sustained, the interaction effect with urban infrastructure is not substantial 

(column 2). In column 3, we introduce the nonlinear relationship in line with Henderson 

(2003), Brülhart and Sbergami (2009), and Castells-Quintana (2017), using the quadratic 

term of urban agglomeration (HHI50.square and HHI100.square) in Williamson-Hansen 

hypothesis (Williamson, 1965; Hansen, 1990). The findings show that the nonlinear 

relationship is insignificant, and the positive interactive coefficient between urban 

agglomeration and urban infrastructure remains insignificant. Moreover, urban 

agglomeration’s significant direct negative short-run and positive long-run effects remain 

unaltered in developing economies. Column 4 introduces the interaction between urban 

agglomeration indicators and the country’s land area of the selected developing economies. 

Correspondingly, the significant negative short-run effect (HHI50) of urban agglomeration 

on economic performance remains stable, as well as that of the long-run positive effect 

(HHI100). However, the findings indicate a significantly positive interaction effect between 

urban agglomeration and land area on short-term economic performance. These findings 

align with the assertions by Henderson (2003) and Castells-Quintana (2017). 
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Table 9:Robustness Checks: TSLS Results in Developing Economies 

Dependent Variable: GDP per capita 

growth 

TSLS 

(1) 

TSLS 

(2) 

TSLS 

(3) 

TSLS 

(4) 

Constant  0.045 

(0.329) 

-0.382 

(0.374) 

-0.404 

(0.386) 

-0.560 

(0.420) 

GDP per capita (-1) -0.086 

(0.355) 

-0.013 

(0.306) 

-0.016 

(0.310) 

-0.013 

(0.309) 

HHI50 -1.493** 

(0.698) 

-2.136** 

(0.769) 

-2.092** 

(0.794) 

-1.840 

(0.799) 

HHI100 0.823* 

(0.413) 

7.681** 

(3.293) 

7.837** 

(3.383) 

7.167 

(3.010) 

Urban infrastructure (UI) -0.117 

(0.299) 

-0.102 

(0.293) 

-0.101 

(0.287) 

0.098 

(0.258) 

HHI50 × Infrastructure 11.460 

(10.243) 

15.520 

(11.919) 

16.006 

(11.807) 

14.245 

(10.471) 

HHI100 × Infrastructure -9.542 

(10.124) 

-12.467 

(11.358) 

-12.996 

(11.282) 

-11.740 

(10.179) 

HHI50×log (initial GDP per capita)  -2.264 

(3.080) 

-9.470 

(9.912) 

-7.660 

(9.188) 

HHI100×log (initial GDP per capita)  -6.049 

(4.458) 

0.989 

(8.526) 

0.064 

(8.368) 

HHI50.square   22.846 

(25.279) 

19.681 

(24.026) 

HHI100.square   -23.063 

(25.070) 

-19.945 

(23.680) 

HHI50×log (Land Area)    0.0001** 

(7.70e-6) 

Countries  41 41 41 41 

Wald  F-stat p-value 0.0026 0.0007 0.0019 0.0021 

Note: Standard errors are enclosed in parentheses. Controls and dummies for year and 

country effects are included to control fixed effects. **p<0.05, ***p<0.01, *p<0.10 

4.7 Discussion of Findings 

The detailed empirical analysis presented in the previous section corroborates various 

existing literature on the economic performance returns of urban agglomeration while 

unraveling insights into the connectedness between urban agglomeration and its interaction 

with urban infrastructure on economic performance. Our analysis comprehensively evaluates 

whether highly concentrated urban structures are critical drivers of economic performance in 

three key purviews. First, this dissertation unpacks the cross-regional analysis evaluation of 
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urban agglomeration in the last two decades. In this domain, we observed that there has been 

a declining urban agglomeration in recent decades, against the long-held notion of increasing 

urban agglomerations, especially in developing economies. This analysis complements the 

observations made by recent studies that focused predominantly on cross-country/regional 

analysis (Frick & Rodríguez-Pose, 2018; Ganau & Rodríguez-Pose, 2022).  

Secondly, aligning with the most recent literature (e.g. Castells-Quintana, 2017; Frick 

& Rodríguez-Pose, 2018; Ganau & Rodríguez-Pose, 2022), we disaggregated the urban 

agglomeration-economic performance connectedness analysis by income level and quality 

of urban specificities―urban infrastructure service accessibility quality to account for 

growth heterogeneities in developed and developing economies and urbanization disparities 

in the short-run and long-run (Henderson, 2003; UN, 2019; Li et al., 2019). In this accord, 

we observed distinct economic effects of urban agglomeration in the world's sampled Asian, 

European, and SSA economies. Particularly, we observe that urban agglomeration measures 

computed based on the size of the urban population have opposing economic effects that 

depend on income levels and urban specificities of countries. For instance, urban 

agglomeration significantly deleteriously affects the economic performance of world, 

European, and SSA economies but significantly benefits Asian economies in the short run. 

Further, scaling down to specific developed and developing economies, we observed 

intriguing findings. Specifically, we observed deleterious economic effects of urban 

agglomeration in developing economies but significantly beneficial effects only for 

developed economies. Our results corroborate previous evidence according to which urban 

agglomeration has a significant negative impact in developing (low-income) and 

significantly positive for developed (high-income countries) only (e.g., Castells- Quintana, 

2017; Brülhart & Sbergami, 2009; Henderson, 2003; Frick & Rodríguez-Pose, 2018; Ganau 

& Rodríguez-Pose, 2022). However, as agglomeration enlarges from satellite cities (HHI50) 

to large primate cities (HHI100), the findings reveal a significant positive effect on economic 

performance by increasing GDP per capita growth in developing economies. Still, it turns 

out deleterious in developed economies. These findings align with Ganau and Rodríguez-

Pose (2022) and Li et al. (2019) that low-income economies also benefit from urban 

agglomeration regarding wealth growth. However, this only occurs in the long run.  
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In our third purview, we explored the growth-enhancing effects of urban infrastructural 

service quality in terms of the share of the urban population accessing essential drinking 

water, sanitation, and electricity services. Although an insignificant positive interaction 

between urban agglomeration and urban infrastructure exists, it augments the long-term 

beneficial economic returns of urban agglomeration in developing economies. Our findings 

corroborate the findings observed by Castells-Quintana (2017) that low- and high-income 

economies can benefit from urban agglomeration depending on the urban infrastructure. In 

this case, we shed light on the need to include urban infrastructural service accessibility in 

analyzing the link between urban agglomeration and economic performance. In general, the 

growth returns of urban agglomeration are positive for developed economies and negative 

for developing economies in the short run. However, this dissertation delinks from the 

assertions made in the recent literature (e.g., Ganau & Rodríguez-Pose, 2022) that the 

economic benefits of urban agglomeration in developing economies are a short-run 

phenomenon. In this accord, we argue that including a composite measure of urban 

infrastructure rather than one augments the economic performance benefits of urban 

agglomeration in low-income countries in the long run. Last, our unique findings highlight 

the significant role of urban infrastructure in analyzing the effect of urban agglomeration on 

economic performance. Although empirical studies such as Frick and Rodríguez-Pose (2018) 

suggest the subordinate role of urban infrastructure in promoting economic performance, we 

illustrate the need for improved urban infrastructure in economies in Asia and SSA. This is 

depicted by the interactive effect of urban agglomeration with urban infrastructure, implying 

the importance of urban infrastructure in driving economic performance. We also justify 

urban governance’s significant role in policy implementation effectiveness because this will 

augment the needed positive synergistic impact of urban infrastructure. These findings point 

out that negative and positive cross-country-level economic performance returns from urban 

agglomeration from a national structural perspective can be stabilized by considering 

different adjustment processes, such as urban structure index computations, model 

adjustment, and the inclusion of augmenting structural variables. 
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5. URBAN AGGLOMERATION AND INCOME INEQUALITY: IS 

THE KUZNET HYPOTHESIS VALID FOR SSA? 

This chapter provides evidence regarding the ongoing debate about the relationship 

between urban agglomeration and income inequality. This follows the World Bank and 

United Nations statistical evidence that places Sub-Saharan Africa among the leading 

urbanizing regions facing sizeable urban agglomeration inequality challenges. Therefore, in 

this chapter, the ultimate research question is whether there is a significant relationship 

between urban agglomeration and income inequality and whether the relationship is non-

linear, following an inverted U-shaped Kuznets Hypothesis. 

5.1 Introduction  

Urbanization is a valuable outcome of economic development. As nations develop, 

the urban share of the population increases due to population drift from underdeveloped rural 

to developed urban areas full of economic opportunities such as employment and better 

income (Kuznets, 1955; Castells-Quintana, 2018; Moreno, 2017). The metropolitan region 

is a critical potential factor reflecting human prosperity, development, and sustained 

economic growth as they contribute to consumption, innovation, and investment in 

developed and developing economies (Moreno, 2017). As such, the population in urban 

regions has been rising tremendously due to the increasing influx of people in the urban areas 

in search of better income, better employment, quality education, numerous opportunities for 

trade and commerce, excellent communication and transportation services (Ahrend & 

Schumann, 2017; Ikwuyatum, 2016; Moreno, 2017).  

One of the contributing factors to bourgeoning urbanization and subsequent urban 

agglomeration (unregulated continuous concentration of people in urban regions) all over the 

world is the uncontainable widening variation of wealth and economic resources across 

different rural and urban areas (Hardoon et al., 2016; Liddle, 2017; Tripathi & Kaur, 2017). 

World Bank provides extraordinary statistical evidence regarding African people staying in 

urban regions in line with this conjecture. For instance, the World Bank reports that by 2030, 

over 50% of the population in Africa will be living in metropolitan areas (World Bank, 2015; 

World Bank, 2019). More specifically, in Sub-Saharan Africa, the urban agglomeration has 

risen gradually over the past decades, from 13.09 million in 2000 to 14.35 million people in 
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2010 and to over 17.97 million people in 2020 and with a positive propensity to increase 

even more (UNDESA, 2018; World Bank, 2022). 

The sudden and unregulated upsurge in urban agglomeration presents conflicting 

outcomes in developed and developing economies. On the one hand, it leads to positive 

economic outcomes such as increased regional economic performance resulting from an 

increased labor supply pool, specialization, and proximity to urban industries (Ahrend & 

Schumann, 2017). On the other hand, it leads to deleterious outcomes such as increased 

income inequality, urban poverty, and an increased share of the urban population living in 

slums and dilapidated urban settlements with inadequate access to public infrastructural 

services and employment opportunities, hence impacting negatively on the overall human 

well-being and urban livability (Liddle & Messinis, 2015; UN-Habitat, 2017b). 

Sub-Saharan Africa is among the world-leading regions that are witnessing a neck-

breaking urbanization pace and subsequent urban agglomeration coupled with grim 

government policy measures to cater for public services such as water, electricity, safe 

sanitation, and better housing within the major metropolitan regions (Liddle, 2013; World 

Bank, 2020). This is attributed to the relative economic significance of this region’s urban 

areas. Most of the nations in this region have relatively lower incomes with varying gross 

domestic product (GDP) produced (Liddle, 2013; United Nations, 2015). Therefore, it is time 

to argue that no economy can realize sustainable economic growth without spontaneous 

urbanization and urban agglomeration, and this argument has been empirically tested. For 

instance, Castells-Quintana and Royuela (2015) observed that economic growth strongly 

correlates with urbanization and income inequality. More subtly, most of the developing 

countries in Sub-Saharan Africa are facing difficulty in addressing the socio-economic 

challenges brought about by urban agglomeration and continuous urbanization in terms of 

providing adequate housing, healthcare, schooling, and employment opportunities 

(Manteaw, 2020; Tuholske et al., 2020; UN-DESA, 2018). 

Parallel to Sub-Saharan Africa’s rapid urbanization and bursting urban agglomeration 

is widening income inequality (Manteaw, 2020). Although fair post-reform economic 

development has been given the nod for addressing rural and urban poverty facing millions 

of people to some extent, it has widened income inequality due to the constant ineffective 

policy switches and ravaging disparity in the distribution systems and preferences (Bloch et 
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al., 2015). For instance, the income inequality measured by the Gini Index for Sub-Saharan 

Africa averaged between 0.68 and 0.70 in the recent two decades, 2000-2020, depicting a 

widening income inequality (Standard World Income Inequality Database, 2022). 

Given the co-occurrence of the variables, whether rising income inequality is non-

linearly related to urban agglomeration is the question informing the current study. Classical 

development theory popularised by Kuznets (1955) considers urban agglomeration crucial in 

rearranging the developing economies dichotomized by a rural subsistence and 

industrializing urban sector. The rising rural-urban population drift is a significant dimension 

of the economic structural processes (Kuznets, 1955). As more people move from the 

perceived lower-income rural agricultural to the higher-income urban industrial sector, 

income inequality increases in the first stages of urbanization and declines in later stages 

beyond the turning point (Kuznets, 1955). Most Sub-Saharan African economies are believed 

to have not yet passed the turning point―income inequality is still rising with urban 

agglomeration and is nowhere closer to declining (Kanbur & Zhuang, 2013). This evaluation 

is vital for the SSA region given the fact that the income inequality in the area is primarily 

attributed to wider rural-urban and urban-urban income gaps; hence, urbanization cannot 

potentially reduce the impact of the disparity due to lack of adequate fiscal capitation and 

government technical ability during first stages but can be decreased after passing certain 

turning point (Bloch et al., 2015). 

Against this backdrop, the innovation of this dissertation chapter is to contribute new 

knowledge to the existing literature regarding the Sub-Saharan African context in different 

ways. First, the study addresses whether there is a non-linear relationship between income 

inequality and urban agglomeration, following an inverted U-shaped Kuznets hypothesis. 

Secondly, the study utilizes different estimation methods such as Pooled OLS, Fixed Effects 

(FE), Random Effects (RE), Difference, and System GMM in estimating non-linear 

relationships using the sample of the latest data from 2000 to 2020 drawn from 22 Sub-

Saharan African countries. The dissertation's uniqueness is that it focuses primarily on 

determining the validity of the inverted U-shaped Kuznets hypothesis in the case of SSA, 

which is currently under-researched from this perspective. Also, distinctly, the study seeks 

to fill the gap left by studies focusing on the SSA context (Adams & Klobodu, 2019; Nkalu 

et al., 2020), whereby rather than determining how urban agglomeration influences income 
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inequality, we go a step further to determine the turning point of urban agglomeration, from 

which the income inequality curve starts to decline using the current panel data. 

The remaining part of this thesis chapter is structured as follows: Section 5.2 presents 

background literature that departs from the theoretical evaluation of the inverted U-shaped 

Kuznets hypothesis and empirical evidence of either linear or non-linear relationship between 

urban agglomeration and income inequality from recent studies. Section 5.3 entails data, data 

sources, and the estimation strategy. Section 5.4 presents the statistical results and 

discussions. Section 5.5 summarizes the study findings. 

5.2 Contextual Background Literature 

As mentioned in chapter three, this chapter evaluates the Inverted U-shaped Kuznets 

curve fronted by Kuznets (1955). We explore income inequality from the regional context 

by considering urban agglomeration driven by the urbanization rate. As indicated in Figure 

13, income inequality is plotted on the y-axis. The urban share of the population is displayed 

on the x-axis to show the non-linear or quadratic relationship between income inequality and 

urban agglomeration (urban share of the population) (Anand & Kanbur, 1993). As urban 

agglomeration rises, income inequality increases in the initial stages, peaks at some level, 

and deepens under the prevailing growing urban population share throughout the 

urbanization and economic processes. Therefore, according to Kuznets (1955), urban 

agglomeration pursued by the rural-urban migration processes fundamentally increases 

income inequality during the early stages of urban agglomeration. Additionally, as urban 

agglomeration rises, urban economic performance and industrialization increase the per 

capita income gap among the urban population (Anand & Kanbur, 1993).  
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Figure 13:Inverted U-shaped Kuznets Curve 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Source: Anand and Kanbur (1993) 

 

Kuznets (1955) further outlines urbanization’s contribution to the non-linear 

relationship between urban agglomeration and income inequality. This chapter considers 

urbanization a significant factor in speeding up urban agglomeration and subsequent general 

income inequality in a region (Krugman, 1991; Ha et al., 2020). The rate of urbanization 

propels the urban agglomeration and economic performance of the urban areas, at least 

during the first stages of progress, signifying that a balance exists between urban 

agglomeration and income distribution beyond a specific turning point (Brulhart & Sbergami, 

2009). Income inequality results from urban agglomeration and regional economic 

performance (Harris & Todaro, 1970; Lewis, 1954).  

In summary, the Kuznets model explains the variation in income distribution in the 

first stages of urban agglomeration and falling in later stages of urban development and 

population growth. With the illustration above, Kuznets depicts an inverse U-shaped (non-

linear or quadratic) relationship between urban agglomeration and income inequality. Thus, 

the continuous inflow of people from rural to urban regions is inherently linked with 

increased income inequality by increasing the share of the urban population in the early 

stages of urbanization (Ha et al., 2019).  
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In agreement with the theorized non-linear conjecture, Liddle (2017) empirically 

observed that increasing economic growth reduces poverty and narrows the rural-urban 

income gap. For instance, if a more significant share of the rural population moves to urban 

regions with disproportionate urban economic opportunities, they may end up becoming 

unemployed or engage in casual jobs that cannot meet their basic needs, thereby worsening 

their income gap (Arouri et al., 2017; Tuholske et al., 2020; UN-Habitat, 2016). Nonetheless, 

if the number of rural-urban populations match the urban regions’ available economic 

opportunities, urbanization could be linked to reduced income inequality later (Arouri et al., 

2017; Khan et al., 2016; Tuholske et al., 2020).  

Similarly, Wu and Rao (2017) find supportive evidence of a non-linear or inverted 

U-shaped relationship between urban agglomeration and income inequality in Chinese 

provinces. In a more recent study focusing on Sub-Saharan Africa, Mahumane and Mulder 

(2022) observed an inverted U-shaped relationship between urban agglomeration driven by 

urbanization and income inequality associated with energy expenditure in Mozambique. Still 

on SSA, Christiansen and Weerdt (2017), using Tanzanian data between 1991 and 2010, 

observed no significant relationship between urban agglomeration and income inequality. 

Focusing on SSA from a regional perspective, Adams and Klobudu (2019) and Sulemana et 

al. (2019) observed an inverted U-shaped relationship between income inequality and the 

urban share of the population.  

Maintaining this strand of literature, it can be deduced that empirical literature is 

divided into two broader categories. One, a section of studies has paid attention to the 

relationship between urban agglomeration from an in-country analysis perspective (Castells-

Quintana & Larru, 2015; Chen et al., 2017; Cottineau et al., 2019; Christiansen & Weerdt, 

2017; Mahumane & Mulder, 2022; Martinez Posada & Garcia, 2017; Wu & Rao, 2017). 

Secondly, another limited but considerably growing literature strand is shifting the focus to 

cross-country or regional analysis (Castells-Quintana et al., 2015; Li et al., 2019; Naguib, 

2017). However, to this extent, a handful of studies have paid attention to the relationship 

between urban agglomeration and income inequality following the latest strand of literature 

(cross-country or regional) from developing regions such as the Sub-Saharan African 

perspective (Adams & Klobodu, 2019; Castells-Quintana, 2018; Sulemana et al., 2019).  



102 
 

Whereas the reviewed studies confirm the existence of a significant relationship 

between urban agglomeration and income inequality, there is a need to understand the exact 

relationship from the SSA context and whether it follows an inverted U-shaped hypothesis. 

Due to these inconsistencies in the literature and the limited empirical evidence for the Sub-

Saharan Africa region, our paper contributes to the literature by presenting empirical 

evidence on whether the relationship between urban agglomeration and income inequality is 

non-linear and follows an inverted U-shaped hypothesis using 22 Sub-Saharan African 

countries, the current dataset from 2000 to 2020 and using the panel dynamic data model 

estimated by Pooled OLS, FE, RE, Difference and System GMM techniques. 

5.3 Data and Methodology 

We used a balanced panel dataset from 22 Sub-Saharan African countries from 2000 

to 2020. The data availability informed the inclusion of the countries and period of urban 

agglomeration data; thus, countries with data breaks were dropped from the initial list of all 

48 Sub-Saharan African countries, and only 22 met this threshold. Regarding variable 

inclusion, we included income inequality as the dependent variable measured by the Gini 

Index (Gini, 1909). Specifically, the study considered the Gini Index computed from mean 

income differences encompassing the country’s population without considering location, 

age, and employment status (Solt, 2016). The panel data for income inequality was sourced 

from the Standardized World Income Inequality Database (SWIID), a derived source from 

the World Income Inequality Database (WIID), due to its ability to include imputation or fill 

in data gaps (Jenkins, 2015). Urban agglomeration measured by the urban share of the 

population was included as the independent variable. Urban agglomeration was measured 

using the urban share (%) of the population determined by dividing the total urban population 

by the country’s population (Frick & Pose, 2018). Also, the urban share of the population 

from agglomerations above the 1 million threshold was included as an additional measure of 

urban agglomeration for a robustness check (Asogwa et al., 2020; Frick & Pose, 2018). The 

summary of the study variables, measures, and data sources is shown in Table 10. 
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Table 10:Variable Description, Measurements, and Data Sources 

Variable name Measure Data source 

Income Inequality Gini Index SWIID 

Urban Agglomeration 

Measure 1 

Dividing the total urban population by the 

total country’s population (urban 

population (%)).  

World Bank 

Urban Agglomeration 

Measure 2 

Share (%) of the urban population in 

agglomeration of more than 1 million. 

World Bank 

Urbanization rate The ratio of the urban population to the 

rural population 

World 

Bank/UNDP 

Industrialization  Share (%) of the population employed in 

urban industries 

World Bank 

Economic Performance GDP Per Capita Growth (annual % change) World Bank 

Policy Preferences Governance Effectiveness Index proxy 

measure 

WGI/World Bank 

Education Level The Human Capital Index per person is 

calculated based on years of schooling and 

returns to education. 

World Penn 

Tables 

Source: Author’s Construction (2023). 

5.3.1 Descriptive Statistics and Stylized Facts 

Before proceeding further, it is essential to present some stylized facts about urban 

agglomeration and income inequality trends in Sub-Saharan Africa from 2000 to 2020. 

Income inequality growth averaged 62%, and the mean share of the urban population growth 

of the 22 selected Sub-Saharan African countries was 37.4% over the period. Similarly, the 

average growth of the urban share of the population in agglomerations with more than 1 

million people was 16.5% (see descriptive statistics in Table 11). More interesting is the 

rising urban agglomeration, where the urban share of the population rose from 31% in 2000 

to 36% in 2010 and 41% in 2020 (World Bank, 2023). In the same breath, income inequality 

in the Sub-Saharan African region averaged about 69% between 2000 and 2007 before 

slightly declining to an average of 68% between 2008 and 2016. Further, the recent income 

inequality growth averaged 67% from 2017 onwards (SWIID, 2023; Solt, 2016). 
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Table 11:Descriptive Statistics 

Variable Name N Mean Maximum Minimum Std. Dev. 

Income Inequality 462 0.6205 0.7615 0.5231 0.0504 

Urban Share of pop 462 0.3739 0.6783 0.1461 0.1474 

Share Above 1m 462 0.1647 0.6318 0.0335 0.1163 

Urbanisation Rate 462 0.7036 2.1084 0.1711 0.4699 

Industrialization 462 0.1061 0.2879 0.0284 0.0523 

GDP Per Capita Growth 462 0.0155 0.1994 -0.3070 0.0437 

Human Capital Index 462 1.7478 2.9133 1.0695 0.4242 

Policy Preferences 462 -0.8289 0.6459 -1.8414 0.4397 

Source: Author’s Computations from Eviews 12 (2023). 

 

Further, to establish the empirical link between urban agglomeration and income 

inequality, we included various control variables such as urbanization rate, regional 

economic performance, industrialization, education level, and governance policy preferences 

as identified in the literature as structural factors influencing both urban agglomeration and 

income inequality (Bloom et al., 2010). The datasets of these variables were obtained from 

World Bank Development Indicators (WDI), World Governance Index, and World Penn 

World Tables (Heston et al., 2012). Regional economic performance arising from high labor 

productivity and a large pool of skilled people migrating from rural to urban regions were 

included to capture the structural implication of rising urbanization rate, compounded by 

rural-urban migration (Lengyel & Szakálné, 2012; 2018; de Bruin & Liu, 2020). For instance, 

the wage income per capita decreases with income per capita at earlier stages of development 

before declining at later stages of the increased urban share of the population (Behrens & 

Robbert-Nicoud, 2014; Kuznets, 1955).  

We included industrialization as a control variable measured by the number of 

employed people in urban industries (Altunbas & Thornton, 2019). It increases the rate of 

urbanization, urban agglomeration, and, subsequently, income inequality. Indeed, the 

continuous inflow of people from rural creates a scramble for limited employment and 

opportunities in the city (Ali et al., 2021; Ike et al., 2020). Similarly, we incorporated the 

urbanization rate as part of the control variables measured by the ratio of the urban share of 

the population and the country’s share of the rural population, as extant literature has found 
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rural-urban migration to be the key driver of the pace of urban agglomeration growth, and 

income inequality in that the rural-urban income gap measured by the difference of 

agricultural rural sector employment and industrial urban sector employment income has a 

most considerable marginal impact on the income inequality (Khan et al., 2020). Ideally, as 

people move from rural to urban regions, the wage income gap between the rural and urban 

populations creates a wider income inequality (Guo et al., 2019).  

The dissertation also included education level computed as human capital index per 

person from schooling years and returns to education as part of the structural measures 

preceding rapid urbanization and urban agglomeration, where people flock into cities 

searching for education and careers (UN-Habitat, 2017). The continuous concentration of 

skilled youths from all walks of life with different innovative ideas creates a labor force pool 

around urban industries. Income increases at the first phase of education before falling later 

as returns to education fall, as indicated by the high unemployment rate among youths in 

Sub-Saharan Africa (Castells-Quintana, 2017; Tripathi, 2021). Lastly, the study considered 

policy preferences by the governments in containing the socioeconomic challenges posed by 

rapid urbanization in terms of its effectiveness in implementing and monitoring public 

provisioning service policies such as urban infrastructural development (Fossaceca, 2019; 

Thacker et al., 2019; S Satterthwaite et al., 2015). Indeed, SSA, like the most urbanizing 

region, is grappling with increasing slum and unplanned settlements where over 50% of the 

population live under the acute proliferation of inadequate access to sanitation, water, and 

energy services (Castells-Quintana, 2017; Shi, 2019). 

5.3.2 Empirical Strategy 

This dissertation followed a panel dynamic data model of income inequality and 

urban agglomeration in a quadratic form derived as follows: 

Beginning with the panel dynamic data model in a reduced linear format, we have: 

𝐺𝑖𝑡 = 𝛼0 + 𝛼1𝐺𝑖𝑡−1 + 𝛽1𝑈𝐴𝑖𝑡 + 𝛾𝑈𝑟𝑏𝐹𝑖𝑡 + ղ𝑖 + 𝜇𝑡 + 𝜖𝑖𝑡 ;  𝑖 = 1,… ,𝑁, 𝑡 = 1,… , 𝑇    (5.1) 

By changing equation (1) above into a non-linear panel dynamic model, we expressed income 

inequality as equivalent to urban agglomeration and its squared term together with the rest 

of the control variables as follows:  
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𝐺𝑖𝑡 = 𝛼0 + 𝛼1𝐺𝑖𝑡−1 + 𝛽1𝑈𝐴𝑖𝑡 + 𝛽2𝑈𝐴𝑖𝑡
2 + 𝛾𝑈𝑟𝑏𝐹𝑖𝑡 + ղ𝑖 + 𝜇𝑡 + 𝜖𝑖𝑡                               (5.2) 

Whereby 𝐺𝑖𝑡 is the income inequality (Gini Index), 𝐺𝑖𝑡−1 is the lagged income inequality, 

𝑈𝐴 and 𝑈𝐴2 is the matrix of the independent variable (urban agglomeration and its squared 

term) measured by the urban share of the population (ratio of total urban population to 

country’s population) and urban share of the population from agglomerations more than 1 

million people, 𝑈𝑟𝑏𝐹𝑖𝑡 represents the vector of the unobserved urbanization factor covariates 

of income inequality taken care of by the control variables (urbanization, industrialization, 

regional economic performance, education level, and government policy preferences) 

discussed above. The intercept is defined by 𝛼0, and 𝛽1  is the slope parameter for urban 

agglomeration, 𝛾 is the coefficient’s vector for the control variables,  ղ𝑖 are the fixed effects 

of the region 𝑖, 𝜇𝑡 represents the random effects at a particular time 𝑡, and the random error 

term is 𝜖𝑖𝑡 (Bond, 2002; Hsiao, 2002: Dang et al., 2015). The subscript index 𝑖 refers to 

country 1,.., 22, and 𝑡 refers to time years 2000 to 2020. 

