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1 1992 2002
Table1l Grow th ratio of input resource and aggregate output in 1992- 2002
Y ear Output L abor Capital Y ear Output L abor Capital
1992 Q 514 Q 105 Q 366 1998 Q 076 - 0 040 Q 130
1993 Q 797 Q 162 Q 582 1999 Q 121 Q 013 Q 099
1994 Q 435 - Q027 Q 330 2000 Q 071 Q 009 Q 080
1995 Q 508 Q 070 Q 406 2001 Q 085 Q 021 Q 099
1996 Q 104 Q 050 Q 124 2002 Q 114 Q 015 Q 119
1997 Q171 - 0034 Q 217
2
Table 2 Contribution ratio of production factor and technical development
Year % m o L B K Ea EL Ek
1992 Q 514 Q 298 Q 060 Q 156 Q 579 Q 117 Q 304
1993 a 797 Q 456 Q 093 Q 248 Q 572 Q 117 Q 311
1994 Q 435 Q 310 - 0015 Q 140 Q 712 - 0035 Q 323
1995 Q 508 Q 295 Q 040 Q 173 Q 580 Q 079 Q 341
1996 Q 104 Q 022 Q 029 Q 053 Q 212 Q 278 Q 510
1997 Q171 Q 098 - 0019 Q 092 Q 572 - 0114 Q 542
1998 Q 076 Q 043 - Q023 Q 056 Q 563 - Q299 Q 736
1999 Q121 Q 071 Q 008 Q 042 Q 589 Q 063 Q 348
2000 Q 071 Q 032 Q 005 Q 034 Q 448 Q 073 Q 479
2001 Q 085 Q 031 Q 012 Q 042 Q 363 Q 140 Q 497
2002 Q 114 Q 055 Q 009 Q 050 Q 478 Q 078 Q 444
2 ,1992 2002 R%*= Q 971 160,DW = 2 505 (6)
Ea : R? Q 980 74,
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3 1992 2002
Table 3 Grow th ratio of input and output in 1992- 2002
Y ear Output L abor Capital Y ear Output L abor Capital
1992 Q 086 091 - 0 004 367 Q 286 243 1998 Q 006 263 Q 005 904 Q 482 703
1993 Q 198 193 - 0 022 881 Q 178 838 1999 - Q 006 767 Q 008 748 Q 440 808
1994 Q 374 134 - 0 017 075 Q 202 439 2000 Q 011 828 - 0 010 565 - 0 008 593
1995 Q 268 177 - 0 010 884 Q 440 162 2001 Q 053 575 - 0 010 565 - 0 008 583
1996 Q 157 653 - Q 002 292 Q 327 042 2002 Q 045 770 - Q 014 188 Q 285 686
1997 Q 041 839 Q 005 409 Q 325 409
4

Table 2 Contribution ratio of production factor and technical development

v ear % m o L B K Ea EL Ek
1992 Q 086 Q 036 - Q 004 Q 054 Q 413 - Q041 Q 628
1993 Q 198 Q 183 - 0019 Q 034 Q 923 - 0 094 Q171
1994 Q 374 Q 350 - 0014 Q 038 Q 935 - 0 037 Q 102
1995 Q 268 Q 194 - Q 009 Q 083 Q 723 - Q033 Q 310
1996 Q 158 Q 098 - Q 002 Q 062 Q 620 - Q012 Q 392
1997 Q 042 - 0 024 Q 004 Q 062 - Q575 Q 105 1 470
1998 Q 006 - Q 090 Q 005 Q 091 - 14 330 Q 764 14 566
1999 Q 007 - Q 097 Q 007 Q 083 14 360 - 1048 - 12 311
2000 Q 012 - 0 010 - 0 003 Q 025 - 0 906 - 0 238 2 144
2001 Q 054 Q 064 - 0 009 - 0 001 1 190 - 0 160 - 0 030
2002 Q 046 Q 004 - 0012 Q 054 Q 072 - 0251 1179
[13]
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Fig 1 Trend graph of development of
rural enterprise and agriculture in 1992- 2002
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Promotion of technical development of urban-rural
enterprises on agricultural industry

GUO Ya-jun, ZHENG Shao-feng,W ANG Bo-wen,L i Hua
(College d Econanics and M anagenent,N orthw estA & F U niversity, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract: Thispaper, based on CD production function, calculated the rate of technical developm ent of
the Chinese urban-rural enterprises and the agriculture industry, and analyzed the causal founding by using
granger'smethod relation betw een them. Results show that therew as a notable relation betw een them, the
coefficient being Q 597. T hen proposalsw ere put forw ard about how to develop urban-rural enterprises and

to promote the development of the agriculture industry of our country.

Key words urban-rural enterprise; agriculture industry; C-D producing function; the ratio of technical

development



