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Purpose: The aim of this paper is to present international studies concerning competitiveness, 6 

focusing on competitiveness of cities. 7 

Design/methodology/approach: First a review of literature is provided referring to 8 

multifaceted definitions of competitiveness. Next selected approaches to city competitiveness 9 

are presented. Methods applied to measure city competitiveness are described, while examples 10 

of studies on city competitiveness both on the international and national scale are given.  11 

The article did not impose any restrictions regarding the time or territorial scope of scientific 12 

literature. 13 

Findings: Rankings provide cities with a certain potential for promotion and marketing among 14 

similar entities. They need to be considered a key tool for the understanding of processes related 15 

to urban transformation. Quantitative studies concerning city competitiveness are not only 16 

attempts to identify the competitive position, but rather they represent the need for continuous 17 

identification and utilization of the competitive potential of cities. 18 

Originality/value: The findings serve as both a theoretical resource for researchers.  19 

The research examples indicated can serve as a point of reference for competitiveness indices 20 

being developed at national and international level. 21 
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1. Introduction  24 

Competitiveness is a problem extensively discussed in terms of both theoretical and 25 

empirical aspects. It is considered to be a multifaceted phenomenon in view of the scope of its 26 

implications. Due to global changes and the evaluation of the approach to competitiveness it is 27 

now discussed not only when referring to enterprises or specific branches of the economy,  28 

but also to territorial units at varying aggregation levels such as regions, cities or rural areas. 29 

  30 
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It is generally acknowledged that the early 1900s mark the beginnings of research on 1 

competitiveness. At that time in the USA studies on enterprises were initiated to compare their 2 

economic standing, with competitiveness being associated with the maintenance of efficiency 3 

(Borowiecki, Siuta-Tokarska, 2015; Lee, Karpova, 2018). The 1980s was the period when 4 

competitiveness gained popularity in the context of territorial units (Podlińska, 2015; Ketels, 5 

2016; Martin, Simmie, 2008). At that time competitiveness started to be investigated in the 6 

context of individual countries (as the capability to maintain prosperity), while since the late 7 

1980s interest in competitiveness was extended to the scale of regional economy. 8 

They review available research on competitiveness using available domestic and foreign 9 

literature. The literature review was conducted without any time constraints. The outline of the 10 

article is as follows. The initial section provides a theoretical overview of the matter of 11 

competitiveness, taking into account the various levels of competitiveness. The next section 12 

focuses on territorial competitiveness, particularly urban competitiveness. Furthermore,  13 

a review of research into the competitiveness of cities in different countries is provided. 14 

2. Literature review 15 

2.1. From competitiveness of enterprises to competitiveness of cities – theoretical 16 

connotations 17 

Interest in the problem of competitiveness may be originally ascribed to Krugman and 18 

Porter, who initially referred to competitiveness of enterprises. The definitions presented by 19 

those authors showed differing approaches to competitiveness. Krugman stressed that 20 

competitiveness is an attribute, which may be associated only with firms and it is determined 21 

by microeconomic factors. Criticism of competitiveness in reference to countries resulted from 22 

the incompatibility of assessment of the competitive position or conditions affecting 23 

competitiveness of a national economy (Zielenkiewicz, 2016; González Catalán, 2021). In turn, 24 

Krugman claimed that competitiveness takes the form of a dangerous obsession disseminated 25 

in the analysis of socio-economic phenomena in reference to territorial phenomena (Krugman, 26 

1994). In the opinion of Krugman, countries and firms do not compete in the same manner. 27 

This was supported by an argument that an uncompetitive firm is eliminated from the market, 28 

whereas in the case of an uncompetitive country this is not the case (González Catalán, 2021). 29 

In turn, a different approach was presented by Porter, who acknowledged the importance of the 30 

territory and the socio-economic environment as significant conditions of competitiveness in 31 

the case of enterprises (Begg, 1999; Kresl, 2013; Vegara, 2016), thus indicating that the 32 

environment in the form of local authorities or the local community influences improved 33 

outputs of firms. In turn, he justified competitiveness of national economies by the fact that 34 

since the competitive advantage of an enterprise from one country is evident when compared 35 
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to a firm from another country, it needs to be determined what results from the fact that in  1 

a given country it is easier to run economic activity, leading to a level constituting competitive 2 

advantage (Porter, 1990; Frączek, 2009). Porter and Krugman agreed that productivity may be 3 

considered as a factor generating the standard of living for local inhabitants (González, Catalán, 4 

2021). 5 

Since the evolution of research on competitiveness from the point of view of various aspects 6 

of economic life has led to its categorization, in scientific literature on the subject various scales 7 

have been distinguished, within which this problem was systematized (Borowiecki, Siuta-8 

