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A STUDY ON THE COORDINATION DEGREE BETWEEN
INDUSTRIALIZATION AND URBANIZATION
IN CHINA SINCE REFORM AND OPENING UP

LIU Yao—bin SONG Xue—feng
(School of Management, China University of Mining & Technology, Xuzhou 221008, Jiangsu Province, China)

Abstract: Based on the theory of industrialization and urbanization, the paper firstly offers a Coordinated Model (CDM) on the relation

between comprehensive index industrialization and urbanization comprehensive index. The author expounds the notion of coordination
degree and believes that there exist two periods of the coordination degree from 1978 to 1991 and from 1992 to 2001. From the

viewpoint of time, the former period is not harmony and the latter period is mainly harmony. At the same time, from the viewpoint of

space, the results of the demonstrative analysis on the provinces

(regions) in China by using the CDM has revealed that the

coordination degree between industrialization and urbanization has belt differences, i.e., the most provinces (regions) in the east region

are harmony but the most provinces

(regions) in the middle & western regions are not. Meanwhile, the coordination degree between

industrialization and urbanization and the level of economic development has spatial relations, the coordination degrees are higher

where the level of economic development is higher, otherwise, the coordination degrees is low.
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,1978~1991 ) ( 2). i
(1988 )s ,
1992~2001 , ,
(1998 )o (2) w3, 2 3
Vi | o .
24 67%,
. (3)1984~1986
. . ., GDP(_ )
1.054447 1 25 523
, , 1.167573 2 20 154
, , ~0.12683 3 8 362
. (4)1988 0.769998 2 5 460
~1.41317 4 6 463
) T, : ~0.18495 3 12 041
’ ~1.19925 4 7 640
, o (5)1993 1994 ~0.06077 3 9 349
, 1.412953 1 37 382
. , 1.259932 1 12 922
, , 1.414166 1 14 655
. (6)1997 1998 -1.1656 4 5221
1.406395 1 12 362
’ ’ ' ~1.3926 4 5221
1.187332 1 10 465
1 (1978~2001 ) ~1.36086 4 5924
1.380537 1 7813
1978 Z1.82 20.36 ~1.1750 VI ~1.37629 4 6 054
1979 ~0.45 ~0.21 ~1.3291 VI 1.412852 1 13 730
1980 _1.45 ~0.53 ~1.2825 VI ~0.80903 4 4 668
1981 ~0.63 ~1.73 ~1.2818 Vi 0.03041 3 7135
1982 ~0.42 ~1.35 ~1.2519 Vi ~1.21422 4 5 654
1983 ~1.13 ~1.00 ~1.4116 VI ~1.22366 4 5250
1984 ~0.30 0.12 ~0.5571 \% ~1.29531 4 2 895
1985 ~0.70 0.30 ~0.5252 \% 0.216359 3 4 866
1986 ~0.43 0.23 ~0.4101 \% ~0.08878 3 5307
1987 ~0.27 ~0.33 ~1.4072 VI ~1.27051 4 5024
1988 ~0.47 0.53 0.0847 1\ ~1.3068 4 4163
1989 ~1.60 ~1.16 ~1.3966 Vi ~1.41305 4 5735
1990 ~0.17 ~3.59 ~1.0462 Vi ~1.33907 4 5340
1991 ~1.07 ~0.45 ~1.3095 Vi ~1.40739 4 7913
1993 ~0.19 0.23 0.1341 1\
1994 -0.40 3.14 0.8656 \% (1)2001
1995 0.19 2.29 1.0793 I .
1996 0.05 1.14 1.0429 I .
1997 0.69 ~0.32 0.4865 || '
1998 0.50 -0.54 ~0.0544 Il ’
1999 4.12 0.63 1.1397 I °
2000 1.68 222 1.4008 I (2) 4
2001 3.01 1.98 1.3850 I . , . . . .
n . K 8 :
(2001 )Y 1.16~1.42 2001
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