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University-city Community: A New Paradigm of Symbiotic Relationship

between Local Applied Undergraduate Universities and Cities
Shi Qiuheng , Zhou Liangkui

Abstract; University-city symbiosis is not only the characteristic of knowledge economy era, but also

the trend of knowledge society. Local applied undergraduate universities are more likely to form uni-

versity-city community with their cities. Local applied undergraduate universities, the municipal gov-

ernment and enterprises especially small and medium-sized enterprise are the mainstay of university-

city community. They are all embedded in the particular space composed of civil society, city spirit

and culture, legal institutions and natural environment. They interact intimately, and the govern-

ment-university relationship is the core of the triangle relationship. The internal interaction of univer-

sity-city community has both cooperation and conflict, so it is necessary to establish internal integra-

tion mechanism and external stability mechanism to maintain its stable running.

Key words: local applied undergraduate universities; university-city community; symbiosis
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