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( 3-1), , 1995 2005 s
, 2005
2.28 hm?, R
3.68 hm?.1.74 hm* 1.88 hm?,
3-1
( )

1995 1.40 0.28 1.12]2.37 0.13 2.25|1.11 0.29 0.82|1.02 0.31 0.70
1996 | 1.47 0.30 1.17|2.47 0.13 2.34]1.18 0.31 0.86|1.05 0.31 0.73
19971 1.48 0.30 1.18|2.52 0.13 2.39|1.17 0.31 0.86|1.07 0.31 0.76
19981 1.48 0.30 1.18|2.57 0.13 2.44|1.14 0.31 0.83]1.09 0.31 0.77
1999 1.51 0.30 1.22]2.67 0.13 2.54|1.15 0.31 0.84|1.13 0.31 0.82
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20001 1.59 0.29 1.301]2.82 0.13 2.69|1.20 0.31 0.90|1.21 0.31 0.90
2001 1.63 0.29 1.341]2.97 0.13 2.84|1.18 0.30 0.88|1.27 0.31 0.96
20021 1.72 0.29 1.4313.09 0.13 2.96|1.26 0.30 0.96|1.35 0.31 1.04
2003 1.86 0.29 1.57]3.28 0.13 3.15]1.38 0.30 1.08| 1.45 0.31 1.14
2004 | 2.00 0.28 1.721]3.44 0.12 3.32|1.52 0.29 1.22|1.56 0.31 1.25
2005 2.28 0.28 2.001]3.68 0.12 3.56|1.74 0.29 1.44|1.88 0.31 1.57
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2001 2003 | 2002 | 2001 | 2003 | 2003 | 2005 | 2005 | 2005 | 2005
1.5 2.13 1.78 | 1.84 1.7 3.15 | 2.28 | 3.68 | 1.74 | 1.88
0.8 2.11 1.39 1.22 2.98 2 3.56 1.44 | 1.57
wwi2006
[28] [5] [4] [12] [7] [6]
b
o , GDP
o’ b
2005 ,
C  3-3),
’
3-3
: ( . )
2001 2001 2001 2001 2001 | 2005 | 2005 | 2005 | 2005
wwf200612
2.2 6.4 1.9 0.8 1.6 2.28 | 3.68 | 1.74 | 1.88
1.8 3.3 2.1 0.7 0.8 0.28 | 0.12 | 0.29 | 0.31
0.5 3.1 —0.2 0.1 0.9 2 3.56 | 1.44 | 1.57
GDP 9655 + [3126—9655| 786—3125 | 1703 | 4325 | 8239 | 2998 | 3381
: GDP , 2005
8. 19RMB=1USD 1998—1999  (
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Y A} o 72005
22.37%.3.07%.1.75%.72.37%  0.13%., .
. 1995
2005 s ’
3,
2005 0.28 hm?,
. . . 56.92%,
2.03%.16.78% 24.26%, CO, .
CO, , . ,
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CO,

19951 0.50 | 0.05{ 0.05 | 0.79 |0.001| 1.40 | 0.19 | 0.01 | 0.06 | O | 0.07 | 0.28
1996 [ 0.53 | 0.06 | 0.04 | 0.84 |0.001| 1.47 | 0.20 | 0.01 | 0.06 | O | 0.07 | 0.30
1997 1 0.53 | 0.06 | 0.04 | 0.85 |0.001| 1.48 | 0.20 | 0.01 | 0.06 | O | 0.07 | 0.30




