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Abstract

The relationship between service industry development and economy growth has been a heated
academic topic among scholars. Based on times series data from 1976 to 2016, this paper applies
Johansen Co-integration Test, Granger Causality Test Vector Auto-Regressive Model and Impulse
Response Function to analyze the relationship among economy growth, industrial and agricultural
development, and service industry development. The result shows, 1) service development level
has the most significant impact on promoting the economy development; 2) service industry de-
velopment has a certain impact on promoting industrial and agricultural development; 3) it takes
long time to realize the improvement of GDP from promotion in service industry.
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1. ARER

BUACHR 55 Mk 1) A e e Tk Ak R R 21— e B Be . B 20 4 60 AU IR, 5 B 3 20k IEH
KGRI AT R B DU U6 ) R IR 55 L e A8 o FE T R 25— AL AT T, BUACHR 5 L AE 1t
T2 B W AN 22 55 % Jee o B SRR AU T, X SR AT A DR P B AN . A ER M S5 R 1 Rk
HIL TN “ALge Db st m “ RIS dr 7 1AL,

FEEARFE WIS, ARSI TG T Clark (1940)#2 th (45 i B . sy, B
— A EF I X AR EACE RS R, DUt A2 5= AE AR I P L 250 5 AL ekl i) T
MR, BET A A 55k AR AR, SIBL IR EE R i dS . EA, PET5 9 SE U0 Kuznets (1971) [1]. Chenery
A Syrquin (1975) [2]¥ilid SHIERI T ERE— 0 508F T Bidigl. BRI, EEARFAE “RERTFERRK
JeC ik A g Tkt 2y, RS R IARA ST A EHITT 7 [BIHB V.

SR, PASEE AR TG 7 KIE L TR — 8 DRI 210 Bl R W], 1% 5 Tl iR R AR I I 22 5 A4 4
Kz 0sh 7y, s i R IF AR bt Rl R e i1, RS KITER, SR MILFai
MIRR . FELLETBL, LB 0 B 28 RS ALE R BUIR S5 ML A SeAML A TR “ 5 ™ [4]. #ha i
PR ) {55, A GEA ML AN Tl 32 SRR G B A R i e o LA (1 2 12 (2003) [514E 5 KA
IRl ¢ — R ISR, 3 e T R LAOR 22 B 39K ) 2 2230 R ok B AR5 T 1T S B0 A3 e e g
FEMR 5. B CA RISCERTT LLE B, — 7 AR 55 Mk R AN A oot K 4 [ IR 22 5F R e i Sk 11, IFAER
TR 5 AR s 53— T3 AR 55 Ml P e et 2 45 [ B 5 SRR i L, A9 e R At 7 b Fr) 5t 2R
JEAE[6] o ANPU s ATk B R AT R AR, FEAG E A& 1 A G R fil R . M55 s 3 E 25
KPR JR AL P2 S5 M B AR R DR AN T AN, XA 51 R TV 22 53 I FE 0%, 0 3R 55k H <
5 R RE P 5 2 0 BT AR

ASCAE IR 235t A SR FE TR T 5N, I8 FI 6] FP 1) 0 M7 1K) 7592 LA P 3t O Attt 1) %
TRERZFRRE S5, RSV R KRS EGF K AR I TR ? 2) BT EgR ST
AR, MRS bXT 2 BRI R DTk 2 K7 3) BUARHR S5 Mk () A R AR e A kAN Tk (A f 2 s ok “ B¢
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P A7 B (GDP) 4 — [ S B X A — % IR 18] Y LB 17 U B F B A i 27 B BB (IR 55 A A
R, R H RARAT 45 0 B PR 20 5 LA ) DA e — A ] R it [X 20 5 A R KT ) B AR A
1M5Fr GDP A FTBRIEIK I Z i, AEAESEA S SR Al v S A [E R A S B, REM AR BLAE 7 0 R R AR Stk
Dlo RIASCERUSEER GDP {F A 3 H 2 5F A R DL 3 HE . O T FISEBr GDP fRARAIX R, #irE gk
A AR 55 Ml F KPP R b R AL (B2 agr)« oalk (it ind) S5 R &5l (12 ser) () Sk B
JE . AR SO HN AR AT 1] 955 1978 4F %8 2016 “EAO4F E KR, FLIZEL 1978 4F (Mt Sl Ay 5 1A
FEIK o AR ST BB SRR R 345 (Wind) [ 22 W0 8 1, £is b B eviews7.0 34T .