Tokarska, 2015): 9 

 meta (the level of the future), 10 

 mega (the level of international economies), 11 

 macro (the national economy), 12 

 meso (the level of industries, branches, sectors of the economy, regions), 13 

 micro (the level of enterprises), 14 

 micro-micro (the level of goods and services). 15 

Competitiveness of cities is included in the meso level, which comprises competitiveness 16 

of various territorial systems. Due to the multifaceted character of competitiveness this 17 

phenomenon does not have one precise definition. Thus, Table 1 presents a synthesis of 18 

individual concepts together with the competitive perspectives. 19 

Table 1. 20 

Selected definitions of competitiveness 21 

Level of 

competitiveness 

Definition Authors 

micro, meso, 

macro, mega 

„... the ability of companies, industries, regions, nations or 

supranational regions to generate, while being and remaining 

exposed to international competition, relatively high factor income 

and factor employment levels on a sustainable basis" 

Hatzichronoglou 

(1996, p. 20) 

(OECD definition) 

„the capability of enterprises, industries, nations or supra-national 

regions to permanently establish relatively high factor earnings and 

relatively high employment level while being exposed to global 

competition” 

Martus (2013,  

p. 128) after 

Lukovics (2008,  

p. 8) 

macro, mega „an internationally competitive economy is such an economy, 

which when faced with free trade conditions and free flow of 

production inputs (particularly capital) is capable of relatively fast 

growth and long-term development” 

Radło (2008, p. 78) 

meso, macro, 

mega 

„the degree, to which a region under free competition conditions is 

capable of producing goods and services, which are attractive to 

buyers on international markets, while simultaneously increasing 

prosperity for its inhabitants” 

Łaźniewska et al. 

(2012, p. 28) 

macro „the ability to sell enough products and services (to fulfill an 

external constraint); at factor incomes in line with the (current and 

changing) aspiration level of the country; and at macroconditions 

of the economic, environmental, social system seen as satisfactory 

by the people” 

Aiginger  

(1998, p. 164) 

 22 
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Cont. table 1. 1 
macro, meso „a set of institutions, policies and factors that determine the level 

of productivity of a country” 

Szwab, Porter 

(2007) 

„the expected level of efficiency per person in the working age 

population, considering the overall quality of the country as a place 

of business” 

Delgado et al. 

(2012, p.7) 

„an economy’s ability to achieve a high standard of living through 

the combination of income growth and qualitative change (new 

technologies, social and ecological transformation, etc.) 

Peneder, Rammer 

(2018, p. 208) 

„the capacity to offer an attractive and sustainable living and work 

environment for firms and inhabitants” 

Dijkstra et al. 

(2011, p. 4) 

meso „refers to the presence of conditions that enable firms to compete 

in their chosen markets and that enable the value these firms 

generate to be captured within a particular region” 

Huggins et al. 

(2013, p. 156) 

Source: the author’s study. 2 

Definitions given by Hatzichronoglou (1996), Lukovics (2008) or Radło (2008) present  3 

a consistent approach fitting for many levels of competitiveness, such as e.g. regions or 4 

transnational regions. They indicate an increase in productivity and enhanced capital levels. 5 

These definitions are attempts at providing a synthesis for the concept, its generalization to 6 

encompass various levels of competitiveness. Both countries, regions and smaller territorial 7 

systems strive to increase prosperity of their populations by improving the economic sphere. 8 

This process occurs in different scales at various competitive perspectives.  9 

As a rule, competitiveness is a set of mutual relationships between distinguished levels. 10 

International competitiveness may be referred to the national economy, by comparing the 11 

economy of a given country to the global economy. It is also a characteristic, which may be 12 

attributed to enterprises. In this context it refers to relations between micro and small enterprises 13 

and the national economy. Such connections are developed when an enterprise has generated 14 

an increase in its value, at the same time becoming a competitive entity (Józefowicz, 2024). 15 

Thus it may be stated that lower aggregation levels for competitiveness (regions, cities and 16 

other territorial units) provide better understanding and improvement of competitiveness at 17 

higher levels (macro competitiveness). 18 

As it was stated e.g. by Komasi et al. (2023), Saygin (2023), or Hu (2015), initially 19 

researchers focused on the economic aspect of competitiveness; however, with time other 20 

aspects of competitiveness have gained recognition, such as the society, culture or the 21 

environment. It was recognized that regional competitiveness (and not only that) is best 22 

measured in terms of advantages of the business environment (Malecki, 2007). 23 

In recent years degradation of the natural environment and climate change have become  24 

a significant problem. This has resulted in an evolution of this concept, with its redefinition 25 

including also environmental issues. This has extended outside the economic prosperity of the 26 

population and incorporated current directions related to improved quality of life for the 27 

inhabitants. 28 

  29 
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An important contribution to the creation of competitiveness at various levels has been 1 

associated with digitalization, which was analyzed in their studies e.g. by Dabbous et al. (2023). 2 

It results from their findings that the digital transformation plays a key role in attaining 3 

sustainable competitiveness and development.  4 

Another approach is manifested at the level of meso competitiveness, and thus the reference 5 

of competitiveness to smaller spatial systems (regions, counties, cities, communes).  6 

As a consequence the framework of competitiveness has been expanded and territorial 7 

competitiveness has been distinguished, within which it is assumed that territorial units 8 

