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Abstract

Nowadays China is experiencing rapid economic development, rapid industrialization and
urbanization progress prompting cultivated land to converse more quickly. Especially in the eastern
coastal provinces of China, for example Zhejiang and Jiangsu, their process of cultivated land
conversion (CLC) is remarkably uprising. The double-increase development of economy and CLC is
fundamentally influencing the land-resource management, food security, economic and social
sustainable development in China. These questions intrigue the author to start his master thesis research.
To study the co-move relationship between CLC and economic growth, and the scale and regional
convergence of CLC in the economic growth, it’s helpful for us to reconsider the whole goal and
regional goal when performing the policies related to farmland protection.

This study employs the methodology of “Fact-Hypothesis-Test”. Firstly, it describes the situation of
both CLC and economic growth in China, depicts the elementary relation, and roughly concludes that
CLC is the main reason for the decline of cultivated land; the historical trend of CLC and economic
growth is almost identical, but their peak-value time is different. Economic growth will propel CLC to
worse in a short term and restrain it in a long term; CLC also can contribute to economic growth in a
short term. In addition, CLC mostly accounts for 5%-15% of food production’s fluctuation annually, but
it should be one of the most threatening factors which influence food security in the view of food
comprehensive production capability and sustainable development.

Sequentially, based on the change of the demand for land resource during the economic growth, it
puts forward two hypotheses: scale convergence and regional convergence. This study takes provincial
yearly CLC area and real per capita GDP as key variables. Through Panel data equation, it test the
kuzenets curve (KC) of CLC, then shows that the scale of CLC will change as inverse-U shape(up-hill
and down-hill) with process of economic growth, tends to convergence in the end. Its theoretical
threshold is that when per capita GDP reaches 42,342.2 RMB. (Calculated by the price of 2005).Up to
now, only Beijing and Shanghai have already went across the threshold, other provinces including
Zhejiang, Jiangsu and Guangdong and so on, still stay in the up-hill side of EKC.Futhermore, by
regional comparative, it gets that the scale and degree of CLC in China distributed as spatial degression
from east, center to west. After calculating Theil index and Gini index of CLC, the regional disparity is
obviously very serious. With the help of spatial analysis, it was found that the change of o convergence
of economic and CLC is rather similar, but the o convergence of CLC is closer to its spatial
autocorrelation .As the increment of spatial autocorrelation, CLC tends to divergence. The result
supports that there is not whole regional convergence of CLC in China, but some local “club
convergence”. Such club is especially clear in eastern areas, Zhejiang, Shandong, Jiangsu, Hebei, Henan,
Anhui belongs to this club.

In the last of this thesis some policy implications were presented, including: (i) by optimizing the

placement of industry between different regions, the government can control the CLC overall and partly
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together, coordinate the development of both economy and protection of cultivated land; (ii)
emphasizing the multi-functionality of cultivated land, the government can diversify the policy goals of
protection for cultivated land, especially give more weight to its ecological and social function;(iii)at the

same time, the government should improve the soil quality, which can weaken the potential influence of

CLC on crops’ comprehensive productive capability.

Key words: Cultivated Land Conversion (CLC), Economic Growth, Scale Convergence, Regional

Convergence, Kuznets Curve (KC), Regional disparity
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MU H 75 52 2 TAV AT 25 R I e 5 se 4, AR ARRAL O BEREAE LI Jo il (3%
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TR K SR AR AL IO RS W7 RE, SRR R A A R R RS T I
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AT IIAES] (Toynbee, 1992). IXFHRUEAFANET| K T 4120 B AR AR AL o) 851408 18 %
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o DRE ) MDA RIS T A2 SR IO 2 v P L A1 & T SRR A R IR R AR FEA AR (1 24
WHTHE T, TRiBsR BHEMC B AR M HARF R, AT 7B AP AR 7= R OB s >k, H
S A2 BB IR oKk o B AR AR A IE S M Y. T 2R B S R I 7 Sk AR A

LI 5 JOAR, LA S USSR R W AR R — AN O, BRI K3
fi T EFHAL (Crosson, 1985). HHhE BA HAR BTN Z— NG TR FBY
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FBOR IR A, b B 5 1R FH 803 K e, 200 3G ROnS b B2 35 1D 75 SR P A B 120/
UbAh, BibE—Fp BAT 2 DiRe e B AR BRI ARG, BB DhReS, I R EE D)
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HAMZ PRV ES RGN, AOGEW T a4, [F WS T B S IR 45 i .
b EAT RN SR T i PN S v, AR R AR A A PR R 55 T R Ak T AR o T RE 1T
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LU OB X A A, WA AE DR O T 70 =l Al DA al i — b R 35 A

1.5 FARIKLZ

AT A “CF L — R Ui—I0E” 9 #HT7% (Hypothesis-Driven Approach), FZARPELE
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Fig 1.1 Explanation of Methodology
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(1999). (HhE M%) (1982-2005) CGHrrh B HAHFEALNE G2k (1999), b [ 1= %t i
U (1998—2005) . Ho e Bl KUk S vE i

1. 6.2 EiEiRAA

(1) B . 1998 AELLHT AT L CFSpib A Brfmcscs . ABg) L) 4
ok FARNAE A b AP AFE ) B0 GBI AR ZE T BERE) . 1999 4F BLJS 43R
BRI AT b YRR Y o DR A ] R B K A B R 1986 AR,
1998 4= LA T B Sy 50 FH R i A AN e 2, BT L 1998 41 AR FH AR VS R 4cdis
TEJG S5 TR, AR SO E AR AR BRI ST 25 SR v ey e IR WA 1 — 2 BUA

(2) GDP %i#fi. 4 K&&A XK GDP B4, A¥J GDP. GDP B4K KL 5 brHds 4550
kB EZRGH R RS GO B T ARGt BORRESR ) (1999) (TP E SR (2000-2006). 111
HTH GDP ZEHLL 1986 4= 0 JEHH,  F 5 H AR B A7 4 285 7 Sl AN A& T b A T 4 ose, A sk
f¥) GDP %4

(3) NE¥dli. 5 GDP 3l i ki —3%

1.7 Stk

ARICH KT A G 3 B EviewsS. 1 208, A (MG o5 23 () v AR 2 = 2R ) 56 [ 47
RV T K 2 el 5 # # 43%F & Luc Asenlin 20 #% 7 & ] GeoDa™ 0.9.5-i( T % ¥ 41l
https:/www.geoda.uiuc.edu/), #7)H KK FHHLELE B R S 4K fFMapinfo8.0 227l
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o [ AR BB 27 R 3 i

1.8 B34

AR INE, BRI BRI Ah, AL AR 2 He R

5 BURIEAR L e . AR T E A A SIS AT K T E R R AR
6/ QRSN 51 VB /715 TN L1 o TSl L1 7 =7 e o B =2 S i R L N V[T R
Je T (R T P B L VS R

= PP EPHBARARA R DI S S EUR . ANE R SR M A PR K R S B
M ARARAL I P SRR S BORTS St b . TR K S BB ARRIL IR TE G vt Bl sh &k o b
o PEANETHE TRFEARAR AR fr = B A2 o

SR FRBARRA R BCSIE HT o AN T8 32 SRR AR 22 K il 2 (AT R PR HE A
M AEEE B M A AN TR B Be b 3 S (0 SR AU, AT 5 HR B AR A A 2%
M2l TG UEBEARAR AL P ZE IR M2 (AR TE, IR Rt AR B S R e

S BREARARAL A DRSS E 73 AT o AN E S B B A A USRI JEE ) X 3 A
DR ZE A% =, AEAID B A BT RSP KT ER 1, A 22 T8 0 A 5 AT SRR AR AR A F DX
etk o

FONT: S50 RSB IN . AR B E RSSO AT AR, SR SRBUR I,
IR JE X AWTFT R BRIEFETT 118



R AR R B2 R4 2 i SR AL A

FE HIEEMSAEELA

AT T RO AU O B SR S W ST I AT R B, Dy JR SR T S B S At . 1
SN NATRE R LT A WS AR (a7 S RS APk B R R s eI PR e i AR S
JITEE P 0 I 1) 87 93 A A e o B ik

2.1 FERK5+HESR

Mty L2 G2 2 BIEAR A P IIRIR S 5, S5 AT L S &5 KO R e
M EHEAEIRE . Al s, B RS AR K I SRR (HE, B4
W EMETE KN, T gy s = sbE iy, Sttt %, PrUA et S st g K B it
i, LTI S T A K 24 B RS (4 Solow Model, Romer Model %5) JEA | - 8 {24
57 8l R R AR IX A ZE R IFEST (Charles 1. Jones,1997) o XFPEEE 2 EJE T K1 « 225K
(BT, 25 PR IA Ok p 1 8 0 o P ] PR R AN B Bl ik, b b R G 246 2 ]
Ao ALK A 52 B X B — B AR T2, s AR A e . iy H45 5
KOFR T, PGt AR 57 Bl 85 AR = R (R T Br AR I B ol 1), 2 3 o 41 T s kol 5 38—
MEF AT KM B4 1L (BEvans, 2004) .

T A PR R 0T 5 22 U RGO FR A T AR T BEERN AR e, AN IR R 1 23 B
B R AL TR R A, SR - AR BE I KB o, s Ak TR I OCHE,
SRR By IR R AR S B m) R B RS 45 A e i AN BRI, TS A 3
HYRAIFR %] (Hansen and Prescott,1998;Nagi,2000,2001) o 7E 5 /R Wi Hl AR 1) R D AR 8 A48 i ok 72
o, SR RESIIL T AR R K, R SRR B A R R IR, R E T
LUK EEEH . RN 22575000 T HSCR RS G Kb B2, A ek
EBibUK rat i we: NI L P DK & PRS4SS5 S S i SR SW N SRS DN T E £220 S iUp LS 195
K (Hausmann, Pritchett and Rodrik ,2004) .

WG Ap— e T 0 NIREE S M0 1) £ B2 3 A7 o S 8 PR I OGO Ll ) — L A
R TR P EOMERA IS, ST A5, & moa EH A R, gt
M B R A RS G n] DR K M B = 2 5 43 (Copeland and  Taylor,2003;Deschenes and
Greenstone,2004;Brock and Taylor 2004) .

R 22 AR S 2 BF K TR ORI AW TURCR, Bt AR AL SE 5T Eo2 Yoe T EE s
e RSN R, SATFMKEREEMIG, BAZm. WFWw B, PibdeRanseg ., %
JEE  CRAEAN R 25 B KB B BT/ P 25 AN ], (RIS 52 38 2 B 3G AR R R PR £

2.2 Wil IR

AT RSB U 32 2 8 PRSP HR )R e PRI SPE RO 1R A e 22 B 2 Al 2 —
JEEM IR, B20tHAL 60 FAAHHILLSolow (1956). Swan (1956) KA IIHT g K
BRTHG, T B 52 1A s X k2 1) ) 22 80 R LB A A2, o 2D B B8 S IR HA
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R AR R B2 R4 2 i SR AL A

W

Bty MG IR DA T S A I bt o, S BRI, B 24 I 2 BF () R R T
FRERE . EMERE TR AN HRFEAZ, KT KRN E . Fe IR&(steady
state) [RI{EL, K PR MBI BAR SR AN R T A I 22 2« AR TR mAs e R kR, T4
TERMA BRI IR fi S s, —NEZK QXD A B 5 AR 2 4
G, & G AR Sz, 75 [ b, 245 95 BE w20 KR HEIX ] B
MBI Z LTI IS (convergence) .

WS AR A s 23 oA = Fle (1) 0 — WS, Xt R B AHOC IR B, FR AR &5 R GE TR
N BN TR 8 22 BE IV [RIHERS Tk T 1 B, — e FH AR S 2R B bt 22 KAtk B 2 8 - (2) B — R8I,
XL 5 B AR SR R, FRATIIN I KRR A5 R G0E T EEATI NI KT s
(AT R G LA PRI B IEC,  BEAN [R5 R e 1Al I N 27 K F 100 N 3877 K -P Aok
Ko RIS AT AN, B —I S 3 W 4int B —Wesh 54541 B — S fE X . G)BENLISL,
X2 5 I (] FE B A AT AR DG B G, FEAR T 205 I [0 PP 1B AR W a4 1, I Pty , - 0 e
PN GAR Z T PN ZE BR R e 2 1) T2

WS eS| T AN E R A, RSV S B (NSO A T Se it () X
BN NN D 2 HA T KA, X 2 M2t R K FRARTRNSE T3
Abramovitz (1986) &, WS & NN BA = AR T T 2l T4 th sl 2 AH 55
Baumol(1986)FL4LL T AN R S 5, A0 4597ty MUSTAY 55 AR KB, 3 FAS [ 1R SRR 7 3%,
UER T [ ) BAT WS AR AR . FL19864F LLJE , V22 5T B 5K A ¥ IX 4z ] PRI AL S 1 i 1R S
BROK = L.

AR FEGI NG SR AT S A AR A R DX e S5 e i, B R FH R D7 VAR R
AR G RS 1) A TR -

2.3 BIEIFH 91

I 18] 241 3 #7573 i Box-Jenkins (1976) 4FE# o XA VEAN AU RS WAk, 12
WRIEAZ & F 5 AR, RIS HEN LR I 1] P 21 1384t . B TTRE T A PF AR 8l 45 4 P
B INAER R IR, WA R Z WA R R g, NI TV 2R Ast = K S
NI S AAWET KL

2.3.1 FAE IS

T SR T 7 BT BN 16 P G40 2 <Ol ), IR @R BT, b ARG
9o % BN I A RS RGP Se I SREIN J B AR, R i S 2 44 A M T
T2, F B . I A 2R T R 11 S 7 v —— R AR

B Y, = oY, + &, {6 R AEAMAELRE, ROFEMREMEE o, =0, FhInRiR
FELURL IR, O Ha| < LGS, BRASGRAE y, P8RRI, T FLR o, BOA v 2

2 SR AP ) 5 () B8 A 1 P35 2 o BB B TR T e, TR S i 00 A~ R ) P
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R AR R B2 R4 2 i SR AL A

MR a, =186, EHRTEAN, Yy PR R RS

Y=Y t& =Y té ta ==Yt 2 &

Bt o, = 1, FRAIRIDT Z Bt I & n Jo 55 K. Bz 6 FRar s, fe4e
LT AR I AR

ATKS a =1, Ay, =y, +&, A, =W, +&,: Hhy=a —1. FRREE
Wa, = 1§ R TR% y =0 . XF 7%k HD.A Dickey HIW.A.Fuller i J67E 197942 H,  RILAR A
Dickey-Fullerf 472 (f#XDF% ).

