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(1990 =1) 3.65 16.50  19.28 13.62 14
(%) 0.68  22.22  23.54 20.51 ' '
1990—1995  100.00 21.11  20.08 1.03 ,2004
@P 1996—2000  100.00 51.94 22.71 29.23 46.9 %:
2001—2004  100.00 53.85  35.66 18.19
(% 10902004  100.00 44.23  27.21 17.02 32 %,; ,
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3 (1978 —2004)
a b c
1978 9514 9499 9499 — 15
1980 10525 10444 10444 — 81
1985 12808 12358 12314 44 450
1989 14390 13742 13610 132 651
1990 17041 14059 13895 164 2984
1991 17 465 14508 14292 216 2959
1992 17 861 14792 14510 282 3074
1993 18262 14849 14313 536 3431
1994 18653 14849 14101 747 3404
1995 19040 14908 14031 877 3749
1996 19922 14845 13903 942 4710
1997 20781 14668 13583 1085 5762
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a c
1998 21616 12337 10709 1628 8930
1999 22412 11773 9988 1785 10303
2000 23151 11259 9325 1935 11566
2001 23940 10792 8650 2142 12817
2002 24780 10558 7995 2563 13910
2003 25639 10492 7572 2920 14830
2004 26476 9499 — — 15539
a b
;C : , ,
= — + )
(2005 ) .5—4; (2004 ) 14
4 - %
1978 99. 84 — 0.16 0.16 0.00 100. 00 0.00
1980 99.23 — 0.77 0.77 0.00 100. 00 0.00
1985 96.14 0.34 3.51 3.51 0.00 100. 00 0.00
1989 94.58 0.90 4.52 4.50 0.02 99.54 0.46
1990 81.54 0.95 17.51 3.94 13.57 22.49 77.51
1991 81.83 1.23 16.94 4.35 12.59 25.68 74.32
1992 81.24 1.55 17.21 4.69 12.52 27.26 72.74
1993 78.38 2.84 18.79 6.11 12.68 32.53 67.47
1994 77.73 4.02 18.25 8.35 9.90 45.74 54.26
1995 75.67 4.64 19.69 10.74 8.95 54.55 45.45
1996 71.58 4.78 23.64 11.69 11.95 49.45 50.55
1997 67.02 5.25 27.73 12.84 14.88 46.32 53.68
1998 50.99 7.70 41.31 14.95 26.36 36.19 63.81
1999 45.89 8.14 45.97 15.47 30.50 33.65 66.35
2000 41. 47 8.57 49.96 14.70 35.26 29.43 70.57
2001 37.31 9.16 53.54 15.28 38. 26 28.54 71.46
2002 33.43 10.43 56.14 17.22 38.92 30. 67 69. 33
2003 30.72 11.44 57.84 19.20 38.65 33.19 66.81
2004 28.73 12.58 58. 69 20.83 37.86 35.49 64.51
:a , 1 ,
100 %
(2005 ) 5—4
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5 o@P
P DP(%)a GDP(%) b DP(%)c
CY o oy
1990 18547.9 0.29 1.00 3.94 3.57 7.51
1091 21617.8 0.33 1.24 4.36 3.36 7.72
1992 26638. 1 0.40 1.49 4.69 3.38 8.07
1093 34634. 4 0.52 1.90 6.12 3.47 9.59
1994 46759, 4 0.69 2.51 8.36 2.74 11.10
1995 58478. 1 0.86 3.07 10.74 2.50 13.24
1996 67884.6 0.98 3.41 11.70 3.45 15.15
1097 74462.6 1.07 3.58 12.83 4.43 17.26
1998 78345.2 111 3.62 14.93 8.07 23.00
1999 82067.5 1.15 3.66 15.46 9.58 25. 04
2000 89468. 1 1.24 3.86 14.69 11.32 26.01
2001 97314.8 1.33 4.06 15.26 12.54 27.80
2002 105172.3 1.43 4.24 17.20 13.08 30.28
2003 117390.2 1.58 4.58 19.20 13.31 32.51
2004 136875.9 1.82 5.17 20.83 13.33 34.16
a , b
¢ a+b, AP

Informal Employment and Informal Economy in the Economic
Trand ormation in the Process of Urbanization in China( 1990 —2004)

HU Angang, ZHAO Li
(School of Public Policy & Management, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China)

Abgract : China s employment model has undergone a great change during the macro-economic
trandormation period, from the traditional formal employment of centrally planned model to the modern
informal employment of market-oriented model. Urban informal employment has witnessed rapid devel-
opment and become the dominant sector of newly created employment. All theindividual economy , pri-
vate sector of the economy and urban-rural labor migration contributed to a rapid growth of the informal
economy in urban area. Consequently , urban informal economy growth has exceedingly surpassed GDP

growth rate, and already become the most important source of Chinas economic development.
Key Words: informal employment ; informal economy; economic trangormation of China