(similarly as enterprises) compete with one another to maximize profits and ensure economic 9 

growth. In the context of territorial units the attained profit, or rather the principal benefit, is 10 

related to an improved quality of life, while economic growth is generated through actions 11 

attracting investors, providing skilled labor force or creating an innovative environment, thus 12 

ensuring the expected desirable outcomes (Brenner, Wachsmuth, 2012). 13 

As it was stated at the beginning of this chapter, competitiveness in the territorial 14 

perspective since the 1980s has been considered a primary problem in the context of local 15 

economic development (Krakowiak-Bal, 2019; Brenner, Wachsmuth, 2012). In the theoretical 16 

context, territorial competitiveness is directly associated with the concept of meso 17 

competitiveness and it is “the capacity of a town or region to generate high and growing income 18 

and improvement of living conditions for their inhabitants” (Mitrică et al., 2021, p. 2). 19 

Territorial competitiveness is a component of competitiveness at a higher aggregation level 20 

(e.g. competitiveness at the macro level), while it is modified also by competitiveness at a lower 21 

aggregation level (competitiveness at the micro level) (Józefowicz, 2024). City competitiveness 22 

gained popularity in the wake of the World Economic Forum in 1979, when “the best practices 23 

and conclusions drawn for the national competitiveness councils” were presented (Abusada, 24 

Elshater, 2021). 25 

At present competitiveness in the context of cities is a natural phenomenon, modified by 26 

globalization, information technologies and structural transformations (Martin, 2005; Metaxas, 27 

2010). Cities have been competing with one another since they were first established; however, 28 

the scope and dimensions of this competition have also been changing. Thus the concepts of 29 

city competitiveness have also evolved in response to the identified and emphasized changes 30 

(table 2). 31 

Table 2. 32 

Selected definitions of city competitiveness 33 

Definitions of urban/city competitiveness Authors 

„the ability of an economy to attract and maintain firms with stable or rising market 

shares in an activity, while maintaining stable or increasing standards of living for 

those who participate in it” 

Storper (1997) 

„the capacity of a city to utilize or create a comparative advantage, and thus to 

generate high and sustainable economic growth in relation to its competitors” 

D'Arcy, Keogh (1999) 

 34 
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Cont. table 2. 1 
„ability of an urban region to produce and market a set of products (goods and 

services) that represent good value (not necessarily lowest price) in relation to 

comparable products of other urban regions” 

Webster, Muller (2000) 

“the capacity of a city to attract resources, manufacture products and services, control 

the market, effectively generate wealth and the ability to ensure prosperity to its 

inhabitants in the process of competition and development compared to other rivals” 

Pengfei, Qinghu (2006) 

„ability of city population to maintain competitive position within a specific area 

(market) of competition among other cities of similar type and pursuing similar aims 

by conserving resources and improving wellbeing of city members by management 

of factors of external and internal environment” 

Sinkiene (2009) 

„the capacity to generate relatively high income and employment level” Łaźniewska (2010) 

„a set of factors – policies, institutions, strategies and processes – that determines the 

level of sustainable productivity of a city, where sustainability encompasses 

economic, environmental and social issues” 

McKinsey Global 

Institute (2012) 

„ability to attract capital, business, talents and visitors” Economist Intelligence 

Unit (2012) 

„ability to attract capital, businesses, talent and visitors as a holistic concept, the 

environment and natural hazards are considered a determining factor” 

Hu (2015) 

„ability of a city to optimize the allocation of resources in its subordinate large area 

for its own development, so as to obtain the sustainable growth of urban economy, 

which is created and maintained under the comprehensive action of many factors 

such as society, economic structure, values, culture, system and policy” 

Zhao et al. (2023) 

Source: the author’s study. 2 

According to Metaxas (2010), the concept of city competitiveness should not be limited 3 

solely to enterprises operating within its area, but rather reflect the entire reality of urban 4 

economy and its capacity to function. This is because a city is not only an economic unit,  5 

but a comprehensive socio-economic system constituting the urban environment, where the 6 

sphere of economic activity is only one of its segments (Jiang, Shen, 2010). As it was indicated 7 

in an earlier part of this paper, initially the problem of competitiveness focused on the economic 8 

aspect, but eventually global changes have led to an extension of its scope. It is also manifested 9 

in the manner, in which city competitiveness is defined. City competitiveness, identified as the 10 

ability to increase productivity and economic growth, is frequently referred to in the cited 11 

definitions. It is fully justified, since this is where success, attractiveness and competitive 12 

advantage of cities (as well as other entities) is found.  13 

A city is competitive by providing economic entities with opportunities to maximize profits, 14 

thus increasing competitiveness of firms. It is an indirect process, in which enterprises operating 15 

in a city to some extent generate the quality of life for its inhabitants. On the other hand,  16 

it is the urban policy, which while aiming at increasing attractiveness of the city, in turn 17 

enhances the quality of life for its inhabitants (Szczech-Pietkiewicz, 2013; Józefowicz, 2024).  18 