The dynamic panel data models (5.1) and (5.2) above were estimated using different 

estimation methods: Pooled OLS, FE, RE, Difference GMM, and Systems GMM because 

the use of pooled OLS, for instance, by default, assumes that at least a portion of the 

regression estimators is similar across the entire panel (pooling assumption) (Alvarez & 

Arellano, 2022). For this reason, Arellano and Bond (1991) and Arellano and Bover (1995) 

proposed a generalized method of moment estimators as being capable of producing unbiased 

estimates when the panel data has sufficiently large cross-sections (N) and short time series 

components (T), as is the case in this study where N= 22 and T= 21. Mainly, GMM 

techniques present the ability to use the difference operator 𝛥 (Difference GMM), a system 

of equations consisting of lag levels and lagged first differences as instrumental variables  

(System GMM), ideal for taking care of probable fixed effects and Nickel bias (Roodman, 

2009). The System GMM technique assumes additional first difference instruments are 

uncorrelated with the fixed effects, dramatically enhancing estimation efficiency (Roodman, 

2009; Hansen, 1982).  

Summarily, all the variables whose measurements were in percentages: urbanization 

rate (ratio of urban population to rural population), the urban share of the population, the 

share of urban population from agglomeration above 1 million (measures of urban 
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agglomeration), the share of the population employed in urban industries (industrialization 

measure), and GDP Per Capita growth (a measure of regional economic performance) were 

converted into index or ratio form to maintain uniformity with other variables measured in 

ratios; income inequality (Gini Index), human capital index and policy preference 

(governance effectiveness index) and ensure uniform distribution about zero (skewness).  

To begin with, we departed our estimation process by assessing the order of 

integration of the study variables to determine whether they were stationary. We employed 

several panel unit root tests such as Levin et al. (200), otherwise known as (LLC), and Im et 

al. (2003), otherwise known as (the IPS) test, to check for the stationarity traits. LLC and IPS 

perform very well in cases of panels with a small T. Our rationale for using panel unit root 

tests (IPS and LLC) instead of first-generation unit root tests (ADF and PP) was to increase 

the robustness of the test through the available information provided by the cross-sections 

under consideration. Moreover, we employed augmented cross-sectional IPS (CIPS) by 

Pesaran (2007) to account for the possibility of cross-sectional dependence in our panel data. 

Any dataset found not stationary was differentiated to the first or second difference to make 

it stationary. 

5.3.3 Empirical Estimation Findings 

Figure 14 presents the relationship between urban agglomeration and income 

inequality following an Inverted U-shaped Kuznets Curve. In the first panel, the scatter plot 

shows an increasing relationship in the initial stages of urban agglomeration, peaking at some 

point and falling at later stages.  The second panel shows the two-way plot with a turning 

point indicated by the vertical red line. Using Stata software, the turning point is determined 

to be 0.6206, which is calculated using regression coefficients as shown below.  
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Figure 14:Quadratic and Turning Point of Urban Agglomeration and Income Inequality  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Source: Author’s Computations from Stata Software (2023). 

Note: The turning point shown by the vertical red line and the value of the urban share of the 

population at the turning point are generated using Stata software using command codes 

attached in Appendix III. 
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Turning point calculation follows a regression expressing average income inequality 

as a function of the average urban share of the population and its squared value for the 

selected countries over the period stated below:  

 

𝐼𝑛𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒 𝑖𝑛𝑒𝑞𝑢𝑎𝑙𝑖𝑡𝑦 = 𝛽0+𝛽1 ∗ 𝑈𝑟𝑏𝑎𝑛 share pop + 𝛽2 ∗ 𝑈𝑟𝑏𝑎𝑛 share pop
2               (5.3)                                

 

By differentiating equation 2 above with respect to the urban share of the population and 

equating the outcome to zero, we get;  

 

𝛽1 + 𝛽2 ∗ 2 ∗ 𝑈𝑟𝑏𝑎𝑛 share pop = 0                                                                                          (5.4) 

 

Making the urban share of the population the subject of the formula in equation 3, we get the 

turning point value of the urban share of the population when the curve starts tilting given 

as; 

Urban share pop at turning point =
−𝛽1
2 𝛽2

 = −0.5
𝛽1
 𝛽2

= −0.5 (
0.99356

−0.80046
) = 0.62  (5.5) 

Thus, the turning point of the inverted U-shaped Kuznets curve occurs when the urban share 

of the population is at a 62.06% growth mark. 

The cross-sectional dependence (CD) and panel unit root findings using second-

generation unit root tests are presented in Table 12 in level form, first difference, and second 

difference. Beginning with cross-sectional dependence (CD), the findings point out that the 

null hypothesis of no presence of cross-sectional dependence failed to be rejected for income 

inequality and government policy preference, implying the absence of cross-sectional 

dependence. However, the null hypothesis of no presence of cross-section dependence is 

rejected for an urban share of the population, urban share above 1 million, Urbanisation rate, 

Industrialization, GDP Per Capita Growth, and Human capital index, implying the presence 

of cross-sectional dependence. Further, the null hypothesis of the presence of unit root is 

rejected for income inequality and policy preference in level form using LLC and IPS, 

implying integration to order 0 (I (0). Additionally, LLC and IPS statistic values are 

significant at 5% for industrialization, GDP Per Capita Growth, and Human capital index at 

the first difference, implying rejection of the null hypothesis of the presence of unit root and 

the conclusion made that the variables are integrated to order 1 (I (1). 
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Moreover, LLC and IPS statistical values are significant at 5%, signifying rejection 

of the null hypothesis and conclusion that the urban share of the population, above 1 million, 

and urbanization rate are integrated to order 2 (I (2). Lastly, we checked whether the variables 

were stationary regardless of cross-sectional dependence (CD) presence. CIPS confirmed 

significance for all variables, implying that all variables are stationary in cross-sectional 

dependence. Therefore, given that the variables are stationary in different forms, that’s a level 

form (I (0), the first difference (I (1), and the second difference (I (2), it is thus essential to 

consider testing for the existing relationship between variables using Pooled OLS, FE, RE, 

Difference and System GMM models. 

Table 12:Panel Stationarity or Unit Root Test 

Variable  LLC IPS CIPS CD Status 

Income Inequality -4.364** -3.568** -3.326** -1.811 I(0) 

Urban Share of Population -28.114** -14.235 -2.883** -2.161** I(2) 

Urban Share Above 1M -3.064** -7.383** -2.095** 31.067** I(2) 

Urbanisation rate  -42.305** -18.222** -2.392** 55.452** I(2) 

Industrialization  -3.478** -3.366** -2.293** 6.362** I(1) 

GDP Per Capita Growth -8.314** -12.751** -3.043** 13.762** I(1) 

Human Capital Index -4.273** 3.063 -2.635** 67.947** I(1) 

Policy Preference -2.487** -2.158** -2.815** -1.438 I(0) 

Note: ** indicates significant probabilities of the unit root and cross-sectional dependence 

(CD) tests at a 5% confidence interval. Urban Share Above 1M is the share of urban from 

agglomeration with more than 1 million people. 

Source: Author’s Computation from Eviews 12 (2023). 

 

After confirming the variables' panel unit root and cross-sectional dependence (CD), 

we empirically modeled the non-linear relationship between urban agglomeration and 

income inequality. Before discussing the findings obtained, it is essential to mention that 

Pooled OLS, FE, and RE are used as benchmark techniques. The conclusion and observation 

are made from the Difference and System GMM regression results.  Four principles inform 

this decision. One, using N=22 is considerably greater than T=21, although this T may 

produce unreliable estimates if the conclusion is based entirely on Pooled OLS, FE, and RE 
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(Dorn & Schinke, 2018). Secondly, the measure of income inequality (Gini Index) is 

persistent over time. It has a weak correlation with its first lag (-0.3023), lower than the 

threshold of establishing a good relationship between a variable and itself (Asongu & Aca-

Anyi, 2019). Thirdly, GMM methods help preserve cross-economy variations, given the 

presence of cross-sectional dependence and potential endogeneity among regressors in our 

panel data. Also, GMM methods mitigate all time-invariant and unobserved heterogeneity 

country-specific effects and account for simultaneity in the independent variable (Bond & 

Windmeier, 2002; Tchmyou et al., 2019).   

Further, in choosing between the Difference and System GMM, we use the estimated 

findings of Pooled OLS, FE, RE, and Difference GMM and compare the corresponding 

values of 𝛼0 in the dynamic panel model in equations 1 and 2. In this case, Pooled OLS and 

FE are regarded, correspondingly, as upper-bound and lower-bound estimates of 𝛼0. Since a 

priori expectation is that 𝛼0 is correlated positively with the error term (𝜖𝑖𝑡), the Pooled OLS 

value will be biased upwards while the FE value will be biased downwards; thus, the 

estimated GMM value for the valid parameter should fall within this range (Bond, 2002; 

Roodman, 2009). Additionally, the Hausman test is carried out to determine whether relying 

on FE or RE estimate of 𝛼0. RE is relied upon since the null hypothesis that FE is more 

appropriate is rejected (see Table 13). 

Table 13 presents the Pooled OLS, FE, RE, Difference, and System GMM regression 

results. The Pooled OLS, FE, and RE estimates of income inequality as determined by urban 

agglomeration and selected control variables are shown in columns 1, 2, and 3. Columns 4 

and 5 report findings of complete dynamic panel model estimates following the Difference 

and System GMM techniques, with all control variables included. However, as indicated, the 

estimate (𝛼0 = 0.011 ) for System GMM  falls within the threshold required between Pooled 

OLS estimate (𝛼0 =-0.001)  and RE estimate (𝛼0 = 0.009). Therefore, we follow the System 

GMM findings, which show a significant negative relationship between the urban share of 

the population (urban agglomeration measure) and income inequality at a 1% confidence 

interval (see column 5). Further, the System GMM findings show that control variables 

(urbanization rate, industrialization, and governance policy preference) are significant and 

positively related to income inequality at 1%, except for the human capital index and D_GDP 

Per capita Growth (see column 5). The results further show Hansen’s J-statistics for System 
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GMM are insignificant, depicting no evidence of model misspecification. In addition, the AR 

(1) and AR (2) serial correlation statistic values were statistically insignificant, pointing out 

the absence of serial correlation in the error terms (Arellano & Bond, 1991). The Wald and 

F-statistic values are significant at 5%, indicating the overall significance of the parameter 

estimates of the models under consideration. 

Table 13: Pooled OLS, FE, RE, Difference, and System GMM Model Linearity Results  

Variable Pooled 

OLS (1) 

FE 

(2) 

RE 

(3) 

GMM-

Diff (4) 

GMM-Sys (5) 

Const. -0.001 

(0.007) 

0.066*** 

(0.023) 

0.009 

(0.009) 

0.0002 

(0.001) 

0.011 

(0.008) 

Income Inequality 

(-1) 

0.998*** 

(0.014) 

0.903*** 

(0.035) 

0.981*** 

(0.018) 

0.792*** 

(0.019) 

0.971*** 

(0.014) 

DD_Urban Share -1.731 

(1.695) 

-2.077 

(2.037) 

-1.727 

(1.624) 

-2.917* 

(1.516) 

-2.968*** 

(1.133) 

DD_Urban Share 

>1M 

-0.003 

(0.023) 

-0.0005 

(0.023) 

1.131E-5 

(0.023) 

-0.031 

(0.059) 

-0.004 

(0.051) 

DD_Urbanisataion 

rate 

0.771 

(0.494) 

0.595 

(0.372) 

0.680* 

(0.409) 

0.614 

(0.509) 

0.834** 

(0.386) 

D_GDP Per capita 

Growth 

-0.015 

(0.041) 

-0.017 

(0.036) 

-0.021 

(0.040) 

-0.001 

(0.006) 

-0.004 

(0.005) 

D_Industrializatio

n 

0.235*** 

(0.076) 

0.263*** 

(0.086) 

0.252*** 

(0.0772) 

0.303*** 

(0.0373) 

0.272*** 

(0.043) 

Governance Policy 

Preference 

0.001 

(0.001) 

0.003 

(0.004) 

0.002 

(0.001) 

0.004** 

(0.002) 

0.002** 

(0.001) 

Human Capital 

Index 

0.003*** 

(0.002) 

-0.001 

(0.008) 

0.003 

(0.002) 

0.013*** 

(0.005) 

0.004 

(0.001) 

Year FE YES YES YES YES YES 

Time Dummies YES YES YES YES YES 

F-statistic 19.689** 85.237** 2.765**   

Hausman test   32.32***   

Wald Chi2    1980.0** 14370.3** 

Hansen’s J-stat    433.84 688.522 

AR(1)    -2.306 -2.450 

AR(2)    -2.692 -3.743 

N 418 418 418 396 396 

Note: All columns included the lagged income inequality as part of the exogenous. Also, all 

estimations were done with the inclusion of asymptotic standard errors and time dummies. 



113 
 

The standard errors are in parentheses. For Difference and System GMM estimations, model 

adjustment from the 1-st step to the 2-step was considered, out of which the model with 

reliable estimates was reported. D and DD denote the first and second differenced variables. 

**p<0.05, ***p<0.01, *p<0.1. Source: Estimations from Eviews 12 and Gretl (2023). 

We estimate the dynamic panel model in equation 2 below to test for the non-linearity 

(confirmation of the Inverted U-shaped Kuznets Hypothesis). 

 

𝐺𝑖𝑡 = 𝛼0 + 𝛼1𝐺𝑖𝑡−1 + 𝛽1𝑈𝐴𝑖𝑡 + 𝛽2𝑈𝐴𝑖𝑡
2 + 𝛾𝑈𝑟𝑏𝐹𝑖𝑡 + ղ𝑖 + 𝜇𝑡 + 𝜖𝑖𝑡                          (5.2) 

 

We effected this by including the urban share of the population and its squared term. Also, 

we included the urbanization rate and GDP Per capita growth together with their squared 

terms and the rest of the control variables in their unit form. Urbanization and GDP Per capita 

growth were included in the non-linearity analysis because, as pointed out, income inequality 

tends to rise in early states of urbanization when economic performance is still developing 

and fall in later stages of urbanization when economic systems work better (Wu & Rao, 2016; 

Zhou & Qin, 2012). Table 14 reveals that including the quadratic term of the urban 

agglomeration, urbanization rate, and GDP Per capita growth in all the models presents 

different results from what was observed in Table 13. First, the results show a significant 

positive relationship between the urban share of the population and income inequality at a 

1% significance level (see column 5). Secondly, imposing a quadratic term on urban 

agglomeration (urban share of population), the results reveal a significant positive 

relationship between the squared value of the urban share of the population and the income 

inequality at a 1% significance level, implying a non-linear relationship between urban 

agglomeration and income inequality in Sub-Saharan Africa (see column 5). 

Further, the results also show a significant negative relationship between the 

urbanization rate and income inequality. Similarly, imposing a quadratic term on the 

urbanization rate measure, the relationship remains significantly negative at a 1% significant 

interval, implying that urbanization exhibits a non-linear relationship with income inequality 

(see column 5). The GMM-System results indicate a significant positive relationship between 

industrialization and income inequality. The Wald Test is significant in all the dynamic 

models, signifying the reliability of the findings in making deductions. Furthermore, 
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Hansen’s J-statistics are insignificant, depicting the correct specification of the Difference 

and System GMM models. In addition, the AR (1) and AR (2) serial correlation statistic 

values were statistically insignificant, pointing out the absence of serial correlation in the 

error terms (Arellano & Bond, 1991). 

Table 14: Non-Linear Estimates of Pooled OLS, FE, RE, Difference and System-GMM 

Variable Pooled OLS 

(1) 

FE 

(2) 

RE 

(3) 

GMM-

Diff (4) 

GMM-Sys (5) 

Const. -0.001 

(0.008) 

0.078*** 

(0.028) 

0.006 

(0.008) 

0.001 

(0.004) 

0.002 

(0.001) 

Income 

Inequality (-1) 

0.998*** 

(0.015) 

0.894*** 

(0.040) 

0.985*** 

(0.018) 

0.812*** 

(0.018) 

0.795*** 

(0.060) 

DD_Urban 

Share 

-1.771 

(2.047) 

-1.824*** 

(3.050) 

-1.192 

(2.075) 

0.913*** 

(2.273) 

0.860*** 

(1.352) 

DD_Urban 

Share. Sq 

-2.708 

(2.704) 

0.636*** 

(2.264) 

-2.045 

(2.315) 

1.084*** 

(1.883) 

0.705*** 

(2.065) 

DD_Urban 

Share >1M 

-0.029 

(0.063) 

-0.094* 

(0.053) 

-0.680 

(0.060) 

-0.154 

(0.156) 

0.006 

(0.022) 

DD_Urbanisatai

on rate 

0.778 

(0.926) 

-0.532*** 

(1.727) 

0.321 

(0.944) 

-0.80*** 

(1.603) 

-0.569** 

(1.916) 

DD_Urbanisatai

on rate.Sq 

1.514 

(2.223) 

-0.726*** 

(0.766) 

-0.863 

(0.934) 

-1.34*** 

(0.756) 

-0.302*** 

(0.832) 

D_GDP Per 

capita Growth 

-0.007 

(0.007) 

-0.006 

(0.005) 

-0.007 

(0.006) 

-0.003 

(0.005) 

-0.006 

(0.005) 

D_GDP Per 

capita growt. Sq 

-0.010 

(0.043) 

-0.022 

(0.037) 

-0.016 

(0.043) 

0.024 

(0.037) 

-0.020 

(0.036) 

D_Industrializati

on 

0.239*** 

(0.078) 

0.270*** 

(0.083) 

0.249*** 

(0.078) 

0.260*** 

(0.055) 

0.230** 

(0.083) 

Governance 

Policy 

preference 

0.001 

(0.001) 

0.002 

(0.004) 

0.002 

(0.001) 

0.005** 

(0.002) 

0.001 

(0.005) 

Human Capital 

Index 

0.003 

(0.002) 

-0.003 

(0.007) 

0.003 

(0.002) 

0.009*** 

(0.002) 

0.002 

(0.012) 

Time/Year FE YES YES YES YES YES 

F-statistic 17.154** 4.882** 2.765**   

Hausman test   1.987**   

Wald Chi2    1980.0** 14370.3** 

Hansen’s J-stat    435.1 171.210 

AR(1)    -2.759 -3.567 

AR(2)    -2.436 -4.122 
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5.4 Discussion of Findings 

The reviewed literature provided significant evidence regarding the non-linear 

relationship between urban agglomeration and income inequality. Although some studies 

confirmed a linear relationship, and others established a non-linear relationship between 

urban agglomeration and income inequality, our case focusing on SSA shows a significant 

non-linear relationship. Mainly, the conflict in the literature can be attributed to the difference 

in a particular region's urban agglomeration level. In this study, we focused on determining 

whether there is a significant relationship between urban agglomeration and income 

inequality and whether the relationship is non-linear in Sub-Sahara Africa. The observed 

findings align with the theoretical fact in the inverted U-shaped Kuznets hypothesis, where 

income inequality increases with urban agglomeration at the first stage, peaking in the middle 

and falling at later stages of urban agglomeration. The study modeled the non-linear 

relationship between urban agglomeration and income inequality using balanced panel data 

spanning from 2000 to 2020 for 22 Sub-Saharan African countries using a dynamic panel 

data model estimated using Pooled OLS, FE, RE, Difference-GMM and System-GMM 

estimation methods. However, all deductions were made based on System-GMM results.  

The results showed a significant positive relationship between urban agglomeration 

and income inequality. Further, imposing a quadratic term on the urban share of the 

population sustained similar findings. Collaboratively, these findings align with the 

theoretical assertions of Kuznets (1955) that increasing agglomeration at the first stages 

occurs due to increased rural-urban migration, resulting in high-income differences as people 

take time to settle and find livelihoods due to unmatching skills and education transitions in 

their early years in the urban regions (World Bank, 2019). Two, at the peak of urbanization, 

few people may be forced to migrate to greener cities, thereby leaving a sizeable number of 

economic opportunities, causing income inequality to fall gradually as more people can 

access better incomes, government services, and returns to education (Demont, 2013). 

Summarily, the System-GMM results reveal a significant non-linear relationship between 

urban agglomeration and income inequality in SSA, aligning with the inverted U-shaped 

Kuznets Hypothesis and the prior empirical studies, which confirmed a non-linear 

relationship (Wu & Rao, 2016).  
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6. URBAN INFRASTRUCTURE AND REGIONAL HUMAN WELL-

BEING: DOES QUALITY OF SERVICE ACCESSIBILITY 

MATTER? 

This chapter provides evidence regarding the nexus between urban infrastructure and 

regional well-being in SSA using the recent two decades’ data on the urban share of the 

population accessing basic water, sanitation, and energy services. Specifically, in this 

chapter, we interrogate whether the quality of accessing these critical urban services matters 

in enhancing regional human well-being as depicted by the Theory of Good City Form.  

6.1 Introduction 

Cities and urbanizing regions are currently home to more than half of the world's gross 

population. By 2050, more than two-thirds of the world population is projected to be urban, 

with many living in informal and unplanned settlements and growing cities in rapidly 

urbanizing and developing regions such as Sub-Saharan Africa (SSA) (UNDESA, 2018). 

This has been particularly notable in the most recent three decades, with the urban population 

share doubling (Duranton, 2015; Farrell, 2017; World Bank, 2022). Additionally, the driving 

forces of the enormous urban population growth in many African cities present deleterious 

socioeconomic outcomes. For instance, rapid urbanization in SSA is featured by enormous 

slums, informal settlements, insufficient infrastructure, and rising climate change effects 

resulting in social inequalities in access to critical urban infrastructural services among urban 

residents (de Bruin et al., 2021; van Vliet et al., 2020). 

Moreover, although rapid urbanization occurs in all SSA economies, the trend differs 

significantly across countries (Acheampong et al., 2021; Nguea et al., 2022). For example, 

Nigeria, the most populous SSA nation, has encountered a tremendous rise in urbanization 

from 17% to more than 50% between 1960 and 2020, with forecasts indicating it will be over 

68% by 2050. South Africa has a reasonably greater urbanization level than other SSA states 

but is accompanied by a high inequality level, specifically in urban informal settlements. 

Ghana and Kenya have also encountered noteworthy urbanization, pigeonholed by 

challenges such as inadequate urban infrastructural service provision, high unemployment 

rate, widening income inequality, and urban poverty (Maket et al., 2023). Ethiopia and 
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Uganda have relatively low urbanization levels, with 21% and 25% urban populations in 

2020 (Acheampong et al., 2021; Nguea et al., 2022; Sakketa, 2023).    

Given rapid urbanization, how the quality of urban infrastructural service provisioning 

in terms of the urban population share accessing water, energy, and sanitation services 

influences human well-being in the SSA region has received considerable political, 

stakeholder, and research focus in recent times (Kuddus et al., 2020; Nagendra et al., 2018; 

Shi, 2019). Mainly, access to urban infrastructural services such as water, sanitation, 

education, energy, and healthcare, collectively contribute to the overreaching concept of 

evolving human well-being, environmental sustainability, and economic performance 

(O’Neill, 2018; Quito et al., 2023; Ramaswami, 2020). Therefore, human well-being remains 

a far-reaching construct engrained in Sen’s notion of human aptitudes measured in various 

ways, including the human development index (HDI) (Stanton, 2007). Also, in the most 

recent, surveys that measure human well-being subjectively have emerged, defined simply 

in terms of positive self-reporting (evaluative) and feeling fulfilled by what urban life offers 

(eudemonic) (Centre for Disease Control and Prevention, 2018; Ramaswami, 2020; Helliwell 

et al., 2020). With over 50% of the world population living in urban regions presently, 

understanding how the quality of accessing urban infrastructural services shapes human well-

being in cities and specific countries or areas is essential in propagating the sustainability 

ambitions as depicted in the United Nations Sustainable Development Goal 11 (SDG#11) 

and the New Urban Agenda (UNDESA, 2015).  

Urbanization-driven socioeconomic disparities manifest in most SSA cities in several 

ways, most profoundly unequal access to urban infrastructural services, resulting in 

undesirable human well-being (UNDESA, 2015; Clark et al., 2022; Maket et al., 2023). 

Rapidly urbanizing SSA continues to face overwhelming pressure of containing urban 

inequalities despite numerous efforts to align with (SDG#11) and the New Urban Agenda 

(Tuholske et al., 2020). Partly, this is due to un-procedural governance mechanisms and 

unattractive urban infrastructure investments (Shi, 2019). Secondly, this is due to the 

increasing urban agglomeration, which is much faster than urban infrastructural development 

and economic opportunities (Goodfellow, 2020; Lawhon et al., 2018). Lastly, the most 

significant part of the looming problems of accessing urban infrastructure services is due to 

limited urban infrastructural investment and policy governance capacity (Lawhon et al., 
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2018). For instance, the region must spend between $130 to $170 billion on basic urban 

infrastructural service needs (World Economic Forum, 2018). Yet still, the area is facing a 

financing shortfall of between $68 to $108 billion. Ideally, two-thirds of the spending on the 

urban infrastructure required by 2050 is yet to be realized (World Economic Forum, 2018). 

Thus, access to critical urban infrastructural services such as water, energy, and sanitation 

has continued exacerbating the social inequality in cities, resulting in undesirable levels of 

human well-being as most households shift to unclean energies and unsafe drinking water 

(Tuholske et al., 2020; Shackleton et al., 2022; Wang et al., 2020). 

Despite the realities of urbanization-driven social inequality and projected urban 

agglomeration figures fueled by anti-urban bias, SSA has been depicted in academia and 

policy as a rural region (Parnell, 2014). This is notable in development cooperation, not only 

for SSA but also globally, which has been dedicated to rustic openly and is hardly cherished 

by city stakeholders and state governments (Satterthwaite et al., 2010). Researchers and 

scientists in the SSA region emphasize the urgent attention to SSA's incredibly stirring 

urbanization rate, its associated social outcomes, and the extent of social transformation 

(Maket et al., 2022; Pieterse & Parnell, 2014). However, unpacking the connectedness 

between the quality of accessing urban infrastructural services and human well-being from a 

regional perspective has been challenged by measuring human well-being, given the 

complexities across social-ecological-infrastructural urban system attributes of cities 

(SEIUS) (Ramaswami, 2020). While there have been notable scientific strides in quantifying 

the connection between the quality of accessing urban infrastructural services and human 

well-being worldwide, most studies have shifted focus from a quantitative measure of human 

well-being to subjective well-being (SWB) measures (Ramaswami, 2020). Also, although 

several studies link the quality of accessing urban infrastructural services such as water, 

sanitation, and energy services to SWB, few studies have explored how a range of urban 

infrastructural services shape human well-being from an objective and regional perspective 

measures of human well-being.  

Against this backdrop, this dissertation chapter contributes to the literature in threefold 

ways. First, the study interrogates how the quality of access to urban infrastructural services 

influences human well-being in the SSA region. Most previous studies have considered 

urbanization's effect on human development without paying attention to objective 
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components of human well-being (Njoh, 2003; Vasher, 2011; Nguea, 2023). Secondly, the 

paper evaluates how governance in terms of service provisioning, planning, management, 

and investment effectiveness interactively influences the urban infrastructural service 

accessibility quality and human well-being using balanced panel data from 2000 to 2020 

from 22 SSA countries. Several previous studies have consistently mentioned in passing the 

challenges of urbanization in SSA without analyzing the missing governance link toward 

ensuring sustainable urbanization and better human well-being (Maket, 2021). 

Additionally, this study evaluates the interactive relation between governance and the 

quality of urban infrastructural service accessibility to point out how local, national, and 

regional governments and stakeholders plan, implement, and finance urban infrastructural 

services in line with the sustainable development goal of making cities livable and resilient 

for better human well-being (Bekun, 2022; Satterthwaite, 2016). Thirdly, we evaluate the 

SSA regional human well-being from the objective panel perspective as informed by 

evolving objective measures such as HDI, which capture an urban region's overall quality of 

living conditions and economic resilience more robustly compared to subjective well-being 

measures that are context-specific and time-bound (UNDP, 2018; Das et al., 2022; Mavoa et 

al.,2019). In this conjecture, this dissertation sought to fill the gap where most papers 

focusing on urban infrastructural service accessibility in the SSA region are case studies; 

hence, there is no sufficient panel analysis base. As informed by the recent United Nations 

Development Programme 2021 Report, SSA’s HDI averages at 0.547, far below the global 

threshold of 0.732, with 10 out of 54 countries featuring among the bottom countries (UNDP, 

2021). Objectively, this study applies different estimation techniques such as Pooled OLS, 

Driscoll-Kraay, and Two-Step Instrumental Variable-Generalized Method of Moments 

(2SIV-GMM) techniques, which are robust in case of autocorrelation, cross-section 

dependence, regional endogeneity, and heteroscedasticity (Amponsah et al., 2023). 