B, H TR IRD R SRR AT UK KGE SRR T AT REAF R T 2R, AT SEIE 73 #7 PR 45
T RE YA 22 KA SRS DY AN 18] P 10500 SR P et B AR B, ATV B e 5 ZE SR RIS X uq
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Figurel. Time series trends of variables (in LN term)
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Table 1. Unit root tests
=1 BLERMAREN

TR ADF RyHHE 1% EEE tE 5%EFE tE 10%EFHE t{E RETh
Ingdp -0.437 -3.654 -2.957 -2.617 5
Alngdp ~4.642 -3.670 ~2.964 -2.621 oS
Inser ~1.696 ~3.639 -2.951 -2.614 5
Alnser ~3.982 ~3.646 ~2.954 -2.616 b
Inind ~1.001 ~3.654 ~2.957 ~2.617 %5
Alnind ~3.653 ~3.662 ~2.960 -2.619 H
Inagr ~1.748 -3.627 ~2.946 ~2.612 %5
Alnagr -4.920 ~3.639 -2.951 -2614 H

B RARAMERS, FX A E PSR AEF R F 4. 5 LR AR BT 2, WG
Aln(gdp,) « Aln(arg,). Aln(ind,) F1 Aln(ser,) , Jxf 2501 J5 i) S BEAT ADF k. 45 R ERTE 1%0)
BEMWACET, B A= 28 (Ingdp) « AR 55 Mk AF B2 Az 7= e B (Inser) 5 4 W 4 & 4E 72 S E (Inagri) 2 ~F R 7 71,
MAE 5% R ZE AT T, TR A Sl (nindus) & FRF 5. HILAT 0L, fEXT &2 83T — M 250
G, bRARE AR B B 1), BRI BRAR B R T AR T R OC R, B AT K
UESM T o

(=) Johanson B #4656

HIZ HTRI TR 41, Aln(gdp, ) « Aln(arg, ). Aln(ind, ) #1 Aln(ser, ) AT BEAE/E— B0 MY T 1)
XA, HTAENBCT WA, SCARH Johanson #3620 ik 48 BT AL, 455Kk 2 fr
i

HiI3 2 R IR Aok, W5k, EEE NN BERRIATR T, ERRSTHEN 49.731, KT 5%
BAEETRmAE, HAEREMEZETy 0.031, FBLELAEA IR RIEBRE, FEKIIBERR. ¥IEE
B B & LSRR, BRIRGTH N 21.554 /T 5% EEE MG FE, FEREE M 0.323,
teAREIELE 2> 1 AR R R R B. RO ERED 2 AR, 20 3HMERR, 4
REIRBAREIR AR R AR . X ] AU IR SR B DY I (A e 1) AR vk, A7 AE 1A KITII b B R &R

N YRS PSR R RO, T T SR A A IR P A R AR AT A B, R IR A R N2 3 R .