2.2. City competitiveness in view of selected international and national indexes 19 

Rankings devoted to cities first appeared in the 1970s. One of the first indexes was 20 

established by the Swiss bank, UBS. At that time it focused on 72 cities worldwide and on the 21 

purchasing capacity of their inhabitants (Szczech-Pietkiewicz, 2019). Those indexes were 22 
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primarily concerned with the evaluation of the largest cities, while smaller towns were 1 

disregarded in that research. 2 

Such rankings, indexes and evaluations of city competitiveness are prepared by specialized 3 

firms, as well as researchers in various scientific centers. Examples of rankings provided by the 4 

former group include e.g. Benchmarking Global City Competitiveness (the Economist 5 

Intelligence Unit (EIU), the Global Cities Index (Kearney), the Global Power City Index 6 

(Institute for Urban Strategies) and the UK Competitiveness Index (Robert Huggins Institute). 7 

These analyses comprise mainly comparisons of competitiveness for the largest cities 8 

worldwide. However, there are also examples of reports focusing on cities within a given 9 

country, such as the UK Competitiveness Index (UKCI), the India City Competitiveness Report 10 

(ICCR) or the Smart City Index in Italy. These in turn are prepared by scientists representing 11 

universities or research institutions (more on the subject in Józefowicz, 2024). 12 

Apart from the above-mentioned examples there are also some studies, in which their 13 

authors analyze competitiveness of selected cities, typically within a given country (table 3). 14 

Table 3. 15 
A review of selected empirical studies concerning city competitiveness 16 

Study Spatial scope (country) Area of competitiveness (number of 

indicators) 

Sáez, Periáñez (2015) 159 cities over 100 thousand 

inhabitants from 26 EU countries 

attract investment (31) 

Dönmez, Atalan (2019) 30 cities located in 15 countries 

worldwide 

general (38) 

Rosa et al. (2020) 497 cities (Brasil) competitiveness for the PV installation (18) 

Bruneckiene et al. 

(2010) 

24 cities (Lithuania) general (30) 

Bulu (2011) 81 cities (Turkey) human capital and life quality (14), branding 

capability and innovation (7), trade capability 

and production potential (11), accessibility 

(10) 

Józefowicz (2024) 112 small towns (Poland) social (23), economic (16), environmental 

(10), general competitiveness 

Cabrero Mendoza et al. 

(2009) 

60 cities (Mexico) general (45) 

Hu (2015) 18 cities over 100 thousand 

inhabitants (Australia) 

general (4) 

Singhal et al. (2013) 5 cities (India) general (32) 

Kresl (2012) 23 cities (USA) general (13) 

So, Shen (2004) 215 cities (China) social (20), economic (20), environmental (5) 

Zhang et al. (2021) 13 mega-city regions (China) economic (1), population (3), infrastructural 

(4), international (3), scientific and 

technological (4), sustainable (7)  

Zhao et al. (2023) 35 cities (China) general (27) 

Guo et al. (2019) 75 cities (China) tourism (13) 

Komasi et al. (2023a) 15 cities over 500 thousand 

inhabitants (Iran) 

environmental (9) 

Komasi et al. (2023b) 15 cities over 500 thousand 

inhabitants (Iran) 

socio-cultural (12) 

Source: the author’s study. 17 
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City competitiveness comprises complex components, which may be generally classified to 1 

groups of social, economic and environmental factors. In most above-mentioned examples the 2 

analysis of city competitiveness focuses on the general approach to the investigated 3 

phenomenon (e.g. Bruneckiene et al., 2010; Singhal et al., 2013; Hu, 2015; Dönmez, Atalan, 4 

2019; Zhao et al., 2023).  5 

Investigations concerning selected cities worldwide, conducted by Dönmez and Atalan 6 

(2019), showed cities from Europe, the Far East and the USA to be most attractive for 7 

investments (e.g. Tokyo, Paris, New York). 8 

In a study on Lithuanian cities conducted by Bruneckiene et al. (2010) it was shown that 9 

the geographical location of cities does not have a marked effect on competitiveness of cities. 10 

The group of most competitive cities included both industrial, port, university and resort towns. 11 

Moreover, a connection was observed between competitiveness of cities and regions.  12 

Cities being most competitive are located in the regions, which are also classified as the most 13 

competitive. 14 

In turn, a study by Zhao et al. (2023) showed that results of competitiveness measurements 15 

for some Chinese cities to a certain extent correspond to the regional economic development 16 

and technological innovativeness. Beijing, Shanghai, Shenzhen and Guangzhou were 17 

considered to be the most competitive. Considered differences were observed between these 18 

key cities and the other ones included in that analysis. 19 

In other cases studies were devoted to a selected aspect of city competitiveness (e.g. Komasi 20 

et al., 2023a; Komasi et al., 2023b; Józefowicz, 2024; Rosa et al., 2020; Guo et al., 2019; Bulu, 21 

