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Abstract

Since the reform and opening up, economic development has been the focus of our work that is
closely related to the national economy and people’s livelihood. After decades of development, our
province has achieved remarkable economic development results. In recent years, the proposal of
the new normal has revealed the current situation of China’s development at this stage and in the
future. The party and government are also gradually focusing on changing the development mode
and optimizing the industrial structure. This paper mainly studies the relationship between in-
dustrial structure and economic growth. First of all, it’s about the structure and economic growth
of the industrial structure and the economy. Then the theory of mutual relation between them is
discussed. According to the specific situation of Henan province, this paper discusses the
achievements and problems of industrial structure and economic growth. Moreover, the relation-
ship between the two has been empirically tested through the annual data from 1978 to 2017
since the reform and opening up. It shows that there is a long-term and stable equilibrium rela-
tionship between the change of industrial structure and economic growth. Industrial structure op-
timization can promote economic growth and each industry has different action mechanism to
economic growth. Economic growth is counterproductive to industrial structure. In the conclu-
sion, it analyzes the reason that the two can affect each other. Finally, aiming at the influence me-
chanism and deficiencies reflected by the empirical study, this paper proposes to improve the
output value and mechanization level of the primary industry, promote the development of the
secondary industry through new forms of industrialization and increase the proportion and qual-
ity of the tertiary industry.
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Figure 1. The change of the GDP of Henan province from 1978 to 2017
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Figure 2. Changes of GDP growth rate of Henan province from 1978 to 2017
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Figure 3. Changes of GDP and added value of various industries in Henan prov-
ince from 2008 to 2017
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Figure 4. Changes of industrial structure in Henan province from 2008 to 2017
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Table 1. Proportion of industrial structure in China and six provinces in central in 2017
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Figure 6. Contribution ratio of three major industries to GDP of Henan
province in 2017
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Table 4. Granger causality test results
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