CO,
1998 { 0.51 | 0.06 | 0.04 | 0.87 [0.001| 1.48 | 0.20 | 0.01 | 0.06 0 0.07 | 0.30
19991 0.52 | 0.06 | 0.04 | 0.89 [0.001| 1.51 ] 0.20 | 0.01 | 0.06 0 0.07 | 0.30
2000 | 0.54 | 0.06 | 0.04 | 0.9510.002| 1.59 [ 0.20| 0.01 | 0.05 0 0.07 | 0.29
20011 0.52 1 0.07 | 0.04 | 1.00 [0.002| 1.63 | 0.19| 0.01 | 0.05 0 0.07 | 0.29
20021 0.54 1 0.07 | 0.04 | 1.07 10.002| 1.72 [ 0.19| 0.01 | 0.05 0 0.08 | 0.29
2003 0.54 1 0.07 | 0.04 | 1.21 10.002| 1.86 | 0.19| 0.01 | 0.05 0 0.08 | 0.29
2004 1 0.51]0.07 | 0.04 | 1.38 10.003| 2.00 | 0.18 | 0.01 | 0.05 0 0.08 | 0.28
20051 0.5110.07 1 0.04 | 1.65]0.003| 2.28 | 0.18 | 0.01 | 0.05 0 0.08 | 0.28
2005 , R N N
13.86%.2.99%.0.82%.82.34%  0.14%,
3.03 hm?, ,
. . . 1995
2005 . ,
, 2.5
2005 0.12 hm?,
45.72%.3.57%.4.82%  45.89%, ,
.
1:1, . ,
. .
,
. .



CO,

1995 0.51 | 0.08 | 0.03 | 1.75]0.002| 2.37 | 0.08| 0.01 |0.001| O |0.06 | 0.13

1996 [ 0.53 | 0.09 { 0.03 | 1.81 |0.003| 2.47 | 0.08 | 0.01 [0.000| O | 0.06|0.13
19971 0.53 1 0.09 | 0.03 | 1. 86 |0.003 .001| 0 ]0.06|0.13

1998 1 0.53 ] 0.10 | 0.03 | 1.91 |0.003| 2.57 | 0.08 | 0.01 |0.001] O | 0.06 | 0.13
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1999 | 0.54 | 0.10 | 0.03 | 1.99 |0.003| 2.67 | 0.08| 0.01 |0.001| O | 0.06 | 0.13

2000 | 0.55 | 0.10 | 0.03 | 2.13 |0.004

o
)
£
&
=)
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o
=
=
=

.00L) 0 ]0.060.13
2001 1 0.55]0.11 ] 0.03 | 2.27 {0.003| 2.97 | 0.08 | 0.01 |0.002] O | 0.06 | 0.13
2002 1 0.56 | 0.11 ] 0.03 | 2.39 {0.004| 3.09 | 0.07 | 0.01 |0.002] O |0.06 | 0.13
2003 1 0.54 ] 0.11 ] 0.03 | 2.59 {0.004| 3.28 | 0.07 | 0.00 |0.005| O | 0.06 | 0.13
2004 1 0.50 | 0.11 | 0.03 | 2.80 |0.005| 3.44 | 0.07 | 0.00 {0.006| 0O | 0.06 |0.12
20051 0.51 ] 0.11]0.03 | 3.03 {0.005| 3.68 | 0.06 | 0.00 |0.007| O |0.06|0.12

2005 . . . .
27.90%.3.07%.2.34%.66.58%  0.13%,
1.16 hm?, . 1995
2005 , 1 .
3 .
2005 0.29 hm®,
. . . 69.37%.
2.46%.1.61%  26.58%,
2.6: 1, . .
. ,2005
1995 11.5%, ,
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. ( )
CO,
19951 0.47 1 0.04 | 0.05 | 0.54 [0.0008| 1.11 | 0.23] 0.02 | 0.01 0 0.0791 0.29
1996] 0.51 | 0.05 | 0.04 .58 10.0008] 1.18 | 0.26 | 0.01 | 0.01 0 0.080| 0.31
1997] 0.5210.05 ] 0.04 | 0.57 10.0009| 1.17 [ 0.26 | 0.01 | 0.01 0 0.081| 0.31
19981 0.48 | 0.05 [ 0.04 | 0.58 [0.0009| 1.14 | 0.25] 0.01 | 0.01 0 0.082| 0.31
1999 0.48 | 0.05 | 0.04 | 0.58 [0.0009 1510.25] 0.01 | 0.01 0 0.083] 0.31
20001 0.511 0.05] 0.04 | 0.60 {0.0010[ 1.20{0.25] 0.01 | 0.01 0 0.083] 0.31
20011 0.48 1 0.05 ] 0.04 | 0.61 {0.0011| 1.18{0.24] 0.01 | 0.01 0 0.085] 0.30
20021 0.511 0.05] 0.04 | 0.651]0.0013]1.26|0.24] 0.01 | 0.01 0 0. 086 0.30
20031 0.52 1 0.05] 0.04 | 0.76 {0.0016] 1.38 | 0.24] 0.01 | 0.01 0 0.087| 0.30
20041 0.491 0.05] 0.04 | 0.94 {0.0019| 1.52{0.23] 0.01 | 0.01 0 0. 088 0.29
20051 0.48 1 0.05 ] 0.04 | 1.16 {0.0023| 1.74 | 0.23] 0.01 | 0.01 0 10.0880.29
2005 . N N N
23.32%.3.28%.2.06%.71.20%  0.15%,
1. 34 hm?, 2004 .
’
b
. 1995 2005 .
3, ,
2005 0. 31 hm?,
b
o ’ Y
35.58%.1.42%.41.98%  21.01%,
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, 2005
1995 6.5%, ,
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O,