DFEA =M B AR 3 AR . RIAEBENLIEE Y, = oy, + 4 s B SR BENLI A
Yo =a+ W, + 4 O I E &N AR MBEIITE Y, = a, + W, Tt + 4,

DERY S 4 DF = p/se(y) , 3L se(y) b REMOARIEZA4F. 198142D.A Dickey
W.A Fuller X /EDFEIEG FFEAl 4R, $&H T AR IERZD 1, W =B 40 EAH DG AE ik = 5Crp
by, B T WIS IR, 82 Augmented Dickey—Fullerkhiid: (fijfix ADF it ), Asr 1o
*H ADF  (Augmented Dickey—Fuller) #yvz:.

2.3.2m=8MEY3 (VAR) 1&EH

i) 5 H ] )4 (Vector Autoregressive Model) J&:Sims19804F4E Hi 1), X P AR H] £ J7 72
WAL B, BT HIR B, AR Ay R, AR AR R AR (1 A o AR AR
(R FE AEREAT [, T A T N A AR B A G R

(1) VAR E X

VARSI Z B [FIAE X,  Br DARR ) & H AR . VARBI 1) 858 5 >S50
Ko — MR ELENEN, —MEBRIEIEK. By yaul MAEERR, 3 LA
2 [E] AR .

n |
Yo = Z Il v + Z [T Yot +
i1 i1

k m
Yie = Z IT v + Z [T Yo tu+
i1 i1

Fo [T, R REGERE, o, MEEET, g ABEHLR ZZ TR R, s 150 k1 m,nh 5 K
Jei i

(2) VARFERIRIRS i

OA LI 2 GBS gl o 7ROl R R s P E 8. O AR AR s A LA K
A, EH KA B AREVARBA A (SimsiA h VARFEH {4 A8 s 2 B AR i, {HIE
TESRAAT 2 A BAT B ) LR G R A, mT DIVE /M E AR RN VAREE ) s @ e 5 K
T A AR e S B A (R S I R 4G 4

@ VAR [Pl B AR T AN ELFEATA AR &, T S5 67y RS A G 1) ) i AE VAR 2R
HHESANEALE

VAR SIS IMELI R . S HEA TG &V, HR IR AR T,



R AR R B2 R4 2 i SR AL A

@VARBE) oy —ANF RO A M 2 IS A 2l vk B VARBIRL S AT =AMk, fx
KHET Wk =3, WAHKXN’=3 x 9 =27 MSHH LA AR B/, ZHSHIOT&
REBK,

OTL R VAR J= LW FAE T S e - 1AE VARBEY Hh RS Ty R AR AT AR AN 25 A7 24 10
AR, TXPAASEIRY P TSI P D0 A AN SO e T A £ FU0 341 PAY P BB S A S0

H T VARB A ZEL I OLS A vt HUBAT — 8, S S Bl vHE I DR IR K XER . P
DLEEREG AN VARBIEU M 43T, 3805 A2 005 2R 400 10 i 1. i O g 22 90 AR S B
ARG Ik o AR A5 22 53 g 45 SRR S AR M AR AR AL AN B B I AN I PR AT B R R

2.4 ZENTEZFOMN
2.4.1 FEHELFFRIHRK

IR 2 AQBL/REE « WS (1990) FLAE201H 20 S04EACH S FF i L S 4 be 2 b “ 4
— AN LR A PRI R BT . B REBRE I AT 2 LT #0A ENAE AT A )
SR AR E SRR 2 B (Lim, 2003), SR04 T HACBRGI(E g2 m) B, i 208 T %
) DR 22 1R S o BRARAE R o) R mT A 3 A8 P BB A A/ s SR AR R 5 2 IR A TG AR 20 0% BTG
Z, SRR Sy iR 28T 25 ARSI ) 8 (Case, 1991), QSR THIAR K i e [ 52 2 1
FEA) (Fixed Effect Model), {HIXE8T7 IEAIA L NIE . LUK HiBRE RG24 AT
U — I TR POX R E R .

J.Paelinck T~ 19744 S o4 Hh <o [A] v 5 22 5% 2% (Spatial Econometrics) IMES . CLiffAll
Ord(1973,1981)%f % [a] [ [N R T $0 1 TAE, TR Z AR S8t R g HoR, Al
FHAE VT B 22 U 2 R 2 J 8 2% ) DR 32 AR 43 BB AT AN AT 28 Anselin(1988) % 7% ] T i 48 27 3EAT
TN RGHIG. £4, Anselin (1988), CLffF10rd(1973,1981)iX = AZE AWM Ay =% (Al 1 B4
G 24 . Anselindl B (R G50V SO “PERSRFAB St i, BEA
HH 22 8] 5 RS ) 35 BREPE IR — R AUk 7 BIIRAE, BEAE S GETh s 23 8] 73 4 DL K GISH R AN TR Jig,
FE T AR AT R A . A RN AR A S . AR AR TR BT
T RATFHAE X IR T AL TS NG, JUE 2 DL A A SRl 22 A 43 T i) 32 22
WAL o IXRLENERHIGAEA SRR T K B

2.4.2 FEHEZEFFHILIEERR
2.4.2.1 A

2 ) 255 g % ) T 8 B 2 A DA — N N AU T A R AR AR iR DR, G e 3 TR AR o 2 4% i) S
JRME A3 [N PR =B (Anselin, 1988). Hib, S & 5457 @A, 251A)
BERMAT . A Tobler’s(1979) I BE 2255 — %Mt (First Law of Geography ) , “fEA i #5
FoAb SRR, H AR 2 1) Lo vR 2 () SIS SR B B D)7, L, i —AN Ak

P REITEIN S GV AR LR A 5 (BRI, 2004).
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R AR R B2 R4 2 i SR AL A

i, SRR T IR ZESOAE DR, B2k T 4t ltn, ZEBRTTI, JUTRR R
PR AT B o S, A 3 X ) FE L e 9 o R 2 I S A S AT, B
I AT S 5 LA A S S ) AT O G2 e o T FLREAR P 7 A R 2 e e
L GG R AR . BRI, ARSI “f5 A7 BEK Y (Anselin, 1992), iX
BT A I 2K, BT AR, T RER A DL A RS I S A 5 — Tk
i) 5 TP I e T A7 1A B2 T 2 A s R 2 S 6 R M TR W M
TATRIE, kAR TR S W7 P e REA AR T SRRSO . (LS, SR B 5
Hr T I ILERE, TR W T A B2 R RGN s M s g M 2 S

2.4.2.2 ZFEEHHEX

FEASC TS AR = B0 ok 23 (8] H A48T (Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis) SR BT #FHbAE A&
PR FE AR 1) E R, LS A 1R 3 TR MR, T 2 17 A A i SR AT 2 TR K R
(Spatial Association) . it 7% [1] [H AH <& i PR T B /& Moran’l 4t1l & (Moran ,1948) Fl
Geary’s c4til & (Geary, 1954). {EREATZ M AAHC AT Z AT, DA205EH & S MACEH FE. X 5L
T B A ORI 23 A EE A B T 2 () R

PR QBRI 44 JE SO AR 7 [B] FR T2 TR] TR AR A7 B O R LI 0- 150 M . fEE X
R TR SRR BRI, i R AN ) B e i AR AR AL R R 7, WP AT AHAR), WE R 5
TR 400 248K, IXAPAH QIR S kT 1 el A AT w3l AR 7t o B SR 1) B0 76 2 T R )
(R RRE, B TSR o3 A 1) i, ISR T “AHAR” (8 SURANME— 7o HAHAR I 77 AR H AN [R]
IS 3 2 Rook, BishopMQueen—F (JLE2.1817~).

A R F Morandis B &7 (8] HAHSCRERE, Hoak A
=ﬁ>< Zizjwij(xi —HNX; —,u)

SR e

E¢”%X%wﬁ,Mj%éﬁﬂiﬁ%o%zzlzﬂw

5 W B Lo R A I (R A T 2

y=y+pWy+e

Horpry S N 1, FCUE o A3 D B AR S, Wy 223 D TR W S 4 5
JEIS, p R HEA R, & &N xRS B

RSB AR R I 4T F

y:§+/1W.9+g

Hor A W ERRY, We g, We =) We,

5 1] (4 [ Ve PR 0 J 2 o T A2 8 P B i 2 DR 30 P o R
B A QU B <l RGN AR I B

PO IR B IS el . — S, TSR OB AR 4, T A SO E R R A
U0 R A 2 o 2 0
HFRMBE 0 x B SRR Y WX, .
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R AR R B2 R4 2 i SR AL A

Ay A R At SRR e 2 R T B AT, 24 T e R AR A
TR AN RS o AT YRR, H R A P 2 ][] U AR R A 2 ()T S5 #5228 (spatial lag dependence
model) FI73[A] 1% ZEMY (spatial error model) o FEASSCI A HTHR, y (B HUAS b DX B A A A Th A
THAINISZBR GDP {8, WFFTM #1023 [l R T UM BLAE R &

b c c
bla]|b a
b c c
Rook Bishop
B
B {-A-|B
'B v1: Rook B ILIFA KLY Bishop A ILIFT
Queen Ti: Queen 7ELL A AU L YT Py «

B 2.1 #HEFEIENX
Fig.2.1 The Definition of Contiguity
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HH R AR A 27 e 207 18 3C B = UK SRR R AL RS A T T

F=E ZFBRKSHHIERUHERS R

AEE S R R 2 G A AP AR AR AL I D SR . R R AR BT S 2R R
2GR S P ARRAL R R BT A ESE T LRSS TR, A P (A P B A %
B BN RN T M AR AR AR 7 = R 5 .

3.1 ZFERKEHHAER LI LLEL
3.1.1 &5F18CHY A 5 [E1m

H B BUR T 1978 4FFFUR Sl XA T SOE TFBUBUR Lok, o B 250 H0AS T 4t A H (1 EoKE
B, BANIEED T 2K, Py BRI WECREE, 1999). 2005 A
GDP s i 22350 149570, $4ABMAZS, 2005 4EGDPEE &2 1978 41 12 %5 tH 1978 4 fu i
F15 £, BRFEE] 2005 4EMIEE 4 00, M TSEE. HA. MEZ)E % 3FH 1991 4Lk SZERGDP
B ARIELE 15 FFIRFFAE 7% LA L.

o,
164

14+

12 -

10

2
r 1 1 1 1 1.1 1 1 11t 1 1 1 1T 1T 1T T 1T 1 1
1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004

& 3.1 H[E GDP #EKET L (1982—2005)
Fig.3.1 Change of GDP Growth Rate in China,1982-2005
PG 3.1 o, 1982 454 2005 4, FEGDPHYK 1) HA B B L85 I, 1978 43k
[ T 46 St LA B B0 LA s, 24 4EGDPH KRk $) 11.7% 7, LIS 1979, 1980, 1981
TEREAA P, A 7.6%, 7.8%, 5.3%. {HE 1982 i, LUFIFMAPAGE KB, 1984
PR R BURT HRE SV I T TR0, R 14 ANVRERTT, JFROT 4 NEUFREXRT 14 METEHIAR
TFRIX . HEGDPHKFRIAH] 15.2%, QIS HrE. 1982—1988 FFiX 7 4FEH [HGDPAER Y K%

O Bkt FURATIRS .
TGRSR R, 1978 4F GDP KL 1977 4E MG, USSR SAERES AL L 1978 400
23 i
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e A MR B 27 1 B AP SRR LR A BT

11.5%. 1992 AF AL T ] g 78 7~ B0 MBI SURIIE N, MEGDPIG K% 14.2%, 6 1984 LIk
N—Himi. 1992 )5, EBUFERIEZENST: “BEk” 5, SPdIramiig. 1997 4
RIS R LUE, FRESE T RN T AP BOR, At e e B ey oK. &
MHAER R, hELTERE RGN a5, 2003 SEGDPHI KR IR 10 AN, FF4E%E 2005
FILE] 10.2%. 1H 1991 LUE, AEHARLTFECRI a2, $E 25K GDPHY K IR Y7/
7% LA L, ZR e [ TR AG A AN Ak A RIS R R RS — K, AR = KR G . A
ST ME, ASCINA 1978, 1984, 1992 F1 2005 4FJ& 4 DN wnléAt; 17 1981 4F (5.3%). 1990
TE(3.8%) 1999 4E(7.6%)42 3 MES . M 1978 SETE MM — N 11.7% 3] 1984 FETE RIS
TN 15.2%, WEE IS 6 4Fs AN 1984 TR RN EE AN 15.2% F 1992 AFTE A =
AN 14.2%, WE(ERIHTZE 8 4F; A 1992 FFTE RN EE =N ri 14, 2% F] 2005 T 156 DY
AR 10.2%, WA JEIR 13 4F . WASXAERUEAEAE TS, U ST HEWT, o [ 2855 1
KAFLE SR AR A0 I BRI & DO i .

