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Tab. 2 V and index of industry evolution in different periods in Tibet (1951-2004)
B 1951~1959 1960~1978 1979~1984 1985~1994  1995~2004
SR A A 0.1743 0.0345 0.01%4 0.0283 0.2089
G 04 0.9690 0.9925 0.9954 0.9919 0.9310
LES i3 0, 1.7613 1.0035 0.9510 0.9997 1.0135
03 1.2187 1.0171 1.0512 1.0115 1.0430
3 1975~2004 — ( , %)
Tab. 3 SSM analysis of different periods in 1975-2004
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G WKE 4HEN ; 4EP i 4HwD i (PD)  WKX
1975~1984  H—pmk 353 124 2.27 161 -0.35 1.26 44
Eopalk 1.73 162 2.98 -1.62 0.37 -1.25 -116
HErElk 3.28 269 191 0.16 121 137 112
psea 8.54 166 7.16 0.15 123 1.38 27
1985~1994 7k 12.23 138 13.67 10.37 -11.81 -1.44 -16
Eopak 484 157 36.72 -21.95 -9.93 -31.88 -1035
F=rAlk 11.01 190 24.49 362 -17.10 -13.48 -232
pus7N 28.08 158 74.88 -7.96 -38.84 -46.80 -263
1995~2004 7k 19.91 85 844 8.80 2.67 11.47 49
Fopalk 4429 332 42.00 -2151 23.80 2.30 17
=l 9140 476 24.61 2.90 63.89 66.79 348
St 155.60 134 75.05 -9.80 90.36 80.55 144
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Characteristics and Mechanism of Tibet's Industrial Structure
Evolution from 1951 to 2004

LIU Gang"? SHEN Lei'
(1. Institute of Geographic Sciences and Natural Resources Research, CAS, Beijing 100101, China;
2. Graduate School of the Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstracts: Industrial structure is the base and core of economic structure, and its evolution
relates greatly to the speed and quality of economic development. Based on use of the
correlative methods in industrial economy, econometrics, GIS and statistics, Tibet's industrial
structure evolution from 1951 to 2004 is quantificationally estimated. After pointing out the
four phases of Tibet's industrial structure evolution and their different characteristics, this
paper analyzed the dynamic evolution of the three industries and their inner structure,
employment and production structure, and upgrade and conversion of industrial structure by
indicators. Furthermore, it concluded the analysis on output of inner structure evolution in
three typical periods of 1975-1984, 1985-1994 and 1995-2004 by using the SSM method and
also the transformation of industrial barycenter of farming, forestry, animal husbandry and
fishery by using GIS technique. Then the main driving forces of Tibet's industrial structure
evolution are summarized as follows: restriction of demand structure, diversity of resource gift,
the influence of government and policies which play a very important role in the industrial
evolution and the rapid development of techno-innovation ability of burgeoning industries.
Finally, adjusted & optimized strategies with the rudder rule of "Optimize the tertiary
industry's inner structure, ensure the primary industry's advantages, and support the secondary
industrial development specially" are brought forward.

Key words: industrial structure evolution; Shift-Share Method; Industry Barycenter Analysis;
Tibet