1995{0.42 | 0.05| 0.05 | 0.50 [0.001| 1.02 | 0.13 |0.004| 0. 16 0 L0651 0. 31
1996 | 0.43 ] 0.04 | 0.04 | 0.53 [0.001| 1.05 | 0.13 |0.004| 0.15 0 . 066 0.31
1997 { 0.43 | 0.05| 0.03 | 0.56 [0.001| 1.07 | 0.13 | 0.004| 0. 15 0 . 066 0.31
1998 | 0.43 ] 0.05 | 0.03 | 0.58 [0.001| 1.09 | 0.13 |0.004| 0. 15 0 L0671 0.31
1999 0.43 1 0.05| 0.04 | 0.61 [0.001| 1.13 | 0.13 [0.004| 0. 15 0 . 068 0.31
2000 [ 0.45 | 0.05| 0.04 | 0.67 {0.001| 1.21 | 0.13 0. 004 0. 15 0 . 0681 0.31
20011 0.451]0.06 | 0.04 | 0.7310.001| 1.27 | 0.13]0.005] 0.15 0 L0691 0. 31
20021 0.4510.06 | 0.04 | 0.80 10.002| 1.35 | 0.13{0.005] 0.15 0 L0701 0. 31
2003 | 0.44 1 0.06 | 0.04 | 0.91]0.002| 1.45 | 0.13{0.005] 0.15 0 L0711 0. 31
2004 [ 0.43 1 0.06 | 0.04 | 1.03{0.002| 1.56 | 0.13 [ 0.005] 0. 15 0 L0711 0.31
2005 0.44 1 0.06 | 0.04 | 1.34 10.003| 1.88 | 0.12{0.005] 0.15 0 L0741 0. 31

4.

,2005 2 hm® ,
1996 1, 2005 7
o 1996
71.12% 2005  82.79%., .
1996 28.13% 2005  16.47%,



3-8 : ( N2
1995] 0.31 | 0.04 0.001 0.79 |—0.07| 1.12 | 28.13| 3.79 |—0.38| 71.12|—6.13
1996 0.32 | 0.05 |—0.02] 0.84 [—0.07| 1.17 [27.70| 4.14 [—1.34| 71.95|—5.93
1997 0.33 | 0.05 |—0.02| 0.85 [—0.07| 1.18 [27.93| 4.17 |—1.61| 72.00 |—5.93
1998] 0.31 | 0.05 |—0.02| 0.87 |—0.07| 1.18 | 26.45| 4.22 |—1.58| 73.49 |—6.01
19991 0.32 | 0.05 |—0.02| 0.89 |—0.07| 1.22 | 26.07| 4.48 |—1.34|73.36|—5.88
2000| 0.34 | 0.06 |—0.01] 0.95 |—0.07| 1.30 | 26.43| 4.26 |—1.05| 72.80 |—5.51
20011 0.33 | 0.06 |—0.01] 1.00 [—0.07| 1.34 | 24.42| 4.38 |—0.83| 74.47 |[—5.40
20021 0.35 | 0.06 |—0.01| 1.07 |—0.07| 1.43 | 24.07 | 4.32 |—0.74| 74.71 |—5.09
2003] 0.35 | 0.06 |—0.01] 1.21 [—0.07| 1.57 | 22.30| 4.04 |—0.83| 76.68 | —4. 68
20041 0.32 | 0.06 |—0.01] 1.38 [—0.07| 1.72 | 18.80| 3.58 |—0.75| 80.43 |[—4. 30
2005] 0.33 | 0.06 |—0.01] 1.65 [—0.07| 2.00 | 16.47| 3.19 |—0.64| 82.79 |—3.74
2005 3.56 hm? , 1996
58.5%, 2005 30
. 1996 78.12% 2005 85.2%,
. ,
3-9 : ( )

