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Tab.1 Descriptive statistics of main variable
A HE b 22 r/ME i FNE]
P 9. 059 1.017 6. 825 11.225
C 0.729 0. 156 0. 456 0.979
D 0. 746 0.177 0. 396 0. 987
T 0. 469 0.398 0. 082 2.051
F 0. 381 0. 084 0.173 0. 675
E 3. 004 1.935 0. 837 9.369
1 0. 889 0.078 0.732 0.990
R 0.279 0. 648 0 4.452
S 0.097 0.029 0.049 0.171
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Fig.1 Scaller diagram of deposit
concentration rate of the Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei

region and GDP per capita keeping a fixed price
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Tab.2 An empirical analysis between banking structure and economic growth in Yangtze River economic region
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D —1.923(0.322) ***

c(-1) — 1. 874(0.292) ***
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T 0.213(0.265) 0.066(0.262) 0.054(0.018) * 0.026(0.014) *
r 0.536(0.348) * 0.551(0.337) % 0.955(0. 303 ) *** 0. 897 (0. 296 ) ***
E 0.217(0.130) * 0.191(0.126) % 0.371(0. 103 ) *** 0.339(0. 102) ***
1 10. 246 (0. 996 ) *** 10.303 (0. 961 ) *** 8.940(0.902) *+* 8.898 (0. 884 ) *+*
R 0.020(0. 053) 0.023(0.051) 0.036(0.076) 0.054(0.074)
N ~2.496(0.721)* —2.532(0.836)* —4.173(0. 406) * ~3.125(0.399) *
C 1.006(0.957) 0.885(0.909) 1.857(0.855)** 1.838(0. 833 )**

R-squred 0.972 0.973 0.979 0.980
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Tab.3 An empirical analysis between banking

structure and economic growth in Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei Economic Region
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Banking Structure and Economic Growth:An Comparison Analysis between
Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei Economic Region and Yangtze River Economic Region

Chen Jian', Liu Yunxia"
(1. School of Economics ,Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China;
2. Science and Technology Department of Henan Province ,Zhengzhou 450003, China)

Abstract; Using a panel data composed of Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei economic region and Yangtze River econom-
ic region from 1987 to 2007 ,the paper makes an comparison analysis between the banking structure and economic
growth. Compared with the Yangtze River economic region,the lower bank concentration rate of the Beijing-Tianjin-
Hebei region would be more beneficial to economic growth. Therefore, the Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei economic region
should continue to increase the structure reform of the banking sector, encourage competition between the banking
industry, drive the region’s economic growth, and play a more important role in the Bohai Sea economic region.

Key words: banking structure; economic growth; panel data; Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei economic region; Yan-

gtze River economic region
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Researches on Industry Distribution Pattern in Yiwu

Gao Xiaowen , Cao Guangzhong , Liu Tao
(College of Urban and Environmental Sciences, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract; Under the context of rural manufacturing industry centralization, a systemic methodology to exam-
ine industrial spatial distribution will be instrumental for evaluating and guiding rural industrial development. The
paper develops an index framework to categorize the industrial spatial distribution. Using the 13 towns in Yiwu as
examples, the paper clusters the rural industrial spatial patterns into four categories, and further analyzes their in-
dex combination, representative region, forming mechanism and evolving trend. The paper concludes that until ear-
ly 2000, (1) the industrial distribution of Yiwu has been evolving towards a centralized pattern around town cen-
ters, industrial parks and regional transit nodes; and (2) different spatial clustering pathways have taken place in
different towns. The paper further proposes the county-level industrial distribution conceptual model, concluding
that the three driving forces from central urban areas, small towns and villages are the key stimulus for the disparity
and evolution of regional industrial distribution patterns, which are experiencing continuous dynamic changes.

Key words: rural industry;spatial distribution ;conceptual model ;secondary sector; Yiwu City



