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Abstract

“The Period of the 14th Five Year Plan” is an important opportunity to consolidate and expand the
achievements of poverty alleviation and realize the revitalization of the vast rural areas in China.
The sustainable development of rural economy is an important path to realizing the prosperity of
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the country, the prosperity of life and the happiness of the people. However, in recent years, many
problems such as serious pollution and low level of industrialization in rural economic develop-
ment have restricted the process of sustainable development of rural economy. There is few data
empirical analysis of rural agricultural economic development on the issue of sustainable devel-
opment of rural economy. In this paper, with the help of the Solow-Swan model, we will conduct
empirical research from the perspective of the amount of capital and the labor force. Through the
auto regression moving average model, first, we analyze the trouble of rural economic develop-
ment, then analyze the role of the amount of capital and the labor force in the sustainable devel-
opment of rural economy in detail, and finally put forward some targeted policy advocacy for the
sustainable development of rural economy.
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1. 7

ARAPARNY 228 T B AT R et T3 [ 0 5 A > A e R R B A HE KR G, IRAE AR HLm T ) 2 TR %1«
EMNERI AT R R T, AMERIL, T HAFREIIEMER 2T, ZHHE AR
Mt B[1], 170 6 A R SR AT AN RO 22 55 R R AIRIF A 03X — 38 43 Ji DR A2 [ M 30 B, R 7 3 e [X ¢
R G K AR 5 R FEACT AN, HEEMARA RO R IR R AR %, iR B S 2 84T 70, 53—
77 10 PR O B A AT L X E A A s, H T SR K RE R B RO SR A L
A T AR 1 X 2035 A R AT e e it i Bt A AR AT M [2] o

AR BIR, AR LG AT R R O AR A T B HEAGHT R AR,
INEAL R IR MATIRRE, AR —WRHEREF S RN, EIEREZL G A xRS
FEXRFRAS AL LT REL R e, MiAMALZ GDP M. A3 GDP 8K 545 i Kb, &A
ZUEHT R S RARMEL VA . SCBURN 25 G ARSI E SRl 5t mdl ] RRSE R R, IXAEIR
REMZFRSERORY - G P AR TR FERE. RY - WA R i 5 R,
BRAGEARENE TR EEEEK, MRt g K ZBININERER, HFnTiEE™
MR, BAE AT 2B R AT SRR AR A A LA A H 1™ 4%, (ER T FE R E AR A X 225
RIEIA BRI 5 X [3]. B2 SCAIRMAAR N 96 AR LR 2 5 R AU T RA 5 5735)
NI, i B 22 3o B i I 3R 5 WA T AN R AE N A G R R EZ N 2, Pl B A T 574 B 4%
RIS R e R T I A X TG, TR 1 SRR AR T st R Ik, X B AR 5K
B JUm o AR R IR AZ G, S IEaRE, ikl o’ Mg i
SEE R 7 RS, HS5IE AR X SR At g, 5T L SALHI S 1A R DR AT i
H[4].

FECAH ISR, VF2 B N A8 R A R R IR I B OB SRS WA, (BRZA TR
DAL FERZ A R I S B [5]. sk b, G MRS - Wiy, BoE B4 5 57 s N E AR K X
SR EERA R, NEXSHR S P ESHEENEEE L5, XTaRA €Mk, FLE,
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T 3ok W %% R LA AT b IX PR 28 B R R IR DU T DUR I, R E AR AT A RSN 1984 42 % 2019 ALK,
H A3 3321 Jo EHKFIANYY 16,021, KT 4.82 fiF; [FIFF 1984~2019 4 A TR H 5 — = B T35 1
PRI 3.22%, 7 HAERK 3.02 £, ARAHLIX A AR 1984 £ 790 o, LiEkF] 2019 4
(1] 2693 Ju, FLHELK 3.42 £ (HEE— LA R A 1984 £ 37,746 N, TFEZE 19,445 A, /b
T 0.94 £ XM 5 — 7 THIRRE T B E AT H X 205 5 i v s e DR 28 T, A7 R H RIS KX g pe 5 3%
P R AR A 205 R B SEBR B L [6] -