1995 0.43 | 0.08 | 0.03 | 1.75 [—0.06| 2.25 [ 19.02| 3.42 | 1.24 —2.58
1996 0.45 | 0.09 | 0.03 | 1.81 |—0.06| 2.34 [19.32| 3.73 | 1.19 | 77.58 |—2.61
1997 0.45 | 0.09 | 0.03 | 1.86 |—0.06] 2.39 |18.92| 3.74 | 1.17 | 77.96 |—2.55
1998| 0.45 | 0.09 | 0.03 | 1.91 |—0.06| 2.44 [18.53| 3.76 | 1.15 | 78.32|—2.51
1999| 0.46 | 0.10 | 0.03 | 1.99 [—0.06| 2.54 [18.16| 3.90 | 1.11 | 78.52|—2.40




(2006—2007) S

2000( 0.47 | 0.10 | 0.03 | 2.13 |—0.06| 2.69 | 17.63| 3.70 | 1.02 | 79.24 |—2.24
2001] 0.48 | 0.11 | 0.03 | 2.27 [—0.06| 2.84 |16.84| 3.79 | 0.94 | 79.93 |—2.12
20021 0.48 | 0.10 | 0.03 | 2.39 |—0.06| 2.96 | 16.31| 3.45 | 0.89 | 80.78 |—2.02
20031 0.48 | 0.10 | 0.02 | 2.59 |—0.06| 3.15 | 15.07| 3.32 | 0.77 | 82.18 |—1.88
20041 0.43 | 0.10 | 0.02 | 2.80 |—0.06| 3.32 | 13.07| 3.04 | 0.70 | 84.45 |—1.77
2005] 0.44 | 0.10 | 0.02 | 3.03 [—0.06| 3.56 |12.46| 2.87 | 0.63 | 85.20 |—1.63
2005 1. 44 hm’ , 1996
76%, 2005 4.9 .
1996 66.23% 2005 80. 07 %,
3-10
e ( 79

1995) 0.25 | 0.02 | 0.05 | 0.54 [—0.08] 0.82 [29.97| 2.75 | 5.84 | 66.23|—9.58
19961 0.25 | 0.03 | 0.04 | 0.58 |—0.08] 0.86 |28.84| 3.68 | 4.06 | 67.64 |—9.19
1997 0.26 | 0.03 | 0.03 | 0.57 |—0.08] 0.86 | 30.59| 3.75 | 3.60 | 66.45|—9. 34
1998 0.23 | 0.03 | 0.03 | 0.58 [—0.08| 0.83 [27.64| 3.88 | 3.82 | 69.34|—9.79
19991 0.23 | 0.04 | 0.03 | 0.58 |—0.08] 0.84 | 27.71| 4.45 | 3.96 | 68.65[—9.79
20001 0.26 | 0.04 | 0.04 | 0.60 |—0.08| 0.90 |29.38| 4.33 | 3.98 | 66.84 |—9.17
2001| 0.24 | 0.04 | 0.04 | 0.61 |—0.08| 0.88 | 26.77| 4.30 | 4.38 | 69.31|—9.45
20021 0.27 | 0.04 | 0.04 | 0.65 [—0.08| 0.96 | 27.79| 4.48 | 4.02 | 68.24 |[—8.80
2003] 0.28 | 0.04 | 0.04 | 0.76 [—0.09| 1.08 | 25.94 | 4.14 | 3.28 | 70.77 |—7.89
20041 0.25 | 0.04 | 0.04 | 0.94 [—0.09| 1.22 | 20.61| 3.56 | 2.89 | 76.68 |—7.01
2005 0.25 ] 0.05 | 0.04 | 1.16 |—0.09| 1.44 | 17.57| 3.12 | 2.44 | 80.07 |—5.97