200000 Unit:100 million Yuan

160000{ M GDP

—o— Total Investment in Fixed Assets

120000

80000

40000

82 84 8 8 90 92 94 9% 98 00 02 04

3.2 EREFRESEHSEIE RS E (1982—2005)
Fig.3.2 The Amount of GDP and Total Investment in Fixed Assets in China,1982—2005

VE: Total Investment in fixed Assets i 4= #1 23 [l 5 ¥ =8 VA, HL47 412 TC.
3.1.2 #ipIEA LBy S B
3.1.2. 1 R E#H MR E AR L

(1) NZHUDRIEAERE . LU TS 8.6% M#FHL, F835 7 H 1A 20.5% A, Bt
PRGN DR AR K. #A 2005 4R, A EHHHh PR e & 18.31 141, s 4 47, HA
KPR 1.4 77, AP TP T) 40%, &FEE ALK 1/8, ENEEARIART1 12 22
#i (Yingling Liu, 2006). 7F 2000 £/ (i) o, HAETA 600 Z2A~E (i) AL AUIK T
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HH R AR A 27 e 207 18 3C B = UK SRR R AL RS A T T

TSN NI B 2 0.8 B o 4> [ BF b I AR 7 AR FH MR AR 1Y) 18.58 %, AR Er#f A AR
VEY) B AFRFIART) 66.17%, A7 kb S THIAN ) 83.23% .

(2) BHAE AN/ o 1982-2005 47 [A] 4 [E 9 i Ak 10832.57 T4 b, #ib 23304 T2 b,
HR> 12471.43 T AW PRI EE A 519.64 T-AW/AE. WE 1 aTLIES], 1982-1986 1]
), B> RARK. 1987 fERIE I TAG L7, A 3] 2000 4FLATT,  FFE R 53 AR B ) 2 35
FEARLLTPRIRAS, HE 2000-2004 FFIX TLAE(R], AR IRIBF s > £ks ) L8k 100 77 A, #f
R U . I IR R LA Y, 1985 4ERT G 1993 4ERT G 2002 415 f 3 = Bt
TR = A S

3500

3000

2500

= 2000 T
«
1500 H

1000

500 —

: |

1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004

B B i O gk b & O JERAL iR

E 3.3 hEMHEAIEEAEL (1982—2005)
Fig.3.3 The Increase and Decrease of Cultivated Land in China, 1982-2005

P 1982-1995 A BEHL VEUDECHR A IR G SR R . 1996 45 LS M2 J50HCHR ARLAR IR+ Vit 0 20 40 Vet e
3.1.2.2 #iBETH EHMIER L

(D BEKWTRE, PbdE R EINE, HEFH R PG

M 3.3 3.4 TG, FREBHE% I O R0t TR, HRERIEIR R, BRbE R SR
2815 20 Al 80 FEARAIIH 20 20 90 AW BRI G, WBEL 2L T ‘. 1982—2005
TR ERH AR AR S TS 4659.69 T-20biT, AT 2005 F#FHLAELN 3.8%, PR FELH
1942 TR EHHhE A FERI IR . 1982-2005 4E ()4 E k> & 23304 T A, kbR
12471.43 T A0, B AERAL S TEE S>3 b7 B8 8 D F R ks> 5 1) 20.0% 37.36%

B0 B 1996 SFEAFH B IR S BUE ST R AL T4, ZEAE SR 1996 48 Bkt B 4 Vs 25 it
THUAEARD (1) 2 AE 85 AR B E A3 21 1982-1995 4E 4R . Hr 1996 4F40d >k 17 B - 3 EE . ERS U . ERk
FA A CRT L HOR IR U AR BRI AR 7. X P AR AR G R A RS E .
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136000 360
134000 ]
320
132000
130000 ] 280+
128000 ] 240
126000 ]
200
124000 ]
122000 ] 160
120000 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 1201
1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004 82 84 86 88 90 92 94 96 98 00 02 04
PHOER CGRfz: TABD PHBAER AT CRRL T-ABD

E 34 #ithSESHIERLMEBLT L
Fig.3.4 The Comparison of the Change between Cultivated Land and its Conversion

(2) B RS 4

FL M BRI T Geit 0 28, B> BT B Y KB RSB PR &
PAEDU R IA o 1998 4 LIOK,  FR B 1) T 2 s D AR ZSB B, [ 5K SeATIRBHA M ik
B LA RBOR, RSB OE BI B R D ) 30%-70% 4 . B ARARAL CRTEE TR
B RAE 10%—20% WL UAE IR S AT, Al 4516 A i LU 130 R R, i A
TR AR ] s T A, AR Ta] AR OREFANAR s gt ey A LRI 3 4 /Ml 1
ThHE#.

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%
1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005

BB ] BB O LA IR S i
B 3.5 T RA IR LM

Fig.3.5 The Construction of Cultivated Land’s Decrease in Recent years

Ve MR E RS 1998-2005 4F[H - % YR A RIS B BT

A T A E AR IR G U AR R, RSB B AR — BN D) RS — L R R R A
FEARMP S BE S B oy B B — R Gev T B 2.5 et (Bis e, 20000,
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(3) B AR AL AERE HLT D b L AR AL

MIE 3.6 MK 3.7, TATATEUE H, AFEARAACIER e D TR I EE B AE 1997 4FRLRT— B AL
T TR, 1997 4Eik 7 e fe e, b 41.8%. 1987—1999 4EWIIA], kit A A Ak —F by #F bk 2D
(¥ 14 UL, B aEAR 2 B ) = R N . {3 1998 4Eike, L NRRIRK, % bseorirss
B, PR O T ASER 2 5.

Unit:1000 Hectares

3000 45
2500 40+
354
2000
30
1500 25
1000 204
154
500
10
0- 5\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\
82 84 86 88 90 92 94 96 98 00 02 04 82 84 86 88 90 92 94 96 98 00 02 04

| N oA [ CAC|

E 3.6 #ium CER. StIERCEREEEH RS ERPRILE
Fig.3.6 The Amount of Decrease and Conversion, and the Percentage of Conversion Area in the Derease

H: DA—BHIH TR CAC—BHBIER TR b, TAbL.
3.1.3 BB K S HithIE KL E T LR

M 3.8 B, FEARFIILT R RER Y, FREBH AP 2 A B Ak, #E ARk
FAFHEAR

SCEFFBOI, REEANSSFIUE R B, S r 2 ER TR, SR E H S 44 11,
HILT 1978 4F 11.7%¥) GDP K3, 1984 £ 15.2% GDP KA PAN ] SLUEAE, Z05% ) PR 4
KT 0 R R TSR, i TR AR R R, B AR A A 1985 AL 2 0.24% 1 [T
i, 1985 EHFHbIF R DGR 100 J7 /AL, 1984, 1985, 1986 4 =4EHHb AR &AL X
#AE 25 ST ABILA o gk 1978~1983 fF i AFI AR A5 2 J5,  1984~1988 4Fr [H 22 3F XL
BB sk 4 2 . B B RSP gk sk e, $8EEE—0nk, waith. Tk
(RIASTHERE, 31 1992 4F GDP HK % \GA ) 14.2% IIFTIEAE . 20 THAD 90 FEARFIILEL T “ it
PR, R I R, RO L ORI R, I T o SR L )P
T R S AR, BEAERAE N 1991 FFA 4L “AUTt”, 21 1993 45 %
1985 G IR . 20 A0 90 FACUGIAFFAG, A IRFFE RETHHRPE g R R, 1B KT
KT~ IREEAN b v HERE UL . SEt AR AR DB, Rl 15 it e 1 FH R 2 FH
KIEFERE . 1999, 2003 “EHHBAEARILE K 0.16%. 0.19%, 73 HEERI/N “Hrm . 4 ERkbH
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H 1996 4111 19.51 1277, TREE] 2003 £ 18.51 14w, 7 M 1 4w,

Jihh, B 3.7 BATERT LA H L BFH AR L0 26 WA 5 20 G I PR U R B TRl A — 35,
IXPRAGEH KIS AN AT Ko T HEEAER A 5 SZBOR IS, 2 IR B R & 2R
JEEER AR, SRS Il 25 ML — 28 “ 58487, 4 1987 AERH AR R A 5 4 FH KA 2 7 )
AEL WAER 1986 4F CRHVEBE) MG K 2004 R AZSBUED, VAR T4 F %5 B
TR IE B RX, ok a R . HARIBCR TS UL~ — /Y

16 .28
144

- . 24
12+

. 20
10+
8 ]

—. 16
6

. 12
4]
2 | . 08

r 1T r 1 11111 1T 1 1T 1T 1T 1T 1T 1T T 1 T 11
1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004

—— GDPR(%) =——o— CLCR(%)

3.7 GDP B R EHHIFR UKL
Fig.3.7 The simultaneous change of GDP and CLC Rate

#:: GDPR Jj GDP 4EH K3, CLCR A#HbAER LK,
3.1.4 ZF K ESHMIERMMBRESR

1953 4Eild, AEFH—ATFER] (1953-1957) JFUEsit, Y2 Krh R E T H IF T8,
A FRARHEAT AN A R AL, JFREAT R AR KRS ARG . b TIE NV @ b 7522, 1953
12 A R N RBURFECSS Bt G T 1B S BEAiE FH ok A sz, O 132 7 b B Tk
M TG 2, ST “— DIk T @ L 95 5 7% 1958 AR TT 4R R IRIEFI A IR
AHAGIZF) o IXLEHR 30T A [E B FBE S I, PR R Bk, U R ARt R o “ 2
fEDR” L CREIRA” B& AR IR IS 2, AR AL . I
Kb dbnts BUNEEATE 1956 FER A, JUFEAEH Db yR 2 i 2y 40% . KJRTT 22 /N3
WAL HEH Eh— ) 2 w7, Hh g AT 2w, A% 50% . 1956 4F 1 HES P &AT (T4 IE

OOk E LT EFHBAEM LB E R UNY)  (HS BB KEAE) , SEAKFEESEWUA
(1958 4E55 19 1)) .
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597 15 S G - R SR m A, R AR R AE R BT, (H BRI IL
. 1950-1958 4 )\MFEZk, ERFERAEHA T HAEN T bl o Bk HPFEECR .
A 1958~1962 4 HAF[) 4 [E LD kb 8926.7 T-20bil, I T 25— IRBFHHLAL il Sl K
Gl R kL, REBHL TR 1957 A2 m .

SCETFIBCOI, BB FAH L LA B i o oD R Fe s, 2 B R g, RN
PN, 1983-1985 4 Z AR R b7 T B G +20 7 o, BB T At I 48 3 AR
HOR BRI R, AL 1985 ARSI 100 T AW X — BT A 80, #F b,
NG R k. Rtk. 1982 45 1 Hrpdbrbide W55 Befl e (OCT U SEAg vl o5 Bk s i)
AR s [FAEHE I S B AR A1) TFaR TR 2 <t L sE” 5% 1H 1984
ERRERFI, 7R 40731 J5ml, AXPHRE AR 3903 A7, 840 PR EEE. JF HSEE
FYSETFIL 14 NI, FRROr 4 NETPREIXOR 14 MEGFRORTF R X, SE e #3080 o
1 TR 2R = TR 3R s SR A T, Al S5 AL Ty R BEh, AR i Ay RIS . 1985 4R
FEAATER A s DIk ™ T —4F . FREOBE kb AR SR 0N ) BEHCRE S8 K ™ 08 T 4
MEA [ SR 2 T AR FH TR R o B, 1986 41 3 HIE 45 Btk O T i - b 21, i 1k-i8L
BRI F8H, 1A AR @, REKEERE B SRBUEMI T, 3HTREAS ),
AEEMEGEARFT I NACETAT I, AT IS AS e s il XA AR AR T o Ry i 5% A 2R
g, 1986 4 8 JIE K L MR IEXEE A2, [FAE CRHVE LY UM SEAT. 1983-1985
SERFH TR SE 3 AR B ) R T AR 2R

20 22 90 AEARHI I A [E 2855 1 Ui HE BB — 48 195K 1990 4 (gt B4 L it LR 11T
7400 MG, SR T Wi B &R 4 H I R X I B, I Bty Dk el A
FE FE AR AR ALIE R T 1985 45 LUK A e . 1993 SRS (rh 3 e 45 B 56 1 24w AR M A A
STFRIBELT T BRI MY TR, A UISEy i, T EAR AR X R . 1994 4£ 7 H, [
G5 BE IE A CEEAR RS 44510, DUEARIEA G 8 T AR AR B . 1998 TRz
e N ORI E A FEYE), 1999 4E 1 A 1 H, LBE G 1 GEAR MR 401 58k R )
SCitie M 1996 AL, [ SKSEAT T w1 AE R s AT K S IR PR, AR A G LA
T S P> Ak . (H 1997 SR MGG SEIl g G E . FRESE T RN RS
DRBUK, s ™= (R8T — 58 R S 4R 3

1998 fFAR B IR RIMe A A 1 Py s dge i {l, & 51229.5 Jyil, AMPIRE AR 412 7.
FH 0 R Il [ I B SR, 1999-2003 4F - 1l (1) 1 Xt e SO AT— I 730 | 2002-2003 4
KITAR PV ERIRHE . B A4kl TR, I BB AR A AL AE B sl /> o ) LG SR b IR 52 484
2004 “EE S FIA (TR TFRE RT3 9h B, A b B R SOE A, KR ET
DX )

1992 AELKIN “TFRIX” B, FE O KA ETFRIXT 700 AN, AL E 55 Bt 20T R IX 110
A QL GEARIFRX 324, MR IFRX 52 4, iRIFIFRX 124, fRBIX 13 4 FigA . HiETAR
BURFHEHER 5 JTT R IX 584 A (%187, 2000). FEEEHIIAFET. B, Ji8 %2 (8D JFRX. JFRIXIREL
Y K RS2 1700 24, BB X Ip4801 2 1800 24y, B LI RZIHE 2700 24, RIS
T2 9000 24~ (Gyit, 1995).
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U, ETHRSAT R MRS B R EUR, (A T AR s s, PR

ARSI A AN R BEML AR 1b o 531 b T4 5 b PR AN 1 1) B VA SR I N R 2, T
FEARA LR F A AE I BRI A3 0 AN AN LB, 3 B ARt AR AR A TSR “ I imsh 7.

