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Adjustment of Industrial Structure in Guangdong Province and Its Benefit Evaluation

YAO San—jun' > KUANG Yao—qiu' HUANG Ning-sheng'
(1. Guangzhou Institute of Geochemistry Chinese Academy of Sciences Guangzhou 510640 China;
2. University of Chinese Academy of Sciences Beijing 100049 China)

Abstract: Based on the statistical data from 1992 to 2012 we calculated the changing degree deviation degree and deviation
coefficient of industrial structure in Guangdong province Jiangsu province and China and analyzed the existent problems in the ad-
justment of industrial structure as well as the benefit of industrial structure in Guangdong province through the comparison with Jiang—
su province. In addition the author further analyzed the benefits of industrial structure in the Pearl River Delta eastern region
western region and mountainous region of Guangdong province. The results indicated that the changing degree of industrial structure
in Guangdong province had a greater inter—annual variation and a poor annual continuity. The adjustment of employment structure in
Guangdong province markedly fell behind the adjustment of industrial structure the role of market mechanism was hindered and the
benefit of industrial structure was not fully exerted. Guangdong province had lower industrial structure benefit in the first industry
and the third industry and higher industrial structure benefit and weaker comparative advantage in the second industry. The Pearl
River Delta had the highest benefit of industrial structure which was followed by eastern region mountainous region and western
region in order.
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(2) . .
. 1 .
1992 0.3 2012 0.02
1 .
1992 -0.60 0.48 0.62 -0.66 0.78 0.78 -0.63 1.00 0.76
1993 -0.63 0.51 0.48 -0.68 0.75 0.67 -0.65 1.08 0.59
1994 -0.65 0.45 0.50 -0.65 0.71 0.49 -0.63 1.05 0.46
1995 -0.65 0.45 0.48 -0.64 0.64 0.45 -0.62 1.05 0.33
1996 -0.66 0.45 0.47 -0.64 0.61 0.45 -0.61 1.02 0.26
1997 -0.69 0.45 0.51 -0.66 0.62 0.43 -0.63 1.00 0.30
1998 -0.72 0.48 0.52 -0.67 0.65 0.39 -0.65 0.97 0.36
1999 -0.74 0.51 0.53 -0.69 0.68 0.36 -0.67 0.99 0.41
2000 -0.77 0.67 0.38 -0.71 0.72 0.33 -0.70 1.04 0.42
2001 -0.79 0.64 0.40 -0.72 0.67 0.32 -0.71 1.03 0.46
2002 -0.80 0.56 0.43 -0.73 0.63 0.29 -0.73 1.09 0.45
2003 -0.82 0.35 0.63 -0.74 0.59 0.22 -0.74 1.13 0.41
2004 -0.81 0.33 0.56 -0.73 0.56 0.12 -0.71 1.05 0.32
2005 -0.80 0.33 0.44 -0.75 0.52 0.11 -0.73 0.99 0.29
2006 -0.81 0.31 0.41 -0.75 0.47 0.10 -0.74 0.90 0.27
2007 -0.82 0.29 0.40 -0.73 0.40 0.10 -0.74 0.76 0.29
2008 -0.81 0.29 0.38 -0.73 0.36 0.11 -0.73 0.74 0.26
2009 -0.82 0.26 0.39 -0.73 0.31 0.12 -0.73 0.66 0.27
2010 -0.80 0.18 0.36 -0.73 0.25 0.16 -0.72 0.63 0.25
2011 -0.79 0.17 0.35 -0.71 0.21 0.18 -0.71 0.58 0.22
2012 -0.79 0.15 0.36 -0.70 0.17 0.19 -0.70 0.50 0.24
3.3 1992 56. 63
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2 N
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
-0.76 -0.80 -0.79 -0.80 -0.81 -0.81 -0.82 -0.79 -0.79 -0.79
0.14 0.24 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03 -0.02 -0.07 -0.08 -0.10
0.25 0.21 0.31 0.26 0.25 0.23 0.28 0.31 0.31 0.34
0.30 0.35 0.24 0.22 0.21 0.20 0.22 0.24 0.24 0.26
-0.62 -0.63 -0.72 -0.73 -0.77 -0.75 -0.75 -0.73 -0.72 -0.73
0.38 0.44 0.50 0.48 0.55 0.50 0.45 0.41 0.38 0.39
0.50 0.42 0.79 0. 66 0.56 0.47 0.50 0.32 0.33 0.31
0.51 0.52 0.67 0.63 0.64 0.59 0.58 0.49 0.48 0.48
-0.58 -0.59 -0.61 -0.62 -0.64 -0.63 -0.62 -0.64 -0.64 -0.64
1.15 1.07 1.17 1.21 1.12 1.09 0.78 1.08 1.06 1.02
0.69 0.70 0.78 0.66 0.72 0.66 0.76 0.59 0.53 0.53
0.71 0.71 0.75 0.74 0.75 0.73 0.69 0.72 0.70 0.69
-0.47 -0.53 -0.57 -0.62 -0.67 -0.69 -0.70 -0.70 -0.67 -0.67
1.16 1.13 1.07 1.26 1.38 1.55 1.36 1.22 0.98 0.87
0.12 0.26 0.40 0.29 0.24 0.29 0.42 0.35 0.43 0.49
0.49 0.59 0.62 0.66 0.70 0.76 0.76 0.72 0.68 0.66
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