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Fig- 2 The changesof proportional abslute difference of industries
betw een theW estern and thew hole country
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Fig- 3 The ratio of increase of tow nship and village enterprisesw ith

the increase of the primary industry
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Tab.3 Degree of econan ic development centralization in some provinces of W estern China (%)
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Tab.4 Degree of the difference of econam ic development (per capita GDP) in sameW estern provinces
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On the Industrial Spatial Structure of theW estern China
FAN Jie, CAO Zhong-xiang, LU Xin
(Institute of Geographical Sciences and N atural Resources Research, CA S, Beijing 100101 China)

Abstract: Theproblensof industrial structure are the key factors leading to the low liness
of regional econom ic developmental quality in theW est Judging by the situation of re-
gional industrial gatial structure and its evolutive process in China, theW est isaw ays in
the trough of Chinese industrialization process, and als, the upgrading eed of industrial
structure lags behind the East and thew hole country. A s a result the econom ic develop-
mental level of theW est goes behind the East and thew hole country and the gap is broad-
ening ceaselessly. T he characteristics of industrial structure of theW est are based on the
condition of natural reources, w hile the mpactsof national macro strategy of regional de-
velopment are the leading motive pow er w hich makes theW est the regional type of indus
trial structurew ith both higher ratio of state economy and low er level of technology. At
the same time, the mpactsof national macro regional policies lead to the differences of e-
conomic levels anong provinces and between cities and countries Based on analyses
above, the authorsput foiward the key notes of adjustment of industrial structure in the
W est: it is difficult for state devotion to change the status of theW est in national macro
regional industrial structure and the situation of its industrial structure evolution; the su-
periority of reurces should be understood renex edly and the Iim it of environment to eco-
nom ic development should be paid much attention to; the strategy of industrial econom ic
development must transfer from* richening region” to“ richening residents’, from enlarg-
ing of quantity to mproving of cepability of econom ic sustainable development, and from
reducing the gap of econom ic developmental level to slackening the broadening of the gap
of econom ic developmental level asw ell as reducing the gap of scial developmental level;
the state should distinguish different regions to support and should egecially lay much
stresson the development of country economy, etc .
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