*3.1 PERBXHHBR KR
Table3.1 List of Policies about Cultivated Land in the Past Years in China
I} 35 B FMETTE 5
" 1953 4F 12 7 (e N RSBUR LSS e 5% T [E S BEAE ) H— R (1953-1957) JFUASE
. T MR A . AEHES RN AR, FEIFIRIET
. 1956 4 1 55 B kAT O TAE S EE K @RAER OB AR KRB AL ¥, 1958 4R JT
" R DI (A ) - I RIREER N R A6 IEF) .
1958 4F (EZFK @R T Ipk BIEDY AAitidT.
1982 4F 1 H, hikrhsk, B45Redt & T D)L vl 1978 4F, S+ Jm = s i
A B R R FRAR SAT BT I TR SR . 1979 4, 58
B4 1986 4F- 8 H [H 5 L b L Jey 1 AR 28 e, S5 BEHHES AR FREAER A
£ 1986 4 3 I 45 e kA (R T I L i B, kLl SriEsl I sSEAT RR R BUR . RS,
It PEHLRIE AN, WIS T “ TG BA AN 1, JFdue eIl B, R MR TR
i DSORGB (BEA I 58, T EREE R BUR R R b X
] AT, A7 R DR (b A N RGN 1 1984 4, EEPETFIR 14 NHE
i 2. T, JFROL 4 ADNGURREXCRT 14 AN
1988 4F 12 H A B A K Hee 5t 1986 EMAm K¢ LI H  HARIFRIX . MR ERRFI.
%) BEATHSIHMEL.
1990 4F (IR EAT H b AL RS EAT 400D &, 1992 A3 T AN B 7™ T R IR ) 1) %
SR T kT 5 Ml RIS Al 44 H TR IR A R .
1991 A1 25 Be AT (b b B 5t 45 451D 1997 LML T I IL A it I »
1992 FEA AR H il i Clealkid) B, Sl RE Sl T9 RN RSV BOE, b
AN RBURF R R AR ORI, AR BGRY PR B — 4T KR
20 D IR SEAT R S DR A 1998 4 HLfr /= Bk B 1e 4 A 1k s
1 1993 AErpdLp e [5 5 e 6 T Ui AL R R 2 D kR i, MEJE AR AR R 3
4 AT BT TR, VIS B, B S AR FH AR
90 P
& 1994 45 7 H, E&BIERMiA GEAAR HAR 461D,
R BEAA PR i B2 1E A A7

1997 4 3 HFHETI (PR NRSLRIETRNEY, 55—k
BOL T BHOUARSAGK, RIBEA AR . ARttt R Ak
ik AR,

1997 FF 4 7, kb, E4S Bk HE A 11 5304,
B O Tadk— 2B nas T B, D) SeORA B F Rl )
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1998 4F- 3 HJRUE Z8 T b 3= . ST P=3 s (5 SR
Ja B FE N /AL R A E IR, 1998 4F (hihE
) FAELT, 1999 4E 1 H 1 HFHEIT I (b sk 5
Wil CGEARBRY ZB1) TFUR IR LS.

2002 4F 12 AEE B A GEHHEMEHY, H 2003 4 2003 AETRAE, )T IR G KGE

21 1320 HE#EAT. HEDFHa KA E B B o 20%, REEBE T HBHEKIAR] T 24

1 2003 £F (R RIER) MW REATIE L BEETE %, @M. BRI S LT, ES

N AR - b A AN M 71 P2 X T I DR CL L “i T IR,

¥ 2004 R[5 e A (R TRATT e LTz i PRSI 2004 FHREG - S3E, i
AR L B B SO AN, JT AR RS BT A X AR TR 2 TR “Hh 287,

PORIRUR . AWFSAERE, M BERE (2001), BBt (2001), HEE (2004), ML (2004), BEBR (2006) &,

2 KM IERUHIERADST
3.2.1 BIBRMIZT R

A FE AT S P AR RAG K IINE A OC &R, Hoh &80 KOR T 42 [\ 452 s GDP
() B AR0 # (LNPGDP) EA$a45, B AE AR 4 T 4 45 4 B v v T B J i AR 1 B R0 4
(LNCLC) fERfiabs, LLR 2 M2 8l i LA 0«

%32  LNPGDP #i CLC FHIHEKER
Table3.2 The Basic Information of LNPGDP and CLC Series

B Rkl LN % /M PR 5t R
L NPGDP 7.1651 8. 1169 7.1776 6. 1761 0. 5844 0. 0816
LNCLC 5.2358 5.7795 4. 8367 5. 2586 0. 2607 0. 0498

M ERATLUE H, ASGDPEE I w5 Lh K, IRGAEE, 19824E 11155 Fr A 3IGDP(LA
19784 A KL IATHE) N 481,170, 11120054 3G IN$13350.670, A 19824F(FIE 7%, ST 3.
TX A T ] (0 20 G RS KA o TR AR A PR B AR S R AR /N o X B T DUR:
R E LUK I S50 CIF AR A, 0 B3R T R AT I R 1%

THMNEB8IL T LLFE Y, NSBIGDPI H AR BT 51 B AT W I a3, IF H— B A T K
KA. WL, BRI E0T 51 AR (gt ZEAREL TG T 28 . HFLAR ATyl 52 B A B 1) S 5 A W 4
ANHEER, I HB AR SOk T2 . W _EIR i LB B, AN S ] — B st 6 5 bk
MK, AATHE . P nT AT W, G R - BB D B R D s R A T U B RE ) IR 4
i BB AT A MW T R, B AR AR B R U T, BUT
T B2 RS S o S ARIXIE Ty BAE 2P (1 I
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8.4

8.0 —— | NCLC

LNPGDP
7.6 -
7.2
6.8 -
6.4
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3.8 LNPGDP #1 LNCLC AYZZ L #5835 (1982—2005)
Fig.3.8 The Change Trend of LNPGDP and LNCLC, 1982-2005
vE: LNPGDP/E ABIGDPH] RN Hf, LNCLCAMEHLAE AR AL TR SRR Bl . T SCAH T

3.2.2 HFSITES

AN BRI ) 4 43 B IR AR S5 R A R T v . DR S R T V5 (Structural
Approach) HEREF A G ELR KRR L 2 MR, A FFHRAEE AR R BN 8) &
FRPSPETERE I S, N2 WA AR g R R ]I R IRAE 7 R Ze A WL, A4 A% B (R A o R HE T AR
NI h TIPOXEE RS, HEETAFAVRY] T2 AT 2R @R g i 7. 1
2 H BB (Vector Autoregression, VAR) B/ iXAE—FrAESE #IML 10 2 7 FEAR Y

a5 F [EJ (VARD & Sims7E 19804 K& H (1457 ST v 1) A7 >4 7% 5 6] T A A% B (1 4 i
JE A AT, A SN 18] P 41 2R GE R TR AT BE W LAR S AL B RGBSR . & AT A AT
ALK AE, AR RN N ER R, BETT T S5 ET TR 20 RGBS N AER
TG T AR S S (R B R e, B S — ML R BB A s G R,
#, 1997). HTVARBRER R4 (078 B H AT Pk (Enders,2004), PRI 7E @R LT SG A 46
2R =Y

3.2.2.1 FraHi6s

T APRRBENLL R, JLBME . T7 =R 7 ZZ#ABEIN (a3 ke A A8k B AT S 41
SRR R H O S AEAE AT AR RE (Unit Process), UHSRAFLE, NFHIAFRR. HALHE Y
s iR %, FE A Dick-Fuller (DF) %, Augmented Dick-Fuller(ADF)i%. Philips-Perron(PP)
7% Kwiatkowski-Phillips-Schmidt-Shin (KPSS) %£%5%%, A 3 %K fiDickey and Fuller(1979)[%)
ADFi£ K wiatowski et al.(1992) HIJKPSSIERAT AN o HARKS 50 13 F2 il IF EviewsS. 1553 .
Horp kB0 R A (R YoE HIEIB3.9I e AR a3 e, Stk o i BOR HHATCHEI o 4656 45 2R W.3%3.3
F3.4:
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% 3.3 LNPGDP #1 LNCLC B {itRH ADF #&1%

Table3.3 ADF-test on Unit Process of LNPGDP and LNCLC

_ Ui o R YA ADF 5 WEKCE R s AU E
QE o 56 4k B
(C,T,K) A 1% 5% 10%
LNPGDP (C,T,3) -5. 0256 -4. 4983 -3. 6584 -3.2690 {ERFEAKV 1% FFa
LNCLC (C,0,1) -3. 6884 -3.7696 -3. 005 -2.6422 {ERZEKV 5% P

e BB RIS . RRBORAL (G, T, K MU C o Ty K 20 Sl R AR 50y R 4 B0, Ik [ R 3 TR s B 4

% 3.4 LNPGDP #1 LNCLC FFa4aY KPSS 116

Table3.3 ADF-test on Unit Process of LNPGDP and LNCLC

3 For o6 S 7Y LM F WEACE T IR SHE
AR . For ot 8
(C,T,B) i 1% 5% 10%
LNPGDP (C,T.2) 0. 0540 0. 2160 0. 1460 0. 1190 BN 1% FFa
LNCLC (C,0,1D 0.0833 0. 7390 0. 4630 0. 3470 K 1% 5

i EURECA YRR R . AR (CTK) I C « T B B3R 7 FER B H00 . I )35/ % (Bandwidth) o
M ADF F1 KPSS HIk L6 45 55, LNPGDP Fil LNCLC X AN FEH )52 A5 41 . PRt HLA4 4
HFUE VAR B FE AR AF .

3.2.2.2 [EEHEYIEE

MEL RS S5 5R #3501, LNPGDP Al LNCLC #J/2 VR 741 o PIEA 3K R I AN 3 21
S VAR B, 5355 5 8RR AN AR AR Y AR RN, ok B HABAR 58 IR B 5 5 1 e a0 —
APREZE I REALIE S U = AL s, DL MR (AR AR . R T2 K S Bt AR AR AL 1 Y
Az i VAR B 5 SCIR :

p r

LNPGDP = > a,;PGDP_; + Y B,,LNCLC,_; +¢,, (3.1
i=I j=I1
p r

LNCLC = > a,LNCLC,; +>_ 3, ,LNPGDP,_; +¢,, (3.2)
i=I j=1

(3.1) f1 (3.2) \rf, LNPGDP FI LNCLC 43 sk s 285 K AT R b AR A fb
&, BENLIEhIi e « & AAHE (Innovation).

TEIE U e B BTG T, 55 Sef e 28 S K A S B 8. AR AIC #1 SC HUE /)
(RHEN, FRATIHG e A (R AT IS Uk 4 B (L3R 3.5).

SXJ5EH LNPGDPHE A1 LNCLC i 5 PUYIIRI{E A1 0 A 242 B (Endogenous Variable), K
AN TE VAR B, THEEERIL (3.3) FI(3. 4):

23



HH R AR A 27 e 207 18 3C B = UK SRR R AL RS A T T

3 3.5 VAR T2k ik FERE

Table3.5 VAR Lag Order Selection Criteria

Lag LogL LR FPE AIC SC HQ

0 ~12. 1899 NA 0. 0142 1. 4190 1.5186 1. 4384

1 56. 6611 117. 0467% 2.17e-05 5. 0661 4. 7674 ~5.0078

2 61. 0436 6. 5737 2. 13e-05 5. 1044 ~4. 6065 5. 0072

3 68. 0027 9. 0469 1. 65e-05 -5. 4003 ~4.7033 -5. 2642

4 75. 3187 8. 0476 1. 28e-05% 5. 7319% 4. 8357 ~5. 5569

e ¢ FORIAERIE W] LR SRS R T H T (5% RIERKE); FPE: &R, AIC: JRibfs BHEN; SC: il
LS BMEN; HQ: Hannan-Quinn 13 EL7E .
LNPGDP~=1.7527LNPGDP,; — 1.5266LNPGDP,, + 1.2782LNPGDP,; — 0.5020LNPGDP, 4

(6.3751) (-3.9195) (3.0297) (-1.5564)
—0.00356LNCLCy.; —0.0072LNCLCy.,—0.0102LNCLC.;—0.0567LNCLCy4 + 0.4341
(-0.1286) (-0.2267) (-0.3395) (-2.6786) (1.7082)
F=2652.73  R’=0.9994 (3. 3)
LNCLC, =3.3095LNPGDP,.; —2.8787LNPGDP,,+0.3656LNPGDP, ;—0.8533LNPGDP,

(0.9004) (-0.5529) (0.0468) (-0.1979)
+0.3088LNCLCy; —0.3460LNCLC,—0.0457LNCLC,3—0.2351LNCLC,4 + 6.9247
(0.8355) (-0.8112) (0.1136) -0.8310) (2.0382)
F=2.0768  R’=0.6017 (3. 4

3.2.2. 3 Bk 7 & 24

i1-T VAR B840 OLS flivh i L AA —8th:, SRS EUS THE M PR 2 1R R HE .
TR, — AN VAR BRI ST, 38 A IS 2R G 1) Fk v )8 o 5O 7 222 5 i«

TR 2 0 N R B TN 2R AR R el (. i, R (3.3) A1 (3.4) sUHKIK VAR
B, g g B R AR, RIS HT LNPGDP {E4 7 BI k4%, 1M ik 2538 1t 24 i ) LNPGDP
{E 5 3148 & LNPGDP Ml LNCLC 45 (I HUE « BT, ik 5 ek 25 0 10 42 75 B L 8 22 30
TN AN BRI ZE /NI JE T P AR AR S IR A ME R ASRAB BT s SR IR A o AR, Rk o Y
BRI B0 11 A e S R TR 9T 15 2 TSRS AN S 58 A A EAH DG IR . MR 2T OGRS, e 1 — ARl
ARy, ASBERAT e e 1AL 5 B iR o A SCR T U308 FH 1 7RI &L (Cholesky) 4 fifi
MERZETIEAS, S9HOXPIAR ELEMT o A0 T[R4 IR @ ok it 1525 2 — PR B R
DR b 5 ML PR 57 55 281 ke 7 1

4 3.9 EHT VAR MW AENTE (Asymptotic Analytic) FEIUh R Bk hor 3 ok B 2k, RA%IAK
0 [ R KRB RS AS,  IA  IR] A R R AR AR P o R R o ] e S S 4 Ay o . R )
SEAE, Rk Wi 1. o 5 I SR P A b 22 (R A Y o AT, RSO I R R U A
SEN 10 4
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3 3
2 2
1 T N N
0 o 0
T 1 -
2 2l
-3 : : : : : : : : -3 : : : : : : : :
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
(a)Response of LNCLC to LNPGDP (b) Response of LNCLC to LNCLC
.06 .06
o4y —— o .04 |
02 /\/_\/ .02 7777777 T
.00 ///\\‘\ — — 00, o
-.02] -.02
-.04 ] -.04 |
-.06 : : : : : : : : -.06 : : : : : : : :
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 i1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
(c)Response of LNPGDP to LNPGDP (d)Response of LNPGDP to LNCLC

Response to Cholesky One S.D. Innovations ?2 S.E.