2011; So, Shen,2004). Among other things, such an approach made it possible to observe that 22 

in the analyzed cities in China (So, Shen, 2004) a lesser cohesion occurred between 23 

environmental competitiveness and economic or social competitiveness. In some cities 24 

economic or social competitiveness does not necessarily ensure environmental 25 

competitiveness. In their studies those authors observed that the advantage of the most 26 

competitive cities was based on their high economic and social position. 27 

In the investigations conducted by Józefowicz (2024) a certain regularity was found for 28 

competitiveness of small towns in Poland. The environmental aspect was a supplementation to 29 

social and economic competitiveness of those towns. Moreover, in the analyzed periods  30 

an increased social, economic and environmental integration was reported in the 31 

competitiveness of small towns.  32 

In turn, a study by Bulu (2011) concerning Turkish cities revealed regional disparities 33 

between cities from eastern and western Turkey. Moreover, in terms of the analyzed aspects of 34 

competitiveness considerable differences were observed in the levels of the investigated 35 

phenomenon between the cities. Compared to the other cities Istanbul proves to be exceptional. 36 

The level of competitiveness for the cities ranking next was markedly lower. 37 

  38 
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Irrespective of the scale of the analyses and the entities preparing the research results,  1 

a common element consisted in the groups of factors, to which the applied indicators may be 2 

classified. Both the international and national rankings comprise indicators related to education, 3 

entrepreneurship, public health, infrastructure or culture, i.e. areas reflecting the conditions and 4 

standard of living in cities. As it was reported by Bruneckiene et al. (2010), the concepts of 5 

urban, regional and national competitiveness are closely interrelated. The same tools, methods 6 

and benchmarks as in the analysis of regional and national competitiveness may be applied to 7 

describe and analyze the concept of city competitiveness. 8 

The analysis conducted by Rosa et al. (2020), which focuses on the aspect of 9 

competitiveness in the context of investments in solar energy in cities, represents a distinct 10 

departure from the previously mentioned research examples. Concentrating on the 11 

attractiveness and competitiveness of cities in this particular region can prove to be a valuable 12 

tool, particularly for politicians. The outcomes obtained may aid in focusing resources, such as 13 

financial aid, on areas that possess significant potential in this particular domain. The analysis 14 

carried out indicated areas with favorable locations for the use of this energy source. 15 

It is also worth mentioning that the review of empirical studies on urban competitiveness 16 

covered scientific publications published between 2004 and 2024. Although examples of 17 

studies from the past 20 years were identified, no significant changes were observed in terms 18 

of either the spatial scope or aspects of competitiveness. Research interests focused on a general 19 

approach. In terms of territorial scope, the largest cities represent the largest area of interest 20 

regarding competitiveness within an urban context (in example Hu (2015), Shan et al. (2012)). 21 

The significance of large cities was recognized in the studies conducted by Bulu (2011) and 22 

Józefowicz (2024). Bulu (2011) found that the largest cities were the most competitive, while 23 

Józefowicz (2024) found that small towns located near large cities often achieved high 24 

competitive positions. 25 

As it was indicated e.g. by Komasi et al. (2022), quantitative studies concerning city 26 

competitiveness are not only attempts to identify the competitive position, but rather they 27 

represent the need for continuous identification and utilization of the competitive potential of 28 

cities. Obviously a significant or even a primary obstacle in the comprehensive approach to this 29 

measurement is connected with the availability of quantitative data, which may have possibly 30 

resulted in the focus on the general evaluation of city competitiveness (as indicated e.g. by 31 

Bruneckiene et al. (2010)).  32 

  33 
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3. Concluding remarks 1 

For a long time now the problem of competitiveness has no longer been connected with the 2 

micro level (enterprises), becoming rather a point of interest referring to countries, regions or 3 

cities. Competitiveness has proven to be a commonly investigated notion and considered, 4 

among other things, to be the foundation for the socio-economic development of countries 5 

(Dabbous et al., 2023). Competitiveness is seen fully justified at the meso level in view of the 6 

role played e.g. by cities in providing firms with competitive environmental conditions or 7 

facilitating accumulation of knowledge. In recognition of the growing importance of the human 8 

capital, including knowledge, in the generation of economic growth and competitiveness it 9 

should be stated that the importance of territorial competitiveness, primarily cities, will be 10 

maintained. This is because the concentration of labor and knowledge resources is highest in 11 

cities. 12 

Based on a thorough review of selected scientific publications, it is imperative to articulate 13 

the necessity for research in the domain of medium-sized and small towns. Socio-economic 14 

changes are also reaching these areas. It is frequently the largest cities that are responsible for 15 

the transformation of smaller towns. They can lead to a reduction in socio-economic functions 16 

in cities located far from regional centres or a remodelling of the functional structure in cities 17 

located close to the largest cities. These cities are also involved in a process of competition. 18 

The literature review indicates that there are two approaches to research city 19 

competitiveness: general and partial. The general approach compares different socio-economic 20 

features and then determines the level of competitiveness using various statistical methods.  21 

