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Study on the Size and Effects of the
Underground Economy in China:1979—2009

SU Fei
(School of Economics, Anhui University, Hefei 230601, China)

Abstract: A Multiple Indicators and Multiple Causes Model (MIMIC) is used to calculate the size of China’s underground economy
size during 1979 —2009, the results show that the increasing range of the proportion of China’ s underground economy size to GDP is
relatively large and reached 23.28 percent in 1990 and about 20 percent after 1992 in a relatively stable ratio but the relatively size is
still on big side, that the chief factors affecting China’ s underground economic activities include tax burden, unemployment rate and
government control , that underground economy size proportion and governmental economic growth rate are reciprocal causality, and that
underground economy has certain active action on governmental economy, however, the enlargement of underground economy size
decreases the resources allocation efficiency and intensifies the income inequality among Chinese citizens at present stage.
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—.5l5

HF U R AL T BUN B L B AN, RSk
] R HARFNNEL , B> A AR A BURN G211
1025 b 28 5% 1% 2l 1 SR, B B At 25 5 A & T
CIRIRT o Hb R AR UM T I 37 08 R
e 525 % 3 A7 e . SR, B3 20 it 2d pot, 7Y
T8 A T IR R T X — SO k3R T AR
Horp RIS 0 DA R, 8 5 24 A e 2
(D. Colunder) filr 2 Cfrily 22 35 2% . S 5T £
VeI S pT) , s T 2 05 s 2h 5 S B LT
Bt BUBOR 28 U A A 1 BEOR VAN o S A, i
A& (Feige) 41 (LT 285527 ) 255 — W A 1
AR T T 255 098 SO 52 ISR 7 1%, I Hh
TAFSAET BT MBI E X RFEHT TFH
gL, WA B ) 35 VR AT B [ 58 0 L
B BRI 5% T e 25 R 2 05 T B 4 i) LA S 3@
2% (Tanzi ) 4 ¥ € 36 5 E AT 28957 ) 45

N AT BRI R A & — 1 m G,
F ] T SO T RO i AR TP A R 2 SRR, 5
FOMXT T2 T B 1T 5 H T 257 iR L9 /)N
A 20 {4l 80 AEAATFAG , F 3 T 2 5% AL e /)N 2]
K,HEEEKES TAEZM A, HF5EFK E
(10 2B HAE, AT LA Sk T A ) B BOR LA
Sy BCBUR AR BRI . PR, A SO T2 H 2
T E 1979—2009 4 By T 22 BF R, FR55 52 el b
TR EEH R U 250 E & s
RURAZEBRRYFE . 5 AL HE S 55 = 4
R H T B S, IR H R 28 B FURE Y F 58 IR
AT AT B[ BT 565 = X6 b T 28 B HRABE I . g vk i
UL, JF 45 th 2 48 b5 2 )50 A Y (multiple
indicator multiple causes, DL f&j fk MIMIC ) = () J5R
PRI S L B A8 d 5 5% DU 9 45 ) SEIE A5 SR, O X
AT E 4 U R RO 22 B0 52 0 i 47
BT s B Ja JE AR SCES 18 MBUR

—MTEFHNEX KR

S RTHEIE AN 2T s s R 2 &
IRAG R R e AH R AR S A 1 2 10 A
DG, LI 255 10 R, 8 5 % B Ay A
AHICSCHR ) A B, 3R AT & LT 22 5F (Underground
Economy ) A 1R 2 oA 44 Fx , W55 — 22 3F ( Secondary
Economy) | BJE 4 3¢ (Hidden Economy) |l IE 4

% (Informal Economy) | 22 £ 22 5% ( Black Economy )
FIRE T 2235 (Shadow Economy ) 5% , 33 $EA [A] i) #1 1H
AT 52 B T 2 i 2 AR X H T 2 B 5 A A3
Ry AR SCHIE 53 0T G R0 [ S35 T T, 3 e L
PAEE EATR AL, AT Se A 20 L R 2 PR E
SCHEATRRBE, SR 5 AE DL At b % MR 28 5% 1 SR AR T
SCHATHE