R T ARG IX T R R T = b, B CASCRRI B e, R [ N 8 2 238 FE R 45 th B 3l
AN X ARG KR, B2 280 O A BEMN B AR KR, /AR EHT A
Grf K sgma R # o ASCAE B SLUR S SR PR IRAY, EEBEK A OTRE, dx RA H X 2
G R RS R 3R AE AR, AR AR B b, R IG AR bR B A 55 3l J3 K 3 e
K Z G A TTRRAM B S DTRRIEAT T B, IR AE AR SCI B 23 BT 8 2 R 3R AT VA ) O

AHF TN AN H X B IR T 578 5 N VR R 5 AR ML X BEARAF &L, T =38 2 (AR50 50 3R
50 AR TR AR B SCUE S A AT RRRE,  EE QA BRI AR A b X 28 5 1Y K 1) TE B R B AR [ 7]

BETX—HI, ACAEHRHTIEAE E, 2 450 3R ER A X R IR, fEH 1984~2019
b [ E R givt R S b E G B A R IE, 38 H IR FE 51 23 4 D7 S AR A M X 2 B
KRR HLIX 553 ) N R3S BEARfE B I K I OC R, FF LA AR 52 Hooh AR Hb X 28 5 T 1Rl Kk Fe 1)
X HRG W SCEE W X AT T 0T AR R S B SR IR A b VA B AR A s R DU A
Ko AW 7 BT A () E AR B AT SEUE BT, 18 F FRALAR AL SE (Unit Root Test). B #4556 (Cointegration
Test). #& =AM S O¢ R A6 56 (Granger Causality Test). %218 IERE AL (Error Correction Model) Rl ik i 3. 4
Hr(Impulse Response Analysis)X H & i 2 34T STUE 0 M, oK 7E S 1 5 i 3070 0 SR 45 SR i A7 ik —
WRREULE, $RAHSCEN, WERHBURE X, 4SRRI A LT .

2. RFMXATHFEL RIE L 534R

RY - WL ST KA RNZ A RIRTBAR) M, ENAZERBEARIRL . FrifsiA L2k
PRI A 57 2 A G R A E . TS P A LA A o T B AR AL T2 B A (R R R 5 57
IR A, T Al & SN ARG 8] MARMEH E S S8R, 4RI 1,
WEAN R s N A ZELRFIEK, Forid o, 2019 S EEE— 5730 N {0 19,445
N, XEHRAE 1987 FHE H— =573 A ) 51.5%, 75— 77 TR E S — /A= a2 s £ 3
Fi&a%s, 1984~2019 4 [a]LHEK 3.02 .
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Figure 1. Number of employees in the primary industry from 1984 to 2019
[ 1. 1984~2019 FF 5B — =l ol A%
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RY - AR o T2 G Kb S A BORIED B2, T2 BERIAE ML G368 55 M R i v 77
FEFRBORN, T B AAF RS T A5t KA R USSR 7 S IR RO [9] 0 5 Aox T AN 3 ) 1 A 36
BT, SR 2, B 1978 fEHCE ORI SEAT T RIZE UK, BRI S AR HTIg A 1 H A K
MR, WAE—E R BBk R Y - WS P KR B RE B, IR EROR T R 5 WA BT
TR, SKMRENRR.
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Figure 2. Capital stock in rural areas, 1984 to 2019
[ 2.1984~2019 F R AT X EAXFE

MR E AR X BEAALF B REAE DORE , EARA X BEALF B A 2B ETHESY, ThifE 2001
H~2012 FEAFE BRI T, HAESAT BORE, VA EARSRR) LT 35k[10]. X ULH] H AT E &
b e DXL — S AR P A R R At 55 A FRR TS Vg o AELIRI It R R ) — S [ 8, 91 B A e i P 5 B A
RS, X5 A Ja SR T B AR .

1B AR A X 2 BT S A B IR R IUEHTARIL R, — IR KA = =ik e, it
BRI 2GR R T 2L, NHEE— PR R R R B, 53 4h—J5 T E X SR A B AL E 57 8)
Ttk iR 2@, FRETHBORSHR, RRMNIBX FET SR 2 K, ARl JE 5 5E
fitfo MOACRT X A A JE, PEBERE B kAR G RRZ D R, TR 120 Ot 2 F R e
SEEIIAL], Rl AR E R P AR A H X, AR A 2 R ZHT i AL AR T P AR (H e T
MBI IR A e T A R R AR A, IR AE S5 A A ORBE R DI RE, AR A8 T T T EA