2005 1.57 hm’ . 1996

123%, 2005 5.08
, ,
( 3-10 3-1D), . ,
3-11
2 ( 7))

1995) 0.29 | 0.04 |—0.10{ 0.50 |—0.06| 0.70 | 41.19] 6.22 |—14.94] 70.54 |—9.13
1996| 0.30 | 0.04 |—0.12| 0.53 |—0.06] 0.73 | 40.66 | 5.57 |—16.03| 72.82 | —8. 84
1997| 0.30 | 0.04 |—0.12| 0.56 |—0.07| 0.76 | 39.02 | 5.56 |—15.92| 74.37 | —8. 66
1998| 0.30 | 0.04 |—0.12| 0.58 |—0.07| 0.77 | 38.35| 5.47 |—15.56| 74.80 | —8.55
19991 0.30 | 0.04 |—0.12| 0.61 |—0.07] 0.82 | 37.07 | 5.36 |—14.20| 74.75|—8.17
20001 0.32 | 0.04 |—0.11] 0.67 [—0.07| 0.90 | 36.20 | 4.94 |—12. 58| 74.21 |—7.48
2001} 0.32 | 0.05 |—0.11] 0.73 [—0.07| 0.96 | 33.31| 5.33 |—11.46| 75.47 |[—7.04
2002| 0.32 | 0.06 |—0.11] 0.80 |—0.07| 1.04 | 30.71| 5.29 |—10.42| 76.93 | —6. 56
2003] 0.32 | 0.06 |—0.11] 0.91 [—0.07| 1.14 | 27.73| 4.87 |—9.65 | 79. 36 |[—6.00
20041 0.30 | 0.05 |—0.11] 1.03 [—0.07| 1.25 | 24.36| 4.28 |—8.79 | 82.31 |—5.53
2005] 0.31 | 0.06 |—0.11} 1.34 [—0.07| 1.57 | 19.94| 3.60 |—6.94 | 85.23 | —4.53
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. . 8-3 19902005
. 1993
2% ;2000
3% . ;1998
100 . 2004 200 ,
1993 2005 , 1637 .
8-3
GDP
GDP GDP
C Ol CH | C H|
(%)
1990 781 3.5 6 107
1991 893 7.1 6 954 7.6 0. 85 1.4 18. 4
1992 1114 14. 8 8 650 15.2 1. 36 9.3 61.2

1993 | 1519 15.1 11758 32.13 2.13 19.9 61.9

1994 | 1990 14.5 15352 39.09 1.98 23.55 60. 2

1995 | 2499 14.3 19 225 46. 49 1. 89 22.11 47.6

7954 140. 51 1.77
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GDP
GDP GDP
C ] O CH [ C | O
0
1996 | 2957 | 13.1 | 22200 | 68.8 2.4 35.40 | 51.5

1997 | 3438 12.8 26 352 82.4 2.5 48. 56 59.0

1998 | 3801 10. 3 29 104 102.1 2.77 72.47 71.0

1999 | 4188 10.4 31979 111.6 2.77 87. 81 78.7

2000 | 4771 11.0 36217 | 141.91 3.12 105. 45 74.3

26 490 506. 81 2.73

2001 | 5210 10. 5 39 340 152.9 3.09 116. 58 76.2

2002 | 5741 11.0 43143 | 162.39 3.00 126. 98 78.2

2003 | 6694 12.3 50032 | 191.53 3.06 156. 87 81.9

2004 | 8072 14. 2 59928 225 3.03 180.7 80.3

2005 | 9154 11.1 67 492 281 3.07 232.9 82.9
34 871 1012.82| 3.05
69 015 1 660. 04
,1991
“ ”» 81- 6% R
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1997 26 352 ( 3 000
o , 2000
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1991 8.6 16.6%. 8-4
19902005 .
. 2005 5 324 , 1990
1.06 1991 1.23 .
. 2005 1990
39. 1%;2005 1990 61.6%, COD
85. 0%, . .
8-4
COD