Feige (1979 ) 4 H 4 T 28 55 J& — B0 AR vt i 21 1)
223515 811, Schneider A1 Enste (2000 ) tA A Hb T 28 5%
&R ) BB G ER AR BT AR A B 437, T Tanzi
(1980 ) Juj 4t 8% 5 SR ™ [l R AR 7 VL PR R
i 55 A e e A5 1S BORY B T e Jo ik T E 1) R
937 o TN HERCR DL E SOA T 2T 45
— IS AE T I R 7 SMEGETHE I R EIL
289515 3l (Schneider, 2007 ) o X SEAE AT B T
SR T 225 AN AU , A A DU 0 BT 5 9
WSS ILaE . AR SCRIBF9E H T &, FRATHEH T
G E LN B UF FARA 3B T0 = 3k U
il , NTITAL T [ 28 A E e T 0 A8 DA Y & A 22 5%
3l

FUEIN 3 22 T UL IR SERY (AT A IR 2
S SR A [ 0 507 R T AR Z A
AISIECR o Cagan (1958 ) f 5. fiff T 6% T 7 K ik
T £ 1919—1955 4EH N 2 FFHRL, 7E3T 1]
AIWTFEH , Schneider (2005 ) R F 63 5 3K 2 0 55 1
TS F 110 AE K By 28 5 IURE LL 1], B 9245
W, 1 1999—2000 4, & i [ 5 3 T 22 5 HLASE
2y GDP B 41% , ¥ AL & 35 B 5K 38% ,
OECD EZ N 17% ; b, 75 1990 1994 F71 1999, H
FEL Y T 28 5% BLAE L o) 23 5] o 10. 5% (12% FiI
13.1% , Bajada F11 Schneider (2005 ) 3% ] MIMIC J5
25, M EEE R IX. 17 A [ 50 3 28 55 KL L 4o,
R IX 6 [ G () T 22 5% RURE LG 1) 2N W b T
AP YT 255 BB LU 1989 4E 1121, 2%
ETFE) 1994 41 23. 1% , i AE 2000 4F, 3 T 2557
PIRBELL RS T 26. 3% 5 Hor, 1994 £EF1 2000 4
Hh R T 22 5F RS LG A9 051 Ol 10.2% F1 13.4%

TEE N, A IFFEE G T 3 B 13T 2578
B, E 8 (2000,2004 ) iz B 45 b 381 Je Hopksk
R D e [l 3 T 22 5 MR AT 1Al 53, 45 1 H FiT e
[T 22555 GDP B Ho o] B A R B (H
HAe X BUSATI IR R o 5K FR (2003 ) M4 Tanzi 1Y
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BT SR RL, A 3 1] BB | 2 Xof BOHR B L
XPREARY AR T 3K [E 1980—2000 4F 1y 1h T 2255 L
B, 224 B AF (2005) £ e BT 9% it 25 320 B4 )
— SV R EA A, O DU TR R 28 B L
Hil7E 1980—2003 4EHABI M 3.51% T+ & 13.89%
F/NE(2007 ) 38 3 % 4 LA R T £
AR Ja R AT K BE WS A, 43R H
2 E IR PR e B R T T AT B
KF 4.8 TG NR T, #5554 (2007 ) 2k
MIMIC FEB1 773k, FEAR I 2004 -3¢ [ B ik & 55 5 A
()55 PR B s R AT R %, A B 1985—2005 4 1] [H] b
TP GDP W ILEA T 13% ~18% , 40l 55
(2010) ffi f1Z 45 b5 2 I K ALY (MIMIC) |, >R FH45 %
T MRS A , 32 2540 J7 R %) D 3800 v [ 4% 3 IXC 1
T AGFRHEAT T A IS, AT A B [ P2
T 28 B MU LE A 1998—2007 43 [H] 4 T 10.
5% ~14.6% 2 [a], H.PU R X3 T 28355 BUBLLE 1l K
TARAHIX

