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Coordination analysis of Chongqing’s industrial structure
and employment structure
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Abstract:In terms of structure similarity, Chongqing is similar to Shanghai but Chongqing’s structure is very low. In terms of em-
ployment elasticity, Chongqing secondary industry growth has smallest employment drive. In terms of labor production rate, labor pro-
duction rate of secondary industry is bigger than the tertiary industry and the tertiary industry is bigger than primary industry. In
terms of structure deviation, Chongqing secondary industry keeps relatively high employment deviation. In terms of development trend,
in future ten years, Chongqing tertiary industry structure is more and more harmonious with employment structure, however, primary
industry is more and more unharmonious, and secondary industry is relatively little unharmonious.
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2 1997—2006
1997 -0.191 -0.144 0.190
1998 0.476 -0.971 0.288
1999 0.408 -0.793 0.407
2000 4.400 -0.129 0.347
2001 -0.800 0.019 0.268
2002 -0.538 0.045 0.165
2003 -0.612 0.084 0.170
2004 -0.092 0.048 0.094
2005 -0.337 0.069 0.094
2006 0.284 0.057 0.106
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3 1997—2006
1997 0.39 2.17 1.56
1998 0.36 2.20 1.61
1999 0.40 2.21 1.62
2000 0.32 2.25 1.60
2001 0.31 2.23 1.57
2002 0.30 2.20 1.52
2003 0.29 2.21 1.47
2004 0.32 2.22 1.38
2005 0.31 2.17 1.38
2006 0.25 2.24 1.38
2007
(4)
4
o 1996
0.55 1999 0.62, 1999 0.62
2004 0.38, 2005 2006
0.38, 1997 2000
s 2001
4
1997 -0.61 1.17 0.56
1998 -0.64 1.20 0.61
1999 -0.60 1.21 0.62
2000 -0.68 1.25 0.60
2001 -0.69 1.23 0.57
2002 -0.70 1.20 0.52
2003 -0.71 1.21 0.47
2004 -0.68 1.22 0.38
2005 -0.69 1.17 0.38
2006 -0.75 1.24 0.38
2007
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5)o
2007 -0.75 1.222 0.363
2008 -0.77 1.224 0.342
2009 -0.78 1.226 0.323
2010 -0.80 1.228 0.304
2011 -0.82 1.230 0.286
2012 -0.83 1.233 0.269
2013 -0.85 1.234 0.253
2014 -0.87 1.236 0.238
2015 -0.89 1.238 0.224
2016 -0.92 1.240 0.210

(1)

(2)

71



72

(1]

0. ,2005(1):19-23.
2] .
). ,2007(11):31-32.
3] , :
0. 12005,25(9):77-81.
4]
B Jl-

2007(6):86—89.
5] -

0. ,2006,5(11):42—45.
(6] - B

0. ,2006(9):14—15.
[7] s

0. ( %,2008,10(1):25=30.
8] : 0l

2007(524):207—-209.

[9] .

0. 2004,17(1):8—10.
[10] .

0. ,2007:188—189.
[11] —
(1952—2004) GDP
0l- ( ),2007(1) :45—49.
[11] ; [M].
1997,
[12] — ML
,1989.
[13] [M].
: ,1994,
[14] , . [M]. ,2003.
[15] . [M].
2003,
[16] - Jl-
2003(2).