The remaining part of this dissertation chapter is structured as follows: Section 6.2 

presents literature that sets off from the theoretical evaluation and provides empirical 

evidence from recent studies. The 6.3 section describes variables of interest, data type, data 

sources, estimation strategy, and estimation techniques. Data analysis and discussions of 

findings are presented in section 6.4. Section 6.5 summarizes key chapter findings. 
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6.2 Contextual Background Literature 

Conceptually, this paper is built from three theoretical perspectives: modernization, 

dependency, and urban bias theories. Modernizationists view urbanization as a natural 

process through which traditional society passes to become industrialized or modern nations 

(Bradshaw & Noonan, 1997). This theory contends that urbanization has positive social 

effects and must be encouraged (Dumont & Mottin, 1983). On the other hand, urban bias 

theorists do not agree with these assertions; instead, they contend that urbanization is a 

government policy product that systematically redirects most precious resources to urban 

regions, causing rural-urban disparities (Lipton, 1977). This leads to massive rural-urban 

migration, creating large agglomerations with long-term social outcomes (Stren, 1975). 

lastly, dependency theorists are concerned with urbanization's effect on available social 

resources, such as land for rural-based populations (Njoh, 2003). They posit that urbanization 

causes disparities between rural and urban dwellers, a scramble for limited urban 

infrastructural services, and urban labor market distortions due to large, uncontainable 

agglomerations in developing regions such as Sub-Saharan Africa (Njoh, 2003).  

In line with dependency theory, urban infrastructure refers to the systems that provide 

energy, water, sanitation, waste management, communication, public green spaces, and 

affordable housing services (Bradshaw & Noonan, 1997; Njoh, 2003). These are vital in 

supporting human well-being and economic prosperity in city regions (Ramaswami et al., 

2012). Consequently, the quality of accessing these urban infrastructural services refers to 

the ease and extent with which a particular share of the urban population can obtain these 

services, as determined by proximity and the efficiency of getting them, and quantity 

provided by the local government and private suppliers (Rode et al., 2019). In this 

connection, governance has recently received much attention as it is the process by which 

central, local, municipal, or regional governments and stakeholders collectively determine 

the provision and access to social services. Governance refers to systems and processes 

influencing urban populations' access to infrastructural services (Dewita et al., 2019).  

Human well-being is made up of three words: “human,” “well,” and “being,” and it can 

be interpreted as “human being well in a particular region” or a situation whereby things are 

generally fine among a specific region’s population. Various dictionaries have defined it as 

a state resulting from comfort, health, happiness, and prosperity (Cambridge University 
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Press, 2016; Merriam-Webster, 2016; Oxford University Press, 2016). All these factors point 

out some form of positivity in human life. Researchers across different scientific subjects 

have been trying to define better and enhance understanding of human well-being. 

Nevertheless, there is an imminent agreement in the literature that due to its nature, human 

well-being can be better described than defined (Dodge et al., 2012). Conventionally, the 

concept of human well-being stemmed from metaphysics, where traditional ancestors 

regularly contemplated life and its purpose (Merriam-Webster, 2016). The concepts of 

Eudaimonism and Hedonism were among the primary trials to understand human well-being. 

Hedonism relates to the experience of a positive emotional state and satisfaction of needs and 

preferences, whereas Eudaimonism corresponds to the meaning and development of an 

individual’s potential and capabilities (Disabato et al., 2016; Kraut, 2018).  

Human well-being is linked to two distinct categories: subjective (individual) and 

collective (society’s population) in a particular region. Subjective human well-being refers 

to an individual’s well-being (Diener & Ryan, 2009). On the other hand, collective human 

well-being is derived from the socio-cultural and economic relationships shared by people in 

one space (Lee & Kim, 2015). Earlier attempts to understand human well-being concentrated 

majorly on subjective notions such as individual happiness and satisfaction with one’s life; 

however, the collective idea of human well-being is currently gaining research traction 

(Uchida & Oishi, 2016). Several researchers began to compute quantitative means of 

subjective well-being as indicator measures of collective human well-being, leading to the 

development of objective measures such as the Human Development Index (HDI) and 

average gross domestic product (Diener et al., 1995; Oguz et al., 2013; Stanton, 2007; Uchida 

& Oishi, 2016). A new research strand has argued that collective well-being measures 

substantially impact overall and regional human well-being more than subjective well-being 

measures (Trebeck, 2012; Oxfarm, 2013).  

According to Shekhar (2017), human well-being can be understood from different 

dimensions, summarized as the well-being wheel in human settlements. Among the 

dimensions of the wheel of human well-being is access, which stands for equality of chances 

for a population to gain access to essential, supportive, and conducive physical and social 

infrastructural services, social interrelationships, as well as space and capital resources 

required in utilizing them (O’Neill et al., 2018; Sen, 1999). Simply put, the access dimension 
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refers to the extent to which the urban population can obtain infrastructural services such as 

water, sanitation, health, energy, recreational places, educational places, employment, and 

sources of information (Cave & Wagner, 2018). Access incorporates a broader array of 

governance practices that can be directly impacted by spatial infrastructural planning 

provisions such as sanitation, water, energy, education, green space, recreation, health, and 

transportation. Research has documented that improving general access to these critical 

infrastructural services enhances the human well-being of a population in a particular region 

(White, 2009). Moreover, improving the quality of accessing infrastructural services can 

significantly impact different attributes of human well-being in a specific area (IOM, 2006; 

Graham & Nikolova, 2012; Bisung & Elliot, 2017; Islam & Winkel, 2017).  

In the wake of rapid urbanization, the theoretical linkage between urbanization and 

human development can be explored by linking it with economic performance, which affects 

the population’s income distribution, purchasing ability, and general living standards (Nguea, 

2023). in line with this surmise, research indicates that urbanization is significantly linked to 

better economic outcomes such as better incomes, living standards, and employment 

(Baldwin & Martin, 2004; Fujita & Thisse, 2002). Consequently, urbanization's effect on 

economic performance is mediated by urban agglomeration, which brings out technological 

spillovers, economic efficiency, human capital accumulation, innovation, and labor 

specialization (Duranton &Puga, 2004; Maiti, 2017). Thus, as economies grow, urbanization 

effects become beneficial as people can access services such as water, better income jobs, 

and industrial agglomeration creates a compact economic advantage for the urban populace 

in terms of better living (Wang et al., 2019; Maket et al., 2023).  

Better access to urban infrastructural services such as energy, sanitation, and water 

significantly affects the population’s household conditions and living standards (Beard et al., 

2016; Lewin et al., 2018). In this connection, necessary infrastructural service provision 

through government spending and governance practices ensure these critical infrastructural 

services are accessible to the entire population at different economic levels (Nair & Mishra, 

2023). Existing theories such as Wagner’s Law and Ratchet Effect substantiate the need for 

state spending in an economy (Nair & Mishra, 2023). Fiscal transfers from the central 

governments through devolution and program-based budgeting help the state to close the 

social inequality gaps in urban infrastructural service accessibility and income levels and 
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undo development backwardness (Gupta & Sarma, 2022). For instance, regional urban 

electrification is expected to enhance human well-being by reducing the use of kerosene 

lamps, hence decreasing the burden of respiratory disease (Dendup, 2022).  

Therefore, the dissertation chapter follows and maintains the objective measure of 

regional human well-being, a new and limited but primarily growing strand of literature 

(Enqvist & Ziervogel, 2019). Following this literature strand, several studies have been 

carried out in the Sub-Saharan Africa region, from city to city, country to country, and the 

region as a whole. For instance, Adams and Vásquez (2019) indicated that households in 

Accra, Ghana, were more sensitive to water quality as part of their general well-being. 

Similarly, Nzengya (2018) observed that delegated management enhances the availability 

and accessibility of water services and the general well-being of the city population in 

Kisumu City, Kenya. Along the same line, Wamuchiru and Moulaert (2018) concluded that 

community-led provision of water increases water accessibility and the human well-being of 

informal settlements where there is neglect from the state and private sector ordinary market 

suppliers in Nairobi City, Kenya. Velzeboer et al. (2018) found that the powers and practices 

of the local water management bodies determine the quality of water access, especially in 

low-income areas and among unemployed households in Lilongwe City, Malawi. Focusing 

on 15 Sub-Saharan African cities, Beard and Mitlin (2021) found that most urban households 

receive piped water intermittently, affecting water quality negatively due to privatization and 

infringing the well-being of low-income families.  

Focusing on urban energy infrastructural service accessibility, Salite et al. (2021) 

evaluated electricity accessibility in Mozambique’s four major cities: Maputo, Matola, 

Nampula, and Beira. The study observed that the cost of accessing electricity service is 

always politicized and is not cost-reflective due to the governance challenges, leading to 

unreliable, low-quality energy use and low general human well-being among urban dwellers. 

Similarly, Tesfamichael et al. (2021) studied urban energy accessibility among households 

in Ethiopia. The study observed that power outages cause food spoilage, paralyze essential 

services such as water, cause economic losses, and disrupt household social activities such 

as night-time studies. Also, studies carried out in Tanzania, Kenya, and Senegal found that 

lack of sufficient access to energy creates low human well-being driven by night-time 

criminal activities and uncertainty of electricity restoration (Gregory & Sovacool, 2019). 



124 
 

A section of the studies has also focused on the implication of urban sanitation 

infrastructure service accessibility on regional human well-being. For instance, Strande and 

Brdjanovic (2014) observed that many people in Sub-Saharan African cities who use onsite 

sanitation infrastructure services have no access to better fecal sludge management, hence 

low human well-being. A recent study indicated that 25-40% of Africa's urban water and 

sanitation points must be fixed. Furthermore, the study noted that the general accessibility 

quality of sanitation infrastructure was deficient and worth no human use (Burr et al., 2015; 

Tincani et al., 2015). In another recent study by Marques Arsénio et al. (2018), about 92% of 

urban households in Sub-Saharan African cities use non-sewer sanitation methods. Using 15 

Sub-Saharan African cities, Beard et al. (2022) established that 62 percent of urban waste 

was not safely managed by urban municipalities, where most households engaged in unsafe 

sanitation practices, creating public health threats. Similarly, Berendes et al. (2020) focused 

on sanitation and waste management infrastructural service accessibility in Accra, Ghana. 

The study observed that multisectoral governance and management interventions help reduce 

contamination, thereby enhancing human well-being. 

In sum, while the reviewed studies confirm the existence of the link between the 

quality of accessing urban infrastructural services and regional human well-being, a 

significant number of them have followed subjective or qualitative approaches (Parsons et 

al., 2019; Carter, 2019; Truelove, 2019; Das et al., 2022; Pradhan et al., 2018; Ramaswami 

et al., 2016). Also, most studies have focused on the country-level or city-level unit of 

analysis (Tesfamichael et al., 2021; Salite et al., 2021; Wamuchiru, 2018). Very few studies 

have focused on more than one urban infrastructural service, mainly focusing on a regional-

level unit of analysis (Beard et al., 2022; Arsénio et al., 2018; Beard et al., 2022; Beard & 

Mitlin, 2022; Salite et al., 2021). Whereas all the studies have mentioned passing the 

accessibility quality challenges orchestrated by overlapping functions of urban governance, 

few have investigated the different influences of urban governance on the link between urban 

infrastructure accessibility and regional human well-being.  

6.3 Data and Methodology 

The study utilized balanced panel data for 22 Sub-Saharan African countries from 

2000 to 2020 to study the link between urban infrastructure and regional human well-being 

due to the limited availability of data on urban infrastructure before 2000. The dependent 
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variable is regional human well-being, for which data for its measure (HDI) from UNDP is 

utilized. The primary explanatory variable is the urban infrastructure, from which quality of 

accessibility is measured using three key indicators: the share of the urban population 

accessing improved water, the share of the urban population accessing improved sanitation, 

and the share of the urban population accessing electricity sourced from World Bank 

Development Indicators (World Bank, 2022). For the control variables (Z1,𝑖 in equation 6.2), 

we start by considering the urban agglomeration as a share of the urban population, 

urbanization rate as a fraction of the urban population over the total population, urban 

employment as a share of people employed in urban industries, and urban governance as the 

government effectiveness index (Adams & Klobodu, 2019; Brülhart & Sbergami, 2009; 

Henderson, 2003; ltunbas & Thornton, 2019). The data for urban agglomeration, urban 

employment, and urbanization is obtained from the World Bank and Penn World Tables 

(Heston et al., 2012; World Bank, 2022). We introduce the Panel Fixed Effects-Instrumental 

Variable (Panel FE-IV) estimation technique for robustness checks.  Table 13 lists all 

variables’ names, brief definitions, and data sources.  

Table 15:Contextual Variable Description and Measurement 

Variable name Measure Data source 

Human well-being Human Development Index (HDI) UNDP 

Urban Infrastructural 

Service 

Share of the urban population 

accessing water, sanitation, and 

electricity 

World Bank/UNDP 

Urban Agglomeration Urban share of the population World Bank/UNDP 

Urban Governance Government Effectiveness Index Worldwide Governance 

Indicators/World Bank 

Urbanization rate The ratio of the urban population to 

the total population 

World Bank/UNDP 

Employment Share of the population employed in 

urban industries 

World Bank 

Source: Author’s Construction (2023). 
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6.4 Theoretical Model 

The empirical analysis of this dissertation chapter focuses on the link between the 

quality of accessing urban infrastructural service and human well-being, following the 

foundations of Adams and Klobodu (2019), Brülhart and Sbergami (2009), Castells-Quintana 

(2017), and Frick and Rodríguez-Pose (2018). This study relies on the neoclassical 

theoretical framework, which considers country-specific attributes such as the human 

development index (HDI) as the overall measure of human well-being. HDI captures a 

country's GDP per capita, population's health, and economic well-being to enable 

heterogeneity in primary conditions that impact human well-being, illustrated as follows: 

 

𝑦𝑖𝑡 = 𝛼0 + 𝛼1𝑦𝑖𝑡−1 + 𝛽1X𝑖𝑡 + 𝜋Z𝑖𝑡 + 휀𝑖𝑡       ; 𝑖, … ,22;   𝑡 … , 21                                         (6.1) 

where 𝑦𝑖𝑡 represents the HDI (a measure of human well-being) level of country 𝑖, and time 

𝑡, 𝑦𝑖𝑡−1 is the lagged level of HDI, X𝑖𝑡 illustrates the explanatory variables, Z𝑖𝑡 is a vector of 

country-specific explaining the cross-country human well-being differences, and the well-

behaved error term is represented by 휀𝑖𝑡. The intercept is defined by 𝛼0, 𝛼1  is the coefficient 

estimate for lagged HDI, 𝛽1 is the slope parameter for the quality of accessing urban 

infrastructural services, 𝜋 is the coefficient’s vector for the control variables, and the random 

error term is 𝜖𝑖𝑡 (Bond, 2002; Dang et al., 2015; Hsiao, 2002). The subscript indexes 𝑖 refer 

to country 1,…,22, and 𝑡 refer to time from 2000 to 2020. 

Introducing the country-specific factor affecting human well-being at the urban level 

as represented by 𝑋𝑖𝑡, this dissertation considers the quality of accessing urban infrastructure 

(share of the urban population accessing improved water, improved sanitation, and energy) 

as the urban processes that collaboratively influence the well-being of the urban populace 

(Castells-Quintana, 2017; Henderson, 2005). Specifically, the quality of urban infrastructural 

services refers to the urban environment that results from various capacities of urban 

agglomeration economies (Castells-Quintana, 2017; Henderson, 2005). The provision of 

public infrastructural services mainly affects resources devoted to the urban share of the 

population and the overall country’s human well-being status (Henderson, 2005). In line with 

this argument, Bertinelli and Black (2004) stylized an urban economics model that suggests 

empirically testable prediction that the quality of accessing urban infrastructure influences 
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human well-being. Thus, taking this prediction into perspective, equation 1 extends to the 

following generalized empirical dynamic panel data model:  

 

𝐻𝐷𝐼𝑖𝑡 = 𝛼0 + 𝛼1𝐻𝐷𝐼𝑖𝑡−1 + 𝛽Urb_Infr𝑖𝑡 + 𝜋Z𝑖𝑡 + 휀𝑖𝑡                                                            (6.2) 

 

Where 𝑈𝑟𝑏_𝐼𝑛𝑓𝑟 is the urban infrastructure capturing the specificities of the urban processes 

in a country. 

The dynamic panel data model (equation 6.2) is estimated using different panel 

regression techniques such as Pooled OLS, Driscoll-Kraay, and instrumental variable (IV) 

estimation based on the fixed effect (FE) two-step generalized method of moments (GMM) 

technique (2SIV-GMM). The explanation of results and deductions are based on the fixed 

effect (FE) Two-Step Generalized Method of Moments (GMM) technique (2SIV-GMM) 

approach because, by default, the Pooled OLS panel technique assumes that at least a portion 

of the regression estimators is similar across the panel (Baltagi, 2005; Arellano & Bond, 

1991). In this case, Pooled OLS was utilized as a benchmark technique for establishing an 

overview of cross-country analysis of human well-being (Baltagi, 2005). Specifically, the 

Driscoll-Kraay estimation technique was used to unravel the preliminary link between the 

quality of accessing urban infrastructural services and human well-being in SSA (Hoechle, 

2007). Nevertheless, this method suffers if omitted variables correlate with human well-being 

and urban infrastructural service quality measures, resulting in endogeneity issues 

(Amponsah et al., 2023; Fotio & Nguea, 2022). 

Given that we have N>T (N = 22 and T = 21) and social welfare variables that are hard 

to measure, it signifies that biased estimates can be obtained. However, applying panel data 

models such as (FE) two-step generalized method of moments (GMM) technique (2SIV-

GMM) helps to control state and time-invariant variables and tackle endogeneity issues 

(Banerjee & Duflo, 2003; Fotio & Nguea, 2022). In addition, applying Driscoll-Kraay 

standard errors in IV-GMM setup, probable heteroscedasticity, and cross-sectional 

dependence problems, which automatically exist in variables measured in panel form (Fotio 

& Nguea, 2022; Nguea, 2023). Additionally, since the IV-GMM utilize instrumental 

variables as part of the regressors, they enhance the performance of dynamic panel models 

with small N and T as it is in this study (Berg et al., 2018; Hansen, 1982; Norkute et al., 

2021). Using Driscoll-Kraay standard errors helps robustly account for cross-sectional 
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dependence (Driscoll & Kraay, 1998; Hoechle, 2007). It accounts for spatial and other forms 

of cross-sectional correlation results in a significant complication of empirical studies. 

Failure to care for spatial dependence results in spurious standard error estimates (Maket et 

al., 2023). Furthermore, the Driscoll-Kraay estimator allows for autocorrelation, 

heteroscedasticity, and temporal and spatial dependence (Hoechle, 2007). Although the 

applied panel models account for cross-sectional dependence, autocorrelation, 

heteroscedasticity, and endogeneity, they cannot partition the effects at different levels 

(Nguea, 2023). To account for this, this dissertation chapter carried out robustness checks by 

disaggregating the impact of the quality of accessing urban infrastructural services on human 

well-being by separating the selected countries into high-HDI (HDI >0.5) and low-HDI (HDI 

<0.5) countries and estimate using 2SIV-GMM (Berg et al., 2018).   

6.5 Descriptive Statistics and Stylized Facts 

As mentioned above, data for the Human Development Index (HDI) are obtained from 

the official website of UNDP. In contrast, data for urban infrastructural service accessibility 

quality indicators (water, sanitation, and electricity), urbanization rate, and industrial 

employment are obtained from the World Development Indicators database of the World 

Bank (2022; Heston et al., 2012) and data for governance are obtained from the Worldwide 

Governance Indicators database (2022). This dissertation chapter considered 22 Sub-Saharan 

African countries for the period spanning from 2000 to 2020 due to data unavailability for 

the quality of accessing urban infrastructural services before 2000. Before carrying out any 

econometric analysis, a primary look at the quality of urban infrastructural service 

accessibility and regional human well-being patterns in recent decades enables us to outline 

some basic yet interesting stylized facts. First among these is that human well-being in 

several developing regions is characterized by a more extensive section of the urban 

population living under acute inadequate accessibility of urban infrastructural services 

(water, sanitation, and electricity), depicted by a lower HDI of less than 0.5. As indicated by 

the UNDP estimates in Appendix Figure 1V, whereas the HDI for Sub-Saharan Africa has 

been rising over the recent decades, the value has trailed behind other regions, with an 

average value of less than 0.50 between 2000 and 2021 (UNDP, 2021).  

In addition, Figure 15 depicts the average HDI for the selected countries from 2000 to 

2020. Figure 15 shows that South Africa had the leading average HDI value of 0.68, followed 
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by Ghana with an average value of 0.57, Congo Republic with 0.55, and Kenya with 0.54. 

Other countries with an average HDI value above 0.5 included Angola, Cameroon, Zambia, 

and Zimbabwe. On the other hand, Burkina Faso, Cote d’Ivoire, DRC, Ethiopia, Liberia, 

Madagascar, Malawi, Mali, Mozambique, Niger, Nigeria, Tanzania, Togo, and Uganda. 

Figure 15: The Average HDI for the Selected SSA Countries for 2000-2020 

 

Source: Own Construction (2023) 

 

Table 16 presents the descriptive statistics, where the average means of the HDI for the 

selected 22 Sub-Saharan African countries from 2000 to 2020. The average HDI value over 

the period is 0.4785, less than the average world value above 0.65 (UNDP & Our World in 

Data, 2022). The second fundamental fact concerns urban infrastructural service 

accessibility. An average of 37.31% of the urban population had access to essential sanitation 

services, 82.33% to basic water services, and 62.80% to electricity services. Regarding urban 

governance, an average government effectiveness index of -0.8289 indicates the weak 

effectiveness of the Sub-Saharan African governments in initiating, monitoring, and 

providing urban infrastructural service policies. The average urban agglomeration is 16.49%, 

preceding an average galloping urbanization rate of 37.39%.  
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Table 16:Descriptive Statistics 

Variables N Mean Maximum Minimum St. Dev. 

Human Development Index (HDI) 462 0.4785 0.7360 0.2620 0.0857 

Sanitation (SAN) 462 0.3731 0.7713 0.0957 0.1547 

Water (WAT) 462 0.8233 0.9900 0.5953 0.0842 

Electricity (ELEC) 462 0.6280 0.9660 0.0343 0.2190 

Employment (EMPI) 462 1.0927 3.3930 0.2830 0.5835 

Urban Agglomeration (URAG) 462 0.1649 0.6318 0.0335 0.1166 

Governance(G) 462 -0.829 0.6459 -1.8414 0.4397 

Urbanisation Rate (UR) 462 0.3739 0.67829 0.1461 0.1474 

Source: Own Construction (2023) 

Table 17 presents the correlation test results. As indicated, there is a significant positive 

correlation between the Human Development Index (HDI) and the selected variables. 

Specifically, a strong positive correlation exists between the Human Development Index 

(HDI) and the urbanization rate. In addition, there is an average positive correlation between 

the Human Development Index (HDI) and electricity accessibility, urban agglomeration, and 

water accessibility. In contrast, there is a weak positive correlation between the Human 

Development Index (HDI) and sanitation access and governance. Although the significant 

correlation between explained and explanatory variables indicates ideal regression results, it 

is essential to check for a multicollinearity problem as its presence results in overestimating 

coefficient estimate standard errors. This dissertation relied on the variance inflation factor 

(VIF) test to detect the presence of multicollinearity. Studenmund (2011) posited that the rule 

of thumb for the VIF test is that VIF values greater than 5 and tolerance values less than 0.1 

(Miles, 2014) indicate the presence of a multicollinearity problem, and the converse is true. 

The results shown in Appendix V show that the VIF and tolerance values for all selected 

variables are less than 5 and more significant than 0.1, respectively. These collaboratively 

signify that including the explanatory variables together doesn’t result in strong 

multicollinearity in the subsequent regression models.  
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Table 17:Correlation Test Results 

Variable  1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

HDI 1.000        

Water Access 0.439* 1.000       

Sanitation Access 0.322* 0.39* 1.000      

Electricity Access 0.4938 0.48* 080* 1.000     

Agglomeration 0.4768 0.18* 0.11* 0.023 1.000    

Governance 0.323* 0.27* 0.25* 0.29* -0.21* 1.000   

Employment 0.453* 0.41* 0.23* 0.29* 0.64* 0.24* 1.000  

Urbanisation Rate 0.630* 0.17* 0.36* 0.29* 0.83* -0.07 0.57* 1.000 

Note: **p<0.1; Source: Own Construction (2023) 

 

Figure 16 presents correlation plots between HDI and Urban Infrastructural Service 

Accessibility Quality measures. Specifically, Figure 16 depicts an increasing relationship 

between HDI and Urban Infrastructural Service Accessibility Quality measures. This implies 

that SSA countries with increasing quality of accessing urban infrastructural services 

experience higher HDI, as elaborated by Appendix Figure VI. Moreover, Appendix Figure 

VII shows an increasing relationship between higher quality of governance and higher HDI, 

and urban agglomeration is associated with lower HDI.  

Figure 16:Correlation Plots for HDI and Urban Infrastructural Service Accessibility Quality 

 

Source: Own Construction (2023) 
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6.6 Empirical Strategy 

The starting point of estimation of this dissertation's chapter is checking the presence 

of cross-sectional dependence (CD) between the cross-sectional units of analysis (countries). 

Due to urbanization resulting from rural-urban migration, attributed mainly to political 

instability and forced displacement in most SSA countries, the effect can spill over to the 

neighboring countries. Additionally, most African countries are highly connected, resulting 

in dependence problems, mainly if applied to panel data modeling. As indicated in Table 18, 

most variables are cross-sectionally dependent, thus rejecting the null hypothesis of panel 

homogeneity. However, governance and urbanization rates are cross-sectionally 

independent; the null hypothesis of panel heterogeneity is accepted at a 5% significance level.  

Table 18:Cross-sectional Dependence Tests 

Variable  CD-Test P-value Abs(Corr) 

Human Development Index (HDI) 66.29 0.000** 0.952 

Water Access 26.28 0.000** 0.995 

Sanitation Access 17.58 0.000** 0.969 

Electricity Access 43.93 0.000** 0.682 

Urban Agglomeration 31.06 0.000** 0.824 

Governance -1.44 0.150 0.374 

Employment -1.13 0.257 0.588 

Urbanisation Rate 55.10 0.000** 0.960 

Note: In the null hypothesis of cross-sectional independence. **p<0.1, ***p<0.05, *p<0.01. 

In line with the evidence of cross-sectional dependence among most of the selected 

variables, the next step is checking the stationarity or order of integration by carrying out 

second-generation unit root tests, which are ideal in addressing the presence of cross-

sectional dependence in the estimated models. The dissertation combined several panel unit 

root tests such as Levin et al. (200), known as (LLC), Im et al. (2003), and known as the IPS 

test. These stationarity tests perform well in short panels with a small T. The validation for 

using panel unit root tests (IPS and LLC) instead of first-generation unit root tests (ADF and 

PP) is the robustness of the test, especially for short panels as it is in this study. Also, we 

employed augmented cross-sectional IPS (CIPS) by Pesaran (2007) to account for the 

possibility of cross-sectional dependence in our panel data. The stationarity test findings of 
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variables follow the underlying null hypothesis of the presence of unit root. Based on the 

results in Table 19, the null hypothesis is rejected under all tests for the human development 

index (HDI) at the first difference, I(1). However, the null hypothesis of the presence of unit 

root is rejected for all other variables (water accessibility, electricity accessibility, sanitation 

accessibility, urban agglomeration, governance, urban employment, and urbanization rate) at 

level form, that’s, I(0), implying the absence of non-stationarity traits.  

Table 19:Panel Stationarity Unit Root Test 

Variable  LLC IPS CIPS Status 

Human Development Index (HDI) -2.4905** -1.7132** 66.2944** I(1) 

Water Access 1.1981 -2.6212** 26.2842** I(0) 

Sanitation Access 1.0723 -22.9533** 17.5843** I(0) 

Electricity Access -4.0305** -2.2772** 43.9284** I(0) 

Urban Agglomeration -4.4858** -2.6979** 31.0635** I(0) 

Governance -2.4293** -1.7909** -1.4381** I(0) 

Employment -0.2362** 2.1998 -1.1330** I(0) 

Urbanisation Rate -1.7918** 3.3154 55.1005** I(0) 

Note: **p<0.1, ***p<0.05, *p<0.01. 

