1 2

(1. FRKFAIGLAFZEE, bw, 100084; 2. FEKFALMALSHFFE, 7, 100084)

FE: KIOTH RMT LGB E A X R GEAPNERAT T 9747, FIR EIESATGY 7 ik, BTEIRT L
RAT, RRIEBRT A ERGHI, BIET PR TR, HHREALEKFRT, HREFRPH
b RE R FAT R . I AIFRT “K. P DRTHE”. “RERRKRT F Dt LIk
B FEAPRTT R, WRT & AP B, GEVRRIORT AT I A B A, A
B R IR 6 IR T A SE AR AL T IR IE

XAEE: RB=E BESAT RFEX T

7% 22%
30
( ) (
)
36.09% ( ) ,
1
1997 , cc s - -
(1996) 1992 ,
2050 5.5 80 0.0933
5333 1/3 1867 1985
1992 612 466.7 1985 , 2050

2867 6333
1999 1978 ——1997 (ARABLE)



ARABLE=-13.688312*URBAN+4887.1653

(R2=0.966,F=333.54)

: 13688.3
2
2003
“U,’
2000
1
200 100-200 | 50-100 | 20-50 |20
99.00 66.20 86.20 99.00 | 105.30 | 131.60
1
(2000)
1999

ARABLE=-13.688312*URBAN+4887.1653

GDP




2 1978 1995
C ) %
78 9939 15.82 10.8 0.77
79 9949.8 16.59 -19.3 0.43
80 9930.5 17.02 -26.8 0.8
81 9903.7 17.82 -43.1 0.21
82 9860.6 18.04 -24.7 0.22
83 9835.9 18.25 -50.5 1.02
84 9785.4 19.27 -100.8 1.02
85 9684.6 20.29 -61.6 -0.55
86 9623 19.74 -34.1 0.01
87 9588.9 19.75 -16.7 0.59
88 9572.2 20.34 -6.6 0.39
89 9565.6 20.74 1.7 0.16
90 9567.3 20.89 -1.9 0.43
91 9565.4 21.32 -22.8 0.27
92 9542.6 21.59 -32.5 0.64
93 9510.1 22.23 -19.4 0.83
94 9490.7 23.06 6.4 0.52
95 9497.1 23.58
1978-1995 1979-1996
AXt:oc+ﬂt+5Xt_l+2m,6'iAXt_i+gt
Ho 5: (@ ¢ t N\ X
LM
5:0 Xt
3

ADF Test Statistic Critical Value 5%

B o -2.696280 - 3.7347

1 (o -0.258273 -3.0659

B o 2.634926 -1.9642

ADF Test Statistic 1% Critical Value -3.9635

(o
-4.269610 5% Critical Value -3.0818

10% Critical Value -2.6829

» 1),

LM



ADF Test Statistic

5%  Critical Value

B o -1.592833 -3.7347
o -2.265756 ~3.0659
B o -1.521149 ~1.9642
1 B o -2.344302 -3.7611
1 o -1.940641 -3.0818
1 B o -1.432977 ~1.9658
1 B o -2.988305 ~1.9677
12).
LM
2
5 1998
(100 | (50-10 (20
Y| 0 ) | (o-50 ) )
, 75 88 108 143 100 | 154 | 170 157
(m)
58.9 29.5 66.5 63.6 | 214.9 [110.9 | 1626.3 | 1956.6
2000
1998
1997 1984 1994



6

(A)DJG=-228.3+0.0099Pc  R’=0.991
);Pc
(B) DIR=-113.3+0.0146Pr  R*=0.903

DIG—— (

DJR—— (
0.0146
0.0099
100
2000 50
6 2000
1 490.11
1 385.86
0.779 962.87
0.574 616.98
0.63 593.00
0.854 1558.62
0.632 787.16
0.873 1310.15
1 549.58
0.777 1382.27
0.595 964.03
0.514 885.95
0.56 449.06
0.34 542.97
0.767 1540.79
0.747 1073.81
0.769 1354.71
0.537 799.27
0.555 1763.98

0.514 585.93

) Pr

170
40-50

727
499
715
491
305
1404
540
916
938
948
462
692
318
394
1188
883
877
585
1175
346

47.5%

M/
67.42
77.33
134.67
125.66
194.43
111.01
145.77
143.03
58.59
145.81
208.66
128.03
141.21
137.81
129.7
121.61
154.47
136.63
150.13
169.34

0.0146

1998



0 256.44 66
1 324.26 382
0.382 991.71 127
0.619 291.65 210
0.769 338.12 195
0 68.99 32
0.545 476.13 464
0.635 402.92 233
1 91.78 62
0 126.77 92
0.851 473.41 154
2001 2001
2001
2000 , 2000 ,
Eviews
Y=0+pX
Y X
Y = 224295 + -114.308 X;
(8.672) (-3.076)
t 99%
R*=0.246 D.W.=2.134 F=9.462 Sig=0.005
RZ
50
50
49 50

50

388.