R 2T A AR 225 R R R o A R B B, AR AE R DAk AR 3T ) 2 R ROk
JeRi[12]. SefHoNEl th s IR L CRR LR T R RGO HIAIE P, UG AT TG .
P28 Tk AL B 5K R PIRE, AE TACHIGERT B, A SCHF Tolky D9 M SR AEAR F0 i A7 1 3 1k 14
Hal) s AR TAVACIE B SRR UG, Tk SR ST SCRpRA,  sEal Tk R0l 37 5 R A o
AR, ARtk ER . 7 [13]

171 38 [ AR b 3 [X 58 A B AR BRAR AR L B I T MV B T TR A JE A A AR Ml XA e ik 4 4 4
“IUEGET A5, WIS RN TS AR b A i R

HHNRE - WL vh 0} T 520 B A B RN AR B e R AE T HRAT A2 D8 R I RN El, A
BB F BRI, X T HAFAT NRERBOL TR . 1911 4, Bm E SCHIRAER AR E AT X
RROCHRE A (BRI L) —BhREEAR “REL5 TR, BRBEEE LG T,
FeoE T BN AR R E RO TR B A A 5 R, 9 IR B AR S 5 A BIRE T BO e T

DOI: 10.12677/fin.2024.141018 156 G


https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2024.141018

FMISFH

Ja B2 T 2 SCEIRARGR N o B 2 AR SRS B LB R I e VR O 2R b, HEE R S MR iR, R
WORTR T T B AR SRA DI T 7= dh A ag 577 i o, SRR TR i 7 A DT M R ML AT M2
(L 25 U 52 B Wi 2 R S [14] -

(HAESEPROE e BATRIL, B TR AW O GOEE ) RAAR A X, HK 2 73 78 3 ) o PG 6
WX, BOREIOEMXTE, REFEEMX eI AL KRB REE R, HEXERS
KBS BB LR AE T o B A 3t Db P P B, MARBEBE 0 T A NS EROA RSy . BRI AR A 3R
PG AR ) ORAR A 1 X AE _E IR PG Ty 28 BB SN o0 A P B AR S R D RO AN B, (BIRATEE R S0
BRI R b, A5 TT DLAE S5 7 e ELE TR T AL

3. {RENEE, BEKIESWMRTE
3.1 R&5(Hh

TR R AT, RIRH  REASE AT PR, ELaT R BB AR, X R R - Wi
RA R AL B, REARE - HHER R 5 e B AT GO I AR 25 [15] . X BB 5] AT KR
MOMERr: BRI R SRR, AR Z(O) 2N R AR & t (T E R AL, AR & Z AAIRFTE] t 206 A] t+ At 1)
B IQE S S 1l

Z(t+At)-Z(t)
T
WRAER A AR B At =1, WIFEAR & Z(t) 6 T B [ 3G R 0k R 08
Z(t+1)-Z(t)
PTTIm

PR 5 K RS2 TSI, ESSE KRR E RN, A EHRY - IR,
H 2D G KRR, SARTRREIERALE I 301, HRBR e — A8l Ak =0
R R b, SINEKAZFOX PGB b 715, U] 7= K Ay LA oy, T8N0 5 4% 2
TN A5 A P AR AR AR O

Y, = Af (K, N,)

Hrp AREERA R, KATAR, N AYANOBRARE., 5 LRRTHKRMIE, aRHREN
9y =09a+ag, + /59y
B 2 = AR R ATt + AR R it + Fr s K ity A E A R R H M
HUESEL & SPS I wlBu e p w2 Ep YRR
9a =0y —a0, — Sy

RIGRY - W R TR BB (1) Gbrt— AT TALE " — R38R 2R e (2) A
FAEE PR 5 (B 25, HBURT IR A0S . (3) L/ IIABRIMAAZ . (4) L¥rEoR. N 55
AT IHE FEAME

T RBEME FK ST R B G R S 50l e b SR B A X A B e, RIE ()R, HAR
TRV A IRA R B IR B, SCRAN ] SR AT B 4R, WIS K=Y -C,
BN BEA = AN RATSCION — AR RIS o 53 ANX B E 7 (B AR PR R il 5 7
i, BEE—rEr=E, ZmeRMM N RANEE = == motm, Hix BN s A —r=
AN 53 NECEAT i B[ 16] -

i
;é
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Table 1. Data for rural areas