 

6.6.1 Dynamic Panel Model Estimation  

The main aim of this dissertation is to determine the link between the quality of 

accessing urban infrastructural services and human well-being in 22 SSA countries from 

2000 to 2020. The genesis point discusses the results per the estimation of the statistic panel 

data model form of equation (6.2) using Pooled OLS as a benchmark model and Driscoll-

Kraay’s estimator as the preliminary technique. Table 20 presents the results of Pooled OLS 

and Driscoll-Kraay's findings for the static model form of equation (6.2), where all the two 

models include HDI as the dependent variable, with an observation size of 462. The Pooled 

OLS estimates with all variables linked to regional human well-being are shown in column 

1. Column 2 reports the findings following the Driscoll-Kraay technique, including all 

control variables, country, and time-fixed effects.  

The Driscoll-Kraay findings show a significant positive relationship between urban 

water infrastructural service accessibility and regional human well-being at a 10% 
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confidence interval (see column 2). However, the findings indicated an insignificant negative 

effect of sanitation and a significant negative relationship between urban electricity 

infrastructural service accessibility and human well-being. This can be explained by the fact 

that most Sub-Saharan African cities lack important sanitation and electricity development 

capacity, negatively affecting the people's welfare in the urban regions. Further, the Discroll-

Kraay Fixed Effect findings show that governance significantly positively affects regional 

human well-being at 1%. This implies that as governance effectiveness in policy 

implementation and monitoring of urban infrastructural development programs improves, the 

welfare of the people improves as well. 

On the other hand, urban employment and urbanization have insignificantly positive 

and negative effects on human well-being (see column 2). On the other hand, increased urban 

agglomeration could enhance human well-being. Rapid rural-urban migration increases 

agglomeration economies through sharing, matching, and interaction, promoting better 

incomes and access to industrial employment. Nevertheless, Discroll-Kraay Fixed Effect 

estimates may be biased due to the endogeneity issue orchestrated by the presence of cross-

sectional dependence uncovered earlier in this paper (Baum et al., 2003; Baum et al., 2010). 

Therefore, we extended the analysis and presented results in the subsequent sections. 
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Table 20:Urban Infrastructure and HDI: POLS and Driscoll-Kraay Fixed Effect Results 

Dependent Variable: HDI Pooled OLS 

(1) 

Driscoll-Kraay FE 

(2) 

Const. 0.560*** 

(0.046) 

0.644** 

(0.140) 

Water Access 0.216*** 

(0.043) 

0.216* 

(0.110) 

Sanitation Access -0.041** 

(0.019) 

-0.041 

(0.052) 

Electricity Access -0.048*** 

(0.013) 

-0.048** 

(0.020) 

Urban Agglomeration 0.318** 

(0.073) 

0.318** 

(0.152) 

Governance 0.034*** 

(0.006) 

0.034*** 

(0.011) 

Urban  Employment 0.008* 

(0.004) 

0.008 

(0.006) 

Urbanisation Rate -0.457*** 

(0.103) 

-0.457 

(0.295) 

Country/Year FE YES YES 

Adjusted/Within Adjusted R2 0.973 0.964 

Observations 462 462 

Number of Countries 22 22 

F-stat, p-value 0.000 0.000 

Note: All variables are measured at the beginning of the period. The time spans from 2000 

to 2020. Standard errors are enclosed in parentheses. The Driscoll-Kraay nonparametric 

covariance matrix estimator produces the standard errors in the Fixed Effect model. Dummies 

for country and time effects are included to control fixed effects.  

*p<0.1; **p<0.05; ***p<0.01 
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As a corrective robust measure of the endogeneity bias, the dynamic panel model 

specified in equation (6.2) was re-estimated using the Two-step Instrumental Variable-

Generalized Method of Moments (2SIV-GMM) estimation technique (with the Discroll-

Kraay standard errors). The 2SIV-GMM utilizes the orthogonality condition to produce 

efficient coefficient estimates in the presence of autocorrelation, cross-sectional dependence, 

variable omission, measurement error, endogeneity, and heteroskedasticity of unknown form 

(Boateng et al., 2021). Conceptually, we anticipate the correlation between explained, 

explanatory, and instruments to exist (Ahmed et al., 2021; Wooldridge, 2012). This paper 

assumed that the quality measures of accessing urban infrastructural services (main 

regressors) are endogenous except for the year. Thus, we utilized a maximum of three-year 

lags of the main regressors as instruments and included urban agglomeration and second 

differenced governance as external instruments of the estimation. Mainly, governance 

captures the effectiveness of government policies influencing urbanization and urban 

agglomeration-related welfare. Using lag structure enables the instruments and endogenous 

explanatory variables to be strongly associated (Scholl & Klasen, 2018). Additionally, by 

following Amponsah et al. (2023) and Sovey and Green (2011), we tested the statistical 

validity of the selected instruments’ validity to minimize the probable bias, especially in 

heteroscedasticity. We considered standard errors and Kernel (Bartlett) band-with to account 

for the potential in the model estimations (Amponsah et al., 2023; Sovey & Green, 2011). 

Moreover, we performed instruments’ validity, under-identification, over-identification, and 

weak identification tests using the Hansen J test, Kleibergen-Paap rk LM tests, and Cragg-

Donald Wald F-statistics.  

Table 21 provides the 2SIV-GMM regression estimated results. Looking at the model 

reliability tests, the findings show a significant Kleibergen-Paap rk LM (p<0.05) and an 

insignificant Hansen J-statistic value of 3.651 (p=0.4553>0.05). Empirically, a significant 

Kleibergen-Paap rk LM test (Kleibergen &Paap, 2006) resulted in the rejection of the null 

hypothesis of under-identification and weak instruments, signifying the appropriateness of 

the instruments. Additionally, an insignificant Hansen J-statistic value indicated that we do 

not reject the null hypothesis (instruments are valid) and deduce that the selected instruments 

are valid. This further implies that the instruments excluded are independently distributed in 

the error process (Ahamed et al., 2021).  it is also important to mention that 2SIV-GMM 
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corrects for the endogeneity problem by including regressors as both exogenous and 

endogenous variables in the model estimation (Douch et al., 2022).  

The findings in Table 21 show the coefficient of sanitation and electricity urban 

infrastructural service accessibility to significantly and positively affect human well-being. 

This signifies that holding all other factors constant, as the quality of access to sanitation and 

electricity infrastructure improves in the sampled countries, the human well-being of the 

people is enhanced by increasing the HDI. These findings align with the previous studies, 

which observed that increased accessibility of sanitation services such as sludge 

management, emptying of solid waste, and electrification services improves the welfare of 

the people by reducing environmental pollution, diarrheal disease, infant mortality rate and 

enhances security certainty of the people (Antunes & Martins, 2020; Gaffan et al., 2023; 

Enyew et al., 2021; Nano, 2021; Shobande, 2020). Additionally, improving the quality of 

access to urban sanitation improves human well-being by reducing air pollution and 

enhancing human productivity, economic well-being, and social dignity (Satterthwaite et al., 

2019). On the other hand, the findings indicate the coefficient estimate of water service 

accessibility quality significantly negatively affects human well-being. This can be described 

by the fact that most cities in Sub-Saharan Africa lack essential drinking and domestic water, 

thereby detriment to human well-being (Ahmed, 2021; Guma et al., 2019). Collaboratively, 

this aligns with the observations made by (Kjellstrom et al., 2007) that there exist significant 

health inequalities in cities, such as differences in life expectancy due to inadequate water 

services for drinking. 

Regarding the effect of governance in terms of the effectiveness of incepting, 

implementing, and monitoring social welfare policies, the findings indicate governance has 

a significant negative impact on human well-being. This implies that holding all other factors 

constant, an increase in governance ineffectiveness deters human well-being by reducing 

HDI. This holds water for the case at hand in many ways. First, as indicated by the negative 

governance effectiveness index, the majority of the Sub-Saharan African countries exhibit 

detrimental urban governance policies, including inadequate enforcement of contracts and 

failure to guarantee property rights that promote inclusive economic growth, which affects 

human well-being negatively (Lahouji, 2017; Fagbemi et al., 2021). Secondly, research 

studies such as Fisayo et al. (2021) have indicated the governance challenges associated with 
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human well-being in the SSA region. Studies have shown that Africa’s governance and 

institutional environment for social welfare have been weak and unchanged in recent decades 

(Al Mamun et al., 2017; Fayissa & Nsiah, 2013). However, as observed in Table 21, it is 

unexpected for a higher governance level to result in reduced human well-being; we extended 

the analysis by including governance and its interaction term in the dynamic panel model and 

estimated it robustly in Table 22, where the findings pointed out that higher government 

effectiveness enhances human well-being. 

Regarding the control variables in Table 21, the urbanization rate is significantly and 

negatively linked with human well-being. Indeed, the SSA region is characterized by rapid 

urbanization, which presents governance pressure of managing large agglomerations and 

providing vital social amenities such as water, sanitation, and electricity services, which are 

crucial to the well-being of the urban population (Castells-Quintana & Wenban-Smith, 2020; 

de Bruin et al., 2021; van Vliet et al., 2020). On the other hand, urban industrial employment 

is insignificantly linked to human well-being. This can be attributed to the SSA region being 

an agricultural-based economy that produces primary goods. Hence, urban industrial 

employment has an insignificant influence on human well-being (Griffin, 1989). Also, 

excessive state interference and poorly designed industrial investment policies contribute to 

shrinking SSA’s urban industrial performance (Griffin, 1989; Guivis et al., 2023). 
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Table 21:2SIV-GMM Regression Findings 

Dependent Variable: HDI 2SIV-GMM 

Const. 0.0291*** 

(0.0037) 

HDI(-1) 0.9903*** 

(0.0046) 

Water Access -0.0243*** 

(0.0053) 

Sanitation Access 0.0062** 

(0.0025) 

Electricity Access 0.0041** 

(0.0017) 

Urban Agglomeration -0.0051 

(0.0040) 

Governance -0.0054** 

(0.0024) 

Urban  Employment 0.0010 

(0.0007) 

Urbanisation Rate -0.6394*** 

(0.1742) 

Country/Year FE YES 

Observations 396 

Number of Countries 22 

F-stat, P-value 0.000 

Kleibergen-Paap rk LM P-value 0.000 

Hansen’s J-stat  3.651 

Note: Standard errors are enclosed in parentheses. The Driscoll-Kraay nonparametric 

covariance matrix estimator is used to produce the standard errors. Dummies for year and 

country effects are included to control fixed effects.  

*p<0.1; **p<0.05; ***p<0.01 

6.6.2 Robustness Checks 

This section presents detailed robustness checks regarding the connection between the 

quality of accessing urban infrastructural services and human well-being. Given the varied 

human well-being indicated by different HDIs, the probable effect of the quality of accessing 

urban infrastructural services on human well-being varies in different model specifications. 

This paper pays a deeper robustness focus to the Sub-Saharan African context for two main 

reasons. One resides in the identified positive differential impact of the quality of accessing 
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urban infrastructural services and urban governance on human well-being, as shown in Table 

8. The second reason is the methodological deficiencies of Pooled OLS and the different HDI 

values of the selected countries. As mentioned, the 2SIV-GMM estimation technique 

addresses endogeneity problems and enhances estimation efficiency. Nevertheless, 2SIV-

GMM estimation relies on adjustments to internal and external instruments, such as lagging 

and variable transformations (Bazzi & Clemens, 2013). Therefore, ideal external instruments 

for regional human well-being from the quality of urban infrastructural service accessibility 

are complex to find.  

Still, literature has pointed out urban agglomeration and urban governance as reliable 

external instruments for regional human well-being in Sub-Saharan Africa (Adams& 

Klobodu, 2019; Castells-Quintana, 2017). Higher levels of urban agglomeration are 

anticipated to negatively impact urban infrastructural service accessibility. Also, the weak 

effectiveness of governance in initiating and implementing urban population policies 

jeopardizes the overall living standard of the urban population (Abass et al., 2018; Adams& 

Klobodu, 2019; Castells-Quintana, 2017). In this effect, we used urban agglomeration and 

urban governance along with their squared values as the exogenous and instrumental 

variables along with the interactive term of these instrumental variables, with the electricity 

access as a proxy for quality urban infrastructure accessibility having been identified as 

significantly positive in pooled OLS, Driscoll-Kraay and 2SIV-GGMM models in Tables 20 

and 21. Using these instrumental variables as part of exogenous variables and electricity 

accessibility allows us to control for simultaneity bias and feedback effect (Adams& 

Klobodu, 2019; Castells-Quintana & Royuela, 2015; Castells-Quintana, 2017; Wooldridge, 

2010). The strategy here entails regressing electricity access (a proxy for quality of accessing 

urban infrastructural services), an urban agglomeration, and urban governance, their squared 

terms along with the interactive terms on regional human well-being using 2SIV-GGMM 

technique (see models in Appendix VIII). 

Appendix IX presents the first-stage OLS and Driscoll-Kraay FE estimations for 

equations (3), (4) and (5). Urban agglomeration and urban governance, along with their 

squares, appear statistically significant in explaining the variation in the human well-being 

of the urban population in Sub-Saharan Africa, as depicted in literature. We further utilize 

Driscoll-Kraay FE and 2SIV-GGMM techniques to estimate the model presented in equation 
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(5). In this case, urban agglomeration and governance are used as basic instruments, and their 

interactive terms with urban infrastructural services (proxied by electricity access) are used 

as additional regressors. Before evaluating the results presented in Table 22, we check the 

validity of electricity access (a proxy for urban infrastructure) and urban agglomeration and 

governance as instruments for human well-being following the first-stage OLS approach. For 

these variables to be valid instruments, they should explain the variation of human well-being 

and influence the quality of urban infrastructural services and urban agglomeration via 

human well-being (exclusion procedure). The F-statistic test is carried out to further evaluate 

the exogeneity and relevance of urban agglomeration and governance, along with their 

squares (see Appendix IX). As seen in Appendix IX, the selected variables significantly 

affect the variation of human well-being and impact the urban infrastructure and urban 

agglomeration (see columns 2 and 3). 

Table 22 presents the robustness checks by 2SIV-GGMM estimates of the HDI model 

for SSA. In alignment with the findings observed in Table 8, 2SIV-GGMM results show a 

significant positive effect on human well-being of the quality of access to sanitation and 

electricity urban infrastructural services (see Column 2). Still, the significant negative impact 

of water urban infrastructural service is sustained. However, it turns out to be significantly 

positive if the country’s HDI level disaggregates the estimation (see column 2 of Appendix 

X). Additionally, suppose a composite measure of the quality of accessing urban 

infrastructural services (mean summated share of the population accessing improved 

sanitation, modern energy, and clean drinking water) is considered; it becomes significantly 

positive (see column 5 in Appendix VIII). In that case, it has a significantly positive effect 

on human well-being. This implies that enhanced quality of accessing urban infrastructural 

services such as water, sanitation, and electricity improves the well-being of a country’s 

population through reduced health-related risks, increased productivity, and reduced 

environmental pollution (Field & Kremer, 2006; Nguea, 2023; Riva et al., 2018).  

Regarding the role of governance on human well-being, the 2SIV-GGMM findings 

indicate a significant positive effect of governance and a negative interactive effect with the 

urban infrastructure (proxied by electricity) (see column 2 of Table 22). Further, the findings 

confirm a significant positive effect of urban agglomeration and a negative interactive impact 

with electricity accessibility (a proxy for urban infrastructural service accessibility) on 
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human well-being, aligning with the results in Table 21. This signifies that the increased 

urbanization rate pushes more people to concentrate (urban agglomeration) in urban regions, 

thereby increasing energy needs for education and production and affecting the urban 

population's welfare (Byaro & Mmbagga, 2023). However, the findings show a significant 

positive interactive effect between urban agglomeration and electricity accessibility on 

electricity infrastructural services (see column 3 of Table 22), meaning as urban 

agglomeration as an outcome of continuous urbanization increases, the government, through 

local authorities, enhances the quality of accessing urban infrastructural services, thereby 

improving the welfare of the urban people (Nguea, 2023). Increased urban productivity and 

governance enable more households to have sufficient disposable income to purchase home 

appliances such as electric cookers, TV sets, electric radios, kettles, and iron boxes, which 

depend on electricity use, all meant to make life enjoyable (Byaro & Mmbagga, 2023; Faisal 

et al., 2018; Tewathia, 2014). 

Regarding the influence of governance on urban infrastructural service accessibility 

quality, results depict a significant positive effect (see column 3 of Table 22). This signifies 

that enacting sound urban development and demographic-transition policies, such as 

decentralization of urban industries and agricultural mechanization, reduces urban 

concentration and encourage a particular share of population to back to the rural, hence 

enhancing equitable access to urban infrastructural services such as electricity (Agergaard et 

al., 2019; Berdegue et al., 2015; Daw et al., 2016; Karg et al., 2019; Mumssen et al., 2018). 

This reduces competition and pressure exerted on urban infrastructural services, enhancing 

the remaining urban population's quality, usability, livability, and general human well-being 

(Baker, 2019; Beard et al., 2016; Dessie, 2013; Hoare et al., 2019). On the other hand, the 

interactive term between governance and access to urban infrastructure is negative (see 

columns 2 and 3 of Table 22), signifying that persistence in weak governance effectiveness 

results in the deterioration of the quality of accessing urban infrastructural services, hence 

reduced human well-being (Amoako & Adom-Asamoah, 2019; Asibey et at., 2019; 

Asamoah, 2010). A case of SSA region is that of continuous concentration of people in the 

city regions, driven by massive rural-urban migration and natural births, which has been 

touted to be growing much faster than the urban infrastructural development and governance 

capacity (Brown et al., 2014; Maurya et al., 2020; Schoch & Lakner, 2020). The aftermath 
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of the SSA region’s increasing urban glomeration is insufficient government provision of 

critical urban infrastructural services such as water, sanitation, and energy services, and 

exacerbated environmental deterioration (Behera & Sethi, 2022; Lee et al., 2022). 

Table 22:2SIV-GMM Robustness Checks: Urban Infrastructure and Human Well-being 

Dependent 

Variable 

Drisc-Kraay 

FE (1) 

HDI 

2SIV-

GMM (2) 

HDI 

2SIV-

GMM (3) 

Electricity 

2SIV-

GMM (4) 

Governanc 

2SIV-GMM 

 (5) 

Agglomerati 

Const. 0.0524** 

(0.0053) 

0.0234*** 

(0.0045) 

0.4716*** 

(0.0383) 

-0.8938*** 

(0.1108) 

0.1959*** 

(0.0245) 

HDI(-1) 0.9809*** 

(0.0157) 

0.9842*** 

(0.0054) 

0.3657** 

(0.0728) 

-0.0678 

(0.0913) 

-0.6836 

(0.6221) 

Water Access -0.0367** 

(0.0175) 

-0.0119** 

(0.0048) 

 -0.0181 

(0.1088) 

0.0277 

(0.0353) 

Sanitation 

Access 

0.0083 

(0.0057) 

0.0069* 

(0.0026) 

 0.1141** 

(0.0399) 

-0.0845*** 

(0.0145) 

Electricity 

Access 

-0.0090** 

(0.0030) 

0.0017* 

(0.0041) 

 1.2552** 

(0.0538) 

-0.2823*** 

(0.0224) 

Urban 

agglomeration 

-0.0217 

(0.0332) 

0.0189** 

(0.0097) 

-0.6190*** 

(0.2621) 

-0.5734*** 

(0.1075) 

 

Governance 0.0100** 

(0.0046) 

0.0067** 

(0.0019) 

0.4287** 

(0.0601) 

  

Elect*Governan

ce 

-0.0153** 

(0.0060) 

-0.0073** 

(0.0025) 

-0.6359*** 

(0.0680) 

1.2662*** 

(0.0196) 

 

Elect*Urban 

Agglomeration 

-0.0198 

(0.0348) 

-0.0280* 

(0.01363) 

1.2179*** 

(0.3749) 

 
1.5536*** 

(0.0303) 

Country/T/CFE YES YES YES YES YES 

Observations 440 441 441 441 441 

N. of countries 22 22 22 22 22 

Centered/Within R2       0.9871 0.9961 0.8851 0.9131 0.9260 

F-test  p-value 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.0000 

Kleibergen-Paap rk LM 57.365** 48.882** 48.215** 29.43** 

Hansen’s J-stat  4.025 0.808 0.7146 0.5504 

Note: Controls comprise urbanization, industrial employment, urban agglomeration, and 

urban governance. The Driscoll-Kraay nonparametric covariance matrix estimator is used to 

produce the standard errors. Dummies for year and country effects are included to control 

fixed effects. *p<0.1; **p<0.05; ***p<0.01 
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6.7 Summary of the Findings 

In sum, the statistical evidence provided by development organizations such as the 

World Bank and UNDP regarding developing regions such as SSA provides the dire situation 

of the quality of accessing urban infrastructural services such as water, energy, and sanitation. 

Partly, this is attributed to the constrained economic opportunities for the rural population 

orchestrated by the dwindling agricultural sector and forced migration to cities. Also, the 

limited accessibility to urban infrastructural services is attributable to the bursting urban 

population and government mishaps. Indeed, due to the worst quality of accessing essential 

social amenities, resulting from government ineffectiveness in initiating and adopting 

development policies geared toward achieving better accessibility of social services.  

The findings from this study, in many ways, confirm these assertions. First, the results 

depict SSA's general human well-being standard trailing behind other regions. This 

observation is confirmed by previous studies such as Castells-Quintana (2017), who observed 

that the quality of urban infrastructural services in SSA is significantly lower than in 

counterpart rapidly urbanized regions such as East Asia. The disparity in the quality of 

accessing urban infrastructural services also differs across SSA countries and cities and 

between genders (Osei et al., 2015; UNICEF, 2016). This can be justified by the fact that 

informal settlement in the SSA region houses over 50% of the urban population, living in 

dilapidated housing conditions without adequate access to improved water, sanitation 

facilities, and connection to the electricity grid (Acuto et al., 2018; Bloch et al., 2015; Lilford 

et al., 2016; Lopez & Moloney, 2020). The estimated results showed a significant positive 

link between the quality of accessing urban infrastructural services and human well-being in 

SSA, implying that better quality of accessing critical services enhances the general human 

well-being of the urban population. These results confirm the observations made by previous 

studies that adequate access to essential urban infrastructural services results in significant 

improvement in human well-being by significantly reducing several social problems in SSA, 

ranging from diarrheal diseases and respiratory disease to reduced household healthcare 

expenditure, energy poverty, and social inequalities (Armah, 2014; Nguea, 2023; Pullan et 

al., 2014; Kitole et al., 2023; Simiyu et al., 2021). 

Second, the study indicated an increasing urban agglomeration that does not match the 

available urban infrastructural services. Particularly, the results suggest that countries like 



145 
 

Democratic Republic of Congo and South Africa with sizeable urban agglomeration 

experience declining human well-being compared to countries like Burkina Faso and Niger 

with smaller urban agglomerations. This is because large agglomerations in SSA encounter 

severe pressure to accommodate ever-increasing population as the majority of the cities in 

the region are characterized by limited employment opportunities, inadequate housing 

facilities, water, sanitation, healthcare facilities, waste management systems, and rising 

effects of climatic changes and environmental degradation, increase in non-communicable 

and water-borne diseases (Garba & Bellingham, 2021; Gitau, 2019; Twumasi et al., 2021). 

Garba and Bellingham, 2021 confirm these findings, and Gulamussen et al. (2019) identified 

rapid urbanization and urban population growth as the major factors of urban water scarcity 

and stress in most SSA urban regions.  

In terms of the government’s role, the findings show that SSA governments have been 

ineffective in incepting, implementing, and monitoring social development policies in recent 

decades. Specifically, a few countries like Zambia, South Africa, Madagascar, Kenya, and 

Niger, with perceived fair governance as indicated by positive governance index 

effectiveness, experience slightly better human well-being as compared with countries like 

Nigeria, with higher levels of corruption. The results imply that enhanced governance results 

in an improvement in human well-being. For instance, coordinated waste and sludge 

management leads to declined diarrheal diseases and mortality rates in urban informal 

settlements and promotes sustainability and waste management culture (Ndam et al., 2023). 

These findings are confirmed by Branchet et al. (2019), who established that reclaimed urban 

water resources and moves by local authorities to protect urban water resources and safe 

disposal of wastes enhance the health of the urban population and environmental quality in 

SSA. In addition, Ndam et al. (2023) and Ipara et al. (2023) observed that coordinated urban 

household waste management is a gateway to cities’ new well-being, reflecting long-term 

collective infrastructural development actions defined by local authority in SSA. In general, 

an increase in urban agglomeration in SSA increases urban infrastructural needs, negatively 

impacting human well-being, resulting from insufficient accessibility and compromised 

quality of services. Therefore, it calls for collective infrastructural development and 

refocused urban governance in initiating and implementing urban policies targeting different 

social clusters of people confronted by different livability needs. 
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Although the study covered several aspects of the quality of accessing urban 

infrastructural services and how it influences human well-being, it suffers from some 

limitations. First, the dissertation excluded urban green infrastructure's influence due to the 

unavailability of panel data. Therefore, further studies can include the impact of urban green 

infrastructure in assessing how it impacts the well-being of the people. Secondly, the paper 

used the urban share of the population to measure the quality of accessing urban 

infrastructural services. However, future studies can interrogate the quality of accessing 

urban infrastructural services using daily water intake, daily volume of emptied waste, and 

daily hours of power outage. Thirdly, future studies can focus on quantitative case studies to 

provide new insight from a specific contextual perspective. These will help in enlarging the 

urban economics literature and provide a basis for further quantitative research on urban 

demographic transitions, which can be of great value to understanding better the link between 

urban infrastructure and human well-being, a relevant issue for developing regions presently. 

Lastly, the selected quality of accessing urban infrastructural services and HDI are not the 

only indicators of urban infrastructural services and human well-being from a population 

dynamic perspective. Future studies can focus on more in-depth indicators such as quality of 

life, urban livability index, inequality, and happiness index that can be computed using micro 

or survey-based data, widely recognized in the literature as robust measures of human well-

being.  
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7. SUMMARY, CONCLUSION, AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

This chapter summarizes the key findings, conclusion, and policy professes based on 

various observed findings. In particular, the leading question of this thesis work was to 

interrogate whether urban agglomeration is a growth-enhancing or inhibitor, how it 

influences income inequality, and how it influences the distributive power of urban 

governance in terms of urban infrastructural service provision of water, energy, and 

sanitation, critical urban systems for general human well-being in Sub-Saharan Africa. The 

study has addressed these questions in different profound ways following a deductive 

approach, compounded by various hypotheses. Therefore, in this chapter, the summary of 

key findings in line with the set hypotheses is explained briefly, out of which overall 

conclusive remarks are made. Based on the conclusion, this chapter professes various specific 

policy measures that can be adopted to address critical urban agglomeration issues in line 

with the observed findings. Lastly, the chapter provides a road map for future studies 

covering the urban agglomeration and urbanization aspects and outlining the study's 

limitations. The chapter is organized as follows:  

7.1 Overall Summary 

In the recent two decades, there has been a dramatic rural-urban population drift, 

particularly in developing regions such as Sub-Saharan Africa and Asia. Profoundly, bursting 

population growth entangled with the galloping urbanization pace has compounded the 

increase in some cities’ sizes, attenuating population in other regions, and the birth of new 

urban areas (Frick & Rodríguez-Pose, 2018). As per UNDESA (2018) projections, more than 

two-thirds of the world’s population will be urban, with many living in informal and 

unplanned settlements and growing cities in Sub-Saharan Africa by 2050. This has attracted 

rigorous research attention interrogating the connectedness between urban agglomeration 

and economic performance dynamics such as the reduction of poverty, income inequality, 

and general human well-being of the urban populace (Castells-Quintana & Royuela, 2015; 

Moreno, 2017; Sekkat, 2017). A growing number of academic and policy evidence hold the 

dominant view that urban agglomeration engenders agglomeration economies and economic 

productivity gains via pooled labor supply, knowledge spill-overs, and forward and backward 

ties (Fujita & Thisse, 2003; Chong et al., 2016). However, this perceived positive urban 

agglomeration-economic performance nexus strand of literature is supposedly built on thin 



148 
 

ice, particularly in developing regions such as Sub-Saharan Africa and Eastern Asia, where 

urban infrastructural development is wanting (Castells-Quintana, 2017).  