= EBWE RIERIEE

1. FIEREA

FESZUE TS 18, HHTC 28 H B B 55 1 T 28
DRI 7 12 R BOAT LA 432y 1 3 A ok A ) 422 £
TEPIR . EEMTHE R 2 A, B
T AR 5] 25 9 A A X B R 28 B RS L A5 4 S Ml
N GG LA T A

A T ik 32 2R 2 WL 48 5 B8 AT L T
LU AL T, B B A B4 TRk il ST oK
®RMA sk Ya (T E Ry sha) fA
2 BTk A S 22 SRk 2 R 2 R A
B . AR SCREUN Z 4815 22 J5 AL (MIMIC) J2&
HAETE TS ) 2k Zz —, SR T &5
STy AR b, BA IR — 26 s — Ak 1o
TR B, X LR BEAE 22 B O T E LA A2, R T
P A A T O g B 2 A s s R aa FE AR
VI, FEABETR v [ o) 25 FE b T 48 5% T Bl 1 22 7 1T R
i) 5 = AUV B 3 A TN o 1R 22 , O[] I A i AR A
RS T ROR A 30 S B TR 59

ZARPRZ I AR (Frey et al ,1984) , LT 454
T R EE AR B 38 ( Structure Equation Modelling ) |, [R] Bsf
FRAT AR Z A H M Z 485, 1% IG5 5 &
ARG B, 4 R b T 28 3% S 3507 A b T 22 0 R A
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AR T PR A A A AL T T RN o T & AR
MR bR AR i 2Z 0] 5C R 5 R PR o AT
LR, MIMIC A5 py 45 g 455 75 AR 0 A5 7R 79 5
e
(1) ZEtbyany
n=aodx+e¢ (1)
FErf g Y1825 Bt (latent variable) | Jy 4o F 23
PR 20 = (2cp 5,000, ,) "R — AL AL A Ji PR 7%

H (causes variable) ;a = (o, ,,, 7, ) TN
WS e = (81,85, 6,) HBEEPLILEN T
(2) ) A
y =B8n +u, (2)

Hrr,y = (yyaya s y,) BN SHUF 2FFAEE
Fg— 41T L5525 Bt (indicators variable) 57 2677
R AT B = (B, By, -+ B, /N I Y
ZHGu = (uy,uy, o u,) ORI RIE 0] &

X HLIRAMECE W B 1R 25 w FIBEHLAL S & 2
sz T8 4 A 25 4 ((independently and identically
normally distributed,i.i.n.d. ), HWE ZRIAFHE

E(eu') =0, (3)

EXE() =02, E(uu') = 0,0 =diag(6;,
0,-,0,) o o O NI u (752 - Py 2
FilE oy TORAERL R 25 A AR S (1) AL
BRI (2) , U] MIMIC R A] LR 7R R an T 250 0
IHBAIE A

y=B(a'x+e&) +u=Ps+v (4)

Hrb v =Ba’ W RBGERE, v = Be + u NI D
],

FATR AR AR AL T 7 5, 56T EM B0k
fhTE R BOERE v, IR R E B RERR S, i
REZHm = B M o o WAL S & 1)
BE 0, Mg (1) ] RIHRAR R AR 5 9 1P 4K
{ELo SR, T 3RAT 04 m 1) HA A 2 201 % 4 Ry B4
{8, BT ZE AR FEAR S BB A E W S H . R
PR e 55 (2007 ) , F AR 2004 459 & U %
EEARNE NS FH ERAFE] 7 1A

