2010 6 T B AR S June, 2010
6 ( 267 ) China Industrial Economics No.6

( , 200433)

“N” 1990 2003

[ | ; ; ;
[ [F1213 | A 11006-480X (2010)06-0025-10
, ( ,1998; ,
2006) , (Slyvie Demurger, 2001 ;Shunfeng Song ,2000) o
: @
(Tsui, 1991,1993) ;@
(Tsui, 1993 ; ,2006) ;3 ( ,1997;
,2002; ,2005) , . ,
) ) , o (1997)
, 50%,
(2002) )
; (2005)
, 87% o
[ 1 2010-05-14
[ I o ’ " (
06BJL042) ; * 7
[ 1 (1968—),
(1983—), , s o

25



1.
; (
,2003) . ( ,2006) ( , ,2002)
B ( ,1997) ( ,2005), ¢ ) ( )
2005) GDP .
GDP :
, GDP .
, ( ,2006) GDP( ,2002)

o

(Theil and Henri, 1967) ,

N n
TL= S.S, —In—L 1
2 258 (1)
TL N ,j ,S; 14 ’S/
N n
J ,ij ] 12 ,X: z S]Sle]
=1 =l
) :® )
’ ) o @
@ o ’
( ’ 1994) ’ (DO ’
2.
) — GDP
© (2006) s , (2002)

26



(G) TVy, 1 1978—2007 30 @ .

1 1978—2007
1978 0.3494 0.7609 0.3227 1993 0.3038 0.5226 0.1906
1979 0.3302 0.6901 0.2837 1994 0.3097 0.5209 0.1906
1980 0.3356 0.6929 0.2839 1995 0.3137 0.5248 0.1910
1981 0.3196 0.6477 0.2510 1996 0.3103 0.5111 0.1832
1982 0.3063 0.6073 0.2222 1997 0.3158 0.5234 0.1885
1983 0.3019 0.5789 0.2047 1998 0.3215 0.5392 0.1945
1984 0.2988 0.5567 0.1954 1999 0.3279 0.5606 0.2057
1985 0.2968 0.5505 0.2011 2000 0.3380 0.5781 0.2156
1986 0.2932 0.5334 0.1879 2001 0.3399 0.5817 0.2178
1987 0.2898 0.5129 0.1816 2002 0.3411 0.5860 0.2213
1988 0.2845 0.4964 0.1665 2003 0.3435 0.5907 0.2259
1989 0.2765 0.4791 0.1600 2004 0.3242 0.5641 0.2248
1990 0.2658 0.4583 0.1392 2005 0.3201 0.5427 0.2168
1991 0.2799 0.4850 0.1508 2006 0.3154 0.5329 0.2141
1992 0.2913 0.5037 0.1695 2007 0.3055 0.5110 0.2064
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1978—2007

’

)

