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Research on Urbamr Rural Income Gap of Chinas Regions and Its Influencing Factors

Su Su, Song Yunhe
(School of Economics and Business A dministration, Chongqing University, Chongqing 400044, China)

Abstract: T he research based on theincome data of 31 provin ces, municipalities and autonomous regions in China from 1997 to 2008 shows that
the eastern and central and western region are in increasing order of regional urbair rural income gap. The analysis on the influence of transfer
payment on urbar rural income gap indicates that the income of transfer paym ent widens the urb arr rural income gap, and the eastern and central
and western region are in increasing order of its contribution to regional urbarr rural income gap. Theresearch on the growth rate of urbarr rural
income gap indicates the urbarm rural income gap keeps increasing. T hrough constructing the regional income equality index by the method of
marketing index, the results show that the urbarr rural income gap presents regional characteristics. T he research based on the panel date shows
that economical growth and financial bias widens urbarr rural income gap in most of regions, and the impacts of marketing extent, fiscal decer
tralization, opening and financial development on urbarr rural income gap are different in different regions.
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Estimation for Contribution Rate of Science Popularization to Economic Growth

Zheng Nian, Zhang Limei
(China Institute of Science Popularization, Beijing 100044, Chin a)

Abstract: T his paper discusses the economic benefits of science popularization U sing the statistic data about GDP and the input of production
factors from 1990 to 2007, it estimates quantitatively the contribution rate of the input of science popularization to economic growth by Cobb
Douglas production function The results show that science popularization has positive effects on economic growth in the past decades in China
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