2T ZFRAFEFREZTHLF

HN 2R AR S A TG B A
Hitoy &5 BUa AU E R BB K, GE &
SE RIS, AT I 255 174, A T LA
LR BUR A AT BB B B AR E
TR R GBS MK IR 2B AL L B Jolr F i 1
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Wik G e R B AR R RS . Bk RIS R AR AR R AR 1 R .
®1 MIMIC REI R EEMIEFERL

il WE AR JBR K FAREE
BRI IAEE AR FEEGT
i 6 e - i ﬁ%*ﬁ % IR GDP 89 35 B0 X ViU 8 F 49
Giles A= Tedds 2000 REE SN A EIRT RRMAGEE,
e
B 42 & ok % =
PO R Ao B kLR B
-y PIRETR i oo st X A
Dell” Anno 2003 & KA BB R Rk R U
NeE
B A2 BORFE L B KB FIR GDP ey 330 XA P #
Dell’ Auno fo Schneider 2003 OECD Mg oo A RAEHL ARAM % IR X R
Yol e A HH X
JERMNJERBKE F Ak L
' . R o P A ODP #FH X, R
Bajada #= Schneider 2005 T XX ER Bk vk B R BB TS L PN
2] VL2 8 5T T X
INAT 3 BN He ] EATA R AT
BURE# A ET K kR B TR GDP &2 H0H X A I
Wang 2006 PE S TR AR SRS A SRSE SR Sk
WM A5 R oo 5
ALK R A2 kb F BOUFEHLL A
o L 2007 E A GDP L4 1 1 &
T ¥ Rtk AT 2RI b sk
. B R 2 BERMN R R B )
AR, FBE T 2010 W+ 5 ? S BR GDP H K % 355 A Al %

N ET s

R AT 27 5 % T PR AL B AR it 1) e PR AR
[Fi) ) 255 P 381 285 ) Jy P A AR 174 R DA M B8R 1) AT A
P, FAT 145 AR SC MIMIC A58 Ji PR 2% o 14 B A8
e = KNI

(1) J A A o

— BT B BSOS T &8 R Ry
I FEGIH, Tanzi (1999) 45 1, 7EHL T 2255 55 50
BER AR b, 31 BRAS A A5 B A ) 4 19 B
THaSEO T &I sh ks BT BAh T &
TR o7 801 ) NS A5 8 25 w8 AR B %of 126 5 7 £
AAEST I A %, i 3% — E B B 24 R
H—BE W IR Bk S T B T R 1 G ik
Btz T8 AL 28355 1 s Bll. 7E A4 3
Bt 0 LIRS R 5 44 L GDP i) FL ok 2R,
FrAse 1 RS B, b T 2 B RS LU A3 BK

—JCARE . ARHE Tanzi (1999) MRF5E , T £
DRGSR S0 AR G S AHIE R o 4% R SO 3t
LR 4 LRSS N T AT RN Z
— IE SRR SN AP LR B G, S 4b,
SRR TE Sl A DG I Y U A A AR AL R 4. AE
ASSCPFRATTRE 2 22 BILOG ST 28 1 TP =5 28 R 50 i ok LA
G SSYNEE S i X E IRV E = U+
W Z AR LR ZR R AR, IR 2 U TR RS, i
AT L R

—— k%, Bajada(2005) 85 48 1 #h T 25535
FIFEL AL ST K Fib B4 v, PRI AR
B BT, 405 sh B e B BT TR S, T
VER TR LA B 3 28 55 38 1Tl it 45 2 Bl 2= B file
ol N GV N T &0, AEAR SO, AT
R IR O 0 A E Ry ol AR A 8 AR, AR 3

©  AEISUE T, g T RS RSO T 2 T AR, A OIS 8 A BB 0 Ak B L B A ) BB (HL el T [
1985 AEA TR AENCA M FTAHBL , 1987 4F A THAEAN AHCA T B, BRUAG T AEFERE A A JE i TR AL , Jr ATE AR SCH A LA B HAC

LIS B F A
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ol R, MR 25 MUASE LA