Three noticeable facts point to this direction: One, there is little information regarding 

how urban agglomeration has evolved in different regions globally because most studies on 

this subject interrogate drivers of urban agglomeration and economic performance within a 

country (Camagni et al., 2015). A handful of studies evaluate urban agglomeration patterns 

from a cross-sectional, cross-country, or regional dimension (Castells-Quintana et al., 2015; 

Li & Liu, 2018). Two, urban primacy levels (concentration of urban population) in the largest 

city or share of urban population living in a city with a specific population size threshold 

(primarily urban population of about 750,000 or 1 million) have been commonly used as 

measures, but highly regarded as poor indicators of urban agglomeration (Anthony, 2014; 

Brülhart & Sbergami 2009; Castells-Quintana, 2017; Henderson, 2003; Sekkat, 2017). Third, 

there is a mysterious black box regarding ensuring sustainable urbanization in developing 

regions, where over 50% of the urban population live under acute proliferation, lacking 

adequate access to urban infrastructural services such as water, sanitation, and energy due to 

limited government investment capacity and ineffective urban governance policy measures 

(Lawhon et al., 2018; Shi, 2019; Thacker et al., 2019). 

Based on the theoretical literature such as NEG and Urban Economics, an urban 

agglomeration is beneficial, at least in the first stages of urbanization and development. Still, 

as continuous rural-urban migration persists, the urban economic capacity dwindles, as 

indicated by dire human well-being, ravaging household poverty, and inadequate 

accessibility of essential infrastructural services. However, several empirical studies have 

discounted these two chief theoretical frameworks by providing a daunting disconnection 

between urban agglomeration and economic performance dynamics in developing economies 

and supportive evidence in developed economies. It is thus legitimate to argue from a non-

universal point of view in literature―the relationship between urban agglomeration and 

economic performance is specific to regions with distinct factors augmenting urban 

agglomeration (Frick & Rodríguez-Pose, 2018). In this connection, we contributed to this 

debate by interrogating the economic performance dynamics of urban agglomeration, 

focusing on determining the relationship between urban agglomeration and economic 
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performance, urban agglomeration and income inequality, and the relationship between 

urban infrastructure and human well-being.  

In summary, the chapter provides the existing problem surrounding increasing 

urbanization in SSA and East Asia as opposed to developed regions such as Europe. We do 

this by setting the tone of the study and specifying the study objectives and hypotheses 

anchoring the study. In the second chapter, the study provides a general overview and 

statistical trends and compares the urban agglomeration dynamics of SSA and East Asian 

economies.  In the third chapter, we offer detailed theoretical literature, conceptualization, 

and empirical evidence with no particular direction to uncover all hanging research gaps. We 

also set the methodological framework, practical strategy, and estimation techniques used in 

the subsequent chapters. Chapters four, five, and six cover a detailed analysis of the 

hypotheses set. The chapters provide in-depth theoretical, empirical, and methodological 

analysis with particular directions, from which conclusive deductions are made and policy 

recommendations are professed.  

In chapter four, we purge whether urban agglomeration is growth-enhancing or an 

inhibitor from the developing world perspective. A 5-year interval panel data from 2000 to 

2020 is used for 22 SSA, 22 Asian, and 22 European economies. The descriptive and stylized 

facts from the data show a declining urban agglomeration in the last two decades for all 

economies regardless of their income levels, disabusing the long-held notion of an increasing 

urban agglomeration in developing economies. However, the urban agglomeration in 

developing, especially SSA, ranks higher, almost double that of Asia and Europe. Regarding 

the relationship between urban agglomeration and economic performance, we observe 

distinct findings depending on the income level and urban specificities―the quality of urban 

infrastructure. Specifically, although we observe beneficial effects of urban agglomeration 

in developed economies, urban agglomeration appears deleterious in developing economies 

of Asia and SSA, where there is inadequate urban capacity to meet the social needs of out-

of-hand urbanization. However, the interactive positive effect of urban agglomeration with 

urban infrastructure indicates the need for better accessibility to urban infrastructural services 

as they are growth-enhancing. Therefore, the study contributes to the literature and policy 

advocacy by depicting the augmenting effect of urban infrastructure on the relationship 

between urban agglomeration and economic performance in developing economies. 
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Chapter five interrogates the validity of an inverted U-shaped Kuznets Hypothesis in 

the case of SSA by investigating the relationship between urban agglomeration and income 

inequality. A balanced panel data of 22 SSA economies from 2000 to 2020 was estimated 

using System GMM, Difference GMM, Pooled OLS, RE, and FE techniques. The choice of 

the multi-model approach was informed by varied empirical outcomes when using strictly 

one model. However, based on the weakness of Pooled OLS, RE, and FE models, the 

discussions, conclusions, and policy recommendations are based on the System GMM model 

due to its corrective power, especially when using short panels. Regarding the validity of the 

inverted U-shaped Kuznets Hypothesis, we applied the urban agglomeration measure (urban 

share of population) in its second-order polynomial to capture a non-linear relationship. The 

findings indicated an inverted U-shaped Kuznets Hypothesis holds for SSA, with income 

inequality rising gradually with urban agglomeration until a threshold of 62% urban share of 

the population, after which it declines. Therefore, SSA economies will continue encountering 

increased income inequality until they pass the turning point of 62%. 

Further, the findings indicate a significant positive relationship between urban 

agglomeration and income inequality. In addition, imposing a quadratic term on a measure 

of urban agglomeration sustains the relationship, depicting a significant non-linear 

relationship. We also controlled for the urbanization rate, which showed a significant 

negative relationship with income inequality, implying a non-linear relationship between the 

two variables. However, GDP per capita growth and its quadratic term produce an 

insignificant influence on income inequality. Lastly, industrialization and governance 

effectiveness in implementing urban infrastructural development and returns to education 

affect income inequality significantly.  

Chapter Six investigates the relationship between urban infrastructure and regional 

human well-being using balanced panel data from 22 SSA countries from 2000 to 2020. In 

particular, our interest was to ascertain whether the accessibility of urban infrastructure 

matters in enhancing the human well-being of the urban population. The descriptive findings 

point out that the general human well-being, as measured by the human development index 

(HDI), has been trailing behind other regions with an overall average value of less than 0.5. 

Notably, the findings indicated a significant negative link between urban infrastructural 

service accessibility quality and human well-being for SSA. Similarly, the findings 
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highlighted the considerable role of urban agglomeration and urban governance when 

evaluating the association between urban infrastructure and human well-being. Mainly, the 

findings confirm the disastrous effects of increasing urban agglomeration on human well-

being in SSA, a region with limited urban infrastructural investment capacity, as depicted by 

high government ineffectiveness in implementing and monitoring public policies.  

7.2 Conclusion 

This thesis interrogates the connectedness between urban agglomeration and 

economic performance by first describing the evolution of urban agglomeration in recent 

decades using a more nuanced computed measure. Secondly, it determines the extent to 

which the urban agglomeration has influenced economic performance income inequality, and 

how it has affected the urban infrastructure and general human well-being in SSA. Based on 

the findings, the thesis details a conclusion based on each case question and hypothesis. 

On the relationship between urban agglomeration and economic performance, we 

concluded that a significant heterogeneous observation regarding the relationship between 

urban agglomeration and economic performance implies a lack of consensus in the literature. 

Perhaps this can be implicitly attributed to specific contextual driving factors of economic 

performance beyond urban agglomeration. Nonetheless, in our particular case, developing 

SSA and Asia, we conclude that continuous rapid urbanization and subsequent urban 

agglomeration remain significant growth inhibitors. However, this can be corrected by 

putting the necessary urban infrastructure and governance effectiveness in policy 

implementation. 

On the non-linear relationship between urban agglomeration and income inequality, 

we concluded that income inequality increases with urban agglomeration through increased 

rural-urban migration, which shifts the skilled labor factors of production to formal urban 

regions, leaving out informal and rural sectors with limited economic productivity (Liddle, 

2017). Also, the disproportionate productivity and grim state policy preferences focused on 

engaging hopeful rural-urban migrants in economic production contributed to a massive 

scramble for limited resources in the urban region in their early years in cities (Liddle, 2013). 

Turning to the second part of the inverted U-shaped Kuznets curve, it can be argued that 

income inequality starts to decline when the majority of the urban population is accessing 

better public provisions and returns to education, resulting from the distributive power of 
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government through increased urban investment and development (Kanbur & Zhuang, 2013). 

Also, scaled industrialization through public-private partnerships and increased government 

investment capacity on social amenities such as water, sanitation, and energy access result in 

a gradual decline in income inequality at later stages of urbanization (Castells-Quintana, 

2017). However, the policy puzzling question is what must be done to ensure the inflection 

or turning point of the inverted U-shaped Kuznets curve comes sooner. 

On the relationship between urban infrastructure and human well-being, we 

concluded that the quality of accessing urban infrastructural services such as water, energy, 

and sanitation plays a pivotal role in enhancing the human well-being of the urban population 

and the entire economy, as confirmed by literature and results. However, great 

heterogeneities across nations, cities, and regions are orchestrated by urbanization processes 

and quality of governance. In this regard, we argue that the low quality of access to urban 

infrastructural services due to high agglomeration is attributable to poor governance 

effectiveness. This situation is dire in developing regions such as SSA, where urbanization 

is stirring and urban infrastructure development is limited. Also, access to water, electricity, 

and sanitation is deficient and is hampering positive structural change and the ultimate 

benefits from the active population flooding urban regions.  

As per the obtained results, the adverse impacts of the quality of accessing urban 

infrastructure are linked to the increasing urban agglomeration and poor quality of 

governance. In tandem with these arguments, the Malthusian trap might be the ideal reality, 

as the pace of urbanization supersedes the government's provision of urban infrastructural 

services vital for human well-being in SSA. Previous studies have suggested that when urban 

agglomeration is due to forced displacement rather than regular rural-urban migration, the 

government’s effectiveness in investments in urban infrastructural service provisioning 

becomes highly fundamental. The quality of accessing urban infrastructural services, mainly, 

is not desirable in terms of the quality of life of the urban population but also the general 

human well-being at the regional level. 

7.3 Policy Implications  

Based on the obtained findings and conclusion, several interesting policy implications 

can be drawn from various analyses in this thesis. To begin with, and about analyzing urban 

agglomeration and economic performance, the findings depicted the deleterious effects of 
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uncontained urban agglomeration on economic performance. We also provided the corrective 

solution by justifying the significant augmenting interactive effect of urban agglomeration 

with urban infrastructure on economic performance. Thus, the study demonstrates the 

significant role to be played by governments in terms of policy implementation, paving an 

avenue for a policy focus on increasing infrastructural development as this will not only 

contribute to the positive influence of urban agglomeration but also provide a sustainable 

development framework of containing the currently stirring urbanization with great 

uncertainty of turning point.  

About the non-linear relationship between urban agglomeration and income 

inequality, we suggest that the Sub-Saharan African economies should tap into the rising 

active population moving into cities by implementing urban policies that favor employment 

creation, better accessibility to social amenities supported by scientific and technological 

innovations, and a favorable business working environment. This can be achieved through 

collaborative inward-looking industrialization frameworks such as public-private 

partnerships. Through this employment, business and scientific innovation opportunities can 

be increased, as Nkalu et al. (2020) alluded to.  

Lastly, about the relationship between urban infrastructure and regional human well-

being, the study findings point to the fact that the government’s investment and policy 

effectiveness that raises the quality of accessing urban infrastructural services such as water, 

energy, and sanitation, can influence the higher levels of human well-being significantly, 

especially in SSA—subsequently, certifying that better quality of accessing urban 

infrastructural services in these large agglomerations will help in stripping the entire region 

from Malthusian trap. Additionally, there is a need for Sub-Saharan African leadership and 

development stakeholders to review fiscal policy allocation to social development, such as 

quality education and accessibility to better healthcare. These policy measures will ensure 

the distributional effect of the productive urban and rural populace. Lastly, government 

agencies charged with the responsibility of urban development should dissuade their focus 

on decentralizing services and development projects, as this will be the avenue of opening 

up the peri-urban and connecting rural regions in the Sub-Saharan African region through 

industrialization and ago-processing. To achieve this objective, the development agencies in 

the agricultural sector should enact policy incentives to make agriculture attractive to 
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educated and uneducated people, thereby reducing massive rural-urban migration pushed by 

the perceived better urban jobs and economic prosperity (Nkalu et al., 2020).  

7.4 Suggestion for Further Studies   

Although this study has attempted to uncover the growth effects of current urban 

agglomeration on economic performance, our study leaves out several thematic areas that 

future studies can investigate. For instance, the study restricted itself to the recent two 

decades due to the unavailability of urban infrastructural long-time series data before 2000. 

Therefore, future studies can incorporate long-time series of urban infrastructure data as more 

data is being explored. Also, the current study did not consider the urban population density 

due to a lack of available data, leaving the probable implication of urban concentration 

structure on economic performance. Future studies can incorporate population density as an 

alternative measure of urban agglomeration as this will not only point out the effect but also 

the structural effect as an impediment to growth.  

In addition, the current study computed HHI50 and HHI100 using population data 

from all cities holding a capacity of 50,000 and 100,000, ruling out the implication of 

concentration in the towns with 10,000 and above. Therefore, future studies can investigate 

the implication of urban concentrating by considering the non-FUA population in computing 

the urban agglomeration HHI measure. Although the study pointed out the significant role 

played by urban governance as a control variable, future studies can investigate the direct 

linearity between urban governance and urban agglomeration, as this will help uncover the 

contribution or prevention of persistent urbanization and subsequent urban agglomeration. 

Lastly, we observed no universal relationship between urban agglomeration and 

economic performance; the relationship depends on country-specific factors. Therefore, 

future studies can focus on country-based microdata analysis to provide a more robust policy 

framework regarding the potential economic benefits of urban agglomeration rather than far-

reaching policy suggestions. Lastly, further studies on urban demographic transitions using 

longitudinal data can be of great value to better understand the link between urban 

agglomeration and regional economic performance, a relevant present issue for developing 

regions presently.  

 



155 
 

References 

Acemoglu, D., Johnson, S., & Robinson, J. A. (2004). Institutions as a fundamental cause of 

long-run growth. Handbook of Economic Growth, 1, 385-472. Elsevier, Amsterdam, 

Netherlands.  

Acheampong, A. O., Erdiaw-Kwasie, M. O., & Abunyewah, M. (2021). Does energy 

accessibility improve human development? Evidence from energy-poor 

regions. Energy Economics, 96, 105165. 

Adams S., & Klobodu, E. K. M. (2019). Urbanization, economic structure, political regime, 

and income inequality. Social Indicators Research, 142(3), 971–995. 

Adams, E. A., & Vasquez, W. F. (2019). Does the urban poor want household taps? 

Community preferences and willingness to pay for household taps in Accra, 

Ghana. Journal of Environmental Management, 247, 570-579. 

African Development Bank (AfDB) (2016). African Economic Outlook 2016: Sustainable 

Cities and Structural Transformation, 154. 

Ahamed, M. M., Ho, S. J., Mallick, S. K., & Matousek, R. (2021). Inclusive banking, 

financial regulation, and bank performance: Cross-country evidence. Journal of 

Banking & Finance, 124, 106055. 

Ahrend, R., Lembcke, A. C., & Schumann, A. (2017). The role of urban agglomerations for 

economic and productivity growth. International Productivity Monitor, 32(3), 161-

179. 

Al Mamun, M., Sohag, K., & Hassan, M. K. (2017). Governance, resources, and 

growth. Economic Modelling, 63, 238-261. 

Ali, I. M. A., Attiaoui, I., Khalfaoui, R., & Tiwari, A. K. (2021). The Effect of Urbanization 

and Industrialization on Income Inequality: An Analysis Based on the Method of 

Moments Quantile Regression. Social Indicators Research, 161(1), 29-50. 

Al-Jebouri, M., Oran, A. F., & Al-Assaf, G. (2020). The impact of urban concentration on 

economic growth: an empirical investigation for a sample of countries. International 

Journal of Economics and Financial Issues, 10(4), 116. 

Altunbaş, Y., & Thornton, J. (2019). The impact of financial development on income 

inequality: A quantile regression approach. Economics Letters, 175(3), 51-56. 



156 
 

Alvarado, R., Ortiz, C., Bravo, D., & Chamba, J. (2020). Urban concentration, non-

renewable energy consumption, and output: do levels of economic development 

matter? Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 27, 2760-2772. 

Alvarez, J., & Arellano, M. (2022). Robust likelihood estimation of dynamic panel data 

models. Journal of Econometrics, 226(1), 21-61. 

Álvarez-Ayuso, I. C., Condeço-Melhorado, A. M., Gutiérrez, J., & Zofío, J. L. (2016). 

Integrating network analysis with the production function approach to study the 

spillover effects of transport infrastructure. Regional Studies, 50(6), 996-1015. 

Amponsah, M., Agbola, F. W., & Mahmood, A. (2023). The relationship between poverty, 

income inequality and inclusive growth in Sub-Saharan Africa. Economic 

Modelling, 126, 106415. 

Anand, S., & Kanbur, S. R. (1993). The Kuznets process and the inequality—development 

relationship. Journal of Development Economics, 40(1), 25-52. 

Andrei, S., Antonescu, B., Boldeanu, M., Mărmureanu, L., Marin, C. A., Vasilescu, J., & 

Ene, D. (2019). An exceptional case of freezing rain in Bucharest 

(Romania). Atmosphere, 10(11), 673-687. 

Anisujjaman, M. (2015). Urbanization and human development: a study of West 

Bengal. International Journal of Humanities and Social Science Invention, 4(7), 1-8. 

Anselin, L. (2001) Spatial Econometrics. In Baltagi, B. H. (Ed.) Theoretical Econometrics 

Blackwell Publishing. Oxford, United Kingdom. 

Anselin, L., Le Gallo, J., & Jayet, H. (2008). Spatial panel econometrics. Ch. 19 in L. Mátyás 

and P. Sevestre, eds., The Econometrics of Panel Data: Fundamentals and Recent 

Developments in Theory and Practice. Springer# Verlag, Berlin, 625, 660. 

Anthony, R. M. (2014). Bringing up the past: Political experience and the distribution of 

urban populations. Cities, 37, 33–46.  

Antunes, R., Frontini, R., Amaro, N., Salvador, R., Matos, R., Morouço, P., & Rebelo-

Gonçalves, R. (2020). Exploring lifestyle habits, physical activity, anxiety, and basic 

psychological needs in Portuguese adults during COVID-19. International Journal 

of Environmental Research and Public Health, 17(12), 4360. 



157 
 

Arbia, G., Le Gallo, J., & Piras, G. (2008). Does evidence of regional economic convergence 

depend on the estimation strategy? Outcomes from analysis of a set of NUTS2 EU 

regions. Spatial Economic Analysis, 3(2), 209-224. 

Arellano, M. (2003). Panel Data Econometrics. Oxford University Press. Oxford, United 

Kingdom. 

Arellano, M., & Bond, S. (1991). Some tests of specification for panel data: Monte Carlo 

evidence and an application to employment equations. The Review of Economic 

Studies, 58(2), 277-297. 

Arellano, M., & Bover, O. (1995). Another look at the instrumental variable estimation of 

error-components models. Journal of Econometrics, 68(1), 29-51. 

Aroca, P., & Atienza, M. (2016). Spatial concentration in Latin America and the role of 

institutions. Journal of Regional Research, (36), 233-253. 

Arouri, M., Youssef, A. B., & Nguyen, C. (2017). Does urbanization reduce rural poverty? 

Evidence from Vietnam. Economic Modelling, 60(1), 253–270. 

Asogwa, F. O., Amuka, J. I., Igwe, A. A., & Nkalu, C. N. (2020). Dynamics of population, 

an urban agglomeration, and economic growths in Sub‐Saharan Africa: Evidence 

from panel data. Journal of Public Affairs, 20(4), 178-190. 

Asongu, S. A., & Acha-Anyi, P. N. (2019). The murder epidemic: A global comparative 

study. International Criminal Justice Review, 29(2), 105–120. 

Backman, M., & Kohlhase, J. (2013). The influence of diversity on the formation, survival, 

and growth of new firms. The Royal Institute of Technology Centre of Excellence for 

Science and Innovation Studies (CESIS), Sweden. 

Badland, H., Whitzman, C., Lowe, M., Davern, M., Aye, L., Butterworth, I., ... & Giles-

Corti, B. (2014). Urban liveability: emerging lessons from Australia for exploring the 

potential for indicators to measure the social determinants of health. Social Science 

& Medicine, 111, 64-73. 

Baldwin, R. E., & Krugman, P. (2004). Agglomeration, integration, and tax 

harmonization. European Economic Review, 48(1), 1-23. 

Baldwin, R. E., & Okubo, T. (2006). Heterogeneous firms, agglomeration, and economic 

geography: spatial selection and sorting. Journal of Economic Geography, 6(3), 323-

346. 



158 
 

Baltagi, B. H. (2005). Econometric analysis of data panel. John Wiley & Sons Ltd. Hoboken, 

USA. 

Baltagi, B. H. (2008). Forecasting with panel data. Journal of Forecasting, 27(2), 153-173. 

Baltagi, B. H., Bresson, G., Chaturvedi, A., & Lacroix, G. (2018). Robust linear static panel 

data models using ε-contamination. Journal of Econometrics, 202(1), 108-123. 

Banerjee, A. V., & Duflo, E. (2003). Inequality and growth: What can the data say? Journal 

of Economic Growth, 8, 267-299. 

Baptista, I., (2016). Everyday practices of prepaid electricity in Maputo, Mozambique. 

International Journal of Urban and Regional Research 39(5):1004–1019. 

Barrios, S., Bertinelli, L., & Strobl, E. (2006). Climatic change and rural–urban migration: 

The case of sub-Saharan Africa. Journal of Urban Economics, 60(3), 357-371. 

Barro, R. J. (1990). Government spending in a simple model of endogenous growth. Journal 

of Political Economy, 98(2), 103-125. 

Baum, R., Luh, J., & Bartram, J. (2013). Sanitation: a global estimate of sewerage 

connections without treatment and the impact on MDG progress. Environmental 

Science & Technology, 47(4), 1994-2000. 

Bazzi, S., & Clemens, M. A. (2013). Blunt instruments: Avoid common pitfalls in identifying 

the causes of economic growth. American Economic Journal: 

Macroeconomics, 5(2), 152-186. 

Beard, V. A., & Mitlin, D. (2021). Water access in South global cities: The challenges of 

intermittency and affordability. World Development, 147, 105625. 

Beard, V. A., Satterthwaite, D., Mitlin, D., & Du, J. (2022). Out of sight, out of mind: 

Understanding the sanitation crisis in South global cities. Journal of Environmental 

Management, 306, 114285. 

Behrens, K., & Bala, A. P. (2013). Do rent‐seeking and interregional transfers contribute to 

urban primacy in Sub‐Saharan Africa? Papers in Regional Science, 92(1), 163-195. 

Behrens, K., Duranton, G., & Robert-Nicoud, F. (2014). Productive cities: Sorting, selection, 

and aggregation. Journal of Political Economy, 122(3), 507-553. 

Bekun, F. V. (2022). Mitigating emissions in India: accounting for the role of real income, 

renewable energy consumption, and energy investment. International Journal of 

Energy Economics and Policy. 



159 
 

Berdegué, J. A., Carriazo, F., Jara, B., Modrego, F., & Soloaga, I. (2015). Cities, territories, 

and inclusive growth: Unraveling urban-rural natural linkages in Chile, Colombia, 

and Mexico. World Development, 73, 56-71. 

Berendes, D. M., de Mondesert, L., Kirby, A. E., Yakubu, H., Adomako, L., Michiel, J., ... 

& Moe, C. L. (2020). Variation in E. coli concentrations in open drains across 

neighborhoods in Accra, Ghana: The influence of onsite sanitation coverage and 

interconnectedness of urban environments. International Journal of Hygiene and 

Environmental Health, 224, 113433. 

Berg, A., Ostry, J. D., Tsangarides, C. G., & Yakhshilikov, Y. (2018). Redistribution, 

inequality, and growth: new evidence. Journal of Economic Growth, 23, 259-305. 

Bertinelli, L., & Black, D. (2004). Urbanization and growth. Journal of Urban 

Economics, 56(1), 80-96. 

Binder, M., Hsiao, C., & Pesaran, M. H. (2005). Estimation and inference in short panel 

vector Autoregression with unit roots and cointegration. Econometric Theory, 21(4), 

795-837. 

Bisung, E., & Elliott, S. J. (2017). Psychosocial impacts of the lack of access to water and 

sanitation in low-and middle-income countries: a scoping review. Journal of Water 

and Health, 15(1), 17-30. 

Bloch, R., Fox, S., Monroy, J., & Ojo, A. (2015). Urbanization and urban expansion in 

Nigerian urbanization research Nigeria (URN) Report. ICF International. London, 

UK.  

Bloom, D. E., Canning, D., & Fink, G. (2008). Urbanization and the wealth of 

nations. Science, 319(5864), 772-775. 

Bloom, D.E., E. Cafiero, E. Jané-Llopis, S. Abrahams-Gessel, L.R. Bloom, S. Fathima, A.B. 

Feigl, T. Gaziano, A. Hamandi, M. Mowafi, and D. O’Farrell. (2012). The global 

economic burden of non-communicable diseases. Geneva: World Economic Forum. 

Available 

at: http://www3.weforum.org/docs/WEF_Harvard_HE_GlobalEconomicBurdenNon

CommunicableDiseases_2011.pdf. Retrieved on September 27, 2023. 

Blundell, R., & Bond, S. (1998). Initial conditions and moment restrictions in dynamic panel 

data models. Journal of Econometrics, 87(1), 115-143. 

http://www3.weforum.org/docs/WEF_Harvard_HE_GlobalEconomicBurdenNonCommunicableDiseases_2011.pdf
http://www3.weforum.org/docs/WEF_Harvard_HE_GlobalEconomicBurdenNonCommunicableDiseases_2011.pdf


160 
 

Blundell, R., & Bond, S. (2000). GMM estimation with persistent panel data: an application 

to production functions. Econometric Reviews, 19(3), 321-340. 

Boateng, E., Agbola, F. W., & Mahmood, A. (2021). Foreign aid volatility and economic 

growth in Sub-Saharan Africa: Does institutional quality matter? Economic 

Modelling, 96, 111-127. 

Bocquier, P. (2017). Analyzing urbanization in sub-Saharan Africa. In New Forms of 

Urbanization, 133-150. Routledge. Oxfordshire, UK. 

Bogue, J. (1959). The Study of Population: An Inventory and Appraisal. Chicago: University 

of Chicago Press. 

Boldrin, M., & Canova, F. (2003). Regional policies and EU enlargement. European 

Integration, Regional Policy, and Growth 33-94. World Bank, Washington DC. 

Bond, S. R. (2002). Dynamic panel data models: a guide to micro data methods and 

practice. Portuguese Economic Journal, 1(2), 141-162. 

Bond, S., & Windmeijer, F. (2002). Finite sample inference for GMM estimators in linear 

panel data models. Cenmap Working Paper Series No. CWP04/02. Institute of Fiscal 

Studies, London.  

Boschma, R. A., & Frenken, K. (2006). Why is economic geography not an evolutionary 

science? Towards evolutionary economic geography. Journal of Economic 

Geography, 6(3), 273-302. 

Boschma, R., & Frenken, K. (2010). The spatial evolution of innovation networks: a 

proximity perspective. In The Handbook of Evolutionary Economic Geography. 

Edward Elgar Publishing. Cheltenham, UK. 

Bradshaw, Y W and Noonan, R. (1997). Urbanization, economic growth, and women’s 

labour-force participation: a theoretical and empirical reassessment. In Cities in the 

Developing World: Issues, Theory, and Policy, (ed.) J Gulger. Oxford University 

Press, Oxford. 

Brezzi M and Veneri P (2015) Assessing polycentric urban systems in the OECD: Country, 

regional and metropolitan perspectives. European Planning Studies 23(6): 1128–1145. 

Brinkhoff, T. (2013). The Principal Agglomerations of the World, 

2012.URL:  http://www.citypopulation.de. Retrieved on August 9, 2023.  

http://www.citypopulation.de/


161 
 

Brückner, M. (2012). Economic growth, size of the agricultural sector, and urbanization in 

Africa. Journal of Urban Economics, 71(1), 26-36. 

Brülhart, M., & Sbergami, F. (2009). Agglomeration and growth: Cross-country 

evidence. Journal of Urban Economics, 65(1), 48-63. 

Bryceson, D. F. (2014). Re-evaluating the influence of urban agglomeration in sub-Saharan 

Africa: population density, technological innovation, and productivity. In The 

Routledge Handbook on Cities of the Global South, 228-240. Routledge.  

Burr P, Ross I, Zaman R, Mujica A, Tincani L, (2015). Improving Value for Money and 

Sustainability in WASH Programmes (VFM-WASH): Regional Assessments of the 

Operational Sustainability of Water and Sanitation Services in South Asia. Oxford, 

UK: Oxford Policy Management. 