The partial approach focuses on selected aspects, such as culture, economy, and environment. 22 

However, it is worth noting that the research by Rosa et al. (2020) allows us to identify another 23 

approach, which involves focusing on a selected segment of a given aspect. This opens up 24 

opportunities for a more thorough approach to assessing city competitiveness. 25 

As it was stated by Kresl (2012), rankings provide cities with a certain potential for 26 

promotion and marketing among similar entities. They need to be considered a key tool for the 27 

understanding of processes related to urban transformation. However, both the merit and sense 28 

are intrinsically related to the analytical interpretation and thus, identifying factors determining 29 

competitiveness of a given city. As a consequence, they constitute a source of information, 30 

which sometimes provides outcomes differing from initial assumptions. Although the 31 

evaluation of city competitiveness at least at the national level may be hindered by many 32 

problems related to reliable measurements, updating the proposed indicators is necessary and 33 

crucial in order to facilitate identification of the city potential. 34 

  35 



From competitiveness of enterprises… 191 

Acknowledgements  1 

Funding: This work was supported by the Poznań University of Life Sciences under the 2 

research program “First grant” No. 8/2023. 3 

References  4 

1. Abusaada, H., Elshater, A. (2021). Competitiveness, distinctiveness and singularity in urban 5 

design: A systematic review and framework for smart cities. Sustainable Cities and Society, 6 

68, 102782. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scs.2021.102782. 7 

2. Aiginger, K. (1998). A framework for evaluating the dynamic competitiveness of countries. 8 

Structural Change and Economic Dynamics, 2, pp. 159-188. 9 

3. Borowiecki, R., Siuta-Tokarska, B. (2015). Konkurencyjność przedsiębiorstw i 10 

konkurencyjność gospodarki Polski - zarys problemu. Nierówności Społeczne a Wzrost 11 

Gospodarczy, 41, pp. 52-66. 12 

4. Brenner, N., Wachsmuth, D. (2012). Territorial Competitiveness: Lineages, Practices, 13 

Ideologies. In: B. Sanyal, L.J. Vale, C.D. Rosan (eds.), Planning Ideas That Matter: 14 

Livability, Territoriality, Governance, and Reflective Practice (pp. 179-204). Londyn:  15 

The MIT Press. 16 

5. Bruneckiene, J., Guzavicius, A., Cincikaite, R. (2010). Measurement of Urban 17 

Competitiveness in Lithuania. Inzinerine Ekonomika-Engineering Economics, 21(5),  18 

pp. 493-508. 19 

6. Bulu, M. (2011). Measuring competitiveness of cities: Turkish experience. International 20 

Journal of Knowledge-Based Development, 2(3), pp. 267-281. 10.1504/IJKBD. 21 

2011.042522. 22 

7. Cabrero Mendoza, E., Orihuela Jurado, I., Ziccardi Contigiani, A. (2009). Competitividad 23 

urbana en México: una propuesta de medición. Revista Eure, 106, pp. 79-99. 24 

8. Dabbous, A., Barakat, K.A., Kraus, S. (2023). The impact of digitalization on 25 

entrepreneurial activity and sustainable competitiveness: a panel data analysis. Technology 26 

in Society, 73, 102224. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techsoc.2023.102224. 27 

9. D'Arcy, É., Keogh, G. (1999). The property market and urban competitiveness: A review. 28 

Urban Studies, 5/6, pp. 917-928. 29 

10. Delgado, M., Ketels, C., Porter, M., Stern, S. (2012). The Determinants of National 30 

Competitiveness. Cambridge: National Bureau of Economic Research Working Paper 31 

Series (18249). 32 



192 K. Józefowicz 

11. Dijkstra, L., Annoni, P., Kozovska, K. (2011). A New Regional Competitiveness Index: 1 

Theory, Methods and Findings. Working Paper (No. 2). European Commission. 2 

12. Dönmez, C.C., Atalan, A. (2019). Developing Statistical Optimization Models for Urban 3 

Competitiveness Index: Under the Boundaries of Econophysics Approach. Compexity, 19, 4 

https://doi.org/10.1155/2019/4053970. 5 

13. Economist Intelligence Unit (2012). Hot spots. Benchmarking global city competitiveness. 6 

London/New York/Hong Kong/Genewa: The Economist Intelligence Unit Limited. 7 

14. Frączek, P. (2009). Determinanty konkurencyjności sektorów i przedsiębiorstw. Ujęcie 8 

teoretyczne. Przedsiębiorstwo i Region, 1, pp. 7-17. 9 

15. González Catalán, S. (2021). Regional competitiveness in Latin America: a comparative 10 

study of the key elements for regional performance. Investigaciones Regionales – Journal 11 

of Regional Research, 2, pp. 125-146. 12 

16. Guo, S., Jiang, Y., Long, W. (2019). Urban tourism competitiveness evaluation system and 13 

itsapplication: Comparison and analysis of regression and classification methods. Procedia 14 