3.9 Bikirm iz oF £ Bh 2%
Fig.3.9 The Curve of Impulse-Response Function
A SR AR R LB KM NS L. K 3.9 (a) ATEAE R, Bt AR 2257
B ) — IR EZE IS B WY, FE S A) S A i P, LR 7 5 FEE AN RTS8 0, o 1 17 W B 285
RRMRAESS 3 FFIR BB md . A=A, W NRE BT IR TR, KBRS 4 FEWIFF AT A fun)
WA o JHb i IR A7 ) e SR B — P LU AR, R RIEE 9 AR A AR ER e o IE M Y. 1 S
2T & U], RN, BHTaUrK, PHbIERA RS Il H2 AR,
WG 2 U AR E:, PHBAR RSB AR, Bia® . AIX B BAE T A SOk
PR UL, BT SR TR, TR RS T R SRR 2 N R RN TN G,
i X B M R E 67 38 T 9 2 T SR 3G n, AN S v E R A R, B ER AR R R
FEthle XSO T AL 4 S 5 SEh T VRGN IR IE .
M 3.9 (b) FH, HEHEAERART A5 mgabdimn, S25 RS, IR 3 T 5 n) i
N ELENER 7.5 AEA TR A T R W N o XU 2 BT AR AR AR AR IR, 2 5 SO R JLAE AR
RAK A o IX KL 3.7 AT BLEDWAIT ok . X5k 1 3R B AR AR A K — BAE R E)
HETaE .
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ME 3.9 (e) Hllr, ZeBr GO B 5 i — B4 T IR R R, SR YRR IS A 0
EFFEER A 3.9 (d) WATLUA B2 5H S KO B ARR AL — DM ARAEZ IR I W NS DL . 28 5F 1Y
RSB ARAR A Pl AR R AT 2 4 (KA ) W W R BEAR K, (R JT A6 BB, REESR 4 IR I
TFUR S G WS, 0 J A7) i Y — BRI i S XU ST KA S RS, R Y
KHEARFARSRAEN . AN, BRBARR RN et 2 T 1. (HAKIKRE, Btk
AN 2 BIAG 22 G 06 1 o 2% U 6 0] - 3t e 58 100 3o PR R RE 2 T2 IS I 48 D vl Fp i . {H
seftiAr 2 DR A AR, Sl BORF PR BEEEA, R A L BT KX R R 20 FE S 2D
ik XHEABEAUE TR D EREARKIM A RIEEE 225 GG, Be Bt AR AR A WS )

fit.
3.2.2. AN AENfE

N T HE—DIAE RS, ANSOR 7 25 0 iR Ak SR RE VAR BEAL. J7 ZE 0 iR T vt
PR 1K B R R A Bh A& A A b AR T B . FRATTIE T VAR R AL R A AT A
( Asymptotic Analytic) %} LNPGDP I LNCLC #4757 J5 2240, 45 5L 0L 3.10 F13E 3.6,

MK 3.10 Rk 3.6 7T LAG H, BHbAERES)Z A SR 7ET 3 $E B, 58 4
FHRFEALL TR IRES . T2 TG KOW Bt AR AR e s (Rt CRIDO TR0 58 2 (¥ DUk s ) AR AE AT
3B LR, G 4 WIF A b LR e, — BYERETE 8.4% bR o X5 b1 R ko 1. e
BT MG RIEEAR—3 . TP 1 I R 52 210 B S Ak AR R A b o 1R 52
(ERFARR AL R BORAL TN e ds, oA SR Eoh. BRIEE 5 B R AL K52
Wi MFUEINA, MG FEAREEAE TIN5 2216 20% LA_E, (HlaTI855 . X R W HR AR AT 2 5 i
K b ISR, WIS 20 AR R G, 3 5 kvl e 1. o 251D 4 BT 45 RAHW 65

Variance Decomposition of LNCLC Variance Decomposition of LNPGDP
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Fig.3.10 The Variance Decomposition of LNCLC and LNPGDP
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% 3.6 LNCLC 1 LNPGDP M/ = %k
Table3.6 The Table of Variance Decomposition of LNCLC and LNPGDP

LNCLCI¥ ) 53 i LNPGDPI¥ J5 7 53 fif
Period S.E. LNCLC LNPGDP S.E. LNCLC LNPGDP
1 0.1943 100. 0000 0. 0000 0.0145 23.9355 76. 0645
2 0. 2157 96. 2146 3. 7854 0. 0290 22. 4255 77. 5745
3 0. 2226 91. 3986 8.6015 0. 0359 19. 7709 80. 2291
4 0. 2281 91. 7409 8. 2591 0. 0393 16. 9442 83. 0558
5 0. 2405 91. 6199 8. 3801 0. 0445 16. 1124 83. 8876
6 0. 2493 91. 8438 8. 1562 0.0518 22. 4894 77.5106
7 0. 2509 91. 8672 8. 1328 0. 0561 27. 3807 72.6193
8 0. 2521 91. 5634 8. 4366 0. 0579 28. 3437 71. 6563
9 0. 2575 91. 7112 8. 2888 0. 0599 27. 0550 72. 9450
10 0.2617 91.7719 8. 2281 0. 0629 24. 7363 75. 2637

3.3 AR ITIR B = RIE N
3.3.1 BEERh

CREVEDAR, BRI B NSRRI A A iR At T ERIEARI BRI, NS 3R 80
% UL ER3GE 75% LU E B AU SR - ST RET ECOR A TR (R Ts 4, 1994). Bt
AR DB A B A W) A, FLECR AN iR B AR S 5w 2R B B sh, A%
W BRR B AT LS SO B 22 4K (PR A, 2001). b B R YR AR AR EORURE, vk T
FREL 22 42 IR AZ /o o) JEL R B A 7 (R R UURE At 22 4 L 2 7 i R e 4 R Ble s Jm) 224 (336 W, 2004)

SR, BT MR S N T RS20 I 2 B BE 0 ok 1 T St v B H A AR AR Tl
Ay SR TTALEERE IR 3, BRI H 25 52 B TP RI T A5 R 85 e 4 (SRS DR, 1997
HI T TENAR L ST A DAR AR ASARBE0S BE BE R 5 B 2l oK, SR B AR R AL A1
R o0 e . 35 5 0k, FREREEFRDPHBATE 60 T AWILL L, 295 9P AT 1.3%:
SErpoE Al AR A TR & B s DB 16.4% “ L2 ANHE, RIS 70 B IR R A DR

TG TR 7 B S BARR AL AR O R A A IR, TSR AR AR B R B

SER SRS
3.3. 2 ITEAR B AT

B2 R T R R RS RH . N AL AR R LA ], X 40
SRR 1) L, AR AN SR L i oA [ S22 5 AR A 2 o PR Rl o T e [ e v T
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M ER R M BUA RIS GFUE . IR, 1998 fEFk B fr 8=k 51230 Jyd, k)5
A, NBPREA & 411 27, RE Sk S P0G SR SRR, AR %2
RIEHA AR M. B 1999 i, T AR ILERE MG, & RPN IEA S, R
FERTBUEES/DN, RETFEEER™, LI 2003 HEHILT KR, 1ok = KAEY
PO R, AR EE ™ 43070 JiE, Ak 1998 A1) 84.07%, HRETTH 2 HHIL 4000 7 A A )k
1o vl ] P VKT M 5 PR 20 4 T 5 5 o 2004 4 bl T SRSl R £ A 7= 5 24 X0 A AR BB f1 1
& AR EBARI 2 N, R e S TR MK, AR e

MARE A= G RIS, AR AR EAT M, FHEAR. EERRERER RS
SREL Ky 4.9 1405, 2005 SRR F=H 4.84 40, B 0.33 1200, MREMRICRH 2004 4
() /N JEE St 11 6 SR (2 s KT TR o ARASRAR K — BEI TR P, BRI RO £ e A TR Ak A7 Fldbe
P 2, #2030 ERE N FUE IR 14.96 420 I ELBEE i RSN KT b TH 2l 31 21 44 4
(AR Ak, HEE IR 23T S AR SR AR St — 59 K, 4 NS = 400 2T I 2 27Kk 5E
Jea I T T AR B IR E 6 AZMiAc AT, LRILAEBEE N 1.1 AZ0E; AR T AR S BT e R B R
TR A PRI 2 2 ORFFAE 16 10~16.5 147 o PRI FR R b Tl 1) Fs ) AR AR

*37 HEMRESE. FHOESAHEEE (19962005 F)
Table3.7 Grain Production, Net Import and Shares per Capita in China, 1996-2005

B A A A
qn ESTIRES

7 ) AFFO
1996 50454 1025 2.03% 412
1997 49417 -149 —0. 30% 400
1998 51230 -197 —0. 38% 411
1999 50839 14 0. 03% 404
2000 46218 -42 —0. 09% 365
2001 45264 837 1. 85% 355
2002 45706 -94 -0.21% 356
2003 43070 60 0. 14% 333
2004 46947 2492 5.31% 361
2005 48400 2227 4. 60% 370

3.3. 3 HithIE R IIRB=ERF I

B T BEMBCRUI . AWEARGIHT . PR ST S BNE L ER R L, K LA B AR
LB A BARAI B L A 52 o R B HER B 10/ 52 SUBF AR ) ELRR I 2T o FEAR £ 5K
FRIE R ACRS A KIIRE DN, BRI /N ERSEE AR & B s k. FEIRZ 00 P

12 BokiR: RS E (S DT (1998),
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MARARAL B AR AT R, RN T A S R AT REVEAN o R BE AT T B SR IS R B 58
SR HEME A PR K IR e, A A RA TR 5 AN RN, AR« B kb5 7 ol
iz ” S, B R B sF R, BEtARAR AL HO T RS e TR IR 2, B
B T R IE LA L R

3.3.3. 1 HiEmINERET=

B 311, AR SR R AR . PR AREA R T s MZEIEA
AE ELERA HOPE I B0 B[R] 20 5 DR 7 B (R g/l 3l [0 B A I ) B 5 A A0 S5 i )
Ab, AT B BRI AR B AN RIS R B g

135 53000
130 %ﬁm\ - 51000
195 49000
i B

Ho AV /‘Y[ ‘\ 1 41000
105 /( \ A~ \/_/ 39000
100 / 4 37000

‘

35000

95
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3.11 1982-2005 F &= EHHER . REFHERFRE==TL

Fig.3.11 The Change of Cultivated Land Area, Sown Area of Grain Crops and Grain Yield in China, 1982-2005

MIEHIE S 1996-2005 4 Fo EAFHB T A — AL T RAS 4 AR 20T ks> 7957 T4

U, 10 £F ] RUBF M IR/ 3 SO fr o™ UL T 2901 J7l, 7 51 2005 SFEAR £ S FE ) 5.99%

T 10 AFV- IR DRUBE M AR 9 23 R B gD ik 322 JWE, 7 BRSO R 0.71% .