Camagni, R. (2016). Towards creativity-oriented innovation policies based on a hermeneutic 

approach to the knowledge-space nexus. In Knowledge-creating Milieus in 

Europe (pp. 341-358). Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg. 

Camagni, R., Capello, R., & Caragliu, A. (2015). The rise of second-rank cities: what role 

for agglomeration economies? European Planning Studies, 23(6), 1069-1089. 

Cambridge University Press (2016). Well-being Definition. Available at: 

http://dictionary.cambridge.org/ dictionary/English/well-being. Retrieved on 

September 25, 2023. 

Carter. B. (2015). Political economy constraints for urban development (GSDRC Helpdesk 

Research Report 1207). Birmingham, UK: GSDRC, University of Birmingham. 

Cassivi, A., Tilley, E., Waygood, E. O. D., & Dorea, C. (2021). Household practices in 

accessing drinking water and post collection contamination: a seasonal cohort study 

in Malawi. Water Research, 189, 116607. 

Castells-Quintana, D. (2017). Malthus living in a slum: Urban concentration, infrastructure, 

and economic growth. Journal of Urban Economics, 98, 158-173. 

Castells‐Quintana, D. (2018). Beyond Kuznets: Inequality and the size and distribution of 

cities. Journal of Regional Science, 58(3), 564–580. 

Castells-Quintana, D., & Wenban-Smith, H. (2020). Population dynamics, urbanization 

without growth, and the rise of megacities. The Journal of Development 

Studies, 56(9), 1663-1682. 



162 
 

Castells-Quintana, D., Ramos, R., & Royuela, V. (2015). Inequality in European regions: 

Recent trends and determinants. Review of Regional Research, 35(2), 123–146. 

Cave, R. W., & Wagner, F. W. (2018). Livable Cities from a Global Perspective. London, 

UK: Routledge. 

Center for Strategic and International Studies (2018). Urbanization in Sub-Saharan Africa. 

Washington DC. URL: https://csis-website-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/s3fs-

public/publication/180411_Saghir_UrbanizationAfrica_Web.pdf. 

Chao, J. C., Hausman, J. A., Newey, W. K., Swanson, N. R., & Woutersen, T. (2014). Testing 

overidentifying restrictions with many instruments and heteroskedasticity. Journal of 

Econometrics, 178, 15-21 

Chauvin, J. P., Glaeser, E., Ma, Y., & Tobio, K. (2017). What is different about urbanization 

in rich and poor countries? Cities in Brazil, China, India, and the United States. Journal 

of Urban Economics, 98, 17-49. 

Chazal, J. D. (2010). A systems approach to livability and sustainability: Defining terms and 

mapping relationships to link desires with ecological opportunities and 

constraints. Systems Research and Behavioral Science, 27(5), 585-597. 

Chen, B., Liu, D., & Lu, M. (2017). City Size, Migration, and Urban Inequality in the 

People’s Republic of China (No. 723). ADBI Working Paper Series. 

Chen, Z. (2014). Globalization and Regional Income Inequality: Evidence from Within 

China (No. 2004/10). WIDER Discussion Papers//World Institute for Development 

Economics (UNU-WIDER). 

Cheshire, P. C., & Hay, D. G. (2017). Urban Problems in Western Europe: An Economic 

Analysis. Routledge. London, UK. 

Chong, Z., Qin, C. and Ye, X., (2016) “Environmental regulation, economic network and 

sustainable growth of urban agglomerations in China.” Sustainability, 8(5): 467-468. 

Christiaensen, L., & Weerdt, J. D. (2017). Urbanization, Growth, and Poverty Reduction: 

The Role of Secondary Towns. Final Report. International Growth Center. 

Chumo, I., Kabaria, C., Muindi, K., Elsey, H., Phillips-Howard, P. A., & Mberu, B. (2022). 

Informal social accountability mechanisms for water sanitation and hygiene (WASH) 

in childcare centres in Nairobi City County's informal settlements. Urban 

Governance, 2(2), 259-269. 

https://csis-website-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/publication/180411_Saghir_UrbanizationAfrica_Web.pdf
https://csis-website-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/publication/180411_Saghir_UrbanizationAfrica_Web.pdf


163 
 

Ciccone, A., & Hall, R. E. (1993). Productivity and the density of economic activity. 

American Economic Review 86(1), 54-70 

Clark, L. P., Tabory, S., Tong, K., Servadio, J. L., Kappler, K., Xu, C. K., ... & Ramaswami, 

A. (2022). A data framework for assessing social inequality and equity in multi‐sector 

social, ecological, infrastructural urban systems: Focus on fine‐spatial scales. Journal 

of Industrial Ecology, 26(1), 145-163. 

Clark, R. (2013). Convergence in national income distributions. Social Forces, 92(2), 413-

436. 

Cohen, J., Coughlin, C., & Paul, C. (2019). Chapter 6: Agglomeration, productivity, and 

regional growth: production theory approaches in R. Capello & P. Nijkamp (Eds.), 

Handbook of Regional Growth and Development Theories, 104–123. 

Comaroff, J., & Comaroff, J. (2011). Theory from the South: Or, how Euro-America is 

Evolving toward Africa. Paradigm. 

Combes PP and Gobillon L (2015) The empirics of agglomeration economies. In: Duranton 

G, Henderson JV, and Strange WC (eds) Handbook of Regional and Urban Economics 

V. Amsterdam: North Holland, pp. 247–348. 

Combes, P. P., Gobillon, L., & Zylberberg, Y. (2022). Urban economics in a historical 

perspective: Recovering data with machine learning. Regional Science and Urban 

Economics, 94, 103711. 

Commission on Social Determinants of Health. (2008). Closing the gap in a generation: 

Health Equity through Action on the Social Determinants of Health. World Health 

Organization. Geneva, Switzerland. 

Coppel, G., and Wüstemann, H. (2017). The impact of urban green space on health in Berlin, 

Germany: Empirical findings and implications for urban planning. Landscape and 

Urban Plan. 167, 410–418. 

Cottineau, C., Finance, O., Hatna, E., Arcaute, E., & Batty, M. (2019). Defining urban 

clusters to detect agglomeration economies. Environment and Planning B: Urban 

Analytics and City Science, 46(9), 1611-1626. 

Crozet, M., & Koenig, P. (2008). The Cohesion vs. Growth Tradeoff. Revue 

Economique, 59(2), 331-340. 



164 
 

Dabla-Norris, E., Ho, G., Kochhar, K., Kyobe, A., & Tchaidze, R. (2014). Anchoring growth: 

The importance of productivity-enhancing reforms in emerging market and 

developing economies. Journal of International Commerce, Economics and 

Policy, 5(02), 1450001. 

Dagum, C. (1997). Decomposition and interpretation of Gini and the generalized entropy 

inequality measures. Statistica, 57(3), 295-308. 

Dang, V. A., Kim, M., & Shin, Y. (2015). Searching robust methods for dynamic panel data 

models in empirical corporate finance. Journal of Banking & Finance, 53(1), 84-98. 

Das, K., Ramaswami, A., Fan, Y., & Cao, J. (2022). Connecting the dots between urban 

infrastructure, well-being, livability, and equity: a data-driven 

approach. Environmental Research: Infrastructure and Sustainability, 2(3), 035004. 

Davis, J. C., & Henderson, J. V. (2003). Evidence on the political economy of the 

urbanization process. Journal of Urban Economics, 53(1), 98-125. 

Daw, T. M., Hicks, C. C., Brown, K., Chaigneau, T., Januchowski-Hartley, F. A., Cheung, 

W. W., ... & McClanahan, T. R. (2016). Elasticity in ecosystem services: exploring 

the variable relationship between ecosystems and human well-being. Ecology and 

Society, 21(2). 

Dawkins, E., André, K., Axelsson, K., Benoist, L., Swartling, Å. G., & Persson, Å. (2019). 

Advancing sustainable consumption at the local government level: A literature 

review. Journal of cleaner production, 231, 1450-1462. 

de Bruin, A., & Liu, N. (2020). The urbanization-household gender inequality nexus: 

Evidence from time allocation in China. China Economic Review, 60(3), 101-131. 

de Bruin, S., Dengerink, J., & van Vliet, J. (2021). Urbanization as a driver of food system 

transformation and opportunities for rural livelihoods. Food Security, 13(4), 781-798. 

De Fatima, M., Arthur, S. R., & Cockerill, A. (2019). The roles of government and the public 

utility in achieving universal access to electricity. Economics of Energy & 

Environmental Policy, 8(1), 103-118. 

Deilmann, C., Hennersdorf, J., Lehmann, I., & Reißmann, D. (2018). Data envelopment 

analysis of urban efficiency—Interpretative methods to make DEA a heuristic 

tool. Ecological Indicators, 84, 607-618. 

Demont, M. (2013). Reversing urban bias in African rice markets: A Review of 19 National. 



165 
 

Dewita, Y., Burke, M., & Yen, B. T. (2020). The relationship between transport, housing, 

and urban form: Affordability of transportation and housing in Indonesia. Case 

Studies on Transport Policy, 8(1), 252-262. 

Di Clemente, R., Strano, E., & Batty, M. (2021). Urbanization and economic 

complexity. Scientific Reports, 11(1), 1–10. 

Diener, E., & Ryan, K. (2009). Subjective well-being: A general overview. South African 

Journal of Psychology, 39(4), 391-406. 

Diener, E., & Suh, E. (1997). Measuring quality of life: Economic, social, and subjective 

indicators. Social Indicators Research, 40, 189-216. 

Diener, E., Diener, M., & Diener, C. (1995). Factors predicting the subjective well-being of 

nations. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 69(5), 851. 

Diener, E., Oishi, S., & Tay, L. (2018). Advances in subjective well-being research. Nature 

Human Behaviour, 2(4), 253-260. 

Dimene, C.d.S. (2018). WRI Water and Sanitation Case Study Maputo (2018) (Mozambique, 

Unpublished manuscript). 

Dioha, M. O., & Emodi, N. V. (2019). Investigating the impacts of energy access scenarios 

in the Nigerian household sector by 2030. Resources, 8(3), 127. 

Dirix, D., Rossi, F., & van der Hoek, H. (2021). Fecal sludge management in Toamasina, 

Madagascar: Emptying–Transport–Treatment. Journal of Environmental 

Management, 281, 111808. 

Disabato, D. J., Goodman, F. R., Kashdan, T. B., Short, J. L., & Jarden, A. (2016). Different 

types of well-being? A cross-cultural examination of hedonic and eudaimonic well-

being. Psychological Assessment, 28(5), 471. 

Dodge, Rachel, Daly, Annette P., Jan, Huyton, & Sanders, Lalage D. (2012). The challenges 

of defining wellbeing. International Journal of Wellbeing, 2(3), 222–235.  

Dolan, P., Layard, R., and Metcalfe, R. (2011). Measuring subjective well-being for public 

policy. Available at: http://eprints.lse.ac.uk/47518/1/CEPSP23.pdf. Retrieved on 

July 6, 2023. 

Dolan, P., Peasgood, T., Dixon, A. M., Knight, M., Phillips, D., Tsuchiya, A., & White, M. 

(2006). Research on the relationship between well-being and sustainable 

development. Centre for Well-being in Public Policy, University of Sheffield, UK. 

http://eprints.lse.ac.uk/47518/1/CEPSP23.pdf


166 
 

Dorn, F., & Schinke, C. (2018). Top income shares in OECD countries: The role of 

government ideology and globalization. The World Economy, 41(9), 2491-2527. 

Dossou, T. A. M., NdomandjiKambaye, E., Bekun, F. V., & Eoulam, A. O. (2021). Exploring 

the linkage between tourism, governance quality, and poverty reduction in Latin 

America. Tourism Economics, 555, 1–25. 

Douch, M., Edwards, H., Landman, T., & Mallick, S. (2022). Aid effectiveness: Human 

rights as a conditionality measure. World Development, 158, 105978. 

Driscoll, J. C., & Kraay, A. C. (1998). Consistent covariance matrix estimation with spatially 

dependent panel data. Review of Economics and Statistics, 80(4), 549-560. 

Duda, I., Fasse, A., & Grote, U. (2018). Drivers of rural-urban migration and impact on food 

security in rural Tanzania. Food Security, 10, 785-798. 

Dumont, R and Mottin, M -F (1983). Stranglehold on Africa. In Andre´ Deutch, London. 

Dunaeva, V. (2018). New approaches in social well-being studies. People International 

Journal of Social Sciences, 4(3), 566-573. 

Duranton G (2015) Growing through cities in developing countries. World Bank Research 

Observer, 30(1), 39–73. 

Duranton, G., & Puga, D. (2004). Micro-foundations of urban agglomeration economies. 

In Handbook of Regional and Urban Economics (Vol. 4, pp. 2063-2117). Elsevier. 

Duranton, G., & Puga, D. (2015). Urban land use. In Handbook of Regional and Urban 

Economics, 5, 467-560. 

Easterlin, R. A. (1974). Does economic growth improve the human lot? Some empirical 

evidence. In Nations and households in economic growth (pp. 89-125). Academic 

press. 

Eeckhout, J., Chade, H., & Smith, L. (2014). Search and Matching Models in 

Microeconomics. UR: https://www.public.asu.edu/~hchade/papers/Survey.pdf. 

Retrieved on August 9, 2023. 

Ekeocha, D. O. (2021). Urbanization, inequality, economic development, and ecological 

footprint: Searching for turning points and regional homogeneity in Africa. Journal 

of Cleaner Production, 291, 125244. 

Elhorst, J. P. (2011). Applied spatial econometrics: raising the bar. Spatial Economic 

Analysis, 5(1), 9-28. 

https://www.public.asu.edu/~hchade/papers/Survey.pdf


167 
 

Elhorst, J. P. (2014). Dynamic spatial panels: models, methods, and inferences. In Spatial 

Econometrics, 95-119. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg. 

Enqvist, J. P., & Ziervogel, G. (2019). Water governance and justice in Cape Town: An 

overview. Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Water, 6(4), e1354. 

Enyew, H. D., Mereta, S. T., & Hailu, A. B. (2021). Biomass fuel use and acute respiratory 

infection among children younger than 5 years in Ethiopia: a systematic review and 

meta-analysis. Public Health, 193, 29-40. 

Eriksen, S. H., Nightingale, A. J., & Eakin, H. (2015). Reframing adaptation: The political 

nature of climate change adaptation. Global Environmental Change, 35, 523-533. 

ESRC (2018). The Easterlin paradox - economic and social research Council. Available at: 

https://esrc.ukri.org/about-us/50-years-of-esrc/50-achievements/the-easterlin-

paradox/. Retrieved on September 26, 2023. 

Fagbemi, F., Nzeribe, G. E., Osinubi, T. T., & Asongu, S. (2021). Interconnections between 

governance and socioeconomic conditions: Understanding the challenges in sub-

Saharan Africa. Regional Sustainability, 2(4), 337-348. 

Fang, C. (2015). Scientifically selecting and hierarchically nurturing China’s urban 

agglomerations for the new normal. Bull. Chin. Acad. Sci, 30, 127-136. 

Fang, C., & Yu, D. (2016). The Developmental Strategies and Basic Principles for China’s 

New Urbanization. In China’s New Urbanization (pp. 49-109). Springer, Berlin, 

Heidelberg. 

Fang, C., & Yu, D. (2017). Urban agglomeration: An evolving concept of an emerging 

phenomenon. Landscape and Urban Planning, 162, 126-136. 

Fang, C., Guan, X., Lu, S., Zhou, M., & Deng, Y. (2013). Input-output efficiency of urban 

agglomerations in China: An application of data envelopment analysis (DEA). Urban 

Studies, 50(13), 2766-2790. 

Farrell, K. (2017). The rapid urban growth triad: a new conceptual framework for examining 

the urban transition in developing countries. Sustainability, 9(8), 1407. 

Farrell, K. (2018). An inquiry into the nature and causes of Nigeria’s rapid urban transition. 

In Urban Forum, 29(3), 277-298. Springer, Netherlands. 

Fay, M., & Opal, C. (2000). Urbanization without Growth: Uncommon Phenomenon (Vol. 

2412). World Bank. Washington DC. 

https://esrc.ukri.org/about-us/50-years-of-esrc/50-achievements/the-easterlin-paradox/
https://esrc.ukri.org/about-us/50-years-of-esrc/50-achievements/the-easterlin-paradox/


168 
 

Fayissa, B., & Nsiah, C. (2013). The impact of governance on economic growth in 

Africa. The Journal of Developing Areas, 91-108. 

Ferreira, P. C., Monge-Naranjo, A., & Pereira, L. T. (2016). Of cities and slums, Federal 

Reserve Bank of St. Louis. Working Paper 2016-022A. 

Field, E. M., & Kremer, M. (2006). Impact Evaluation for Slum Upgrading Interventions. 

World Bank, Poverty Reduction and Economic Management, Thematic Group on 

Poverty Analysis, Monitoring, and Impact Evaluation. World Bank. Washington DC. 

Florida RL (2002) The Rise of the Creative Class, and How it is Transforming Work, Leisure, 

Community, and Everyday Life. New York, NY: Basic Books. 

Forgeard, M. J., Jayawickreme, E., Kern, M. L., & Seligman, M. E. (2011). Doing the right 

thing: Measuring wellbeing for public policy. International Journal of 

Wellbeing, 1(1). 

Fossaceca A (2019) Assessing the determinants of the human development index in oil-

dependent nations. Undergraduate Economic Review 16(1):1–14. 

Fotio, H. K., & Nguea, S. M. (2022). Access to water and sanitation in Africa: Does 

globalization matter? International Economics, 170, 79-91. 

Frick, S. A., & Rodríguez-Pose, A. (2018). Change in urban concentration and economic 

growth. World Development, 105, 156-170. 

Fujita, M., & Thisse, J. F. (2003). Does geographical agglomeration foster economic growth? 

And who gains and losses from it? The Japanese Economic Review, 54(2), 121-145. 

Fujita, M., & Thisse, J.-F. (2002). Economics of agglomeration: Cities, industrial location, 

and regional growth. Cambridge University Press. 

Gaffan, N., Dégbey, C., Kpozèhouen, A., Glèlè Ahanhanzo, Y., Johnson, R. C., & Salamon, 

R. (2023). Is Benin on track to reach universal household coverage of basic water, 

sanitation, and hygiene services by 2030? Plos One, 18(5), e0286147. 

Galor, O., & Tsiddon, D. (1996). Income distribution and growth: The Kuznets hypothesis 

revisited. Economica, 63(250), 103–117. 

Ganau, R., & Rodríguez-Pose, A. (2022). Does urban concentration matter for changes in a 

country's economic performance? Urban Studies, 59(6), 1275-1299. 

Garcia-Mila, T., & McGuire, T. J. (1992). The contribution of publicly provided inputs to 

states' economies. Regional Science and Urban Economics, 22(2), 229-241. 



169 
 

Gardiner, B., Martin, R., & Tyler, P. (2011). Does spatial agglomeration increase national 

growth? Some evidence from Europe. Journal of Economic Geography, 11(6), 979-

1006. 

Gerritse, M., & Arribas-Bel, D. (2018). Concrete agglomeration benefits: do roads improve 

urban connections or attract more people? Regional Studies, 52(8), 1134-1149. 

Gini, C. (1909). Concentration and dependency ratios (in Italian). English translation in 

Rivista di Politica Economica, 87(1), 769–789. 

Glaeser, E. L., & Gottlieb, J. D. (2009). The wealth of cities: Agglomeration economies and 

spatial equilibrium in the United States. Journal of Economic Literature, 47(4), 983-

1028. 

Glaeser, E. L., & Resseger, M. G. (2010). The complementarity between cities and 

skills. Journal of Regional Science, 50(1), 221-244. 

Glazer, A., Gradstein, M., & Ranjan, P. (2003). Consumption variety and urban 

agglomeration. Regional Science and Urban Economics, 33(6), 653-661. 

Gollin, D., Jedwab, R., Vollrath, D., (2014). Urbanization with and without industrialization, 

Institute for International Economic Policy Working Papers 2014-01. Washington, 

DC. 

Goodfellow, T. (2020). Finance, infrastructure, and urban capital: The political economy of 

African ‘gap-filling.’ Review of African Political Economy, 47(164), 256-274. 

Grafakos, S., Trigg, K., Landauer, M., Chelleri, L., & Dhakal, S. (2019). An analytical 

framework to evaluate the level of integration of climate adaptation and mitigation in 

cities. Climatic Change, 154(1), 87-106. 

Graham, Carol, & Nikolova, Milena (2012). Does access to information technology make 

people happier? Working paper 53 Washington D.C: The Brookings Institution. 

Available at: https://www.brookings.edu/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/12-

information-technologyhappiness-graham.pdf. Retrieved on September 26, 2023. 

Gregory, J., & Sovacool, B. K. (2019). The financial risks and barriers to electricity 

infrastructure in Kenya, Tanzania, and Mozambique: A critical and systematic 

academic literature review. Energy Policy, 125, 145-153. 

https://www.brookings.edu/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/12-information-technologyhappiness-graham.pdf
https://www.brookings.edu/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/12-information-technologyhappiness-graham.pdf


170 
 

Guma, P. K., Monstadt, J., & Schramm, S. (2019). Hybrid constellations of water access in 

the digital age: The case of Jisomee Mita in Soweto-Kayole, Nairobi. Water 

Alternatives, 12(2), 725-743. 

Gunawan, I., Sagala, S., Amin, S., Zawani, H., & Mangunsong, R. (2015). City risk 

diagnostic for urban resilience in Indonesia. 

Güneralp, B., Lwasa, S., Masundire, H., Parnell, S., & Seto, K. C. (2017). Urbanization in 

Africa: challenges and opportunities for conservation. Environmental Research 

Letters, 13(1), 015002. 

Güneralp, B., Reba, M., Hales, B. U., Wentz, E. A., & Seto, K. C. (2020). Trends in urban 

land expansion, density, and land transitions from 1970 to 2010: A global 

synthesis. Environmental Research Letters, 15(4), 044015. 

Guo, C., Buchmann, C. M., & Schwarz, N. (2019). Linking urban sprawl and income 

segregation–Findings from a stylized agent-based model. Environment and Planning 

B: Urban Analytics and City Science, 46(3), 469-489. 

Gupta, S., & Sharma, A. K. (2022). Evolution of infrastructure as an asset class: a systematic 

literature review and thematic analysis. Journal of Asset Management, 23(3), 173-

200. 

Ha, N. M., Le, N. D., & Trung-Kien, P. (2019). The impact of urbanization on income 

inequality: A study in Vietnam. Journal of Risk and Financial Management, 12(3), 

146-160. 

Hagerty, M. R., Cummins, R., Ferriss, A. L., Land, K., Michalos, A. C., Peterson, M., ... & 

Vogel, J. (2001). Quality of life indexes for national policy: Review and agenda for 

research. Bulletin of Sociological Methodology, 71(1), 58-78. 

Han, J. and Liu, J., (2018) “Urban spatial interaction analysis using inter-city transport big 

data: a case study of the Yangtze River Delta urban agglomeration of China.” 

Sustainability, 10(2), 4459- 4460. 

Hansen, L. P. (1982). Large sample properties of generalized method of moments 

estimators. Econometrica: Journal of the Econometric Society, 1029-1054. 

Hardoon, Deborah, Sophia Ayele, and Ricardo Fuentes-Nieva. (2016). An Economy for the 

1%. Nairobi: Oxfam International. Accessed on April 16, 2022 

(https://www.oxfam.org/en/research/economy-1). 

https://www.oxfam.org/en/research/economy-1


171 
 

Harris, J. R., & Todaro, M. P. (1970). Migration, unemployment, and development: A two-

sector analysis. The American Economic Review, 60(1), 126–142. 

Harvey, P. A., & Reed, R. A. (2006). Sustainable supply chains for rural water supplies in 

Africa. In Proceedings of the Institution of Civil Engineers-Engineering 

Sustainability, 159(1), 31-39. Thomas Telford Ltd. 

Hasan, R., Jiang, Y., & Rafols, R. M. (2017). Urban agglomeration effects in India: evidence 

from town-level data. Asian Development Review, 34(2), 201-228. 

Hassink, R., Gong, H., & Orum, A. M. (2019). New Economic Geography. Oru. AM, Garcia, 

M., Judd, D., Roberts, B., Piew, PC, Eds, 1-6. 

Hausman, J. A. (1978). Specification tests in econometrics. Econometrica, 46(6), 1251–

1271. 

He, C., Zhou, Y., & Huang, Z. (2016). Fiscal decentralization, political centralization, and 

land urbanization in China. Urban Geography, 37(3), 436-457. 

Healthy Cities (2015). Good health is good politics: a toolkit for local governments to support 

healthy urban development. Manila: World Health Organization Regional Office for 

the Western Pacific. Available at: (https://www. who.int/publications/i/item/WPR-

2015-DNH-004). Retrieved on September 27, 2023.  

Helliwell, J. F., Layard, R., Sachs, J., & De Neve, J. E. (2020). World Happiness Report 

2020. New York. Available at: https://happiness-

reports3amazonaws.com/2020/WHR20.pdf. Retrieved on September 25, 2023. 

Henderson, J. V. (1988). Urban development: Theory, Fact, and Illusion. Oxford: Oxford 

University Press. 

Henderson, J. V. (2005). Chapter 24 – Urbanization and Growth. In P. Aghion & S. N. 

Durlauf (Eds.). Handbook of Economic Growth, Part B (Vol. 1, pp. 1543–1591). 

Amsterdam: Elsevier. 

Henderson, J. V. (2010). Cities and Development. Journal of Regional Science, 50(1), 515-

540. 

Henderson, J. V. (2005). "Urbanization and Growth," Handbook of Economic Growth, in 

Philippe Aghion & Steven Durlauf (ed.), Handbook of Economic Growth, edition 1, 

1(24), 1543-1591. 

https://happiness-reports3amazonaws.com/2020/WHR20.pdf
https://happiness-reports3amazonaws.com/2020/WHR20.pdf
https://ideas.repec.org/h/eee/grochp/1-24.html
https://ideas.repec.org/s/eee/grochp.html
https://ideas.repec.org/b/eee/growth/1.html


172 
 

Henderson, V. (2003). The urbanization process and economic growth: The so-what 

question. Journal of Economic Growth, 8, 47-71. 

Heston, A., Summers, R., & Aten, B. (2012). Center for International Comparisons of 

Production, Income, and Prices at the University of Pennsylvania. Penn World Table 

Version 7.1. 

Hoechle, D. (2007). Robust standard errors for panel regressions with cross-sectional 

dependence. The Stata Journal, 7(3), 281-312. 

Hohenberg, P. M. (2004). The historical geography of European cities: an interpretive essay. 

In Handbook of Regional and Urban Economics (Vol. 4, pp. 3021-3052). Elsevier. 

Hsiao, C., & Pesaran, M. H. (2004). Random coefficient panel data models. Available at 

SSRN 572783. 

Hsiao, C., Pesaran, M. H., & Tahmiscioglu, A. K. (2002). Maximum likelihood estimation 

of fixed effects dynamic panel data models covering short periods. Journal of 

Econometrics, 109(1), 107-150. 

Ike, G. N., Usman, O., & Sarkodie, S. A. (2020). Testing the role of oil production in the 

environmental Kuznets curve of oil-producing countries: New insights from the 

method of moments quantile regression. Science of the Total Environment, 711(2), 

135-208.  

Ikwuyatum, G. (2016). Migration and urbanization: exploring the factors of the Nexus in 

Nigeria. International Journal of Humanities and Social Science, 6(8), 161-175. 

Im, K. S., Pesaran, M. H., & Shin, Y. (2003). Testing for unit roots in heterogeneous 

panels. Journal of Econometrics, 115(1), 53-74. 

Inglesi-Lotz, R. (2016). The impact of renewable energy consumption to economic growth: 

A panel data application. Energy economics, 53, 58-63. 

IOM, & Institute of Medicine (US) Committee on Assessing (2006). In D. G. Blazer, & L. 

M. Hernandez (Eds.). Genes, behaviour, and the social environment: Moving beyond 

the nature/nurture debate. Washington D:C: National Academies Press (US). 

Available at: https://www. ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK19924/. Retrieved on 

September 26, 2023. 

IPCC (2018). Global Warming of 1.5 °C - SR15. Summary for policymakers, IPCC. 

Available at: http://www.ipcc.ch/report/sr15/. Retrieved on September 26, 2023. 

http://www.ipcc.ch/report/sr15/


173 
 

Islam, Nazrul, & Winkel, John (2017). Climate Change and social inequality. DESA working 

paper No. 152, Department of Economic & Social Affairs. New York: United 

Nations. 