——HUN A . BOM & B 58 55 02 52 W R
LU EZ R R Z —, A% B BUN & H AA 7
(BT FH S 3 AT LA RO 0 b R 2 95 1 3. TE
A T 5 A ) B et U I, A )2 3 R TR
[l Frofe B o, et A 55 3 N80 kol 1 i
R ESOROR 5 L TR LB B 9% 5 GDP
L5 o 25 B EIE i) T A, AE AR SO 3R AT
FHEUR T %% b 4 X GDP [ L E R F R BUR A i, 5F
BRI 4« BN A R B R, R 28 U BB L )
BN

— KA B N E B KRR B, R R
W20 I AT IR AR, TEX R SR E T
W FZPIE S, 0 Giles (2000 ) R FliZ A8 B4R
SR 280 I B A Al TR R SIE A K
MR TR At Sz B R 2 5T o 1 & R Ak
R FIEA, AP IRATEE N CPI KR i@ b ik
IR S - 30 BT K 38R, MR 28 B LR L A1)
K

— R R B E T S, AT E K AT
THE Tk R A R, BORR A T IR AR
WAGTECREE R, T4, 2 141 Ak Fr
AR W R A Bl IR B 2R R S 4
F gy = ok AR BRUA A e A, B%FR K 805 A ( Gray
Income) , A SCHHIRAR R IO A ] S RCICA 5 R4
NNEESGHE Y I T VAN NS TS IN
FIRCAY IR R 44 SC GDP 1 o 4914 36 /i g Rl A 7K

- IR 6 RS K T 8, R 22 B AR L
il

(2) fEbRAs o

AR SCHE 430 57 L AR 8 FRAIE A MIMIC
(IO 1 At = e SR (T A
Mt R, M4 Gutmann (1977) Y AJF
GEL N TG B0 1 8 kUM Y IS R R
SE il sR, AEAE A B A 32 5 1A, DR B 4
BT LR AN, T b T 28 T S AR in Y
R, A AT B T e (M2)
1 L Bk R AT 2 L 32, R B 7 U T 25 M
LY B, IR 3 B L 38 o

—HA & Wtk 2. Dell’ Anno F1 Schneider
(2003 ) FYBIFFE 2 B, B FeAL 3 5 1T 2 5L 2
FHIEAK, BEE MR FFAE gl AN K Sl A
R BT 4R E T N FH T 255 A A AE
PEo BORETFR LK, T E A E FAMAR L 3553 T
AR, — 5 T FRE 2 P g KR R TR
PIFERT, a4t 7 K& Al Ml 25 L 25 4k 4x 32 i
AT ARIG Iy o5 — 5 AR M 255 T S A
FERUR AR AL T L RIS 6] o A SCR AR 2 4~ 14
FARNE S N B Z A 7 At 2 Bogolk A Y B 4]
et it B B0 IR B 8 : i F 22 BT AU L 5]
R, A IO A58

25 BT AR SCRERYAT P Dt PR 98 A 22 i A H
I X BRI 2 s o

FR2 MIMIC BT ERIZF R HIERIR

K23 HAERR
REZZ
tax B B3/ % L GDP
erime NEMEMNFER SRR T/ FREATE  pa(wmupten) (bER
unemp WAL T % b & At %) (F P E 50 F %
goveon B BRI %/ % L GDP HRALS) A F(PRAR L
infla S CPL o 86 8 S I 2 W) Fen XA m S F A
income A3 5T I BN/ % L GDP
FREE
c/m2 I/ T I T F(M2) P B gt ) A (P B
selfemp AhAefa i o ok AR Bab b Aa s S0 FHHTHIE %)
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Ao TReBCETTHUE B E M T Z 5 AR R R e B R

P 3t TS 225 MR I 35 R 5 M 53 A

1. AR A A 3 25 R BT 2 F- AL 5T

AT MBI 1 f5e— B 50 M6 — 1 -2 JFIRHEAT
i, A B R GE VT S E R 3 R B R AR A

RITHRR TS A BE HE AR (AGET) DA KA
RZEI TR (RMSEA ) S54RARME, 255 75 18 L 5 it
LAY o AU 2540 7 R Amos 7.0 HEAT
MIMIC BRI I, A4 RNk 3 Bs .

