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industrialization and non-agricultural relationship
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Tab.2 Jinan’s urbanization rate and I, standard,N, standard (1978—2009)

0y 1/ % N/ % U/ % Iy Ny Iy AR Ny #rtfe U -1y 45 U - NyU bRl
1978 22.57 33.20 23.00 0.98 1.44 45.15 27.67 -22.15 -4.67
1980 23.95 36.90 24.50 0.98 1.51 47.90 30.75 -23.40 -6.25
1985 31.01 52.47 28.96 1.07 1.81 62.03 43.73 -33.07 -14.77
1990 32.44 53.53 30.69 1.06 1.74 64.87 44.61 -34.18 -13.92
1991 31.86 52.80 30.96 1.03 1.71 63.72 44.00 -32.76 -13.04
1992 30.55 54.64 31.28 0.98 1.75 61.09 45.53 -29.81 -14.25
1993 31.47 56.51 31.73 0.99 1.78 62.94 47.09 -31.21 -15.36
1994 30.20 59.59 33.55 0.90 1.78 60.40 49.66 -26.85 -16.11
1995 32.90 64.18 34.32 0.96 1.87 65.81 53.48 -31.49 -19.16
1996 34.28 67.59 35.14 0.98 1.92 68.55 56.33 -33.41 -21.19
1997 33.76 67.94 35.37 0.95 1.92 67.53 56.62 -32.16 -21.25
1998 33.19 68.00 36.00 0.92 1.89 66.38 56.67 -30.38 -20.67
1999 32.80 68.20 36.31 0.90 1.88 65.59 56.83 -29.28 -20.52
2000 31.90 68.34 36.91 0.86 1.85 63.80 56.95 -26.89 -20.04
2001 31.20 68.58 39.06 0.80 1.76 62.41 57.15 -23.35 -18.09
2002 30.94 69.38 49.71 0.62 1.40 61.89 57.81 -12.18 -8.10
2003 31.13 70.48 51.02 0.61 1.38 62.26 58.73 -11.24 -7.71
2004 31.60 72.30 52.19 0.61 1.39 63.21 60.25 -11.02 -8.06
2005 31.72 72.47 55.28 0.57 1.31 63.44 60.39 -8.16 -5.11
2006 31.84 72.64 56.12 0.57 1.29 63.68 60.53 -7.56 -4.41
2007 31.92 72.88 58.31 0.55 1.25 63.85 60.73 -5.54 -2.42
2008 31.84 73.32 57.99 0.55 1.26 63.67 61.10 -5.68 -3.11
2009 32.01 73.73 57.73 0.55 1.28 64.02 61.44 -6.28 -3.71
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Tab.3 The quautitative relationship of
urbanization rate and the employment pro-

portion of primary, secondary and tertiary industries

s

SRR - - :
BRI S AT W
1978 23.00 66. 80 22.57 10.63
1980 24.50 63.10 23.95 12.95
1985 28.96 47.53 31.01 21.46
1990 30. 69 46.47 32.44 21.09
1991 30.96 47.20 31.86 20.94
1992 31.28 45.36 30.55 24.09
1993 31.73 43.49 31.47 25.04
1994 33.55 40.41 30.20 29.39
1995 34.32 35.82 32.90 31.28
1996 35.14 32.41 34.28 33.32
1997 35.37 32.06 33.76 34.18
1998 36.00 32.00 33.19 34.81
1999 36.31 31.80 32.80 35.40
2000 36.91 31.66 31.90 36.44
2001 39.06 31.42 31.20 37.38
2002 49.71 30.62 30.94 38.43
2003 51.02 29.52 31.13 39.35
2004 52.19 27.70 31.60 40.70
2005 55.28 27.53 31.72 40.75
2006 56.12 27.36 31.84 40. 80
2007 58.31 27.12 31.92 40.96
2008 57.99 26.68 31.84 41.49
2009 57.73 26.27 32.01 41.72
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Tab.4 Jinan’s urbanization
rate and its GDP per capita(1978—2009)

N % A¥jJ GDP AH GDP( L)
A4 IR % St 1978 4F =100) /¢
1978 23.00 0.05 100.0
1980 24.50 0.06 124.7
1985 28.96 0.13 217.6
1990 30. 69 0.27 337.2
1991 30.96 0.31 375.3
1992 31.28 0.39 457.7
1993 31.73 0.51 552.5
1994 33.55 0.69 653.0
1995 34.32 0.88 734.0
1996 35. 14 1.07 838.9
1997 35.37 1.30 996. 6
1998 36.00 1.46 1124.2
1999 36.31 1.59 1261.4
2000 36.91 1.69" 1402.7
2001 39.06 1.87 1555.9
2002 49.71 2.08 1743.0
2003 51.02 2.34 1972.3
2004 52.19 2.73 2250.6
2005 55.28 3.11% 2569.5
2006 56. 12 3.60 2939.5
2007 58.31 3.83 3365.7%
2008 57.99 4.56 3761.5
2009 57.73 5.02 4186.6
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Evaluation and Analysis of the Coupling
between Urbanization and Industrialization of Jinan City

Zhu Yanshuo , Dai Hezhi , Xie Feifei
(School of Geography and Traveling, Qufu Normal University, Rizhao 276826, China)

Abstract; Take Jinan City for samples, adopts the commonly international standard of I;, Ny to judge the relation-
ship between Jinan’ s urbanization and industrialization. Study found that the urbanization development in Jinan City
lag behind the development of industrialization in the past time, gradually tends to coordinate the development of in-
dustrialization. More relationship researches of urbanization and industrialization researches for national and provin-
cial,but little from the perspective of cities. Different cities with different natural environment and location,and the
development of urbanization and industrialization also has some territoriality and temporality. So with the city as the
object of study, discusses the relationship between urbanization and industrialization, it can not only enrich the the-
ory research of this field, but also provide practical reference for the city’ s urbanization and industrialization.

Key words: urbanization ;industrialization ; Jinan City