1 3 45t 1 L3k Johanson PMEEAG IS HIFTA 4 AURFIEAR, EMINIFIREY /AN T 1, i mr W B AGL 56 1)
SORRIERR, BPYANAR R AR K P T R

(I9) Granger [ $ 4646

Granger P R4 562 1 T 20 M vt ] 3 410 38 B 8] ) R SR Ok R AL 30 77 25 . ARG P AL (] e 41) 32 By
[x ] F[y, ] HAK[x ] FA[y, |28 R TNE B A a2 7RI L8 AR S IR I [A] P 1) 2 o A3 DA [
AT

p q
Yy = zai Xat Zﬁ. Vit iy
i1 ot

S r
X = Zﬂ’l X +Z7i Vi1t Hy
i

j=1
oty [t ]P0 [t | RIS AR S 1S . ML E STl LU B, 2 Y, 5 y, S LA x, B
R KO0, BUE x5 x HEURL y, 10 £, T ERART, ME— AR TFOER
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Table 2. Johanson test
5% 2. Johanson #1645 5

JEABLBE B B 5 R FEAEME UYL e A 5% {5 5 Tl A FEBIRE R
*x 0.498 49.731 47.856 0.031
#2144 0.318 21.554 29.797 0.323
=24 0.200 8.140 15.494 0.450
=034 0.009 0.329 3.841 0.566

Table 3. Cointegration test
7= 3. hERIOIN ISR

REIERR TR AR
0.963477 0.963477
0.953069 0.953069
0.763532 — 0.217072i 0.793789
0.763532 +0.217072i 0.793789
0.154606 — 0.228228i 0.275665
0.154606 + 0.228228i 0.275665
0.226363 0.226363
0.664019 0.664019

B H Ny =a,==a,=0, WHEAXTHEBB - H, Ny =y, ==y =0, MEERBRKAR
e SO 1) BB —PAEL, R P2, BE 2) TR HIEL, TR R XU
ARG AR AN, R R SR B B EEREEES

ASCIREL 5 A R, BARR) Granger RIS IGSE R, WIE 4 PR,

M 4 BRI A AT LR, 7E 10%M B MK F 2 R 1) RERS R ESE N A MEREZ
(A AAFLE Granger IR R, (HJE P Z MAFEX R RS DG &R, R AR B IR S5 i R e 2= HEZh & DR 34K
ik, ERNGFSKE SRR E. REWAEARS, 5ERARKFEEHG. RE5ILK
WK SR AN E R BT, T sl E 8 AR SE R R, R RS R [ R4
K —ANEH . 1 E REFFKT K 2 R E R SRR it . 202 T AR BT, &
B LA AR ARG SO TR SR E MRS =4 T — B B 9 5K, fush TSR e . 2) sk ey
BN R Je 2 [MAFEE —E M Granger R K R, WIRS R AE, LRI ARGV K RS
P RN R e, AR IR BN GER s RS R & . TEAE SR Rl 2 bR H SR R Rl
TG BH A NESE RS, 15 H SRR, hihsh TAEGRIKA R . 3) RG22
[Mf77E% Granger R R, MRS RENFE, TolRERR: RESWHERESRZ T ERE, |
R TR R ENA RS 5 Sl IR 55 W R J

B F3CH) Granger BRI R TR ET, MRS XA Tl AR JEFHFAAELERT HASE, 1T /247
TEDRI LS. BRIk, &bkl 7 BORTFE G B0 7 22 5F R R 2 B, BAZ AR Se R R IR 55 Wb FE R S5 A e e
M, SxarahRoll. TILRRE, M a) S EE A1 T7 25 1 R &, 2L BRI A &

(1) & EEH(VAR) A

PRSI 5 [ AR 2 B, R E AR R S . — RS, R R, A
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AUBRERE, 5 AR NS SR Z o ERIN T EAE T S E R, BRI B R . DR
i AN HENR A E e AT IS B 8. HY SC A AIC {5 B HEMI 75 VA THEB (S B gt ih &, ande 5 Fw.
7 5 AJA, Joife SC ikt AIC Giit &, il ERrE8uAH] 2 B, N5 BN gt 8185 3
RN, IR ST SZVAR() IR o T8 SOHT I A B e
y, = [ALN (gdp),, ALN (arg),, ALN (ind), , ALN (ser)t]'