=1L R BXEE

REBRAYTIEBEAN RN ERASDHEREH B B AR  ABBE

1984 3321 2531 41,097 37,746 790

1985 3655 2601 43,522 37,214 1054
1986 3765 2654 45,861 36,991 1111
1987 3976 2709 46,958 36,374 1267
1988 4218 2841 47,763 35,964 1377
1989 4512 2876 48,695 35,452 1636
1990 4836 2901 49,758 35,002 1935
1991 4762 2974 50,042 34,698 1788
1992 5079 3199 52,697 34,011 1880
1993 5385 3392 54,185 33,658 1993
1994 5740 3673 55,412 33,015 2067
1995 6104 4028 57,485 32,985 2076
1996 6345 4187 59,037 32,251 2158
1997 6653 4390 60,135 31,685 2263
1998 6821 4501 62,958 30,976 2320
1999 7056 4727 64,127 30,357 2329
2000 7210 4830 65,541 29,735 2380
2001 7385 4947 67,498 29,147 2438
2002 7448 5064 70,597 28,421 2384
2003 7586 5310 72,589 28,014 2276
2004 7649 5430 74,862 27,643 2219
2005 7865 5741 76,531 26,938 2124
2006 8009 5926 78,647 26,458 2083
2007 8154 6033 80,059 26,014 2121
2008 8358 6268 82,169 25,663 2090
2009 8443 6416 84,967 25,219 2027
2010 8651 6574 86,548 24,859 2077
2011 8742 6818 89,472 24,127 1924
2012 9087 7178 91,065 23,651 1909
2013 9430 7485 93,173 23,079 1945
2014 10,489 8383 97,822 22,546 2106
2015 11,422 9223 101,893 21,919 2199
2016 12,363 10,130 106,478 21,496 2233
2017 13,432 10,955 109,332 20,944 2477
2018 14,617 12,124 113,580 20,258 2493
2019 16,021 13,328 123,968 19,445 2693

I BEERIE T ES R,
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WRIEE 1 e, CLE—SFHR AL, BT R, WE: SEFRAREEN A RERT
TSR, BUAEIE VAl EESE- HIgK, 4R 4% 2.

Table 2. Data for rural areas

2. RIBXEIE

FEHK HAHK K EEREFFEK

1984

1985 5.90% 33.42% -1.41% —26.11%
1986 5.37% 5.41% —0.60% 0.57%
1987 2.39% 14.04% —1.67% —9.98%
1988 1.71% 8.68% -1.13% —5.84%
1989 1.95% 18.81% —1.42% —15.43%
1990 2.18% 18.28% —1.27% —14.82%
1991 0.57% —7.60% —0.87% 9.04%
1992 5.31% 5.15% —1.98% 2.14%
1993 2.82% 6.01% —1.04% —2.15%
1994 2.26% 3.71% -1.91% 0.46%
1995 3.74% 0.44% —0.09% 3.40%
1996 2.70% 3.95% —2.23% 0.98%
1997 1.86% 4.87% -1.75% —1.25%
1998 4.69% 2.52% —2.24% 4.41%
1999 1.86% 0.39% —2.00% 3.47%
2000 2.20% 2.19% —2.05% 2.06%
2001 2.99% 2.44% —1.98% 2.53%
2002 4.59% —2.21% —2.49% 9.30%
2003 2.82% —4.53% —1.43% 8.78%
2004 3.13% —2.50% -1.32% 6.96%
2005 2.23% —4.28% —2.55% 9.06%
2006 2.76% -1.93% -1.78% 6.48%
2007 1.80% 1.82% —1.68% 1.65%
2008 2.64% —1.46% —1.35% 5.45%
2009 3.41% —3.01% -1.73% 8.15%
2010 1.86% 2.47% —1.43% 0.82%
2011 3.38% —7.37% —2.94% 13.69%
2012 1.78% —0.78% -1.97% 4.53%
2013 2.31% 1.89% —2.42% 2.85%
2014 4.99% 8.28% —2.31% —0.98%
2015 4.16% 4.42% —2.78% 2.53%
2016 4.50% 1.55% —1.93% 4.88%
2017 2.68% 10.93% —2.57% —5.68%
2018 3.89% 0.65% —3.28% 6.51%
2019 9.15% 8.02% —4.01% 5.14%

T BRI T R B
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W 2 BB A R ST R, R R NRETT AR R R, BRI ER
FERERIER 20, — G N2 B T BORBIR AR B SR A B . X LB A B A 7 AR AR
TR, 2R 3 .
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Figure 3. Total factor productivity in 1984~2019
[ 3. 1984~2019 L ERE =K