(%) (%)
WG BG
1978 0.3230 0.282 0.479 0.239 76.67 0.88 69.24 6.56 23.33
1979 0.2837 0.313 0.471 0.216 77.95 222 69.42 6.31 22.05
1980 0.2837 0.302 0.482 0.216 78.13 1.53 69.64 6.95 21.87
1981 0.2509 0.319 0.461 0.220 81.27 2.04 71.62 7.62 18.73
1982 0.2226 0.334 0.448 0.218 83.17 2.75 72.26 8.16 16.83
1983 0.2049 0.332 0.444 0.224 83.42 2.73 71.27 9.42 16.58
1984 0.1955 0.321 0.431 0.248 81.98 2.83 67.42 11.74 18.01
1985 0.2012 0.284 0.429 0.287 80.35 243 64.32 13.60 19.65
1986 0.1877 0.272 0.437 0.291 82.62 2.76 64.01 15.85 17.38
1987 0.1820 0.268 0.436 0.296 82.21 2.81 62.95 16.45 17.79
1988 0.1665 0.257 0.438 0.305 82.91 3.48 61.80 17.63 17.09
1989 0.1598 0.251 0.428 0.321 83.29 2.95 61.73 18.60 16.71
1990 0.1391 0.271 0.413 0.316 87.62 3.06 62.12 22.44 12.38
1991 0.1509 0.245 0.418 0.337 86.01 3.15 56.87 25.99 13.99
1992 0.1693 0.218 0.434 0.348 81.70 2.00 54.66 25.04 18.30
1993 0.1908 0.197 0.466 0.337 76.20 1.59 51.56 23.04 23.80
1994 0.1906 0.198 0.466 0.336 77.84 1.81 51.97 24.06 22.16
1995 0.1911 0.199 0.472 0.329 79.86 1.84 53.11 24.90 20.14
1996 0.1831 0.197 0.475 0.328 80.10 1.64 51.70 26.76 19.90
1997 0.1883 0.183 0.475 0.342 80.28 1.45 49.79 29.04 19.72
1998 0.1943 0.176 0.462 0.362 80.40 1.28 46.58 32.54 19.60
1999 0.2058 0.165 0.458 0.377 79.87 1.21 44.61 34.04 20.13
2000 0.2153 0.151 0.459 0.390 80.08 0.94 43.58 35.56 19.92
2001 0.2181 0.144 0.451 0.405 79.53 0.87 40.67 37.99 20.47
2002 0.2216 0.137 0.448 0.415 79.66 0.75 39.43 39.47 20.34
2003 0.2260 0.128 0.460 0.412 78.70 0.66 41.61 36.43 21.30
2004 0.2247 0.134 0.462 0.404 717.26 0.70 41.89 34.67 22.74
2005 0.2168 0.122 0.477 0.401 75.35 0.60 41.34 3341 24.65
2006 0.2142 0.113 0.487 0.400 73.53 0.52 40.53 32.48 26.47
2007 0.2065 0.113 0.486 0.401 72.13 0.60 38.97 32.57 27.87
. 20 90 , .
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s (3) (6)
2.
4 1978—2007 o,
2007 1978 , ) (
168.20% ) ( 2.27%) . , ,
( ,
( 1991—2003 ),
7
4 1978—2007
(%)
I I 1 I I I
1978—1990 | -0.1835 | 68.36 | 13.01 | 64.93| -9.58 | 31.64| 29.11| 19.95|-17.42| 42.12| 84.87 |-27.00
1991—2003 | 0.0751 | 64.04 | 20.09| 34.42| 9.53 | 3596 | 45.29|-33.81 | 2449 | 65.38 0.60 | 34.02
2004—2007 | -0.0183 | 131.54 | -22.09 | 148.88 | 4.75 | -31.54 | -69.60 | 40.78 | -2.73 | -91.69 | 189.66 2.03
1978—2007 | -0.1163 | 84.18 | -13.74 | 107.57 | -9.65 | 15.82| 16.01 | 60.63 | -60.83 2.27 | 168.20 | -70.47
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The Evolution of Regional Economic Disparities in China and Its Decomposition
by Industry

GAN Chun-hui, ZHENG Ruo-gu
(Shanghai University of Finance and Economics, Shanghai 200433, China)

Abstract: Drawing on the principles of Theil entropy, This article constructs a Theil index in order to
analysis the regional economic disparities in China. The results shows that the regional economic disparities have
become the inverted “N” type in which 1990 and 2003 are two inflection points. From the industrial point of
view, regional economic disparities has two contents: disparities within industries and disparities between industries.
The disparity within secondary and tertiary industry is the mainstay of regional economic disparities and the
disparities between industries which has a clear characteristics of the period also has significant effect. Industrial
growth and industrial restructure affect the changes in regional economic disparities and the process are very
complexity and obviously different in different periods. However, long—term view,the evolution of regional economic
disparities is mainly as a result of the growth of different industries. Industrial restructure play a import role in the
changes of regional economic disparities only in the short term.

Key Words: disparities within industries; disparities between industries; structural effect; growth effect
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