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Abstract; In order to research properties of traffic network of urban agglomerations, this paper designed the model of urban
agglomeration by ICN dual approach, which included the northeastern United States Atlantic coast urban agglomeration,
Japan’s Pacific coast urban agglomeration, British London urban agglomeration, Yangtze river delta urban agglomeration, Bei-
jing-Tianjin-Tangshan urban agglomeration, Pearl river delta urban agglomeration. And figure out averaged-degree, averaged-
clustering coefficient, betweenness centrality of roads with degree and structure entropy based on node betweenness centrality,
global coefficient, which show:a) traffic networks have small-world behavior but no scale-free property;b) it is significant for
the traffic networks of six urban agglomeration that the betweenness of a few real road is greater;c) the global coefficient of
Pearl river delta urban agglomeration is greatest among six urban agglomeration and the entropy of Japan’s Pacific coast urban

agglomeration is smallest, which show it is in order.
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