1990 1642 2580 41.5 18.93 19. 99 13.32 6. 67 24.42

1991 1947 2956 47.92 21,54 19.58 13.25 6.33 24.75

1992 2429 3218 51. 36 22.50 20.28 13.70 6.58 19. 60
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C DI G N B G ( C Ol C ] <
19931 3329 3276 44,12 18.93 20. 32 12. 81 7.51 16. 75
1994 | 4255 3513 45.19 18.45 20. 37 11. 81 8.56 16. 37
1995 | 4547 3523 53.91 20.78 22.45 11. 61 10. 84 12. 29
1996 | 5126 3817 54.0 15.78 22.85 11. 41 11. 44 12. 16
1997 | 5649 3910 50. 85 17.08 21. 10 9.99 11.11 11.70
1998 | 5763 3758 48. 89 15. 63 20. 81 9.00 11. 81 9.63
1999 6213 3959 40. 31 13.57 20. 28 8.52 11. 76 8.92
2000 6968 4209 46. 49 14.12 19. 37 7.25 12.12 6.93
2001| 7656 4468 47.26 13.52 19. 50 6. 80 12.70 5.27
2002 | 8476 4712 44, 66 10. 74 19. 21 6.49 12.72 4.78
2003 | 11266 4970 43. 54 11. 54 18.22 6.11 12.11 4,38
2004 | 14017 5280 47.31 12. 27 19. 34 5. 64 13.70 3.76
2005| 16 876 5324 51. 28 11.52 19. 97 5.11 14. 86 3.66
(2)
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, 1990 2.66 ;2005 489
/1990 10.85 2005
14. 86 , 1990 1.22 , 1990 0. 846



—_—
—
—
—_—
—
_—

. 5. 82 . 2005
10. 54 , 4. 32 .
1990 25.8% ., 2005
9500 /
80%, 1990

8-5
(nf) %) C C O | C /)
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1992 1.11 13.2 218 1979 42.9
1993  L.15 13.8 220 2132 11.8
1994 1. 44 15.1 467 2275 49.3
1995 1.69 16.0 516 2536 49.3
1996 1.92 17.0 587 2898 —
1997 2.41 17.8 728 3023 —
1998 2.96 19.1 1077 3651 —
1999 3.62 20. 3 1315 3736 96. 5
2000 4.6 22.2 1458 3920 —
2001 5.5 23.8 1374 4001 —
2002 7.2 30.0 2600 4001 140
2003 9.16 35.2 4904 5 882 —
2004 10. 10 36.0 2434 6 469 —
2005 11.0 37.0 2116 6933 489
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1990 0.095 0. 358 — 0.062 —
1991 0.107 0.328 — 0. 064 —
1992 0.093 0. 280 — 0.052 —
1993 0. 089 0. 282 — 0.076 —
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1994 .073 0. 281 — . 060 —
1995 . 053 0. 246 — . 073 —
1996 . 059 0.241 — . 089 —
1997 . 068 0. 230 — . 105 0. 070
1998 . 052 0.215 — . 100 0. 068
1999 . 044 0. 168 — . 099 0.063
2000 . 045 0. 156 — . 090 0.061
2001 . 043 0.162 0.099 . 091 0.063
2002 . 035 0. 167 0. 108 — 0. 058
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« «
) %) %)
1990 64.7 30.9 3191 4.08 5.51 3.7 1. 06
1991 61.6 34.6 3466 4. 14 5.23 5.6 0.79
1992 60. 8 36.1 3656 3.80 4. 46 5.5 0. 37
1993 59.4 38.1 3 946 3.57 3.73 7.9 0.52
1994 57.7 39.9 4176 3.31 3.06 5.8 0. 40
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