I VAR (2) #2580y H o ik e 000
Yy = Alyt—l + Azyt—z + &

Table 4. Granger causality test
4. BT E G Granger ERIGINER

JE B F&il®E  fERamE g
Inag A~/ Ingdp [¥) GRANGER J& [ 0.795 0.565 )
) Inagri /2 Ingdp i) GRANGER JF A
Ingdp A2 Inag f) GRANGER 5[] 3.293 0.024
Inind A~ /& Ingdp ) GRANGER J5i[A] 0.948 0.471
A Ingdp #2 Inindus ] GRANGER Ji (4]
Ingdp /522 Inind ) GRANGER Ji A 3.529 0.018
Inser A~ 72 Ingdp 7 GRANGER Jii [Al 1.384 0.270
A & GRANGER [A 56 %
Ingdp /552 Inser f¥] GRANGER Ji (4] 1.685 0.182
Inind 472 Inagr ) GRANGER J5[A] 1.614 0.200
) Lnagri /2 Inindus f) GRANGER Jii [%]
Inagr A~ Inind ) GRANGER Ji [A] 2.452 0.067
Inser A~ /& Inagr ) GRANGER Ji [A] 4.397 0.007 )
) Lnser /& Inagri ) GRANGER J5 [l
Inagr A~ Inser /) GRANGER 5[4 1.989 0.122
Inser A~2 Inindus ) GRANGER J& [A] 2.972 0.035
) Lnser /2 Inindus ] GRANGER J5 4]
Inindus 4~ Inser ff] GRANGER J5 A 0.743 0.600

Table 5. SC and AIC information criterion
%2 5. SC #1 AIC {5 EUEN

b= sc AIC
0 -12.557 -12.59
1 -14.081 -14.211
2 ~14.094* -14.271*
3 -14.037 -14.162
4 -13.994 -14.023
5 -13.788 -14.001
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o, AFUA S RINPIAN 3x3 I REUTFE, & N 31 AN A& . 8 MR 24t R 807
R, Bk 6 Fin.

%6 T RS E SR A A VAR (2) B SO BER TR, A RS EUETHE T
7565 WA BT S EI e gt & 8BTS, Tt KRS bR R AE RS, B4
XF GDP. AN TV I & Rty SR 1B [l 52 o FUR S AR A R AR AT 5, 8 IR 25l & R (A8 5
(DEL_LNSER(-1)) X} H At JU AN 28 5F 48 b5 09 52 00 (9 18] V5 3R 2001 A 2 25 . T K 0 IR 25k & F 1 42 )
(DEL_LNSER(-2)) % Al & e HISE M AN 2.2, H 20 Hofth =A@ PR i FE a1 B35 9 1E

(75) Mok 8 i £

BT SCHTHE 1 &2 E B (VAR AL,  FURFRAII T, BRI /MR & Br R s fema AR, B
BN & R — MRS, & ~N(0,2), Hrh = &g M7 27 250, HRFREAE. (HRNERE
FAABORE, SMTA TS R AW, 75 Z o AT AR 55 b & Rkt GDP ARk LA R Tolk ik f
ARG, 3 55 B ST K b AH L R BRI LAy BT o ikl 57 R B0FH 25 SR BE AL PR B I — A s LA b v