F LA BIFE AT 1991 R 20, BA/KF G 3K 2OUH UG KR, X RERBIATIA S A%
PEONS 77 H 3G R TR S T A BRI K AR PFSTIREUK . TIAE 1991 4F % 2019 4, A BEa A R 2
MK, BRSNS, HEBARBESEE E LTS RIEEIRER, I e 25 R 6 fr
HIRTREAFAZ A, DA A B3 A ™ 20X — I [ Fp 1 BEAT B R AR AGL 36 o

Table 3. Unit root test
% 3. BAIRMLE

A ADF ¥ 5 L Rt i e B4 B KCF (Il A1)
Ax* —5.388406 T RO 8 1% (—3.639407)

TE: **FIRTE 1% 35 KT B AR AR ) SRR

MF 3 HRTCUR H, TEEE G, R RS G . e AR R, B R
) ADC F 5608 N—5.388406 < —3.639407, fF 1% /KT FIEA A AR IR B, IAMAHARAT
FERAIAR, RBP4 . XU, DR 20 TR X g K psgm o,
B A E A S, HNEIRRE, SRR ESE 1.25% F Mg, HiE
N 0.0063, XiEEAMEEMAORE, STREMRARN AR, (HEFEFE—ERE Ll THEAK TR
FHHT S A AT Hb X 28 57 B K 5
3.2. #AYAA

TEWETE AP R UL Ger TAEZE b, B T HOR R 352 el S 1 K e R R T H LS IR R R 215
i, EASERREE R IR R B ¢ B A0 AT M 2 [17]. IR SEPRih S R g v, w422
BRI T ARG 57 ) N 06 = W 52 EAT A 000 S AT A58 [ VA BRF Fr 4B R SR AT BE 72 b, TIPE %
FESERR = A AU, DA R D - W HEAR AL v S R AR5 55 B N 6 8 355 7 HE AR 72 R

Y = Af (N,K)
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XY FRE ARG, K RRRNBX SR EABRN, L LR 578 . 5
7o R AT Ay, WAL AR

av =A% an AT k4 F (N, K)da
oK oN

fE L, BEARS S E N O I SRR AR AR — @ 3k, RIS N O B KR AL &,
AN B e 2% I ST P 7 TR L, SO — S AR S 57 3 N LR R KT o (HAEFE RIS AL
gk W7y EC R BE UM B AT VA I R A X R AE 22 57, BRIt DO Y e AN o 3 B RE
[E R Ge it a5 v E G i SR 2 A B AT e X 2028, Hlr T TExt R AR A X i rT sk e, Bt
B — P e N7 AR — e A A 3 XN BE AN B B AR X I BTN
By KRR BEARK P M 5Tk, H B Ron T A N LN 5Tk, p AN BR I R e ER IR, RN
BRI A R o M L7 3 KA
y=p+pn+pBk+u

HHE U A e B AR B SR R E AR P AP L R B NS AR 5 — 7k
ML N A=A, AR 1984~2019 F AR Hu X B s st 47 A 75 . b FEdR sk, AT 23—
FEN ANEIFE L ARAT M XN B A AN S — P ML N VB 5, R A2 s B 1K 3 5 5 180 3 R 80k
A
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Figure 4. Change curve of output value of primary industry
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Figure 5. Overall trends in capital per capita and working population
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4 HER T FREEE— M E AR, 145 IR T RER A AR — N &S, FTLLE
B IR AR S, FREE— PN O 2IRE TS, ma~hS5ea b, WEIak ErEds,
HHAEEFR AT, T AR B S A 0 B AFE BT, R FRAT7E S5 T A S 7 b eh AT e LA
WIEE PR, (AR REAAE R R R FRATRE T X = ZH AR AT A2, it o L B AR AR 56,
XF PR RATI AL, TR T PR AR BB, 1M 5 AT MRS, PRSI ARMA R,
A% AR SS, WA SRR 2R R R, R milid iR B RER, HTife A . AR TR
R IERET (PESHEL) (1984 3] 2019 4E54E). E R 4511 )5(1984~2019).