55

84.88

136.
138.
173.
215.
102.
172.
148.
137.
307.

41
88
39
59
61
93
03
79
41

2001



Y = 258443 +
(11.911)
t 99%
R’=0.543 D.W.=2.167 F=30.841 Sig=0.000
2
R 0.543 t
28
1.5M?
1998
2050
75%
7 1998
7973.07 75
3349.94 88
6160.99 108
4450.1 143
7199.68 154
95665.12 170
124810 157
2000
7

-174.869 X
(-5.553)

16

59.8
29.5
66.5
63.6
110.9
1662.3
1956.6

0.063882
0.02684
0.049363
0.035655
0.057685
0.766486
1

170



1998

9

10

2050

0.15
0.15
0.15
0.15
0.15
0.25

2050

0.25
0.15
0.15
0.1
0.1
0.25

2050

0.07
0.08
0.1
0.25
0.25
0.25

24000
24000
24000
24000
24000
40000
160000

40000
24000
24000
16000
16000
40000
160000

11200
12800
16000
40000
40000
40000
160000

75

88

108
143
154
170
157

75

88

108
143
154
170
157

75

88

108
143
154
170
157

180
211.2
259.2
343.2
369.6

680

2043.2

300
211.2
259.2
228.8
246.4

680
1925.6

84
112.64
172.8
572
616
680
2237.44



280.84 1998
1997 <<
0.0146
0.0099 47.5%
= & 9 “50
1.5M°
<< i 1984
2002
BH Lk

14 E. 2324z, 1997, GRTILT LSRR Y, (FE L) % 8 5
2154, BER, 1996, (Ah—+—#2FEAT. FREE LR, SHFHF Bt
[31£F A, 2000, &KERTI0tAZd L FRIPOLREGHY, CFTBEAR. FREIREY £ 4 M
[41 84k 8. Bak, 2000, K KAFRER D IRAE——36F EIRTILEILGL 3N, (LEZFAMEY % 10 4
[S1ER%it A, 2001, KF BT LITFLY, ¥ BRI HmAE
2001, KFEATGITFLEY, FEG B mRA
[61 B Rit B, (FEZTFLY (1978-1995), B4t it 1979-1996
[TIRBR. KEAE, 1997, (REILEASH G EFRITY, GLEHAZRE) F 34
(8178 AR R IRARLE, 1984, IR K P —— T 58 IR XY (B —5), THARK
h BE AL
191 2. &k, 2003, KRERTLBEEHWESHOXRZFRY, (LRFREY F 14
[10] B 5, 1998, GRFILE AN LIFRY, CGELFF) %8



[11]1 4K, 1999, CGIARIRAAIL T 6 F B F ), (P E L) % 6 8
[1213k48, 2000, (B3RTALEZ SHARSY, (TR - Z) £ 3-44

Urbanization and Protection of Farm Land

(Cai Ji-ming®, Zhou Bing-lin?)

(1.Tsinghua University, Beijing,100084;2.Tsinghua University, Beijing,100084)

Abstract: The paper discusses the various views on the relationship between urbanization and the
economization of farm land, by way of positive analysis, together with the comparisons of city and village,
different types of urban land usage for per person, proves that speeding up urbanization, especially
focusing on the development of large-medium cities is parallel other than contradictory with our strategy
of protecting farm land. The paper reviews respectively such three schemes about urbanization that
“Paying equal attention to large, medium and small cities”, “Giving priority to developing large cities” and
“Giving priority to small cities”, after comparing their own amount of the usage of farm land, proves that
developing large cities will do better in economizing the usage of farm land, thus providing theoretical

bases for our country to choose the correct mode of urbanization.

Key Words: False regression, Co-integration analysis, Mode of Urbanization, Economization of Farm

Land
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