Computer Science, 162, pp. 429-437. 10.1016/j.procs.2019.12.007. 15 

17. Hatzichronoglou, T. (1996). Globalisation and Competitiveness: Relevant Indicators; 16 

OECD Science. Technology and Industry Working Papers. Paris. 17 

18. Hu, R. (2015). Sustainability and Competitiveness in Australian Cities. Sustainability, 7, 18 

pp. 1840-1860. doi:10.3390/su7021840. 19 

19. Huggins, R., Izushi, H., Thompson, P. (2013). Regional Competitiveness: Theories and 20 

Methodologies for Empirical Analysis. Journal of Centrum Cathedra: The Business and 21 

Economics Research Journal, 6(2), pp. 155-172. https://ssrn.com/abstract=2332832 22 

20. Jiang, Y., Shen, J. (2010). Measuring the urban competitiveness of Chinese cities in 2000. 23 

Cities, pp. 307-314. 24 

21. Józefowicz, K. (2024). Konkurencyjność małych miast w Polsce i jej uwarunkowania. 25 

Warszawa: Difin. 26 

22. Ketels, C. (2016). Competitiveness Frameworks Review. An Analysis Conducted for the 27 

National Competitiveness Council. Dublin: National Competitiveness Council. 28 

23. Komasi, H., Hashemkhani Zolfani, S., Prentkovskis, O., Šaparauskas, P. (2022).Urban 29 

Competitiveness: Identification and Analysis of Sustainable Key Drivers (A Case Study in 30 

Iran). Sustainability, 14, 7844. https://doi.org/ 10.3390/su14137844. 31 

24. Komasi, H., Nemati, A., Zolfani, S.H., Kahvand, M., Antuchevičienė, J., Šaparauskas, J. 32 

(2023a). Assessing the environmental competitiveness of cities based on a novel MCDM 33 

approach. Journal of Competitiveness, 15(2), pp. 121-150. https://doi.org/10.7441/ 34 

joc.2023.02.07. 35 

25. Komasi, H., Zolfani, S.H., Nemati, A. (2023b). Evaluation of the social-cultural 36 

competitiveness of cities based on sustainable development approach. Decision Making: 37 

Applications in Management and Engineering, 6(1), pp. 583-602. https://doi.org/10.31181/ 38 

dmame06012023k. 39 



From competitiveness of enterprises… 193 

26. Krakowiak-Bal, A. (2019). Zrównoważona konkurencyjność obszarów wiejskich  1 

w województwie małopolskim - ujęcie wielokryterialne. Warszawa: C.H. Beck. 2 

27. Kresl, P.K. (2012). Urban competitiveness and US metropolitan centres. Urban Studies,  3 

pp. 239-254. 4 

28. Krugman, P. (1994). Competitiveness: A Dangerous Obsession. Foreign Affairs, 2, pp. 28-5 

44. 6 

29. Łaźniewska, E. (2010). Konkurencyjność miast w teorii i praktyce. In: M. Nowak,  7 

T. Skotarczak (Eds.), Zarządzanie miastem. Studium ekonomiczne i organizacyjne. 8 

Warszawa: CeDeWu. 9 

30. Łaźniewska, E., Chmielewski, R., Nowak, P. (2012). Definicje, modele i studia nad 10 

regionalną konkurencyjnością. In: E. Łaźniewska, M. Gorynia (eds.). Konkurencyjność 11 

regionalna. Koncepcje – strategie – przykłady. Warszawa: PWN. 12 

31. Lee, J., Karpova, E. (2018). Revisiting the competitiveness theory in the new global 13 

environment: review and analysis of the competitiveness definition. International Journal 14 

of Competitiveness, 3, pp. 189-205. 15 

32. Malecki, E.J. (2007). Cities and regions competing in the global economy: Knowledge and 16 

local development policies. Environment and Planning C: Government and policy, 25(5), 17 

638-654. dx.doi.org/10.1068/c0645. 18 

33. Martin, R. (2005). Thinking About Regional Competitiveness: Critical Issues. Background 19 

‘Think-Piece’ Paper Commissioned by the East Midlands Development Agency. 20 

Cambridge: Nottingham Trent University. 21 

34. Martin, R., Simmie, J. (2008). The theoretical bases of urban competitiveness: does 22 

proximity matter? Revue d’Économie Régionale & Urbaine, 3, pp. 333-351. 23 

35. Martus, B. (2013). The Role of Unemployment in the Regional Competitiveness.  24 

In: I. Lengyel, Z. Vas (eds.), Regional Growth, Development and Competitiveness (pp. 126-25 

140). Szeged: University of Szeged. 26 

36. McKinsey Global Institute (2012). Urban World: Cities and the Rise of the Consuming 27 

Class, Working Paper. Washington, D.C.: McKinsey Global Institute. 28 

37. Metaxas, T. (2010). Cities competition, place marketing ans economic development in 29 

South Europe: the Barcelona case as FDI destination. Theoretical and Empirical Researches 30 

in Urban Management, 5(14), pp. 5-19. 31 

38. Mitrică, B., Dumitraşcu, M., Mocanu, I., Grigorescu, I., Șerban, P.-R. (2021). Territorial 32 

competitiveness, cohesion and sustainability in Romania’s urban border areas. Geografisk 33 