3.3. SCIESHrTE

N T BRI R I 5, TEREAT I IR 51 B0 AR B b, 1 4K R Dickey #1 Fuller (1981)
P& 78 FR IR ZE U BIAH DG Y] ADF BRI ARKT 3%, i B B iadt, T PR e A S g AT A B AE
ZONERRRT R H] s an AR S B, S A TRA A X A AR B AT P R 4G 36 (Cointegration Test) 7> 1)
B S — P M N GURUR A AN F81 88 AR B 5 58— P Mk N3P~ 2 R R BAFE KT B G R

PP EE R R AIE 7T 43 BT T R (8] P 5 ) — AN R EE 7 . Engle and Granger (1987)45 Hi, Wi B AN B#
AN UL AR AR 8] 7 51 (5 76 AR PR 18] 5 410 (4 2 P4 4 B A P A R ST T 5 810, DR e P A sf
FF B2 MR, FRAFEI AR LR ML & 0 B 7 RE, AT AL 9 B8 75 R A A7 1 100 Ok 6 A (R
Fafty it 18] 5 91)) 2 T AFAE K I B0 7 6 R o DS S 0T 70 20 M I PRt 1a) 2 5 ) — A B B vk

4, SCUERIRER S iR
4.1, BIIIRELE

AWHFFIH Eviews FfF, AR ZTUT FIAHC M ADF SAARKE IR, 6 & A8 kA7 A AR A
5, DAHfE AR B P AR PE[18]. T Je R AR HE X B — Pl A A, A BEAE . S — ol A8 U
2, DLk HE 930, 7 LNNG LNKL LNY 7R, #2498 ADF AR AR S0 &, LNN. LNK. LNY
SHEBONARTFRAE, TREBI FARFRAEAIR A2 0%, SR IE 4 HPALNN. ALNK, A
LNY 43535t A A i — B 2240l . W72 1 AT UAE L, G0t — M 2240 kB 5 B AT i 8] 2 51 B 7
1% E/KF T AR2FRa .

Table 4. Unit root test
= 4. BAIRKLE

B ADF ¥ 5 (L Tt i J B 4 B KCF (A1)
LNY -0424127 B L M e A T RN KT 9 10% (—3.204699)
ALNY** -3.942111 TR 9 1% (-3.639407)
LNK —2.782452 B B ARG T TR H 0 9 10% (-3.209642)
ALNK** —5.429151 B R e A TR BT 9 1% (—4.252879)
LNN -1.027824 B 2 e A TR 9 10% (—1.610747)
ALNN** -5.982387 B 2 M A TR S0 9 1% (—4.252879)

T **FORTE 1% 55 KT EAR AT AR ) SRR

4.2. thEERLH
i T iR A AR R, BRIk, FRATRT AR Johansen B AGI6 4 W EAN 1 L A& ARG R,
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Hadk— e A AR B Z AT SR R HPARA IS FRATAT LLRNGE, DLNY. DLNK. DLNK = &
7B 38085 A 2 e R A TR 50000, A S b Bl 7 e N 2% 5 B A TR 250015 (Johansen, 1994 XK.
KA, 2004). 1 Johansen Pk 46 — Pk T [l & [ [ AR B ARG B0 T v, FEAR IR R, AL AE St
5E VAR FRA 458y, HR4E SC AT LA %2 DLNN. LDNK. DLNY #% f s fle i Ja %0 05 [FIR,
BATFIH Q it EAeLe . PRFRI LA IB AL I8 i — DA 30 5 HIHCH 0 1) VAR B8, RILHMEGER
Uf, FREFIIEARM, M mmEEa. sk b, FRATAT LT B SG, 45 sk 5 Fion.

Table 5. Results of co-integration test of rural capital, employment and output (sample interval: 1984~2019)
2 5. KA BEARFMLABS =B AR ERAEARXE: 1984~2019)

TR B ENEH FHIEE EGEt i
5% E KT P &itiE
None** 0.601545 47.21346 4291525 0.0175
EEA 0.297344 16.84818 25.87211 0.4264
B2£24 0.145862 5.202866 1251798 0.5675

T **RIRAE 1% 22 7KCF EIRZE A AR K JER B

PR IGTE 1984~2019 FEIFEAX A, PhBER R T84, B DLNY. LDNN. DLNK =/MF&
Z RGN ER R, RIS R E B IR, A DS RR E 8 IE AR
ecm =1.00000+1.475145—0.024671—0.00904

M LNY. DNK. LNN =M 8] [P 5 2 2«

LNY =0.024671* LNK —1.475145* LNN +0.00904

XFH] T A 1984~2019 4Erh, =R LNN 5 LNY fZE MKW EIL R, (B LNK 5 LNY 2
) K 55 R AR . WA UAIE 1984~2019 4], RAHLIX B — Mk N3P~ 55—l
WKL AFAE— AN IR R, AR X — =k A 37~ HRUR A XN 3 AR & (R A7 fE IE R &R, (=
B AR X B — P A E R T .