BFH AR SR B A S R EOX 0.58, J@ T EIEARSC . WA 3.12 s, MRE " R HRR AR

5, BRI . B AR A 3R A0 R 2 LASR AT 2 41 1R J 30 5 1) 6 i b £ ™ i P 4 19
FAA,
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Fig.3.12 The Annual Fluctuating Rate of Cultivate Land Area and Grain Yield

3.3.3.2 HithIERUERBTEIKEN

AR R AR B IRE R AL, FEAPIA AT 2P (R S, SCI
FEAZ K RIS T 20 R A, AR I M DTk 2 K.
1982-2005 “E BB AR AR AL FRR > ARG ISR R o S 45 8] 3.13 . I a] DUE
P R AR E S R ig gy, BIRH AR R AR T4 G, R0, R e i K
REAHHT PR AN 3.8 LKA, 1982-1990 4P (1 FAHSCRE B, IEIH 1990 4
AT (OB AR A A AR P AR S R AR K. 1997-2005 BARSEAR DS, (HALREAR . %
W, B ARAR A 1 AR B S Bl R ) AR A BOR R 3= TR T

R RS
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Fig.3.13 The Trend of Cultivated Land Conversion (CLC) and Growth of Grain Yield
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#38 AEMNBHHMIERURSERETEFERERBIRN

The Correlation between Average Rate of Growth of CLC and Grain Yield in different Period

I B 1982-1990 1991-1996 1997-2005
BEHAER LTI 2 0. 14% 0. 16% 0. 14%
R AR KR 3. 30% 3. 00% -0. 26%
AR R -0. 66 0.21 -0. 43

PR3 a2 2D U AP AR AR AR B ARSI L, 2 TSR AR AR AL 2 2
FRETJ™ i, o R ™ R R R RS B O, i R Y /N kA R AR
AR B RS

AR

Mt AR A A T B ™ (=B s AR A A AR (22 T * B FE (%) * M EE (%0)* HiL £
7= (T 5/ 23 Bid)/10005

M AE AR AR AR 7 5 (10 52 W R B =R AR AR AL 3 BURRR sl ™ AR & R

Bkt AR AR AR B e 20 (1 ik 5 = A AR AR AL 3 BRI By 8/ AR R sl & 0 A
Ho WHERIEK 3.9,

39 19822005 FHHIER U R~ ERKANEN G
Table3.9 The CLC’s Influence on Grain Yield and its Fluctuation, 1982-2005

HrHbAEA B AR R AL SR YRS RUFIERT SR A IR EE
Epy TR ST TR A HEEm R HEIGEMARE B oo R

(T2 k) (T2 k) ChH) FEE (%) CHE (%) (%)
1982 137. 26 137.26 49. 49 0. 14% 49. 49 0. 14% 1. 68%
1983 157. 52 294. 78 62. 35 0. 16% 111. 84 0. 29% 1. 90%
1984 253. 30 548. 08 105. 30 0. 26% 217. 14 0. 53% 5. 26%
1985 323. 60 871. 68 127. 23 0. 34% 344. 37 0.91% 4.51%
1986 252. 60 1124. 28 102. 80 0. 26% 447.17 1. 14% 8. 29%
1987 214. 10 1338. 38 90. 39 0. 22% 537. 56 1. 33% 6. 84%
1988 162. 80 1501. 18 67.89 0. 17% 605. 45 1. 52% 12. 50%
1989 132. 10 1633. 28 57.23 0. 14% 662. 68 1. 63% 6. 94%
1990 133. 30 1766. 58 62.97 0. 14% 725. 65 1. 63% 1. 63%
1991 125. 80 1892. 38 58. 13 0. 13% 783.78 1. 80% 5.31%
1992 219. 70 2112. 08 103. 87 0. 23% 887. 65 2.01% 14. 10%
1993 271. 10 2383. 18 130. 17 0. 29% 1017. 82 2. 23% 9.41%
1994 245. 80 2628. 98 113.93 0. 26% 1131. 75 2. 54% 10. 01%
1995 228. 40 2857. 38 112. 21 0. 24% 1243. 96 2. 67% 5.21%
1996 191. 40 3048. 79 101. 72 0. 20% 1345. 68 2.67% 2. 68%
1997 193. 00 3241. 79 95. 60 0. 19% 1441. 28 2.92% 9. 22%
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1998 176. 20 3417.99 90. 73 0. 18% 1532. 01 2. 99% 5. 00%
1999 205. 30 3623. 29 103. 52 0. 20% 1635. 53 3. 22% 26. 47%
2000 163. 30 3786. 59 58. 08 0. 13% 1693. 61 3. 66% 1. 26%
2001 163. 70 3950. 29 56. 95 0. 13% 1750. 56 3. 87% 5.97%
2002 196. 50 4146. 79 69. 06 0. 15% 1819. 62 3. 98% 15. 62%
2003 229. 10 4375. 89 93.99 0. 22% 1913. 61 4. 44% 3.57%
2004 145. 10 4520. 99 55. 59 0. 12% 1969. 20 4.19% 1. 43%
2005 138. 70 4659. 69 54.99 0.11% 2024. 19 4.18% 3. 78%
100.00% ———

1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004

S A A
VOV

1.00% -

o M

—o— PR AR B IR —8— PR AR R B Rl 400 (1 Tk

[ 3. 14 #HpIERAITIRE= 2R IMES
Fig.3.14 The Trend of CLC’s Influence on Grain Yield
MK 3.9 F, 1982—2005 4 KB A &AL L 2 EOREri™ 2024.19 J7E,  AH4 T 2005 AR T

(48400 JTIE)Y 4.18%6 o I 20 SEAP R BEAE B AR AR AL T BRI B0 K2 AR
BRI 0.18%, ARG IS RN 5.22% . JF HNEASES (8 3.14) FH, PRI
o7 R B SRR FEAEAN WS, B AR AR A B S e S A (I Tk A, KPR AR A R AL AE
5% —15%AiAi o Dan RANE R Eordr, B AR R A iR = E ik sh ) R 2R % . (A
e MR HF SR e S R T S5 A 7 BE D AR IR A 2% 18, DF AR A ARG A2 R B 22 4 s ) 5 22
Z—
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FMOE #ibIER RIS

AT EE A GNP ARRAC A 22 JE IR I AR UL AT R B SRR, 28 S Bt AR A
ZEI IR M AR BEA T SRR, S UEZe BHIE I S BRAR R AL Z MR A AR U ROC R, Utkishig
Mt A A A ISR AT RETE -

4.1 FhAR AL B 250R IR 2 MR
4.1.1 INEEEZEER il 2 (Rt RO R R

2R R 2% (Kuznets Curve) f5e @& FRHIR IO 2 (] 425G &R, Simon Kuznets (1955)
1 1954 FRBAETFFSM EE K G “ L5 RJERIACERIBAA TS RIREE 2 W AR U
BKR". R &E LR R ZAR . V22T I TN 515 G 0] 2 15 AR AL
R B U BOCR, WA 2Z IR K &5 15 (Environmental Kuznets Curve Hypothesis): 754
WITEA AR AR, BRI KTG i B — MG FHE S, s BEE N
(RGN D o R FAD LR IT T AR A (R BRR 20 M 5 9SERT 56, EITEE K 2 W), HiX
ZAA], AN[EG Qe 2 (a3 X AR U RO R AR B A58 (WL Grossman and Krueguar,
1992,1995;Selden and Song,1994,Suri and Chapman,1998;Barrett and Graddy,2000; Neha and
Florenz,2004;Georg and Martin,2006 %), FEIXEESCHRAT, B0 25 T PRI 2R 22 V8 K th 2 mT REAFAE 1K =
KEE: SUFELINY K, @PaiimuGs (RBEARIES BT gD, BLABEE BN
e RO RGBT T SR o AN B AR T RN S B IE A OGOG AR, i TR A B ph AR
T H A KK R . (Ecological Economics )« { Environment and Development Economics ) A
(Environment and Resources Economics) %5 [ fr I T1] bk 36 7 K& OC T IREE A 2%V K i 2 (EKC)
WU SO, EANEAT T B, AN R8s, Ba LT T8 AR s . 2
HHi ik, HEETERZAMWPRRA K EKC 1)) ZA ek, BIERAER s, o2 iR A = A G
(SR e V5 Qe W), 1 NOyx, BIFRRIY)EE o

4.1.2 AR L EE 2402 IR ih 2 (Rt RO IR IR k1R

AR B AR R A ZE 2% K i, 3 A PR P 24 K I 2 1R DG BB R, AN
FET A7 5K 5P AR BN G R . B ZIs i B 3 B p LRI 55
N T SRR . B T RS 4

(DFHE Grossman(1995) M s, £ 38K A BE B SE A7 7E = Fho8 N . FUBINY. (Scale
effect). 452N (Composition effect) FlH; AW (Technique effect). A SC5EH| A Grossman $2 i
(I =P RN R 3 i 2 B A S BB AR RAG IR R . RS THE KPR B, T 258
K, A= I R v 55 B 2 (N S R FE TE 2 10 F AR DR U o IX A2 T B b B U R AR R AL
RN FECT BRSPS K BRI B, IRBEA PG 2 ETHES, ATk
BB G, A@UaITIRARAL, IR TR AR L el B 2L I I A ) g5 b
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HECARBEAARL N, 6 H AR BT SR IR 2R S A7 T A, “ A R0 B AR AR AR I BERR AE 17)
W% T HH TG, FreoRIARCRH, BRTEUEF R KRS &, TR HRCE
ANIAE, BrLL “ BRSO WA AR AR L R gl . X o 2 P K S A AR AR A 2 TRl A7 A
5 U RGPt T B AR o

QHFRAT (1992) ,Unruh and Moomaw (1998) #2H, X T HIZ 40 HARE IR, 1E4E—Rp
“HIREHMTEIHNE” (Self-regulatory Market Mechanism) . FHFHLIN T, ELGFE K &P
B, MRS 22 5, B AT i e B0 s A s I AR ARME AR 1T o SXAN B Bk b B8 s 1)
AEEAWID, AEARAEER IR . 45 Rt AR e B, PR ARARAL AR AN R i s i Hon |
RHARI BRI T MR ARRA L2 AR R, XA BT T A6 2% e i OB 3%
FILERRT TN B4 “58m . BrhARRAL T 43 i “iz35h 7.

Q) 4b, sk 2 Dhae ) & X (Gardner,1977; Fry and Sarlov-Herlin,1997; Rosenberger and
Walsh,1997; Libby, 20005 484, 1994; wEH, MiAREH, 2003), HFHUAEHAT A DIREN [H)
RS HEVF 2 BT IEVEIR 55 o T PF AR A S BSOX M58 &7 38 VIR 55 5B 1K) T B o AR A
55 IO T R B EAR AR, BEE SN B3 I, e BN T B K mr bR B ARG o, S I B A A
BT o FREER R “apth” IR RN, Ao BB AR ) 2 Dh e, R
PFH ot — P PABERT G 1 o TX ISR BE I ) ORGP BSOS H AR R B A 307 ) “HAEE 7. A
M AT BT, A T525%2 “H b7 B3, S8 he # Bds 4 i oA = RS, Bkl
RACKES B R E

1
Bt
Hh
S8
S AR HI AP HBHTE R <5
f [ENR GRS )
.............................................................................. >
BHARAR AL BHbARAR AL
JRAAE i JRATE
Mg B H T B 2K
BB BORMNE BRI

Bl 4.1 HiedERUTREZER &R ~EE
Fig.4.1 The sketch of CLC Environmental Kuznets Curve hypothesis
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AT ARELIE TP AR R (CLO) AR CRAz: T80 M0 Bt TR, SEhr A3y
GDP (PGDP) fi C(Hifiz: o) MRS ISR bR, i TP AR A A Bt 1l SRBCrE S n]
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Fig.4.2 The Scatter Graph between Per Capita Gdp and Cultivated Land Conversion in China
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Fig.4.3 The Scatter Graph between Per Capita Gdp and Cultivated Land Conversion in Eastern Provinces
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Fig.4.4 The Scatter Graph between Per Capita Gdp and Cultivated Land Conversion in Central and western Provinces
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M 4.3 A1 4.4 N3 GDP 5 FARAR AL ISR 70 B T LD W, 0 25 Rk A 0
PHARAR A IEA 1 BRI 2 T K SGH 5 s et - PR 40, BRBARAR AR 5 N
K, HATALT ETHEr B SRR AR B S b, al DA R R el — IR 2 I R AR

4.2.2 HEENGTE

M EA IO T RT3 K 1 2 B 0 ) SCR o ml DURIIR, 357 3 1) 75 V02 SR F A8 B 2 ) 22 T
L (CCREEIO RFERATHEZZ IR R M T FE . Stern(2004) % F5E 2 22 15 9k it 2k 1) 5
UEA VT SOk, KA I 100 SOk A B R B . A B SCRIBUS BB LR, A5
2% 8 ZABL = R s =k 2 0 W 2O B8] U 24 (AR Hh Al R AR B3 e 2% Y 2k fh 2 (EKC)
5. MPEFRAEN EKC Z 40 M8 (Grossman and Krueger,1995;Stern,2004), ASCHEH PLUR &R
H AR A (R PRI R 2% 1 e PR R BE AR ¢

IS} 18] FE #1488 In(CLC)=Co+Ciln(PGDP.)+Cy(In(PGDP.))*+u, (4.1)

THBCEAR A : In(CLC: )=Cot+Ciln(PGDP; )+Cao(In(PGDP: ) +ui (4.2)

o CLC.. PGDPAREIE I ¢ B AR AL AR . A5 GDP fE; CLC:... PGDP: fAEHE
It R X 1 AR R AT AN GDP fE; u wie AAERBENLIRZEIN. Ln o5 HARX
ot

WRTTRE (4.1) 8 (4.2) WP ZIRITREL C, 3 Tl WIEREEZE 22 1 ok th 46 (V) X RAFAE,
B RTERRBON B U 8. S5 MR IR EE, ) DU B3 b i) B SRR 0% U e A 12 1 B 2
BCE B B = e M =R E IR B A W25 iy, BEAS  ARAS e T N 2

4.3 RELERSHRITGIE

AR EviewsS. 1 1 46%E 4 [E 1987 —2005 4F A AR 40 5 265814 K O R AT I8 PR 2%V 9K
ek (4.1) BRI SUFRLES . 2T 2 1T, 5t iR 1) AR TR e MR B0 . AN SL 3.2 K056
KPS TRF S BJa R 1987—2005 4, Bt Al R AL 2518 o i 2k (BRI AE 48 LR
B REHEE 1988—2005 EMINEIL, B ARAL P SAMERL SO A L, R
(SIZTE

In(CLC)= —44.5946 +13.4560 In (PGDP;)—0.9061(In(PGDP,))* (4.3)
(-3.0481)  (3.3933) (-3.3816)
R’=0.4380 F=5.8456 Prob(F-statistic)=0.0133