Tidsskrift. Danish Journal of Geography, 65(3), pp. 1-26. 10.15292/geodetski-34 

vestnik.2021.03.440-458. 35 

39. Peneder, M., Rammer, C. (eds.) (2018). Measuring Competitiveness. Wien: Austrian 36 

Institute of Economic Research. 37 

40. Pengfei, N., Qingh, H. (2006). Comparative Research on the Global Urban 38 

Competitiveness. Beijing: Chinese Academy for Social Sciences. 39 



194 K. Józefowicz 

41. Podlińska, O. (2015). Infrastruktura jako czynnik konkurencyjności polskich regionów na 1 

tle Unii Europejskiej. Roczniki Naukowe Stowarzyszenia Ekonomistów Rolnictwa  2 

i Agrobiznesu, 17(5), pp. 213-218. 3 

42. Porter, M. (1990). The Competitive Advantage of Nations. Harvard Business Review,  4 

pp. 73-91. 5 

43. Radło, M.J. (2008). Międzynarodowa konkurencyjność gospodarki. Uwagi na temat 6 

definicji, czynników i miar. In: W. Bieńkowski, Z. Czajkowski, M. Gomułka, B. Brocka-7 

Palacz, E. Latoszek, J. Misala, M.-J. Radło, M. Weresa, Czynniki i miary międzynarodowej 8 

konkurencyjności gospodarek w kontekście globalizacji – wstępne wyniki badań (pp. 75-9 

100). Warszawa: Instytut Gospodarki Światowej; Szkoła Główna Handlowa. 10 

44. Rosa, B.R., Wendt, J.F.M., Chaves, D.M.S., Thomasi V., Michels, L., Siluk, J. (2020). 11 

Mathematical modeling for the measurement of the competitiveness index of Brazil south 12 

urban sectors for installation of photovoltaic systems. Energy Policy, 136, 111048. 13 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2019.111048. 14 

45. Sáez, L., Periáñez, I. (2015). Benchmarking urban competitiveness in Europe to attract 15 

investment. Cities, 48, pp. 76-85. 16 

46. Saygın, M. (2023). Competitiveness of the Cities: Branding and Positioning. International 17 

Journal of Professional Business Review, 8(6), e02210. https://doi.org/10.26668/ 18 

businessreview/2023.v8i6.2210. 19 

47. Schwab, K., Porter, M.E. (2007). The Global Competitiveness Report 2007-2008. Geneva, 20 

Switzerland: World Economic Forum. 21 

48. Singhal, S., McGreal, S., Berry, J. (2013). Application of a hierarchical model for city 22 

competitiveness in cities of India. Cities, 31, pp. 114-122. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities. 23 

2012.05.012. 24 

49. Sinkiene, J. (2009). Competitiveness Factors of Cities in Lithuania. Viesoji Politika ir 25 

Administravimas, 29, pp. 47-53. 26 

50. So, M.S., Shen, J. (2004). Measuring urban competitiveness in China. Asian Geographer, 27 

23(1-2), pp. 71-91. https://doi.org/10.1080/10225706.2004.9684113. 28 

51. Storper, M. (1997). The Regional World. New York: Guilford Press. 29 

52. Szczech-Pietkiewicz, E. (2013). Miasto konkurencyjne jako koncepcja i jej realizacji  30 

w Polsce. Studia Humanistyczne AGH, 12(4), pp. 35-52. 31 

53. Szczech-Pietkiewicz, E. (2019). Konkurencyjność miast w kontekście współczesnych 32 

koncepcji teoretycznych i zjawisk gospodarczych. Warszawa: Oficyna Wydawnicza SGH. 33 

54. Webster, D.R., Muller, L. (2000). Urban competitiveness assessment in developing country 34 

urban regions: the road ahead. Paper prepared for Urban Group, INFUD*. Washington, 35 

D.C.: The World Bank. 36 

55. Zhang, F., Lou, X., Ning, Y. (2021). The comparative study of China's mega-city regions: 37 

A perspective of competitiveness. Growth and Change, 52(1), pp. 425-442, 38 

https://doi.org/10.1111/grow.12422. 39 



From competitiveness of enterprises… 195 

56. Zhao, L., Fenga, Y., Zhanga, H., Liu, L. (2023). Evaluation of urban competitiveness based 1 

on factor analysis— Taking 35 key cities in China as an example. Procedia Computer 2 

Science, 221, pp. 130-137. 10.1016/j.procs.2023.07.019. 3 

57. Zielenkiewicz, M. (2016). Konkurencyjność krajów UE w świetle globalnego kryzysu 4 

finansowego. Prace Naukowe Uniwersytetu Ekonomicznego we Wrocławiu, No. 449, 5 

Ekonomia, pp. 740-751. 6 