XU HIE 1984~2019 4F[H], SE—r MO Gk F 2 TFRFES, AWBEAEERI EAE&ESR, Sk
ki, U KR aEHEAREER, HEARMI AL B 2L Em[19], e LR ard, &R
WK R RIS, HEARER, FUEER b o] LA 2 AR K s, BAEx AR X
Fr AR BB PN NBCRAR A H XN A B DA 30, R AT REAFTE K I35

fHYE LNY. LNK. LNN =AM S K 0 00 R G, BT SO 3 2 (5 B A fff e HL AR 5 2 [
MR I RAR, TLARIL LNK X LNY FIZBZ) REOF AR, X UL FE L5 K& R AN 3 3 A7 AE
X F S — A N3P M RS R, (HAE LNN X LNY 289, w LLE B 28— =l i A 3577 H
AR, AR R R A 25— A NSRS, 58— A B R MK, XA 4 i
L RTRAEBATE 1984~2019 4[], A B A h R S R 3R R Ko 8 — Pl R R STk K

4.3. E=ARERKLLE

fE_ LR, R4 LNN. LNK 6 LNY X =#F R EAEKYC R, H LNK 5 LNY &K1 6
KAEFALEZE, BRI EIE— DR RS AR RAG 30 AR B 7] S R T LA, Ha i 5 Tk
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A AIC, SC AT HQ HEMHEAT ISR, 4R UK 6 Piow:

Table 6. Variable lag order selection test
6. TEHEMEBUEEFRE

Lag AIC
0 —15.63520*
1 —15.43244
2 —15.34027

sc HQ

~15.49779* ~15.58965*
~14.88279 ~15.25024
~14.37838 ~15.02143

Vi *FRORAEZARAE T T B 5 U

M5 AIC. SC A1 HQ HEN, FATATLLIEFE O B e fIe i Jm T AT

ZRF BRI, £ 7R KRZALNN

FIALNK [FJALNY FRE 2 AR RS 5 5¢ R, AL 6 7 LAAF 5N, 7R et f5 3 0 B LAJS , ALNN 5ALNY
f] Granger [A RAGILE R K H, £ 5% ERFEL T, 54 “ALNN A ZALNY 1 Granger J& R ” 154
N HALNN SZALNY [ Granger JREK . SRT0 5 —J71H0, £ 10%MEEE T, ALNK A BAALNY 1)t

AVA
EVZSP

Table 7. Granger causality test (sample interval: 1984~2019)
%z 7. Granger B R4&58 (FEAXIE]): 1984~2019)

A TR IR FEAE F 4t P&t
ALNN ALNN A ZALNY [f] Granger Ji [l 0 33 3.93786 0.0311
ALNY AS/ZALNN ) Granger J5 [Fl 0.06238 0.9397
ALNK ALNK A ZALNY (1) Granger Ji [A] 0 33 1.02271 0.3727
ALNY AZALNK [f] Granger & [l 0.10899 0.8971
Rseponse to Cholsky One S.D.Innovatinns ? 2 S.E
Response of DLNK to DLNK Response of DLNK to DLNK
0.020 0.020
0.015 - 0.015
0.010 0.010 -
0.005 0.005
0,000 T~ s 0.000 —smeees
w0005 T T -0.005 B
-0.010 -0.010
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Response of DLNK to DLNK
0.08 0.08
0.06 0.06
0.04 0.04
0.02 0.02
0.0 0.0 -
0.02 -0.02 1
-0.04 -0.04 T
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Figure 6. Dynamic response of per capita capital stock in rural areas and per capita output growth of primary in-
dustry in rural areas to related shocks

E6. RITMXABEAFES RA X E— /=l A2 KK R E RIS KN
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SRMIIRYE R Y - MHERRS R 04 b, EVEAR. S5l HEFF R L, P ERF X S — kA
P17 5 A XN 38 B AR TR EE — = M MOl N A7 AR A AR B B 6 AR [20], 1B AT 8 B T o B 24 AR
TP b X 28 55 A SRR PE R 55, A3 AR AR H X 7= tH DTHR AR, X P REJ2 S 8U7E Granger [RARAGLS H,
1E 10%HIBEEE TR, WAL “ALNK RZALNY f Granger J5U[R 7 5 #,