S AT . (4.3) PBREAAARI S A REFBTE0.05 1) B /KT Nl Zevl K55 .
I B B AR IS A A7 AE AARSCAS L, B PR30 AN A S 7 2505 Do e — B P st
PIAFEREARE, AARANY RS A8 AR 2 [ A2 AT R R

M (4.3) TR H, (In(PGDPY)Y IR B N 7 fE, #1988 —20054F 317 4 E B A A b 5 2

¢ 13.456

PR (AR 25 R M2k 2 R BRI 1 e 200 —e 2°C0906D _y7778 . 1T (4.3) [

DICOPHE A E B R A A B A R RS =R P 3.7 AT A R, 1986 4F (LML EIL) (1 S 4E1T 1987
R AR R AL S 2 TG K AR F) 5 [ A —HL.
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R AR M2 B 2 3 1 S SEPYEE HE AR R AR S
REARHIAL, BT LAA SO AN AR S

i1 T BT RS KD, BARSHOR IR, TR AR BEANBIAR . Jr DAA SC e K
FRIHRE A (Panel Data) BEARYHE— 0 A0 50 AR M AR AR AV IR P 22 P ok i SR IR A7 A1

RN B E ISR, ME# R T ARRMEOE AW R, JLRCRAEAR . i AR & 5
RVOERER, Hgok B &AM Bitm. MR h =007 MR BIIARE N F . KCRA
[ 52 2N (Fixed Effect Mode) SKAGTFS4L, I H White Cross-section 1) &b 5 v 71 B 4
A2 57 2% . LA R 21987 —20054F 194 (0] 4 [F304N & 17 CEPSIFADYINTHED Kb
JEARANS 2255 B K P PSS 2 2% 5 1 R AT ) e AR B 5 IR

CLC: = 3.5907+0.0013PGDP;.—4.14E-08 PGDP; > (4.4
(4.0100) (2.9987) (-2.2177)
R?=0.7033 F=25.2515 Prob(F-statistic)=0.0000

M SR FE AR R I 45 R, 397E0.051 B35 /K F Ml ge i 4 . I HLIRTbR Zi it
RS RO TR KIS . N (4.4) EERE, —IRIRECN 3, #1987 —20054F 3 =k
AR AR A S ST AR ARG 250 R e 0 R o ILrp 4T sl (Threshold Value) (LA1986
RS D :

PGDP=—0.0013/(2x (—4.14E — 08)) =16002.42 (J©.)

MIRIE H i NBIGDPI R BT KRG, LAI9S6E NN MG I, 200543k [ A3 5L frGDP K
5305.827C, o BT 92FR ABIGDPHA: . 20054E 419014.1770; K 415054.7370; dbath
14994.0470; YL WL, | 450 5148600.83 G 9496.937G. 8723.53 0. 14 (4.4) 15 HK
FAT A, H TR E A R 2R R AT T X AN L, R TR 5T IE I T I A
YT o A, IR IR WITT. RS S AN YT A IR EE B . DA I e X
(RIAF AR A A H AT SR A TR 48 DE AN BT R IR B, 3B & T4 sl DAAC IR “TETH” B Bt o

TN, MR R B IR A, BARET s KT (CXAHIPGDP) —A4¥, {HAREE (6K 1) o
o, HWSE (YAIMCLCMED Wik, Rz, Bhe RIUASE A8 4k BIAH [ 47 s fE iy, Hoxt
R R AR R AR A AR A —HER), BN, JERE AR R A AR N (4. 76618
R, X AR A AR SR — R TR

M (4.4) FRABH o [i] 5E RN I AR E S 0 (R4.3) okE, R, Jbat. Bilg. Vs,
Tl TR . HOR mESA GID b AE RS T ACEHBAG: MR, LA, 1Y
NS WL WA TR R e GID b FSEmIACE . nT LU 2 R £
OB, P2l 5 W R R B 7K1 22 SR R R 22 . B 2R 5% R IA HL A M WE Y B /s, BREAETFR S
Hu T ANHE I, S AR AR AR A TR AT A LU AR« 85 FIBRIT N 1RSSR () 45 1 0
b AR A AR TR KT 1 AR = o
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B - TR

AN GDP* Ay GDP

B 4.5 #iedERUEEZEE R M AR B XiE 2z B Ry 1H R

Fig.4.5 A CLC Kuznets Curve for Different Regions
M T 550 ] R R B AR A LR (114,60, 19934F LUG A EE 8 B A B I (] 42 £ AN 7
AR/ o I AL S A BRI I, At B BEE BORRED, LBt dee it Bt
FERAL M FUPEAEACTAEIZ D R MO it BRG] T AR ARAR AL 2 Bl 28 R M K R 2 i
o ALK I I T R 6t BT ROk, s H TS E S GDPIRKT-, Tt
4 ABIGDP/K P KEUE B H T BifF. dbats RE=AEEE TR KT, KEBPHHEARR L

BRI PN ACT, IR B SF W KR e O R, AT g AR S

F 4.1 BEBETEEMMNNTEIEE
Table4.1 The Cross-section Sepecific Coeffcients (Fixed Effect)

i1 % AR AE Hi X R HEAE
ks 6. 7129 R 4. 3864
Ty -8. 0507 Wik 1. 0066
sk 2. 8658 Wi 0. 6501
75 0. 5470 IR 1.0114
e 0. 4084 R 0. 6778
T -1.7091 Wi —4. 4780
bk ~3.0589 Pyl 9.3707
T 0. 7058 SN -1. 1109
g -5.4219 7 0. 6448
T 10. 2866 ik ~5. 4588
T 5. 6057 B 7 0. 7084
S 4.3728 Wil 3. 6259
ik 3. 1790 By -4.8221
VTG ~1. 5381 S ~4. 4068
7R 14. 3900 i -0. 3153
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Fig.4.8 The Change of Period Sepecific Coeffcients (Fixed Effect)
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e A MR B 27 1 T BB AL S

FHE #bIER LRI XS

ARTER TR TR AR AR X S S I BRI Al 5 RS = R A
AL I S, T B SRR R XA DO 225 R s SR04
XL T Bt B S Bt AR AR A IR i S

5.1 #ihIER L XU SV ERVE S 1

AEE B AR R AL DI SRR RS, Febb b AR R A I E L B K R b i — P ) 2
A= R AT M. 2 Mankiw, Romer 1 Weil(1990) 187 o KA AY, - (g fib 4 sk A
A%, MM S LT R R R LA . 24— NS PR T AR A T Ak i i R e
AP ORAT Ay 5 SR HIONT S 150 FH 48 A P B2 3R 1AL S R SR RIE Ko 78 T 5 R AR R AN
BRI AT N, A AN R AR P R R 1 2 IR T i , IO 3 B b A Ak A=
Pe @ R R R, DA A B L RR K . b AR AR AR IE IR T X P 7 SR AZ 1k

TEARGE TR B IR T, WA PRk RO, DR BRI S n) R DB
AR g o T AN 2 b M B R BRI, TS EE 52 3 b b 9E YR (% B i ( Hansen and
Prescott,1998;Nagi,2000,2001) o KX f—ANE5r ok i, ZARSCIMA TR, 75 S /R5EHE A
1) 3 BRI AR (1 R v, 3900 20 A b % Y0 B F PRS0, 38 ek AN DT i v - b 5 ) R P 2,
IR ARGE A= T2, ARG TG T B R TR . IXFEE S PR IGK  m  BL
it AR S BT R . DR SO ke idt, Bt dERAGZ il T2 5K . oK A
REVE TR AERALIIRERE . DA SCA A S5 B K 1) 22 S g T FEh AR A I 25 5, it 6
FEAF 5T 28 B 1Y 1) DX 8, RSB AR A DX 3B S T e

5.2 FiIERLBI XSS
5.2.1 #tAERLMIEMXIT S

SR AR AT I A M, SE0T 1987 —2005 4E Tk [ BF AR A AL I 23 1] Ks )
BEATHA, RIPE AR IR B3R,y PEAR RIS IR

2005 FIREHH ALK 12208270 T AW, Hp AR, . PEH Db AR SR ik
30755.41 T-abi. 46297.79 T AW, 45029.65 T AW, 435 d 2 EH K 25.2%. 37.9% . 36.9%. [
Lt 1987 4F, ZR. . PUHLDX & A BB AL 29.9% 38.7%. 31.4%. N HH LA A2 B st
AIDL, 1987—2005 F[A] ZR ¥ IX (R B b s ds K, i, VUi,

4RI 2000 4 R BURLE 5@ PG ORI A R I PR RIXTE T, H AT 12 A PATBUX, 4
BRI IR DM s PG BRPS. HON . Wi TR OBTEE. )P, WSS PERIX A 8 M giT
B, vl EAR. BRTL. 2@ VP R Wb IR REMIXA 11 MR ZUTEIX, e
PN/ NE NI 13| AN U RN o N W NN [ NN <N [/ NN B NN 53 T
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PR HEHb AR AR AL (1) X SRR S5 0, 1987 —2005 44 B B A E AR AL AR Tk 3573.83 T-/A L,
HAAREHIX 1171.96 T A, & 47.9%; X 975.7 T-ALL Y 27.3%; FHEHLX 886.17 T
AW, 5 24.8%. AWK 5.1F, REHIXEEEDAR ETHES, X g b ER LR A
K, PEESHLX R 20 A0 90 AR RIS, LE—EHEUDN, AT 3 FA 1.
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90%
80%
70%
60%

50%

40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

it
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B 750 W g O PG

& 5.1 1987—2005 F£&K. #. AEMXHHIERCER S EEMELE

Fig.5.1 The CLC area in Eastern, Central and Western Region Accounting for China,1987-2005
M EREOLE (B5.2), 2000 —20054E364F (141 Bt A AL AR 73 A1 R B0 2941 74 S A6
PGS VORI ERPD ) CEHPO . sk, BREEERAGE R IARAAES T AWLL T o 458
X DAL AR (2248 T 4D IHZR (L3 TAHD . WL (2028 T2t MBI B K.
MRS SR, BFHARAR A RURSE B 2K 170 4 A DX s 22 B
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H R ARV A 27 e i 27 18 3 S BRI ARRAG R DS S

00-05 = B H IR RALTEAR (FAHD i

B 11.7t0225
O 49t011.7
OO0 42t0 4.9
B 15t0 4.2
B o to15

[ 5.2 2000-2005 F e IF R L EFR= 6] 53 75 E
Fig.5.2 Spatial Distribution of Average CLC area, 2000 -2005

5.2.2 #tAERKIZEEMXE S/

X LTI (A A AR AR R AR T U AR A b, DU A 1R AR A T AR
AT

M 2000—2005 F-FI AR R LR (B 5.3), RMHXERIL T P44,
FEAR M DB AR AR Al 2R 5 v o ARG DY 1] (PP (MBF AR A et fi iy, aX 5 LR
R IR IO (A E AR A R, XA S I PR s . NS 2500
BRI SRR, AR A A 2 5 1 AR AT PG 3 91 7 R) 0 AT A% S

M 2000—2005 F ANSZFFHAERATNAE (K 5.4), REAT. Jbnts on. bl (iR A
A B ARRAR SR . TG X G — 2 oy N R0, (H R s, BrRAIL
P AR A ACFR BE S it Ll A X s o AT R 7 B A, BEAGE A T AR AR = (0 g (D
TR HOR S WIAE IR R A SR AR AR A KPR
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00-05F B Hndrfe fh 22
B 035%to 1.9%
O 0.16 %to 0.35%
[ 0.11%to  0.16%
B 0.05%to 0.11%
Mo to 0.05%

5.3 2000-2005 G #bIER 1 K2 8 43 75 &
Fig.5.3 Spatial Distribution of Average CLCR, 2000- 2005

MEH IR R TR (RIS A

B 234t04.32
O 1.53t02.34
[0 1.15t0 1.53
B 0.89to1.15
WMo to0s9

5.4 2000-2005 fF AR LA T =8 57 B
Fig.5.4 Spatial Distribution of Per Capita CLC , 2000 -2005
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5.2.3 XIBEFBIKSHHIER L

M 5.1 45501, 1987—2005 FiX 19 FE3KIE A GDP B AR 10.0%, [F) 1914 FE HF i AE A&
1 RPN 3573.83 TAHL, #H4F 2005 FERHREL 3% 47, A GDP 4ERHIKHRAE 1%
WIS TR T AR AR R WSS Wb RS 8 A (XD, BRI E .
AN, A 6 BB AR R B BUASAE 150 T AL, #HHhdERyBE K, WK 52 8
AL ARE

# 5.2 /& 2005 £ AN GDP M BH AR AL IR0 LU O, i RKEEPI T A GDP
AP, ARSI AERACTITRUR N HIl S FilE. TE. SN, B EE 0 A GDP K
A, ARG AR AR R AT A /N . (HA A — 28 4y, thin2e B, =/, A3 GDP /K
i, EABHARRAC TR AR K. IR 5.2 MBI, BrEpiEBEa EARAEE A0, —
M) GDP #m fy X I B AR R A T A K