Table 6. Estimation results of VAR(2) model
%= 6. VARQ)ERMHITEER

DEL_LNGDP DEL_LNAGR DEL_LNIND DEL_LNSER
2,072 1535 2.481 1.097
DEL_LNGDP(-1)
[1.099] [0.579] [1.000] [0.456]
4.461 2.140 5.734 5.073
DEL_LNGDP(-2)
[2.421] [0.826] [2.363] [2.159]
-0.332 -0.205 -0.433 -0.027
DEL_LNAGR(-1)
[-0.862] [-0.379] [-0.855] [-0.054]
0.785 0.294 1.011 1.010
DEL_LNAGR(-2)
[1.896] [0.505] [1.855] [1.912]
-0.204 -0.025 -0.189 0.042
DEL_LNIND(-1)
[-0.232] [0.020] [-0.163] [0.037]
1.906 1.145 2.385 1.993
DEL_LNIND(-2)
[2.164] [0.925] [2.059] [1.775]
0.669 0.668 0.797 0.189
DEL_LNSER(-1)
[1.212] [0.861] [1.097] [0.268]
1.180 0.466 1.603 1.316
DEL_LNSER(-2)
[2.319] [0.651] [2.394] [2.428]
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Response of LNGDP to Cholesky Response of LNINDUS to Cholesky
One S.D. LNSER Innovation One S.D. LNSER Innovation
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Figure 2. The impulse response of service industry

B 2. AR5l % R Bk o i) R ]

22 ettt A A AR B AR SR B 2

2 NS RIS RIS B IR 5 b K X GDP Al o b & Je B Mok et A 2 b 250 1] o AR SO A
IBERHIY 20 48, BRI AT A0 A R 5 ML A X AR 55 W A R AR MR I, R A QR i 13
PR AR Ik — f A v 22 1 LA X

P SRS R SRR B — MR EE B AR . I 2 s aT AE /T 4 RS A e
XAGGRAR B E N2 ETHaBK s, W 4 WA)E, 228 ETHES . WRBKE, k5
RIS B R K AFAE RS B35 1) A A e 1

FR G R 55 b et TV AEA R BK P AR N o IR 55 Ml A RS oMb A Je 1) o ok 5 R 55 b A Jee v 2 T 1
Kb B KRR &S . ARZAET I 16 HFas, ik 2 TS RENKIRE, k%
b A R TV PR e Je TR B A A 25 1 1 [ b A

e R MRS LA X A R () — AR HEZE R e . BT = Mok TR BT, fEER =
ik 3 T IEAE 0.0075. 5 3 W2 A, pRETITIRREL IR, FEER 10, 11, 12 HEAEIYHE 0.0050. M1 AES
12 WHes, i XA BT IXUERIRIN, RS R XA R R SR R E R o (H XA it
TERAEF 8 RIREE, (HRMNKIIRE, RS R AR SRR T et o KR R B
LR VAR BRI TR — B0 IR A XA R FEAEAFAE B IE e #EE Y, (B RCR AN

3. &5t
ASCHIFH 1978 4% 2016 4F 2 [B] {4 FE I (] 57 71 £k, 32 FH Johanson 1 7347+ Granger [AI 3K &
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1] 5 [ [ U (VAR A 2R % ik v 152 o 500 6 IR S5 Mk R /K R BF K. TR /K SRkl
RIEI 2B 58 RBEAT T SHEWTFE, BEFCRIES R T -

%, M Johanson BB T RIS IRKTE, QPR EACE . MRETAL ML ATAOY A KT 2 8] B A
FE— AR E PR SR R o IR UL IR 5 b e Jeoxe v [ 035 A o B A A A KO RS2

%=, M Granger BFIRIGSI A RKE, 1) MWK ERREIETF K, AR REN R
RERAEBEMR SR R X SBUSERIRT, ARG AE R VE 2 I [ SR K SORE P 7 M Xt 2835 K ke 21 A vl %
KEWER A aBt R ER) R, AR AL 1 AR TAb e A E R R 4, T IGIE R 55
M HAR BERE 32, T EE T RS A TR - 2) MRS R R et s AR R e . A BERIRE N
5 55 M B A Je (U W e AR MV Tl 5 ) AW IR R e i oK 1 BRI K, et 1 Ao A fg o 3) AR 55alk
Wk f =i s TR B . iR S AR R, AR S5 i) R e Glide i Tk R R oK, et 1 ok
Ko