EH T 22 208 R SRS 38 TR VR UE SR A L XN 3 B8 AR A R R AT B X 3 — P A3 7= K SR B, [
BEFRATTE ER A F = E B (VAR) AT o O 23 Bt (Impulse-Response),  BLidE— DAL IR R A &2
IR . 1 6 FE AR HiL X NI W AAE B 5 AR AN L DX 58— 77k A 3477 S K6 AR 5 o o PR 3 285 S v

M6 FET LR e (1) AT AN B AP S o) A b2 R E S (2) R A TEA
A5 IR BT LA B — P A7 S BOL = R W WA 5)y, ARG 2 SIS B S KB 8, S
3 WILLE, IXFPdi RN A4S DA o GX IR AT L X NI B A A B 5 AR AN M DX B — Pl A7 K
i E EAEA R (VAR), —H AR — BN EHEXRR . RWIER TRY - e RERS bt
RATHIIX A3 G AAE B 5 RIS H X S — 7= Mb AN37 HKH  08 R 72 [21]

5. LR BUREIN

SCUES RIS MR FRERA X 1984~2019 4E[H], KRAMIXZFHIKE, Tik2AERIR Tk
RESAEM TS R b, B R ST RN X 2GR AR, B TAAE SRS SME R K 15
Wi, AR SRS — A N GRS BT o th 2 (A5 AR DX S (3 (ELAE BRI A I X 22 T R
H T B IXOR RAEAE —E 257, R E NI N R R A X (i sh, X SHRY - HHEpit
AR AR N DRI R, AP LA, A TIAEAS AR A 1 X F) 57 Bl N 11 R RE RS AR A i X7
MR 525K N EZL MR, (HAESIRSHED s, BT 2B m A RN, R X 5T
NN IR I AR BN RA X R IR R, WIFAR SOV E S BUR 2 L0 KRR R AR “ =
TUER T R . XS5 RARIERS AR R E AR A B IX 22 5 A e R rh, RIS X B AAF 8 557 3 N 15k
W& “mAARE” FIKR, HE LGB BAN TG G 18 1 117 5 38 H T3 EAR A XK
IR A R, RN IE ] AR M X ORI KL SEAF 7, HAEBUT AN X 28 5% A e s 5
TR TR LA 5T, BB ARSI X B AT AR 2 5 AR X AR B B R s

FEPE R AR PU AR ARAT DX, 28— 7 Ml A7 A1 D i e [XAR b ] P 80 5 i ) B B0 B AR b 5 RORS
WX 2P R R E H br, HAE AT IE H AT 2w sk NN B 2B, 1 R AR i X AEE 57 3 A Heok
FEpAROL e S IR AR E it 2, TR X R A B R S HEOR IR R T T AR A XA
A R B IE A SRR, AR AEEEZ AR M SGE DT EAAERUTRIER, JF HX T a5
A XAN T RRB R e, RRE T AK, DRUEA 288 € 55 77 T th /& A A1 o

FEFFEE, T ORAR X S BAA U [X AT RF 82 X — B H bR AN ENFE ), SR SEBUAR AT X
PSR EIX — HAR, WG il B 2 HE S OW o Ao T A vk b SCRI SR 21 B il TG 5 02 QLB
T3 TR R T RARA X ARIA R 22 5 T BTG G il R, LB I S ST AR P ST, A T
TR MV RRE SR A P B R, R STARVE SERIN, IR 4 B A7 AR I PABE ) A B X T i
By 53Ty TR B r G S XA A AR A KRR T, N5 R Al Bt 5, s X IRN )
FEFOME, R IR AT 2 B L TR, IR IR AR L X BLACAL . UL S SR A AR R
FAMEERS BRI 2 A S B FELE, SR A L, R ERmE BITBOKT, BRI 2 U7
FRANIER, I TG, J A S B IRIE, AL AODAR ™ S i RSN, 38 S it 25 4 B KA
2 SR RAF IR o B B AR B A e {1 FH -5 B A AR BAR AR I R, Hh - SEAE M v 3%
AN T2 BF R M TTRRBUR, AR A B 2%, FAR D BT 8 X bR B BOkF I E A
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