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B %, AAY GDP F,1978 £ K . & .06 b XA 35 GDP 435Il 24 457 75,310 7G .
251 76, RSP KW SN GDP 45t Z 847k 147 5,206 I, #X EBE R
B 43 $1 K 32.2%,45.1%, A3 GDP BAHRL HL#E A 1.81:1.24:1.00, 2004 4F , ¥ .36 .74
WX A 35 GDP 43 5 2% 22356 7¢,10036 G, 7786 IC, R 36 5 &R 7R 45 55 75 # i9 A #51 GDP
B2 5% 2 BE 4y Bl LA 12320 7T,14570 7, AR EBE R ¥ B AR 55.1%,65.2%, A
GDP f#H R L2 b B Ak 2.87:1.29:1.00( R & 1),

21 REFR.P.ABAY GDP %56 K (1978-2004)

i # % Z B (7T) HXF 2B R (%) L (BERIENR 1)
FERAH R HREBAAEER IREBF AR AREBATE I IR P AP AR
1978 147.0 206.0 322 45.1 1.82:1.24:1.00
1980 183.1 2554 32.1 449 1.81:1.23:1.00
1985 281.0 4110 28.6 418 1.72:1.23:1.00
1990 695.0 881.0 35.5 45.1 1.82:1.17:1.00
1995 3114.0 3897.0 454 56.8 2.32:1.26:1.00
2000 5352.0 6647.0 41.2 58.6 2.42:1.28:1.00
2004 8736.0 10998.0 48.0 60.4 2.52:1.31:1.00
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£2 RESHRESZIRBURECINES * (R4:%)

HAFTHR RO Py R FB (P ) G [l
1953-1957 4F B4 36.9 46.8 28.8 18.0
1958-1962 4F - Bty 38.4 56.0 34.0 22.0
1963-1965 4 Ak 349 58.2 32.7 25.6
1966-1970 4 B=4 26.9 64.7 29.8 34.9
1971-1975 4 WA 35.5 54.4 29.9 24.5
1976-1980 4F BHA 422 50.0 30.1 19.9
1981-1985 4¢ mARA 477 46.5 29.3 172
1986—-1990 4E BEAN 51.7 40.2 244 15.8
1991-1995 4 BAA 54.2 38.2 235 14.7
1996-2000 4 ®|hA 51.8 39.9 23.2 16.7
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(1) RELARAX, MR3FR, EABAREERESLERELBREVLEERNAB
T X, R GDP 52 HGDP WL EENEETR Y, BHMNTER:

EIHEL RN Y=26.526+0.575X

BARBERB R =0.871 p=0.055(p<0.05 # & X)

Q) HR, mR2HR  BHAEBHGEER TS EERORENLEE TR
X,Hbi GDP 52 E GDP ML BN HER Y, BH I TER:

EIHEL&H BN Y=22.523+0.528X

HAXBERECH: r=0914 p=0.030(p<0.05 H & X)

#3 EHEEFREHARCOP HLEEXFRGREHNEE GDP L EANERS (RH1:%)

fﬁ AWMERERS | AW GCDP H2EM | NREBRRRL MR GDP 52
2EMLEX) LE(Y) L EKHLEX) HiLE (Y)
1980 422 51.7 50 48.3
1985 4717 52.4 46.5 47.6
1990 517 54.5 40.2 45.5
1995 54.2 58.6 38.2 414
2000 51.8 57.8 39.9 43.2
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The Relevant Analysis on the Evolution of Region
Development Strategy and Region Disparity in China

WANG Pei-qing'?, YAN Jun-ping’
(1. Graduate School of Life and Environmental Sciences, University of Tsukuba, Tsukuba 305-8572, Japan;
2. Geography Research Institute Inner, Jining Teachers College, Jining 012000, China;
3. College of Tourism and Environment Science, Shanxi Normal University, Xi’'an 710062, China)

Abstract; Since the reform development, the Chinese economy has developed with high speed
and has obtained the achievement which attracts worldwide attention. But, because the
local economical development is not balanced, the economical difference between regions is rapidly
expanding. This article expounded the present situation of the eastern part, middle and the
western area economical development disparity, then analyzed the region development strategy
and its development history to the region economical difference influence in detail. Finally,
using the linear comelation analytic method and the return analysis, demonstrated extremely close

relationship between the region development strategy and the regiondal economical difference.

Key words: regional disparity; development strategy; development history;

correlational dependence



