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Analysis and Counter measure on Dispar ity between County Industrialization and
County Urbanization : A Case of Shanghang

Su Shipeng ,Zheng Yifang ,Zhuang Shimei
(College of Humanities and Social Sciences, Fujian Agriculture and Forestry ,Fuzhou 350002 ,China)

Abgtract : Through studying the relationship between industriaization and urbanization ,this paper analyzes the present situation of industriali-
zation and urbanization of Shanghang county in Fujian province ,and calculates the di gparity coefficient between urbanization and industriaization
of Shanghang county. Analyzing the efects and causes of the urbanization lag ,it putsforward some countermeasures and suggestions.
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