F=, MAEEBR(VARERDHKSRRE, LENKIREILRMNEIIRE, RS RE
R I E T AW AN T A e it R IE [ R0 o T AR HIBR KA, R 55 AR AL AR A8 34 P o0
LA AR R IE AR A IR, ER KRR R B 0, X5 SLbra st R i LA
Bfo QBRI RE P SAPAE R TE, B8 DR TR 2 BH R BAE A B 2R i — B
IS [A] 4 RE AR

=, KRN R B 5 R AT R SR AEAN R BRI TR O AN F (AR BB R A, (ERSS
MR JE R R ARSI R LT G DA R S AR RS o AR 55 iR A A7 Mk 5 ¥ T+ 2%
AN DAL R RIS R S RbR, R R RN IE T &,

4. BUEREIL

MHTSCHI SR T 85 RoRE IR R R R E 25 A DA AL GeAR ML AN TV ) K A A6 AR AR 14
Tt HEZNME I o O T 51 S FRIE R 550 S SR RE 2B 3 3 1 40 DYy THT 4 HR AR 2 Al 55 M 3 R SR
L.

() TEEEIE, BB

SEE AR B R (et B B AR Sl B RREATRL 22 A R RTER[ 7] T T RIK R R I K e B
KA, BRESAEARE T, KEINTEL, #nAUa R EESR I 5200 . i3 E AR 55l R I
i MR R, SLEPHU B R E & AT R R R, N5 58 1 R R 55 bk il A
ARV RIRG AR BSRIE AT B 5 5638, BAEAR S5 AAT $ R FE AT IR mT iR . VR AT
A RATILAE AP A TEMATTHIERI S iR o, VIRST LR e gl . Tl AN [ 28 5 R
Qi AR AT

N Y 513 GHIRIZE AR ST IR AR, BURAT O — REI B BRIk et B i, AR
1MVl T 3703850 1) AR 55 Ml A2 v i A S5 ML R B o e Ak, o AT T BURFIE PT AR HEAT — R BN
A glEk B BN R R SCRFSE IO T PR BOR SR o Gl I S BOR 78 70 R BOAAE T A
SIRECE, (kAR T IH I DIRE .

(Z) BILG— KRS It

A GEA ML AN TV SRR AL fh AN, R 55 b B — R s A e B B A KT A A R 55 O A v 4
REGGRIL, IF HokZAT gt — L RIbnitE. T AEAT S AR IRk, @ ALES — bR 21T ke
) A EIRR G . G IR S ARHEA AT AR AT W BRI $a i s, T AT Bh T i ) AP 138 4+ 38
SRERTRR A 32t R Rl o e 95 Mo N 7 R R 5% < W 0 v P56 S SR K AT b, TRt o A I 55 2 24 48 o 5 9 AP
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OB BIIRSS R L LM E A R . FE Tk, BURR ] R R L gt AT R N E
PV A, BEARAEAT W i 72 3R B B FOARAEAL R, ATk B A AR R MV B 1 R
S56r o HEBNIF IR LS54 GE R 55 b K AR EAL LR, AR AT ML R PR SEIURVE A MR AEAL o XS ANTRT A
IR 546 E A RO A 55 A, LUASEAR ] A0 R 55 E 5 AT 0F Bl AT A3 8] - 7 e e 55 o et i 25 384T 5
THR LR B S b, A T3 ot SRS )

(2) BHHESRS T LERE

R A2 TR E T R s A LT AP 38 F o8, BUREY . EXFERadrids+, i
KA CX I AV 555 ML TtA R BHRRC B DI RE8]. T I, BUITRL 24 73 B YRIZ A TT IO iRk 55
MR, TRERS AR I BB A, BHHT I W A Se e A, SEHLAE P BRI H sl I
bk, BUR N VEE R 55 ML 17375 5 AR R BROIR 55 AR, St e 52 328 W] R AT Mk 22 FEobm o DA R 3 AT
MR AL HIAT IV HE N L o ERGR B AR A 25 R AR IR S5k A P B e, FEBI. . LAl
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