Ivković, A. F., Ham, M., & Mijoč, J. (2014). Measuring objective well-being and sustainable 

development management. Journal of Knowledge Management, Economics and 

Information Technology, 4(2), 1-29. 

Jedwab, R., Christiaensen, L., & Gindelsky, M. (2017). Demography, urbanization, and 

development: Rural push, urban pull, and urban push? Journal of Urban 

Economics, 98, 6-16. 

Jenkins, S. P. (2015). World income inequality databases: an assessment of WIID and 

SWIID. The Journal of Economic Inequality, 13, 629-671. 

Kabiru, C. W., Izugbara, C. O., & Beguy, D. (2013). The health and wellbeing of young 

people in sub-Saharan Africa: an under-researched area? BMC International Health 

and Human Rights, 13, 1-7. 

Kanbur, R., & Zhuang, J. (2013). Urbanization and Inequality in Asia. Asian Development 

Review, 30(1), 131-147. 

Kapoor, M., Kelejian, H. H., & Prucha, I. R. (2007). Panel data models with spatially 

correlated error components. Journal of Econometrics, 140(1), 97-130. 

Kelejian, H. H., & Prucha, I. R., (2006). Estimation problems exist in models with spatial 

weighting matrices with blocks of equal elements. Journal of Regional 

Science, 46(3), 507-515. 

Khan, A. U., Saboor, A., Ali, I., Malik, W. S., & Mahmood, K. (2016). The urbanization of 

multidimensional poverty: Empirical evidence from Pakistan. Quality and Quantity, 

50(1), 439–469. 

Khan, H., Khan, I., & Binh, T. T. (2020). The heterogeneity of renewable energy 

consumption, carbon emission, and financial development globally: A Panel quantile 

regression approach. Energy Reports, 6(2), 859–867. 

Kjellstrom, T., Friel, S., Dixon, J., Corvalan, C., Rehfuess, E., Campbell-Lendrum, D., ... & 

Bartram, J. (2007). Urban environmental health hazards and health equity. Journal of 

Urban Health, 84, 86-97. 



174 
 

Kleibergen, F., & Paap, R. (2006). Generalized reduced rank tests using the singular value 

decomposition. Journal of Econometrics, 133(1), 97-126. 

Klimczuk-Kochań ska, M., & Klimczuk. A. (2019). Core-periphery model. In S. N. 

Romaniuk, M. Thapa, & P. Marton (Eds.), The Palgrave Encyclopedia of Global 

Security Studies (pp. 1–8). New York: Palgrave Macmillan, Cham.  

Kovacs-Györi, A., Cabrera-Barona, P., Resch, B., Mehaffy, M., & Blaschke, T. (2019). They 

assess and represent livability by analyzing residential preference: 

Sustainability, 11(18), 4934-4957. 

Kraut, R. (2018). Aristotle's ethics in the Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy. Summer 

2018. In Edward N. Zalta (Ed.). Metaphysics Research Lab, Stanford University. 

Available at: https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/sum2018/entries/aristotle-ethics/. 

Retrieved on September 25, 2023. 

Krugman, P. (1991). Increasing returns and economic geography. Journal of Political 

Economy, 99(3), 483-499. 

Krugman, P. (2013). The narrow and broad arguments for free trade. The American 

Economic Review, 83(2), 362-366. 

Kuddus, M. A., Tynan, E., & McBryde, E. (2020). Urbanization: a problem for the rich and 

the poor? Public Health Reviews, 41, 1-4. 

Kumari, P., & Shekhar, R. (2018). Measuring liveability: A critique. Sree Journal of Spatial 

Perspectives, 2(1), 35–40. 

Kuznets, S. (1955). Economic growth and income inequality. The American Economic 

Review, 45(1), 1-28. 

Kyriacou, A. P., Muinelo-Gallo, L., & Roca-Sagalés, O. (2019). The efficiency of transport 

infrastructure investment and the role of government quality: An empirical 

Analysis. Transport Policy, 74, 93-102. 

Lades, L. K., Kelly, A., & Kelleher, L. (2020). Why is active travel more satisfying than 

motorized travel? Evidence from Dublin. Transportation Research Part A: Policy 

and Practice, 136, 318-333. 

Lahouij, H. (2017). Governance and economic growth in developing economies: A 

comparative study. MSC Thesis.  

https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/sum2018/entries/aristotle-ethics/


175 
 

Lalli, M. (1992). Urban-related identity: Theory, measurement, and empirical 

findings. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 12(4), 285-303. 

Laverack, G. (2006). Improving health outcomes through community empowerment: a 

review of the literature. Journal of Health, Population and Nutrition, 113-120. 

Lavrinenko, P. A., Mikhailova, T. N., Romashina, A. A., & Chistyakov, P. A. (2019). 

Agglomeration effect as a tool of regional development. Studies on Russian 

Economic Development, 30(3), 268-274. 

Lawhon, M., Nilsson, D., Silver, J., Ernstson, H., & Lwasa, S. (2018). Thinking through 

heterogeneous infrastructure configurations. Urban Studies, 55(4), 720-732. 

Le, T. H., Nguyen, C. P., Su, T. D., & Tran-Nam, B. (2020). The Kuznets curve for export 

diversification and income inequality: Evidence from a global sample year. Economic 

Analysis and Policy, 65, 21–39. 

Lee, E. (1966). A Theory of Migration. Demography 3, 47–57.  

Lee, L. F., & Yu, J. (2010). Some recent developments in spatial panel data models. Regional 

Science and Urban Economics, 40(5), 255-271. 

Lee, L. F., & Yu, J. (2012). Spatial panels: Random components versus fixed 

effects. International Economic Review, 53(4), 1369-1412. 

Lee, L. F., & Yu, J. (2016). Identification of spatial Durbin panel models. Journal of Applied 

Econometrics, 31(1), 133-162. 

Lee, S. J., & Kim, Y. (2015). Searching for the meaning of community well-

being. Community well-being and community development: Conceptions and 

applications, 9-23. 

Leitão, N. C. (2013). A panel data modeling of agglomeration and growth: cross-country 

evidence. Theoretical and Empirical Researches in Urban Management, 8(1), 67-77. 

Lengyel, I., & Szakálné Kanó, I. (2012). Competitiveness of Hungarian urban micro-regions: 

Localization agglomeration economies and regional competitiveness 

function. Regional Statistics, 2(1), 27-44. 

LeSage, J., & Pace, R. K. (2009). Introduction to Spatial Econometrics. Chapman and 

Hall/CRC. 

Levin, A., Lin, C. F., & Chu, C. S. J. (2002). Unit root tests in panel data: asymptotic and 

finite-sample properties. Journal of Econometrics, 108(1), 1-24. 



176 
 

Lewin, P. A., Watson, P., & Brown, A. (2018). Surviving the Great Recession: The influence 

of income inequality in US urban counties. Regional Studies, 52(6), 781-792. 

Lewis, B. D. (2014). Urbanization and economic growth in Indonesia: good news, bad news 

and (possible) local government mitigation. Regional Studies, 48(1), 192-207. 

Lewis, W. A. (1954). Economic development with unlimited supplies of labor. The 

Manchester School, 22(5), 139–191. 

Li, J., & Du, Y. (2021). Spatial effect of environmental regulation on green innovation 

efficiency: Evidence from prefectural-level cities in China. Journal of cleaner 

production, 286, 125032. 

Li, J., Cheong, T. S., Shen, J., & Fu, D. (2019). Urbanization and Rural-Urban Consumption 

Disparity: Evidence from China. The Singapore Economic Review, 64(4), 983-996. 

Li, M. H., (2018). Varieties in state capitalism: Outward FDI strategies of central and local 

state-owned enterprises from emerging economies. In State-owned Multinationals, 

175-210. Palgrave Macmillan, Cham. 

Li, W., Sun, B., & Zhang, T. (2019). Spatial structure and labor productivity: Evidence from 

prefectures in China. Urban Studies, 56(8), 1516-1532. 

Li, Y., Sun, L., Zhang, H., Liu, T., & Fang, K. (2018). Does industrial transfer within urban 

agglomerations promote dual control of total energy consumption and 

intensity? Journal of Cleaner Production, 204, 607-617. 

Li, Z., & Martinez-Vazquez, J. (2020). Fiscal Decentralization and Interregional Capital 

Misallocation: Evidence from China. International Center for Public Policy, Andrew 

Young School of Policy Studies, Georgia State University. 

Liddle, B. (2013). Urban density and climate change: A STIRPAT analysis using city-level 

data. Journal of Transport Geography, 28(3), 22–29. 

Liddle, B. (2017). Urbanization and inequality/poverty. Urban Science, 1(35), 1–7. 

Liddle, B., & Messinis, G. (2015). Which comes first–urbanization or economic growth? 

Evidence from heterogeneous panel causality tests. Applied Economics 

Letters, 22(5), 349–355. 

Lim, S. S., Vos, T., Flaxman, A. D., Danaei, G., Shibuya, K., Adair-Rohani, H., ... & 

Pelizzari, P. M. (2012). A comparative risk assessment of burden of disease and injury 

attributable to 67 risk factors and risk factor clusters in 21 regions, 1990–2010: A 



177 
 

Systematic Analysis for the Global Burden of Disease Study 2010. The 

Lancet, 380(9859), 2224–2260. 

Lipton, M (1977). Why Poor People Stay Poor: The Urban Bias in World Development. In 

Harvard University Press, Cambridge, MA. 

Liu, B., & Du, J. (2021). Empirical analysis of the spatial relationship between urban 

agglomeration economic network and economic growth based on big data. In Journal 

of Physics: Conference Series (Vol. 1800, No. 1, p. 012008). IOP Publishing. 

Lynch, K. (1984). Good City Form. Massachusetts Information Technology Press. 

Cambridge. 

Mahamud, M. A., Samat, N., & Noor, N. M. (2016). Identifying factors influencing urban 

spatial growth for the George Town conurbation. Journal of the Malaysian Institute 

of Planners, 14(1), 95–106. 

Mahumane, G., & Mulder, P. (2022). Urbanization of energy poverty? The case of 

Mozambique. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, 159, 112089. 

Maiti, M. (2017). Urbanization and inequalities in China and India. Overview and 

comparative study. Theoretical & Applied Economics, 24(613), 121-136. 

Maket, I. J. (2021). Population dynamics and economic growth in Kenya. Hungarian 

Statistical Review, 4(2), 18-33. 

Maket, I. J., Kano, I. S., & Vas, Z. B. (2023). Reverse Causal Nexus between Pro‐Poor 

Policies and Income Inequality in Kenya. Regional Science Policy & Practice, 15(6), 

1163-1181. 

Maket, I. J., Szakálné Kanó, I., & Vas, Z. B. (2023). Estimations of pooled dynamic panel 

data model with time-space dependence of selected Sub-Saharan African urban 

agglomerations, 2000-2020. Regional Statistics, 13(4), 651-673. 

Maket, I., Kanó, I. S., & Vas, Z. (2023). Urban Agglomeration and Income Inequality: Is 

Kuznets Hypothesis Valid for Sub-Saharan Africa? Social Indicators Research, 

170(3), 933-953. 

Makido, Y., Dhakal, S., & Yamagata, Y. (2012). Relationship between urban form and CO2 

emissions: Evidence from fifty Japanese cities. Urban Climate, 2, 55-67. 



178 
 

Manteaw, B. O. (2020). Sanitation Dilemmas and Africa’s Urban Futures: Foregrounding 

Environmental Public Health in Contemporary Urban Planning. Academic Journal of 

Interdisciplinary Studies, 9(5), 177-197. 

Marques Arsénio, A., Câmara Salim, I., Hu, M., Pedro Matsinhe, N., Scheidegger, R., & 

Rietveld, L. (2018). Mitigation potential of sanitation infrastructure on groundwater 

contamination by nitrate in Maputo. Sustainability, 10(3), 858-876. 

Marshall, A. (1890). Principles of Economics, 8th ed (1920). London, McMillan. 

Martínez Posada, M. A., & Vélez García, H. M. (2017). How could economic agglomeration 

impact economic development at the regional level through a spatial analysis in 

Colombia (Doctoral dissertation, Universidad EAFIT)? 

Marx, B., Stoker, T., & Suri, T. (2013). The economics of slums in the developing 

world. Journal of Economic Perspectives, 27(4), 187-210. 

Maslow, A. (1968). Toward a psychology of being. New York, NY: van Nostrand. 

Mata, A., Raymond, J. L., & Roig, J. L. (2015). Wages and accessibility: The impact of 

transport infrastructure. Regional Studies, 49(7), 1236-1254. 

Mavoa, S., Davern, M., Breed, M., & Hahs, A. (2019). Higher levels of greenness and 

biodiversity are associated with greater subjective well-being in adults living in 

Melbourne, Australia. Health & Place, 57, 321-329. 

McPhearson, T. et al. (2018). Urban Ecosystems and Biodiversity. In: Climate Change and 

Cities: Second Assessment Report of the Urban Climate Change Research Network 

[Rosenzweig, C. et al. (ed.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 257–318. 

Meijers EJ (2008) Measuring polycentricity and its promises. European Planning Studies 

16(9): 1313–1323. 

Meijers EJ and Burger MJ (2010) Spatial structure and productivity in US metropolitan areas. 

Environment and Planning A 42(6): 1383–1402. 

Mercer. W.M., (1999). Worldwide Quality of Living Survey. URL: 

http://www.mercer.com/qualityoflivingpr#city-rankings.  Retrieved on August 9, 

2023. 

Merriam-Webster (2016). Merriam-Webster dictionary definition of well-being. Available 

at: http://www. merriam-webster.com/dictionary/wellbeing. Retrieved on September 

25, 2023. 

http://www.mercer.com/qualityoflivingpr#city-rankings


179 
 

Miguel, E., Satyanath, S., & Sergenti, E. (2004). Economic shocks and civil conflict: An 

instrumental variables approach. Journal of Political Economy, 112(4), 725-753. 

Mikhaylova, A., & Gorochnaya, V. (2022). Spatial scale of urban agglomeration externalities 

on the Rostov region in Russia. Regions and Cohesion, 12(1), 78-101. 

Miles, J. (2014). Tolerance and variance inflation factor. Wiley Stats Ref: Statistics 

Reference Online. https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118445112.stat06593. Retrieved on 

November 8, 2023. 

Mimiko, O. (2012). Globalization: The Politics of Global Economic Relations and 

International Business (p. 47). Carolina Academic Press. 

Mohajeri, N., Gudmundsson, A., & French, J. R. (2015). CO2 emissions concerning street-

network configuration and city size. Transportation Research Part D: Transport and 

Environment, 35, 116-129. 

Moreno, E. L. (2017). Concepts, definitions and data sources for the study of urbanization: 

the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. In United Nations Expert Group 

Meeting on Sustainable Cities, Human Mobility and International Migration. 

UNDESA. New York. URL: https://www. Un. 

Org/en/development/desa/population/events/pdf/expert/27/papers/II/Paper-Moreno-

final. Pdf. Retrieved on May 15, 2023. 

Mumssen, Y., & Saltiel, G. (2018). Aligning Institutions and Incentives for Sustainable 

Water Supply and Sanitation Services. 

Munnell, A. H. (1990). Is there a shortfall in public capital investment? An overview. Is there 

a Shortfall in Public Capital investment, 1-20? 

Nagendra, H., Bai, X., Brondizio, E. S., & Lwasa, S. (2018). The urban South and the 

predicament of global sustainability. Nature Sustainability, 1(7), 341-349. 

Nagpure, A. S., Reiner, M., & Ramaswami, A. (2018). Resource requirements of inclusive 

urban development in India: insights from ten cities. Environmental Research 

Letters, 13(2), 25010-25024. 

Nair, J. K., & Mishra, P. (2023). Household basic amenities and female educational outcome: 

An exploration of complementarities in rural India. Journal of Cleaner Production, 

137439. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118445112.stat06593


180 
 

Nano E (2021) Electrifying Nigeria: the household-level impact of access to electricity on 

consumption, education and employment. In Energy, COVID, and Climate Change, 

1st IAEE Online Conference, June 7–9, 2021. International Association for Energy 

Economics. 

Nguea, S. M. (2023). Improving human development through urbanization, demographic 

dividend, and biomass energy consumption. Sustainable Development, 1-19.  

Nguea, S. M., Kaguendo, U. V. E., & Noumba, I. (2022). Are growth effects of foreign 

capital significant for increasing access to electricity in Africa? Energy Policy, 168, 

113129. 

Nguyen, C. P., Schinckus, C., Su, T. D., & Chong, F. H. L. (2020). The Influence of Tourism 

on Income Inequality. Journal of Travel Research, 60(1), 1426-1444. 

Ni, P. (2008). Report of Chinese cities’ competitiveness. Social Science Literature Press, 

Beijing, 35-47. 

Nickell, S. (1981). Biases in dynamic models with fixed effects. Econometrica: Journal of 

the Econometric Society, 49(6), 1417-1426. 

Ning, L., Wang, F., & Li, J. (2016). Urban innovation, regional externalities of foreign direct 

investment and industrial agglomeration: Evidence from Chinese cities. Research 

Policy 45(4), 830–843.  

Njoh, A. J. (2003). Urbanization and development in sub-Saharan Africa. Cities, 20(3), 167-

174. 

Nkalu, C. N., Edeme, R. K., Nchege, J., & Arazu, O. W. (2019). Rural-urban population 

growth, economic growth and urban agglomeration in sub-Saharan Africa: what does 

Williamson-Kuznets hypothesis say? Journal of Asian and African Studies, 54(8), 

1247-1261. 

Nkemgha, G. Z., Nchofoung, T. N., & Sundjo, F. (2023). Financial development and human 

capital thresholds for the infrastructure development-industrialization nexus in 

Africa. Cities, 132, 104108. 

Norkutė, M., Sarafidis, V., Yamagata, T., & Cui, G. (2021). Instrumental variable estimation 

of dynamic linear panel data models with defactored regressors and a multifactor 

error structure. Journal of Econometrics, 220(2), 416-446. 



181 
 

Nzengya, D. M. (2018). Improving water service to the urban poor through delegated 

management: Lessons from Kisumu, Kenya. Development Policy Review, 36(2), 

190-202. 

O’Neill, D. W., Fanning, A. L., Lamb, W. F., & Steinberger, J. K. (2018). A good life for all 

within planetary boundaries. Nature Sustainability, 1(2), 88–95. 

OECD. (2013). OECD Guidelines on Measuring Subjective Well-being. Paris France. URL: 

https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/docserver/9789264191655-

en.pdf?expires=1691512352&id=id&accname=guest&checksum=9FB2D1F658349

F21397C9F222527C5B3. Retrieved on August 8, 2023. 

Oguz, S., Merad, S., & Snape, D. (2013). Measuring National Well-being-what matters most 

to personal well-being? 

OWID (2023). Human Development Index in 2020. Our World in Data, Oxford. URL: 

https://ourworldindata.org/human-development-index. Retrieved on August 8, 2023. 

Oxfam (2013). Oxfam Humankind Index new measure of Scotland's prosperity Second 

results. Research report, 2013. Oxfam Scotland. 

Oxford University Press (2016). Oxford Dictionary definition of well-being. Available: 

https://en. oxforddictionaries.com/definition/well-being. Retrieved on September 25, 

2023. 

Oyvat, C. (2016). Agrarian Structures, Urbanization, and Inequality. World 

Development, 83(3), 207-230. 

Pace, R. K., LeSage, J. P., & Zhu, S. (2012). Spatial dependence in regressors and its effect 

on the performance of likelihood-based and instrumental variable estimators. In 30th 

Anniversary Edition. Emerald Group Publishing Limited. Bingley UK. 

Parent, O., & LeSage, J. P. (2012). A space–time filter for panel data models containing 

random effects. Computational Statistics & Data Analysis, 55(1), 475-490. 

Parnell, S., & Walawege, R. (2011). Sub-Saharan African urbanization and global 

environmental change. Global Environmental Change, 21, 12-20. 

Parr, J. B. (2007). Spatial definitions of the city: four perspectives. Urban Studies, 44(2), 

381-392. 

Parsons, L. A., Vargas Zeppetello, L., Spector, J., Masuda, Y., Wolff, N., Kroeger, T., & 

Battisti, D. (2019, December). Impacts of Deforestation and Climate Change on 

https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/docserver/9789264191655-en.pdf?expires=1691512352&id=id&accname=guest&checksum=9FB2D1F658349F21397C9F222527C5B3
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/docserver/9789264191655-en.pdf?expires=1691512352&id=id&accname=guest&checksum=9FB2D1F658349F21397C9F222527C5B3
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/docserver/9789264191655-en.pdf?expires=1691512352&id=id&accname=guest&checksum=9FB2D1F658349F21397C9F222527C5B3
https://ourworldindata.org/human-development-index


182 
 

Temperatures, Worker Health, and Well-Being in Berau Regency, Indonesia. In AGU 

Fall Meeting Abstracts (Vol. 2019, pp. GH44A-07). 

Paul, A., & Sen, J. (2020). A critical review of liveability approaches and their 

dimensions. Geoforum, 117(1),90-92. 

Pereira, M. (2016). Urban population estimation based on residential building volume using 

IKONOS-2 images and LIDAR data. International Journal of Remote Sensing, 37(1), 

1-28. 

Pesaran, M. H. (2007). A simple panel unit root test in the presence of cross‐section 

dependence. Journal of Applied Econometrics, 22(2), 265-312. 

Pieterse, D. E., & Parnell, S. (2014). Africa's urban revolution. Bloomsbury Publishing. 

Pieterse, E. (2019). The potential for sustainable urbanization. Centre for Cities, University 

of Cape Town: Cape Town, South Africa. 

Piketty, T. (2006). The Kuznets curve: Yesterday and tomorrow. Understanding Poverty, 63-

72. Oxford University Press. Oxford, UK. 

Piketty, T., & Zucman, G. (2015). Chapter 15 - Wealth and Inheritance in the Long Run. In 

A. B. Atkinson & F. B. T.-H. of I. D. Bourguignon (Eds.), Handbook of Income 

Distribution, 2(1), 1303– 1368. Elsevier. Amsterdam, Netherlands.  

Potter, A., & Watts, H. D. (2011). Evolutionary agglomeration theory: increasing returns, 

diminishing returns, and the industry life cycle. Journal of Economic 

Geography, 11(3), 417-455. 

Pradhan, R. P., Arvin, M. B., & Nair, M. (2021). Urbanization, transportation infrastructure, 

ICT, and economic growth: A temporal causal analysis. Cities, 2(2), 115-134. 

Puga, D. (2002). European regional policies in light of recent location theories. Journal of 

Economic Geography, 2(4), 373-406. 

Quito, B., del Río, M. D. L. C., Álvarez-García, J., & Bekun, F. V. (2023). Spatiotemporal 

influencing factors of energy efficiency in 43 European countries: A spatial 

econometric analysis. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, 182, 113340. 

Ramaswami, A. (2020). Unpacking the urban infrastructure nexus with the environment, 

health, livability, well-being, and equity. One Earth, 2(2), 120–124. 



183 
 

Ramaswami, A., Russell, A. G., Culligan, P. J., Sharma, K. R., & Kumar, E. (2016). Meta-

principles for developing smart, sustainable, and healthy cities. Science, 352(6288), 

940–943. 

Ramaswami, A., Weible, C., Main, D., Heikkila, T., Siddiki, S., Duvall, A., & Bernard, M. 

(2012). A social‐ecological‐infrastructural systems framework for the 

interdisciplinary study of sustainable city systems: An integrative curriculum across 

seven significant disciplines. Journal of Industrial Ecology, 16(6), 801–813. 

Rath, Tom, & Harter, Jim (2010). Wellbeing - five essential elements. Gallup Press. 

Recasens, X., Alfranca, O., & Maldonado, L. (2016). The adaptation of urban farms to cities: 

The case of the Alella wine region within the Barcelona Metropolitan Region. Land 

Use Policy, 56, 158-168. 

Rijnks, R. H., Koster, S., & McCann, P. (2018). Spatial heterogeneity in amenity and labor 

market migration. International Regional Science Review, 41(2), 183-209. 

Rode, P., Heeckt, C., & da Cruz, N. F. (2019). National Transport Policy and Cities: Key 

policy interventions to drive compact and connected urban growth. Coalition for 

Urban Transitions: Washington, DC. 

Rodríguez‐Pose, A., & Griffiths, J. (2021). Developing intermediate cities. Regional Science 

Policy & Practice, 13(3), 441-456. 

Roodman, D. (2009). How to do xtabond2: An introduction to difference and system GMM 

in Stata. The Stata Journal, 9(1), 86-136. 

Rosen, K. T., & Resnick, M. (1980). The size distribution of cities: Examining the Pareto 

law and Primacy. Journal of Urban Economics, 8(2), 165–186. 

Ryff, C. D., & Singer, B. H. (2008). Know thyself and become what you are: A eudaimonic 

approach to psychological well-being. Journal of Happiness Studies, 9, 13-39. 

Sagala, P., Akita, T., & Yusuf, A. A. (2014). Urbanization and expenditure inequality in 

Indonesia: Testing the Kuznets hypothesis with provincial panel data. Letters in 

Spatial and Resource Sciences, 7(3), 133-147. 

Sakketa, T. G. (2023). Urbanization and rural development in sub-Saharan Africa: A review 

of pathways and impacts. Research in Globalization, 100133. 



184 
 

Sala-i-Martin, X., Doppelhofer, G., & Miller, R. I. (2004). Determinants of long-term 

growth: A Bayesian averaging of classical estimates (BACE) approach. American 

Economic Review, 94(4), 813-835. 

Salite, D., Kirshner, J., Cotton, M., Howe, L., Cuamba, B., Feijó, J., & Macome, A. Z. (2021). 

Electricity access in Mozambique: A critical policy analysis of investment, service 

reliability, and social sustainability. Energy Research & Social Science, 78, 102123. 

Satterthwaite, D. (2016). Successful, safe and sustainable cities: towards a New Urban 

Agenda. Commonwealth Journal of Local Governance, (19), 3-18. 

Satterthwaite, D., Beard, V. A., Mitlin, D., & Du, J. (2019). Untreated and unsafe: Solving 

the urban sanitation crisis in the Global South. Working Paper. Retrieved from 

Washington, DC. 

Satterthwaite, D., McGranahan, G., & Tacoli, C. (2010). Urbanization and its implications 

for food and farming. Philosophical transactions of the royal society B: Biological 

Sciences, 365(1554), 2809-2820. 

Satterthwaite, D., Mitlin, D., & Bartlett, S. (2015). Is it possible to reach low-income urban 

dwellers with good-quality sanitation? Environment and Urbanization, 27(1), 3–18. 

Scholl, N., & Klasen, S. (2019). Re-estimating the relationship between inequality and 

growth. Oxford Economic Papers, 71(4), 824-847. 

Sekkat, K. (2013). Does infrastructure mitigate the effect of urban concentration on poverty 

in developing countries? In Economic Research Forum Working Paper Series. 

Sekkat, K. (2017). Urban concentration and poverty in developing countries. Growth and 

Change, 48(3), 435-458. 

Seligman, Martin (2011). Flourish. New York: Free Press. 

Seligman, Martin (2013). Building the state of wellbeing department of the premier and 

cabinet, Adelaide: Government of South Australia, Vol. 10. 

Semykina, A., & Wooldridge, J. M. (2013). Estimation of dynamic panel data models with 

sample selection. Journal of Applied Econometrics, 28(1), 47-61. 

Senterfitt, J. W., Long, A., Shih, M., & Teutsch, S. M. (2013). Ow social and economic 

factors affect health. Social determinants of health. Los Angeles: Los Angeles County 

Department of Public Health.Available at: www.publichealth.lacounty.gov/epi. 

Retrieved on September 26, 2023. 

http://www.publichealth.lacounty.gov/epi


185 
 

Seto, K. C., Davis, S. J., Mitchell, R. B., Stokes, E. C., Unruh, G., & Ürge-Vorsatz, D. (2016). 

Carbon lock-in: types, causes, and policy implications. Annual Review of 

Environment and Resources, 41(1), 425-452. 

Shekhar, Himanshu (2017). Urban identity as a complementary tool to urban wellbeing (PhD 

dissertation) Essen: Universitat Duisburg-Essen. 

Shen, J., Chen, C., Yang, M., & Zhang, K. (2019). City size, population concentration, and 

productivity: evidence from China. China & World Economy, 27(1), 110-131. 

Shi, L. (2019). Promise and paradox of metropolitan regional climate 

adaptation. Environmental Science & Policy, 92, 262–274. 

Shobande, O. A. (2020). The effects of energy use on infant mortality rates in 

Africa. Environmental and Sustainability Indicators, 5, 100015. 