# 5.1 1987—2005 £ A4 GDP 4 S#tbIER L@
Table5.1 Increment of Per capita GDP and CLC Area, 1987-2005

. 1987-2005 £ 1987—2005 4 B AER A B ot AR
o A4 GDP B (56) A4 GDP 4EH 8K % (T2
4 4276. 93 10. 0% 3573. 83
R X : 1171. 96
g 14973. 73 9. 0% 106. 26
PSE: 12545. 85 10. 0% 24. 05
b 11925. 05 9. 0% 54.39
WL 8352. 47 12. 0% 254. 26
"R 7425. 41 11. 0% 166. 44
95 7263. 23 11. 0% 336. 20
i %R 6529. 59 12. 0% 406. 53
Tizye 5851. 03 12. 0% 75. 02
Ly 5492. 65 8. 0% 90. 72
b 4621. 75 11. 0% 175. 49
F 2545, 92 8. 0% 22. 61
X 975.7
K 3940. 20 8. 0% 62. 61
BRI 3844. 19 8. 0% 138. 25
] 3608. 06 11. 0% 192. 78
7 3636. 31 9. 0% 98. 12
ikl 2931. 06 8. 0% 132.92
i 2482. 67 9. 0% 90. 98
2R 2245, 72 8. 0% 185. 51
AN 2751. 79 9. 0% 74. 56
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e R VA2 e A 2 A 18 SC SHE B AR AR X e S
PUFRHX : 886. 17
e 4933. 25 11. 0% 83. 94
[l 3403. 96 10. 0% 6. 07
e 3312. 35 8. 0% 101. 64
TH 2612. 31 7.0% 19. 76
Bpy 2534. 01 9. 0% 104. 35
O 2528. 93 10. 0% 87.39
i 2465. 21 10. 0% 263. 16
Hif 2381. 18 8. 0% 12.48
M 1155. 19 6. 0% 64. 76
pay] 1767. 05 6. 0% 107. 53
ol 1674. 39 6. 0% 26. 09
% 5.22005 F£HEZEMH ALY GDP R A#IER L EF
Table5.2 Per capita GDP and Per capita CLC in Different Provinces in China, 2005
s 135 GDP (55 Aﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂliﬁ s 235 GDP (55 Aﬂ%#ﬂﬁjhiﬂ%
A (m™) R cm™)
ExE 5305. 82 1. 62
Kip: b 19014.17 (1) 3.15 (8)  PHEk: WL 5881.45 (10D 2.05 (16)
Kt 15054.73 (2) 1.53 (29) BreE o 4378.02 (15 1.29 (23)
JEnt 14994.04  (3) 117 (26) PG 4135.08  (17) 1.81 (30)
WHT  9694.93  (4) 5.02 (1) K 3604.98 (19D 2.00 (13)
JAR 8723.53  (5) 0.75 (10D THE  3595.51 (20D 3.69 (24D
T 8600.83  (6) 2.49 (4) BRPE  3245.37  (23) 1.05 (18)
Wik 757392 (D) 2.49 (2) Wi 3234.88  (24) 5.71 (20)
L 7251.37  (8) 1.30 (14 JTPE 3090.97 (26D 2.45 (6)
g 6761.70 (9 L73 (1D ) 2974.06  (28) L19 (D
Ik 547217 (1D 3.02 (3 Hifr 2652.30  (29) 0.66 (28)
R 3404.24  (22) 0.36 (31) AF 2647.67 (30D 1.80 (9
EM 1767.76 (31D 0.83 (21)
il Ak 5120.67  (12) 0.77 (15) WE 3222.27  (25) 0.57 (19)
MR 5062.25  (13) 0.5 (26) 78 3433.74 (2D 0.95 (17)
g 4531.19  (14) 0.77 (15 ZH 3013.27  (2T) 1.37 (8)
W 4319.25  (16) 1.38 (5)
WdE 3890.13 (18) 0.89 (15

e TN A
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5.3 #HAEKRUBXBESR

AR Z AT T B X 22 R AR a7 V5, - Frank(1995) X AR —AN G 45 A SCR T EE
BRHMALE (Ginb) RE. MK (Thei) ZREPIFH TR bR IR AR AR X 87

1 n n
JEJE RHUTEFOR IS 1912 SRR E B30, /Amezmzz\xj -
- j=1 i=1

i [x; = x| AERBA  Z IBHAARAITRLL I AR i 0 OUREACE R, ASCn =305 g0 £

e

PHAR ARG T . AR BRSSO R Theil (19657, T = s log(ns,) 5

i=1
Hobs =y, /Yy n AR,y RIAIOH AT R R HOR AR R 2
i=1
(iGN, U HEI SRS SRR i 1S, SR BN 5.3 B

#53 EHMIERKHXBEREE
Table5.3 Regional CLC inequality by Gini and Theil index in China

Fhr EIEEY i REAKL
1987 0. 4577 0. 1653
1988 0. 4231 0. 1501
1989 0. 4551 0. 1602
1990 0. 4584 0. 1647
1991 0. 4478 0. 1530
1992 0.4716 0. 1777
1993 0.4174 0. 1518
1994 0. 3739 0.1178
1995 0. 4231 0. 1403
1996 0. 4339 0. 1583
1997 0. 4339 0. 1583
1998 0. 4339 0. 1583
1999 0. 3910 0. 1261
2000 0. 4375 0. 1584
2001 0.4716 0. 1800
2002 0. 4085 0. 1940
2003 0.5103 0. 2181
2004 0. 5167 0. 2291
2005 0. 4670 0. 1695

*PEAEY F 19960 1997, 1998 IX = AR 4 BB AR R AL B A A, A SO VERRAI AL EE . T[]

U4 M I 1R AT e 2 Ui L JE R B BB N 23 AR IR AR, 2T 0.2 RORZESTF1; 0.2-0.3 KR L FH;
0.3-0.4 KRN A 0.4-0.5 RoRZEER; 0.6 UL ERIRZE Tk,
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e R RRE B2 R i o HHIE R A X s

MR 5.3 ATBVAE N, ke REUNETEAE, FEPREARRA K X EE SRR RO IR
P FERRARZR T, 1999 4R LORBHIARAR AL X PP ZZFEAE YK (1H 2005 - 3OT U647 T 42D . K
5.5 W] AR 2B R 2L S0 8ha5 2210 .

0.55 0.26
0.50 | 1 0.22
w 0.45 0.18 12
y S
0.40 | 1014
0.35 0.10
N D D DD DD O DD DD
O S i e A T R i~ NP~ SN O RN SN SN NN
SN SRR N ST R - e O S S

—m— LR RKL —e— TIRRHL
& 5.5 fEHHIERKMEREREFAEREKT L
The Changes of Gini and Theil Index about CLC in China
h T SR XA DI S R SR B, ASSCHZ IR PRI 23 DX SR U 7 R R AT X
SRAMER 100 R 5.4 FTLAEH, MK Py 2 e o B AR AR AR X 2 S A e T R K o R X
W ZE SRR RS B 2000 DR SA ST s, X2 AR RS IR . 1X 5 2000 LG, FREBUMF
T St PG S KT Al AR ABHRG L v W 5 X S0 e A DA DG o DA P 2 e 1) T R K
JF, 1987-1994 AFZREHMIX (1) 22 S ook Fe— B O, PHERZ, s e 1 1995-1999 4 (i)
IR RN P I 2 e o R LA, SRR P T AR ES. (2 2000 FEITAR, AR EHLX SR
DX JR) 28 S YR IR e K A, oy B3N 22 5 1) 50% LA o BRI — I 30 3 1 4 30 3 X Aty 4% it 3% % ek
B, BRI R PG G, SR AR R R AR PR R R . TP
X (R 22 5 TR 2000 LLF R AR K. NAZER 2000 £E3- [F JT4A 52T P63 KT R s, P934
XA TAR 2 f U LRI, IXFE P4 DX R IR b AR AR A 22 e S T AR /N
DX P 222 S A DX 3l 2 e DT R TR 40 4K, 7E 1999 A DUFT ) — S8Ry FL 2 7 B1) 95% LA |
ARSI DX 2 e SO ML DX A 2 e 1) S KR o i WD R R PR B AR A “ SR ER BN AR I X,
ARAHLIX A Gy L [A) ZERRAR /N, PSS B T “VR IR ARAREE 7. X HIX I s R LU
AHABL o AR AR 4 X P 22 S o R R B, T v 1P S X110 2 S D R AR RS B THIR I, i X

% IR R BW NI N T X R A, X ORE T BB 4 W
T-= ng log(n/ngs g)+ngZs, glogngsig) :» JEr N & g A% S, = zieg Yig /ZinYi g Al

g=1 ieg
BT, S =Yg/ D" Vig REBR I & g AUIIHT. W LRI —MA DAL %S, 555

NANES
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ZEFE R, AT LA, PRt AR AR AL DX T B A AE RS W e o (HZ IR AR ey 7Y
AR ZE 5K, i DN ZE T A6 NG IR A B AR AR AL AT BEAAAE “ARUR IR WSl
RS54 HREZHXEIBEXEREHKE

Table5.4 The Regional Decomposition of Theil and its Percentage Contribution

K BB JUb: & &H hE hE g

R T - T e ST T G SR 1 G

1987 0.1653 0.0255 15.43% 0.1398 84.57% 0. 0853 51.63% 0.0065 3.92% 0.0365 22.11%
1988 0.1501 0.0148 9.86% 0.1353  90. 14% 0.0794 52.90% 0.0193 12.86% 0.0366 24.39%
1989 0.1602 0.0240 14.98% 0.1362 85.02% 0.0763 47.65% 0.0282 17.61% 0.0316 19.76%
1990 0.1647 0.0191 11.58% 0.1456 88.42% 0. 0848 51.45% 0.0213 12.92% 0.0396 24.04%
1991 0.153 0.0146  9.54% 0.1384  90. 46% 0.0764 49.96% 0.0222 14.54% 0.0397 25.96%
1992  0.1777 0.0254 14.28% 0.1523 85.72% 0. 0869 48.88% 0.0179 10.09% 0.0475 26.75%
1993 0.1518 0.0235 15.47% 0.1283 84.53% 0. 0853 56.20% 0.0065 4.26% 0.0365 24.07%
1994 0.1178 0.0084 7.11% 0.1094 92.89% 0. 0567 48.18% 0.0053 4.51% 0.0473 40.20%
1995 0.1403 0.0040 2.83% 0.1364 97.17% 0. 0643 45.81% 0.0095 6.78% 0.0626 44.58%
1996 0.1583 0.0014 0.85% 0.1570 99.15% 0. 0693 43.78% 0.0052 3.27% 0.0825 52.10%
1997 0.1583 0.0014 0.85% 0.1570 99.15% 0. 0693 43.78% 0.0052 3.27% 0.0825 52.10%
1998 0.1583 0.0014 0.85% 0.1570 99.15% 0. 0693 43.78% 0.0052 3.27%  0.0825 52.10%
1999 0.1261 0.0054 4.29% 0.1207 95.71% 0. 0591 46.82% 0.0047 3.71% 0.0570 45.19%
2000 0.1584 0.0453 28.60% 0.1131 71.40% 0. 0814 51.42% 0.0035 2.23% 0.0281 17.75%
2001 0.1800 0.0472 26.24% 0.1327 73.76% 0. 0967 53.75%  0.008 4.44% 0.0280 15.57%
2002 0.1940 0.0510 26.29% 0.1430 73.71% 0.1148 59.18% 0.0122 6.31% 0.0159 8.21%
2003 0.2181 0.0549 25.18% 0.1632 74.82% 0.118 54.09% 0.0334 15.31% 0.0118 5.42%
2004 0.2291 0.0510 22.27% 0.1781 77.73% 0.1303 56.89% 0.0210 9.15% 0.0268 11.69%
2005 0.1695 0.032 18.85% 0.1376 81.15% 0. 0923 54.47% 0.0181 10.69% 0.0271 15.99%

4 ZFTHEK SR IR L X g s
5. 4.1 REZFIERILAE XITL

SO TFICLASR, B AN [ b X 268 D0 3 K 2 S BN 0 B AN P25 5 1S T A S & I 2 %
W, WEIR T 2AHAMIMETE . (Chen, Fleisher,1996;Fujita,Hu,2001; #4480, £ 46, HERes,

1995; #J5dl, 1997; %KW, 20005 MREFK. XUBINE, 2003; MRIEFEE, 2005), XLL2z7 45 H
&R AA AT o A AR E X 25 ARSI, AT KR 3 M DA g v [ X 28 5

B RAFAEMEL, AHIRSITT A —, 8P AE B A, B AR RIS SCRpdion sl e b

MRYE Barro, Sala-I-Martin(2002)7/E 218 FuE#: ISR o WS L4 AR HE 785 454
BRI RAEAE o W8k, W@ A2 1E B IS RIL AT Z: | Sergio J.Rey #1 Brett D.Montouri, (1999),
Sergio J.Rey Fl Boris (2004), MY F (20060 5Tk h RFFT LS, R RH o WS St

FUITEAT L I3 A 28 G 5 K SR F AR AR A 1R DX Sl 85
5.4.2 ZFIBKEHHIERLE o BTk

ARG A 55 250 (Coefficient of Variation) 1F4 o XIS ek, SRIIAZL R
Koo B AERI IR SE 2L . MEALAHCV, =0,/ y,, Hrho, 5 1 FHZ AR

50



e A MR B 27 1 T BB AL S

REZE, o 2 R R . AR NI SERR GDP I H 206 BB R H LI I 5 1 K
(78 5 K, FHAFAEAS A FE AR A AR T AR 0 SE B A R M R A A8 S 2% o s SRt 7
5.6 IT7i

M ERTLAE S 1990 4F LR E %44 55k BN 1) GDP (B EIEAD R o sk, 1
£E 1990 4FJ5 W7 tH LA W S 11 o R 3 . IR I R 28 B AR TR SO AT IROR I TG, AR 20
T2 90 AR T ] 4 110 St v R v VL3R T O IBUBOR, ARSI 48 I 2 5 R JR il e R T 9 ki
o fHSEM 2000 FETFUE R o WA . PRI a],  BRIR T U694 T 75 3 K IF K
IR AR 5T X S 28 B B SE ( I) T LEA— 3

FHECAG S, AR ARRAL ) o WS EN UK, AR —E. HEPRDE, FR 1994, 1999
TEH BB A, B AR AR AL DR AR S R AR BB PG N, PR R I o K
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