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GDP
L « ) ) () (%) %
2 3 4 5 6
1991 331.3 510.2 841.5 26.7 3.9
1992 283.1 445.0 728.1 20.9 2.7
1993 269. 4 411.3 680. 7 15.7 2.0
1994 289. 1 366. 2 655. 3 12.6 1.4
1995 340. 7 327.8 668. 5 10.7 1.1
1996 426.5 337.4 763.9 10. 3 1.1
1997 523.7 368.5 892.2 10.3 1.2
747.2 15.3 1.9
: 2 ,1998
) 3 “ " 23 4
« " 6 4
GDP ,
) P ,
; P
P , ,
' , &P
1,1991 4997 ,CDP
2 P
P ( ) P (%)
1 2 3
1991 420.8 2.0
1992 364. 1 1.4
1993 340.4 1.0
1994 327.7 0.7
1995 334.3 0.6
1996 382.0 0.6
1997 446.1 0.6
373.6 1.0
2 4 2; 3 GDOP
,1998
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& 1% 2% %00

2
, @DP
, , 1991 —997 ,&DP 1.0% 1991 ,
2.0%, 1995 1996 1997 0.6%
, P
, GNP
&@P , , 10 % , 1987
, CDP 1.6% ,
90 , )
, 5% ,
, GDP 0.8%
: 18000 )
40 % , , 1991 —1994
3 1991 —994
1991 | 1992 | 1993 | 1994 1991 —1997
(% | 57 6.7 8.1 8.8
1995 1996 ( '
)
4
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997
(%) 28.0 2.5 36.3 43.8 33.7 44.2 45.8
1991 1094 1995 11995
1995 11996
1997 1998 1996
1997
, 1991 —994 ,1995
1996 1997
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, , 1996 1997 1994
1994 , 1996 1997 8.8% , 1991 997
5 1991 —997
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997
(%) 5.7 6.7 8.1 8.8 0.0 8.8 8.8
&P
6 &P
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997
(%) 5.7 6.7 8.1 8.8 0.0 8.8 8.8
( ) 461.0 689. 1 1145. 6 1703. 6 0.0 2559. 3 2794.2
GOP (%) 2.1 2.6 3.3 3.6 0.0 3.8 3.7
2 7 3 2
, 1998 ; 4 3 GDP, ,1998
) ) , 1991 4997 ,GDP
2.7%, 1996 3.8%,1995 ( )
; 22.0%,
20.7% 21.1% 21.8% |, , 20 %
, 70 % 1991 997
&P
7 P
@P
. (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
2 3 4 5 6
1991 20 14 3.7 3.7 0.9
1992 20 14 3.8 3.8 0.8
1993 20 14 3.8 3.8 0.8
1994 20 14 4.2 4.2 0.8
1995 20 14 4.2 4.2 0.9
1996 20 14 4.2 4.2 0.9
1997 20 14 4.3 4.3 0.8
20 14 4.0 4.0 0.8
,1997 ,1998
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& 1% 2% %00

2
2 3 2 70%:; 4
3 , 1998 ;. 5
5 GDP ,1998
, , , 1991 —4997 ,@DP
0.8%
GP
&P
8 &P
ADP( ADP(
1 ( ) ) (%) (%) (%) (%] (% (%) ( ) ( ) )
3 4 5 6 7 8
2 9 10
1991 21617.8 3.3 2.0 0.8 2.1 -0.9 3.1 670. 2 22288.0
1992 26638. 1 3.3 1.4 0.8 2.6 -0.8 2.1 559.4 27197.5
1993 34634. 4 3.3 1.0 0.8 3.3 -0.8 1.0 346. 3 34980. 7
1994 46759. 4 3.3 0.7 0.8 3.6 -0.8 0.4 187.0 46946. 4
1995 58478. 1 3.3 0.6 0.8 0.0 -0.9 3.8 |2222.2 60700. 3
1996 67884. 6 3.3 0.6 0.8 3.8 -0.9 0.0 0.0 67884. 6
1997 T4772. 4 3.3 0.6 0.8 3.7 -0.8 0.2 149.5 74921.9
3.3 1.0 0.8 2.7 -0.8 1.5 590. 7
2 ,1998 4 2 3 5
4 7 6 8 3—7
9 2 8 10 2 9
,1991 —1997 1.5%, , .
&GP 34. 3 %( ,1999a) ,
10. 3 %( ,1999Dh) , &P
, &GP
GDP ,
, GDP P
, , GDOP
&P
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(1995 ,1996 ,1997 ,1998) , 1995 1996 1997 1998

,1996 ,1997
1995
,1997: )
,1998: , 55

,1999a: GDP , 1

,1999b: —CGDP , 2
Document of the World Bank ,Report No. 13580 - CHA :China GNP per Capita,December 15,1994.
Augus Maddion : Chinese Economic Performance in the Long Run ,OECD ,1998.
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English Abgracts of Key Papers

A Sudy of the Phenomenon as’ Cheap Sale and
Expensive Buy” in China’ s International Cotton Trade

Lu Feng

This paper provides a comparative study on cotton trade performance for 10 biggest countries and re-
gions during a period of 20 years starting from 1978. Strong evidences show that China' s cotton trade
sls chegp and buys dearly ,i. e. China usudly takes a postion as a net cotton exporter and exports
more while the world market cotton priceisreatively low and acts as a net importer and imports more
while the price is high. Thisineficient trade pattern is mainly caused by a mechanism through which
the system of state monopoly and price intervention on cotton amplifies the fluctuation of domestic de-
mand for and supply of cotton ,leading to the unusual large fluctuation in cotton stocks and trade for
China. A complete market reform for China’ s domegtic cotton distribution system is therefore a critica
condition to improve the eficiency in its cotton trade sector.

A Sudy of Some Problems in China’ s GDP Accounting
Xu Xianchun

Thispaper discusses the main problems on China’ s gross domestic product (GDP) accounting : house
hold dwellings services, subsdies,welfare services within enterprises,rural industrial and agricultural
statistics,and measures their effectson GDP in quantity. The results show that athough these prob-
lems have ome efectson the structure of China' s GDP ,but their effectson the aggregate of China’ s
GDP are smdll. Therefore ,the aggregate of China s GDP reflectsits real coonomic growth.

The Impact of the Sructure of China’ s Industrial
Enterprise’ s Ownership on Its Efficiency

Liu Xiaoxuan

This paper is based on the data of the third nationa censusof Chinain 1995. More than 20 industries
with the competition characteristics,including 170000 enterprises from 50000 enterprises as a whole
are slected to measure and compare their eficiency. In the main anayssthe production f unction model
and OL S methods were adopted to measure the impactsof the ownership and the subordinated relations
on the enterprise eficiency. In the comparioon of different typesof ownership it wasfound that the pri-
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