R3 EHMFEEE MIMIC f5it5R

M6-1-2 M5-1-2A M5-1-2B M4 -1-2A M4 -1-2B M3-1-2
0.443 ™ 0.362 ™ 0.425™ 0.410™ 0.368 ™ 0.542"
tax
(4.782) (3.560) (3.782) (3.622) (3.361) (3.863)
) 0.092 0.181
crime
(0.807) (1.033)
0.539 ™ 0.494 ™ 0.636™ 0.664 ™ 0.590 ™ 0.577™
unemp
(4.316) (4.014) (4.976) (5.289) (4.451) (6.451)
-0.142™ -0.122™ -0.144 ™ -0.127™ -0.133™ -0.222"
govcon
(-10.863) (-11.010) (-11.186) (-10.173) (-11.763) ( -10.857)
) -0.025 -0.031 0.078
infla
(-1.002) (-0.138) (1.323)
) -0.049 -0.056" -0.032" -0.021
income
(-1.157) (-1.857) (-1.642) (-0.741)
s 17.384 17.065 2.382 16. 887 1.294 0.318
: p =0.003 p =0.002 p =0.689 p=0.002 p=0.743 P =0.858
d.f 30 21 21 15 15 9
AGFI 0.902 0.892 0.986 0.875 0.991 0.997
RMSEA 0.091 0.106 0.001 0.125 0.003 0.000

(D IS NEIER 2 SEit,

VU A R B 10% 5% (1% B RE TR ERE.

(2) RIAE ) M/, p (EACR , SERTRORI 0L G BB s o oo RO (M REAR D 220004 S 5B 7R B

SUHERRE S (0) 2%.

(3) AGFI S i 5 01 45 B FE HE K, LB AE 0 ~ 1 22 ), 3% 3R AGFI >0.9,
(4) RMSEA iR 25 B9 M, HLBUEAE O ~ 1 28], — Bk iF, RMSEA <0. 08 I U A LI

WS SHH B EEMSRA SNk
B AR M3 -1 =2 [ ] 25 5 T0 18 e B AR 48L& 3%
AR SR PRI b, TR AT L B A
R TEIZ R R 4 8 BLICE A 5 GDP Y L B
(tax) JMV3E (unemp ) LU S BURFIH % i GDP () HL &
(goveon) e = AR A A &, [FIHL5 R FIW, K L4
A A R A S B, B A HE 1
B, Bl E el 3R 5 R 2 5 MR i A
5, TR RS BUR A 5 T 28 B IR i 3 7

I MRAEALTTAE R, FRATR RIS IR
n, = 0.542tax, + 0. 577Tumemp, — 0. 222govcon,
(5)
= (S) , FATAT A5 i b & 1979—2009 4
O T 25 16 8, 3% BLIR AT 2 AR AR 1 Jy ke
SRy, I8 3 2 A I 58 T ok A B B AR 7 11
TATRIBL B, AR TR 3 155 (2007 ) BIBFSE,
FRATTR HT 2004 48 IR 2855 % A B A 2 5 (R
133 p BEHEUE . Bk, gt A ] 2004 42285
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T 5 [E GDP 1225 % 2 Hif GDP i LU fELAF
NFEMEAE G B T 22 D ML L], R —28, FRAT]

S R 1979—2009 4 #YHT 28 55 LR Ll fn
1 iR

T BT (%)
25 1

. VAN
15 /

N /\/
5 -

L _9)9 =]

N » e} o S N %) ¢ N o
S o S o < Y o o Y o
¢ 9 & 9 9 9 9 9 9 9

Bl hEMTEFARS GDP EbF(1979—2009)