Shrestha, M. (2020). Get rich or die tryin’: Perceived earnings, perceived mortality rates, and 

migration decisions of potential work migrants from Nepal. The World Bank 

Economic Review, 34(1), 1-27. 

Siddique, M. A. B., Wibowo, H., & Wu, Y. (2014). Fiscal Decentralization and Inequality 

in Indonesia: 1999–2008. The University of Western Australia, Business School 

Discussion Paper 14.22. 

Silver, J (2015, Disrupted infrastructures: An urban political ecology of interrupted 

electricity in Accra. International Journal of Urban and Regional Research 39(5), 

984–1003. 

Simiyu, S., Chumo, I., & Mberu, B. (2021). Faecal sludge management in Low-Income 

settlements: Nakuru, Kenya Case study. Frontiers in Public Health, 9, 750309. 

Simon, D. (2016). Rethinking sustainable cities: Accessible, Green and Fair (p. 152). Policy 

Press. 

Singleton, P. A. (2019). Walking (and cycling) to well-being: Modal and other determinants 

of subjective well-being during the commute. Travel Behavior and Society, 16, 249-

261. 

Smit, W. (2020). The challenge of COVID-19 in African cities: An urgent call for informal 

settlement upgrading [Special issue]. Cities & Health. Advanced online publication. 

Smit, W., Hancock, T., Kumaresen, J., Santos-Burgoa, C., Sánchez-Kobashi Meneses, R., 

& Friel, S. (2011). Toward a research and action agenda on urban planning/design 

https://doi.org/10.1080/23748834.2020.1816757
https://doi.org/10.1080/23748834.2020.1816757


186 
 

and health equity in cities in low and middle-income countries. Journal of Urban 

Health, 88(5), 875–885. 

Solt, F. (2016). The standardized world income inequality database. Social Science 

Quarterly, 97(5), 1267-1281. 

Song, J., Feng, Q., Wang, X., Fu, H., Jiang, W. and Chen, B. (2019) “Spatial association and 

effect evaluation of CO2 emission in the Chengdu-Chongqing urban agglomeration: 

quantitative evidence from social network analysis.” Sustainability, 11(1):1-4.  

Sovey, A. J., & Green, D. P. (2011). Instrumental variables estimation in political science: A 

readers’ guide. American Journal of Political Science, 55(1), 188-200. 

Standard World Income Inequality (2022). Income Inequality for Sub-Saharan Africa from 

2000 to 2022. Retrieved from: https://wid.world/data/.  

Stanton, E. A. (2007). The human development index: A History (Working paper series, 

Number 127), Political Economy Research Institute, University of Massachusetts 

Amherst, www.peri.umass.edu.  

Stern, D. I., & Common, M. S. (2001). Is there an environmental Kuznets curve for Sulfur? 

Journal of Environmental Economics and Management, 41(2), 162–178. 

Storper, M. (2010). Agglomeration, trade, and spatial development: Bringing dynamics back 

in. Journal of Regional Science, 50(1), 313-342. 

Strande, L., & Brdjanovic, D. (Eds.). (2014). Fecal sludge management: Systems Approach 

for Implementation and Operation. IWA Publishing, London, UK. 

Stren, R. (1975). Urban Inequality and Housing Policy in Tanzania: The Problem of 

Squatting. In Institute of International Studies, of California, Berkeley, CA. 

Studenmund, A. H. (2014). Using econometrics, a practical guide. Pearson Education 

Limited. 

Sulemana, I., Nketiah-Amponsah, E., Codjoe, E. A., & Andoh, J. A. N. (2019). Urbanization 

and income inequality in Sub-Saharan Africa. Sustainable Cities and Society, 48(2), 

101-154.  

Sverdlik, A. (2011). Ill-health and poverty: A literature review on health in informal 

settlements. Environment and Urbanization, 23(1), 123–155. 

Swain, G. R. (2016). How does economic and social disadvantage affect 

health. Focus, 33(1), 1-6.  

https://wid.world/data/
http://www.peri.umass.edu/


187 
 

Tan, F., & Lu, Z. (2019). The impact of urban compactness on sustainable urban development 

in China: The case of Nanjing. Sustainable Development, 27(3), 270-280. 

Tchamyou, V. S. (2019). The role of information sharing in modulating the effect of financial 

access on inequality. Journal of African Business, 20(3), 317– 338.  

Tesfamichael, M., Mulugetta, Y., Beyene, A. D., & Sebsibie, S. (2021). Counting the cost: 

Coping with tariff increases amidst power supply shortfalls in urban households in 

Ethiopia. Energy Research & Social Science, 71, 101860. 

Thacker, S., Adshead, D., Fay, M., Hallegatte, S., Harvey, M., Meller, H., ... & Hall, J. W. 

(2019). Infrastructure for sustainable development. Nature Sustainability, 2(4), 324–

331. 

Tincani, L., Ross, I., Zaman, R., Burr, P., Mujica, A., Ensink, J., & Evans, B. (2015). It 

improves value for money and sustainability in WASH programs (VFM-WASH). 

Oxford Publishers. Oxford UK. 

Tiotiu, A. I., Novakova, P., Nedeva, D., Chong-Neto, H. J., Novakova, S., Steiropoulos, P., 

& Kowal, K. (2020). Impact of air pollution on asthma outcomes. International 

journal of environmental research and public health, 17(17), 6212. 

Todaro, M. P. (1977). Economic Development in the Third World: An Introduction to 

Problems and Policies in a Global Perspective. Pearson Education. London, UK. 

Trebeck, K. (2012). Is Well-being collective or individual? Some Answers from Scotland. 

Available at: https://oxfamblogs.org/fp2p/is-wellbeing-collective-or-individual-

someanswers- from-Scotland/. Retrieved on September 26, 2023. 

Tripathi, S. (2013). Do large agglomerations lead to economic growth? Evidence from urban 

India. In Review of Urban & Regional Development Studies: Journal of the Applied 

Regional Science Conference, 25(3), 176-200. 

Tripathi, S., & Kaur, H. (2017). Determine an empirical analysis of the determinants of rural-

to-urban migration in large aggregations in Indiaske, C., Andam, K., Blekking, J., 

Evans, T., & Caylor, K. (2020). Comparing measures of urban food security in Accra, 

Ghana. Food Security, 12(2), 417-431. 

Truelove, Y. (2019). Grey Zones: The Everyday Practices and Governance of Water beyond 

the Network. Annals of the American Association of Geographers, 109(6), 1758-

1774. 

https://oxfamblogs.org/fp2p/is-wellbeing-collective-or-individual-someanswers-%20from-scotland/
https://oxfamblogs.org/fp2p/is-wellbeing-collective-or-individual-someanswers-%20from-scotland/


188 
 

Tuholske, C., Andam, K., Blekking, J., Evans, T., & Caylor, K. (2020). Comparing measures 

of urban food security in Accra, Ghana. Food Security, 12(2), 417-431. 

Tumbe, C. (2016). Urbanization, demographic transition, and the growth of cities in India. 

Turok, I. (1999). Urban labor markets: the causes and consequence of change. Urban 

Studies, 36(5-6), 893-915. 

Turok, I. (2015). Turning the tide? The emergence of national urban policies in 

Africa. Journal of Contemporary African Studies, 33(3), 348-369. 

Turok, I., & McGranahan, G. (2013). Urbanization and economic growth: The arguments 

and evidence for Africa and Asia. Environment and Urbanization, 25(2), 465–482. 

Uchida, Y., & Oishi, S. (2016). The happiness of individuals and the collective. Japanese 

Psychological Research, 58(1), 125-141. 

Uchimura, H., & Jütting, J. (2007). Fiscal decentralization style: good for health outcomes? 

German Development Economic Conference Proceedings. Gottingen, Germany.  

Ulucak, R., Danish, & Kassouri, Y. (2020). An assessment of the environmental 

sustainability corridor: Investigating the non‐linear effects of environmental taxation 

on CO2 emissions. Sustainable Development, 28(4), 1010-1018. 

UNDESA, (2014). The world’s population is increasingly urban, with more than half living 

in urban areas. UNDESA. New York, USA. 

UNDESA, (2018). Revision of World Urbanization Prospects produced by the Population 

Division of the UN Department of Economic and Social Affairs. UNDESA, New 

York, USA. Available on: https://www.un.org/development/desa/publications/2018-

revision-of-world-urbanization-prospects.html. Retrieved on 9 October 2022. 

UNDP (2016). Africa Inequality Study, UNDP Regional Bureau for Africa Working Paper 

Series Volume 1, Numbers 1-4. 

UNDP (2023). Human Development Index for Sub-Saharan Africa in 2020. United Nations 

Development Programme, New York. URL: (Accessed on April 16, 2023) 

https://hdr.undp.org/data-center/human-development-index#/indicies/HDI.  

UN-Habitat (2010). Solid Waste Management in the World’s Cities: Water and Sanitation in 

the World’s Cities 2010. Nairobi, Kenya. 

https://www.un.org/development/desa/publications/2018-revision-of-world-urbanization-prospects.html
https://www.un.org/development/desa/publications/2018-revision-of-world-urbanization-prospects.html
https://hdr.undp.org/data-center/human-development-index#/indicies/HDI


189 
 

UN-Habitat (2015). Issue Paper on Informal Settlements. Habitat III Issue Papers, May 31, 

2015. https://unhabitat.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/Habitat-III-Issue-Paper-

22_Informal-Settlements. Retrieved on 9 October 2022. 

UN-Habitat (2020). World Cities Report 2020. Nairobi, Kenya URL: 

https://unhabitat.org/sites/default/files/2020/10/wcr_2020_report.pdf. Retrieved on 

October 10, 2022. 

UN-Habitat, (2016): World Cities Report 2016. Urbanization and development emerging 

futures. UN-Habitat, Nairobi, Kenya.  

UN-Habitat, (2017a). World Cities Report 2016. Urbanization and development emerging 

futures. United Nations-Habitat, Nairobi, Kenya.  

UN-Habitat, (2017b). World Cities Report 2016. Global Urban Indicators Database. United 

Nations-Habitat, Nairobi, Kenya. 

UNICEF (2012). The State of the World's Children 2012. New York, USA URL: 

https://www.unicef.org/sowc2012/pdfs/SOWC-2012 DEFINITIONS.pdf. Retrieved 

on August 9, 2023. 

United Nations (2019) World Urbanization Prospects: The 2018 Revision. United Nations, 

Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Population Division, New York, NY. 

United Nations. (2014). World Urbanization Prospects: The 2014 Revision. Nairobi, Kenya. 

URL: http://esa.un.org/unpd/wup/. Retrieved on May 16, 2023. 

Uppenberg, K., Strauss, H., & Wagenvoort, R. (2011). Financing infrastructure: Review the 

2010 EIB Conference in Economics and Finance. Annual Economic Conference and 

Publication. European Investment Bank, Luxenberg.  

Van Rompuy, P. (2021). Does subnational tax autonomy promote regional convergence? 

Evidence from OECD countries, 1995–2011. Regional Studies, 55(2), 234-244. 

van Vliet, J., Birch-Thomsen, T., Gallardo, M., Hemerijckx, L. M., Hersperger, A. M., Li, 

M., ... & Van Rompaey, A. (2020). Bridging the rural-urban dichotomy in land use 

science. Journal of Land Use Science, 15(5), 585-591. 

Vasher, N. (2011). Urbanization and Human Development in Sub-Saharan Africa. Journal 

of Research in National Development, 9(2), 333-341. 

https://unhabitat.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/Habitat-III-Issue-Paper-22_Informal-Settlements
https://unhabitat.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/Habitat-III-Issue-Paper-22_Informal-Settlements
https://unhabitat.org/sites/default/files/2020/10/wcr_2020_report.pdf
https://www.unicef.org/sowc2012/pdfs/SOWC-2012%20DEFINITIONS.pdf
http://esa.un.org/unpd/wup/


190 
 

Veenhoven, R. (2012). Happiness: Also known as “life satisfaction” and “subjective well-

being.” In Handbook of Social Indicators and Quality of Life Research (pp. 63-77). 

Springer, Dordrecht. 

Velzeboer, L., Hordijk, M., & Schwartz, K. (2018). Water is life in life without water: Power 

and everyday water practices in Lilongwe, Malawi. Habitat International, 73, 119-

128. 

Venables, A. J. (2018). Urbanization in developing economies: Building cities that work. 

The Journal of ERSA, 5(1), 91-100. 

Wamuchiru, E., & Moulaert, F. (2018). Thinking through ALMOLIN: the community bio-

centre approach in water and sewerage service provision in Nairobi's informal 

settlements. Journal of Environmental Planning and Management, 61(12), 2166-

2185. 

Wang, F., Fan, W., Liu, J., Wang, G., & Chai, W. (2020). The effect of urbanization and 

spatial agglomeration on carbon emissions in urban agglomeration. Environmental 

science and pollution research, 27, 24329-24341. 

Wang, S., Wang, J., Fang, C., & Li, S. (2019). Estimating the impacts of urban form on CO2 

emission efficiency in the Pearl River Delta, China. Cities, 85, 117-129. 

WBGU (2016). Humanity on the move: Unlocking the transformative power of cities. 

Summary, Vol. 3. Berlin: German Advisory Council on Global Change. 

Webster, C. J., & Lai, L. W. C. (2003). Property rights, planning, and markets: managing 

spontaneous cities. Edward Elgar Publishing, Cheltenham, UK.  

Wei, C., Taubenböck, H., & Blaschke, T. (2017). Measuring urban agglomeration using a 

city-scale dasymetric population map: A study in the Pearl River Delta, 

China. Habitat International, 59, 32-43. 

Weiss, R. S., Bass, S. A., Heimovitz, H. K., & Oka, M. (2005). Japan’s silver human resource 

centres and participant well-being. Journal of cross-cultural gerontology, 20, 47-66. 

Weiss, T. G. (2012). Governance, good governance, and global governance: conceptual and 

actual challenges. In Thinking about Global Governance (pp. 168-189). Routledge. 

Wheaton, W. C., & Shishido, H. (1981). Urban concentration, agglomeration economies, and 

the level of economic development. Economic development and cultural 

change, 30(1), 17-30. 



191 
 

WHO (2016). Urban green spaces and health—A review of evidence. WHO Geneva. 

URL: https://www.euro.who.int/__data/assets/pdf_file/0005/321971/Urban-green-

spaces-and-health-review-evidence.pdf. Retrieved on July 6, 2023. 

Williamson, J. G. (1965). Regional inequality and the process of national development: a 

description of the patterns. Economic Development and Cultural Change, 13(2), 1-84. 

Woetzel, J., Madgavkar, A., Ellingrud, K., Labaye, E., Devillard, S., Kutcher, E., Manyika, 

J., Dobbs, R., & Krishnan, M. (2015). McKinsey Global Institute [online]. 

https://www.mckinsey.com/featured-insights/employment-and growth/how-

advancing-womens-equality-can-add-12-trillion-to-global-growth. retrieved on 

November 8, 2023. 

Wooldridge, J. M. (2012). Introductory econometrics: a modern approach (upper-level 

economics titles). Southwestern College Publishing, Nashville, Τ АTN, 41, 673-690. 

World Bank (2009). World Development Report 2009. Reshaping Economic Geography. 

World Bank, Washington, DC. 

World Bank (2015). Urbanization in Africa: Trends, Promises, and Challenges. World Bank, 

Washington, DC. URL: 

http://www.worldbank.org/en/events/2015/06/01/urbanization-in-africa-trends-

promises-and-challenges. Retrieved 9 October 2022. 

World Bank (2019). World Development Indicators. World Bank, Washington, DC. URL: 

https://databank.worldbank.org/data/source/world-development-indicators#. 

Retrieved 9 October 2022. 

World Bank (2022). Development Indicators. Available at: 

https://datacatalog.worldbank.org/ search/dataset/0037712/World-Development-

Indicators. Retrieved on September 25, 2023.  

World Economic Forum (2018). African Cities Will Double in Population by 2050. World 

Economic Forum, Cologny. Available 

on:https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2018/06/Africa-urbanization-cities-double-

population-2050-4%20ways-thrive/. (Retrieved on 9 October 2022).  

Wu, D., & Rao, P. (2017). Urbanization and income inequality in China: An empirical 

investigation at the provincial level. Social Indicators Research, 131(1), 189-214. 

https://www.euro.who.int/__data/assets/pdf_file/0005/321971/Urban-green-spaces-and-health-review-evidence.pdf
https://www.euro.who.int/__data/assets/pdf_file/0005/321971/Urban-green-spaces-and-health-review-evidence.pdf
https://www.mckinsey.com/featured-insights/employment-and
http://www.worldbank.org/en/events/2015/06/01/urbanization-in-africa-trends-promises-and-challenges
http://www.worldbank.org/en/events/2015/06/01/urbanization-in-africa-trends-promises-and-challenges
https://databank.worldbank.org/data/source/world-development-indicators
https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2018/06/Africa-urbanization-cities-double-population-2050-4%20ways-thrive/
https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2018/06/Africa-urbanization-cities-double-population-2050-4%20ways-thrive/


192 
 

Wu, W., Zhao, S., Zhu, C., & Jiang, J. (2015). A comparative study of urban expansion in 

Beijing, Tianjin, and Shijiazhuang over the past three decades. Landscape and Urban 

Planning, 134, 93-106. 

Xue, B., Xiao, X. and Li, J. (2020) “Identification method and empirical study of urban 

industrial spatial relationship based on POI big data: A Case of Shenyang City, 

China.” Geography and Sustainability, 1(2), 152-162. 

Yang, Z. (2018). Unified M-estimation of fixed-effects spatial dynamic models with short 

panels. Journal of Econometrics, 205(2), 423-447. 

Yao, Y., Pan, H., Cui, X., & Wang, Z. (2022). Do compact cities have higher efficiencies of 

agglomeration economies? A dynamic panel model with compactness indicators. Land 

Use Policy, 115, 106005. 

Yesaya, M., & Tilley, E. (2021). Sludge bomb: Blantyre, Malawi's impending sludge 

emptying and treatment crisis. Journal of Environmental Management, 277, 111474. 

Yi, D. J., & Woo, J. H. (2015). Democracy, policy, and inequality: Efforts and consequences 

in the developing world. International Political Science Review, 36(5), 475–492. 

Yu, J., De Jong, R., & Lee, L. F. (2008). Quasi-maximum likelihood estimators for spatial 

dynamic panel data with fixed effects when both n and T are large. Journal of 

Econometrics, 146(1), 118-134. 

Yu, J., Zhou, K., & Yang, S. (2019). Land use efficiency and influencing factors of urban 

agglomerations in China. Land Use Policy, 88, 104143. 

Zanella, A., Camanho, A. S., & Dias, T. G. (2015). The assessment of cities’ livability 

integrating human well-being and environmental impact. Annals of Operations 

Research, 226(1), 695-726. 

Zhan, D., Kwan, M. P., Zhang, W., Fan, J., Yu, J., & Dang, Y. (2018). Assessment and 

determinants of satisfaction with urban livability in China. Cities, pp. 79, 92–101. 

Zhang, W., Luo, Q., & Liu, S. (2022). Is government regulation a push for corporate 

environmental performance? Evidence from China. Economic Analysis and 

Policy, 74, 105-121. 

Zheng, S., & Du, R. (2020). How does urban agglomeration integration promote 

entrepreneurship in China? Evidence from regional human capital spillovers and 

market integration. Cities, 97, 102529. 



193 
 

Appendices 

Appendix I: VIF Test Results  

Variable GDP per capita growth 

VIF 1/VIF 

Initial GDP per capita growth 2.86 0.350 

NoHHI50 1.41 0.710 

NoHHI100 2.80 0.357 

Infrastructure 2.64 0.379 

Urbanization  2.26 0.442 

Schooling  1.04 0.965 

Governance  3.07 0.326 

Fertility Rate 1.40 0.714 

Consumption  1.37 0.732 

Investment 1.38 0.725 

Source: Author’s Construction (2023) 

Appendix II: First Stage Least Squares Estimation for Developing Economies  

Model   OLS 

GDP per capita 

(1) 

TSLS 

HHI50 

(2) 

TSLS 

HHI100 

(3) 

TSLS 

Urban Infrastructure 

(4) 

Consumption   -0.884** 

(0.313) 

   

Investment  0.968 

(0.565) 

   

Constant  0.127*** 

(0.059) 

0.097*** 

(0.010) 

0.092** 

(0.010) 

0.538** 

(0.034) 

GDP per capita  

 

-0.028* 

(0.026) 

0.025** 

(0.033) 

-0.325** 

(0.102) 

Country/ Year effects YES YES YES YES 

Observations  198 164 164 164 

First-stage F-stat p-value. 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.0012 

Source: Author’s Construction (2023); **p<0.05, ***p<0.01, *p<0.10 
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Appendix III: Turning Point Regressions and Plots 

 

Variable Coefficients 

Constant (𝜷𝟎) 3198 

(0.3632) 

Urban Share of Population (𝜷𝟏) 0.99356** 

(1.2145) 

Urban Share of Population.SQ (𝜷𝟐) -0.80046** 

(0.9997) 

Source: Author’s Computations from Stata 17 (2023). 

Appendix IV: Correlation between Economic Performance & Agglomeration by Region 
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Source: Author’s Construction (2023) 
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Appendix V: Human Development Index in SSA 

Source: Author’s Construction (2023) 

 

Appendix V1: VIF Test Results  

Variable  Human Development Index (HDI) 

VIF 1/VIF 

Water Access 1.60 0.6239 

Sanitation Access 1.44 0.6929 

Electricity Access 1.46 0.6827 

Urban Agglomeration 1.06 0.9405 

Governance 1.30 0.7715 

Employment 1.89 0.5299 

Urbanisation Rate 1.92 0.5203 

Mean VIF 1.53  

Source: Author’s Construction (2023) 
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Appendix VII: Correlation between HDI and Urban Infrastructural Services Quality  

 

Source: Author’s Construction (2023) 

Appendix VIII: Correlation between HDI and Governance and Urban Agglomeration 

 

Source: Author’s Construction (2023) 
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Appendix IX: Robustness Checks Equations   

Electricity Accessit = 𝜌1(∆𝑦𝑖𝑡−1,𝑡) + 𝛼𝑖 + 𝑏𝑡 + 𝜇𝑖𝑡                                                           (6.3) 

Urban Agglomerationit = 𝜌2(∆𝑦𝑖𝑡−1,𝑡) + 𝛼𝑖 + 𝑏𝑡 + 𝜇𝑖𝑡                                                   (6.4) 

𝐻𝐷𝐼𝑖𝑡 = 𝛼0 + 𝛼1𝐻𝐷𝐼𝑖𝑡−1 + 𝛽1Urb_Infr𝑖𝑡 + 𝛽2G𝑜𝑣 ∗ E𝑙𝑒𝑐𝑡 + 𝛽3U𝑟A𝑔 ∗ E𝑙𝑒𝑐 + 𝜋Z𝑖𝑡

+ 휀𝑖𝑡                           (6.5) 

Appendix X: First Stage OLS and Driscoll-Kraay FEs 

Dependent 

Variable: HDI 

 

Pooled 

OLS 

HDI (1) 

Driscoll-

Kraay FE 

HDI (2) 

Driscoll-

Kraay FE 

Elect (3) 

Driscoll-Kraay 

FE 

Agglom (4) 

Driscoll-

Kraay FE 

G-servic (5) 

Urban 

Agglomeration 

0.933*** 

(0.0785) 

2.859*** 

(0.2052) 

1.4737** 

(0.5528) 

  

Urban 

Governance 

0.0896** 

(0.0069) 

-0.0309** 

(0.0135) 

0.0399 

(0.0362) 

  

Urban 

Agglomeration. 

SQ 

-0.969*** 

(0.1368) 

-2.5244* 

(0.2216) 

-1.9726*** 

(0.4232) 

  

Urban 

Governance. 

SQ 

0.039*** 

(0.0152) 

-0.032*** 

(0.0065) 

0.0532** 

(0.0233) 

  

HDI(-1)   1.4459*** 

(0.0760) 

0.2052*** 

(0.0107) 

0.8673*** 

(0.0377) 

Const. 0.442*** 

(0.0094) 

0.140*** 

(0.0321) 

-0.2304*** 

(0.0423) 

0.0667*** 

(0.0051) 

0.1931** 

(0.0171) 

Country/ Year FE   YES YES YES YES YES 

N. of countries 22 22 22 22 22 

Adjusted/Within R2  0.4698 0.3794 0.4796 0.2625 0.4815 

F-stat P-value 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 

Note: Standard errors are enclosed in parentheses. The Driscoll-Kraay nonparametric 

covariance matrix estimator is used to produce the standard errors. Dummies for year and 

country effects are included to control fixed effects. *p<0.1; **p<0.05; ***p<0.01 
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Appendix XI:  IV-GMM Regression by HDI Country Difference 

Dependent Variable: HDI IV- SysGMM 

HDI≤0.5  

IV- SysGMM 

HDI>0.5 

Const. 0.0339*** 

(0.0052) 

0.0130 

(0.0083) 

HDI(-1) 0.9897*** 

(0.0073) 

0.9107** 

(0.0164) 

Water Access -0.0275*** 

(0.0048) 

0.0443** 

(0.0131) 

Sanitation Access 0.0068 

(0.0044) 

0.0090** 

(0.0034) 

Electricity Access 0.0018 

(0.0021) 

-0.0042 

(0.0033) 

Urban Agglomeration -0.0076 

(0.0178) 

-0.0055 

(0.0084) 

Governance -0.0010 

(0.0022) 

0.0018 

(0.0018) 

Urban  Employment -0.0002 

(0.0009) 

-0.0027 

(0.0027) 

Urbanization Rate -0.0115 

(0.0097) 

0.0242** 

(0.0070) 

Country/ Year FE YES YES 

Observations 224 172 

Centered R2 0.9911 0.9920 

F-stat, P-value 0.000 0.000 

Kleibergen-Paap rk LM  34.340** 31.409** 

Hansen’s J-stat  0.1828 0.2608 

Note: Standard errors are enclosed in parentheses. The Driscoll-Kraay nonparametric 

covariance matrix estimator is used to produce the standard errors. Dummies for year and 

country effects are included to control fixed effects. *p<0.1; **p<0.05; ***p<0.01 
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Appendix XII: List of SSA, Asian, and European Selected Countries  

    ID SSA Asia Europe 

1 Angola Bahrain Austria 

2 Burkina Faso Bangladesh Belgium 

3 Cameroon Cambodia Cyprus 

4 Cote d'Ivoire China Czechia 

5 Ethiopia India Denmark 

6 Ghana Iran Estonia 

7 Kenya Japan Finland 

8 Liberia Jordan France 

9 Malawi Lebanon Germany 

10 Mali Malaysia Greece 

11 Mozambique Mongolia Iceland 

12 Zimbabwe Myanmar Ireland 

13 Nigeria North Korea Italy 

14 DR. Congo Pakistan Lithuania 

15 South Africa Papua-New Guinea Netherlands 

16 Tanzania Philippines Norway 

17 Uganda Qatar Poland 

18 Zambia Singapore Slovenia 

19 Togo Indonesia Spain 

20 Madagascar Thailand Sweden 

21 Congo Rep Vietnam  Switzerland 

22 Niger Yemen United Kingdom 

Source: Author’s Construction (2023) 
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Appendix XIII: List of Economies by Income (GDP per capita) Level  

ID Developing ID Developing  ID Developed  

1 Angola 26 China 1 Austria 

2 Burkina Faso 27 India 2 Belgium 

3 Cameroon 28 Iran 3 Cyprus 

4 Cote d'Ivoire 29 Jordan 4 Czechia 

5 Ethiopia 30 Lebanon 5 Denmark 

6 Ghana 31 Malaysia 6 Estonia 

7 Kenya 32 Mongolia 7 Finland 

8 Liberia 33 Myanmar 8 France 

9 Malawi 34 North Korea 9 Germany 

10 Mali 35 Pakistan 10 Greece 

11 Mozambique 36 Papua-New Guinea 11 Iceland 

12 Zimbabwe 37 Philippines 12 Ireland 

13 Nigeria 38 Indonesia 13 Italy 

14 DR. Congo 39 Thailand 14 Lithuania 

15 South Africa 40 Yemen 15 Netherlands 

16 Tanzania 41 Vietnam  16 Norway 

17 Uganda   17 Poland 

18 Zambia   18 Slovenia 

19 Togo   19 Spain 

20 Madagascar   20 Sweden 

21 Congo Rep   21 Switzerland 

22 Niger   22 United Kingdom 

23 Bahrain   23 Japan  

24 Bangladesh   24 Qatar 

25 Cambodia   25 Singapore  

Source: Author’s Construction (2023) 

 

 

 


