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Trends of Regional Development Disparity in China

Hao Shou-yi*  Jin Xiang-yu?

1.The Institute for Studies of Urban and Regional Economy, Nankai University, Tianjin 300071, P. R., China; 2. the
Research Center of Urban and Region in China, Nankai University, Tianjin 300071, P. R., China

Abstract: This paper uses four measurements--coefficient of variance, Herfindal-Hirschman concentration index, Theil
entropy coefficient, and mean logarithm deviation—to analyze regional development disparity in China, including
cross-provincial development disparities and development disparity of three regions. We find cross-provincial
development disparities and development disparity of three regions trended to expand in 1990-2003, and exhibit little
downward trend in 2004. This paper analyzes the patterns of regional development disparity in China, using regional
development disparity function to test its accordance with Williamson hypothesis or Amos hypothesis. This paper also
uses regression model and correlation coefficient to analyze the important factor in regional development disparity in
China. We find the secondary industry is an important cause in regional disparity, from 1990 to 2000. And we find that total
investment in fixed assets, number of employed persons, foreign direct investment, and education expenditure are
important factors in regional disparity. Finally, we suggest some policy implications.

Key words: regional development disparity; Herfindal-Hirschman concentration index; theil entropy coefficient
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