WIS SO N RV kR R T L
IV B S —B B, BOR O 0 B S g K
X — 3 3R ) R T W W 4, T 30 R 5E 4K
TF, M 20501 8l &k R %, FEARTE B R I L L
B 25 BB, 20 20 80 AR5 B R e & I
FESITE 1987—1991 4E[H], M T 2831 5 i 8 4 , 5%
I AT RE SR AE LG ] U 2 I A5 i 1 5, 48057
I T ARG R TR R 2 R K . S Ah
FNGEFIAS A A Ml 0 4 A 7 vt e R ) BT ATL, 48 5 T
Oy, AT T R G ZARHR, M N &5 iG shbE 2
TGP 5K . 2 =B B, 20 e 90 AR R A e
KIEH . FEXT T ik I i Sk, B O R e T B A
R LA R 2 55 R i kR , DRI 3 T 28 5% A
AL B R B E RS . (HX HA R 3T 25 1)
LT AR UL, -5 [ BUM 9 & BE M. 55 U By
Bt,20 g 90 4EACH 5 2= A 28 BT, Bl
Frt o T U GHAE T ARG 05 0 # S e, T
SV R T — o i 2 B BN
RIS IMF TR, U H 2 N 28 28 3% 1) il i &
B LT 22555 B 2 B 2 SR BB L, A
FEMAER KM K,

2. T R E FEF A BRI £ I
%

TERTSCRIBENE ot v, FRAT R I HL T 28 9% A&
Z 31 22 2R 10 52 ), [R] B 335 2l 4o 78 45 7 T 52 M)

40

BHEHITET . TR, AT SEUE 1 B 53 X
SR ARG E R S L R Hl T 48 AL Y AR AL =
TATER R o 5 IERNBHR 1) rT A5 PN 22 3% 55 30, 3 A1)
TVEWCLAT 48 Bp 247 4 22 28 PF2R 56 R K 5K ( Granger
Causality Test)

—Je i T 2P AR R X B, FeA A8 A A
3C MIMIC J7 At i~ 2 5 FLEE &5 GDP (1 [
BIVE R T 25 R bR, 10 EU

“RREITA T EbR . AT I SE PR GDP MK
FANE R S J5 5K BH8 AR, 10 GDPgrowth,
% 3 GDP $dfi ok A P h B GRS ), SEbrig
RHEEIEGL .

=R R A Z IR bR, B R
VLR bR AR JE R A TaA b, FeAT T TR ) &
BOR R W T 28 55 15 s X A 22 BE A 52, 12 ok
GINI, 1979—2004 58 R0k B #27k 25 (2007 ) ,
TEMAIESE rh I 1 1978—2004 4F 4 [H (1) 5L e &
B, HAWAE (3 B0t ok B I 1= T ik i+4) & (UNDP)
RATIICAIK SRR A o

M N IR G 28 A0 6 1) T 4 A% 1 S I TR) Y 41
BAFRVEE S MR R, X BRI bR AT
SEUESIHT, T 5 00 VUGS AH N S R AT R M A B
AT ADF B0 ARAS 50 & 7 51 B ~F- R 1, A6 285
RN 4 s,



Ao TReBCETTHUE B E M T Z 5 AR R R e B R

R4 TETRERRBRER

s 8 X (e ,t,k) ADF #5e1i e A i
EU (c,0,0) 0.156 088 ~1.609 798 A
GDPgrowth (c,0,1) -0.043 906 ~2.635 542 R
GINI (c,0,0) 0.235 479 ~1.609 798 R
AEU (c,0,1) ~3.817 943" -2.976 263 A
AGDPgrowth (c,0,1) ~2.792 833" ~1.953 858 A
AGINI (c,0,1) ~4.080 183 ™ -3.979 938 A
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0.571 551 1.979 062 3.76 6.68 At most 2
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