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1 2007 1
T —
3 3 4 1~ 3
3
GDP TFP TFP GDP GDP TFP TFP GDP
1979 0.074 0.046 0.625
1980 0.084 0.033 0.389
1981 0.056 -0.013 -0.234 0.085 0.038 0.448
1982 0.072 -0.028 -0.386 0.103 0.026 0.254
1983 0.078 -0.014 -0.180 0.093 0.030 0321
1984 0.116 0.011 0.097 0.174 0.100 0571
1985 0.134 0.016 0.117 0.183 0.090 0.492
1986 0.044 -0.082 -1.866 0.056 -0.036 -0.634
1987 0.075 -0.059 -0.783 0.152 0.083 0.546
1988 0.101 -0.038 -0.374 0.178 0.198 1115
1989 0.030 -0.043 -1.426 0.048 -0.0005 -0.010
1990 0.035 -0.026 -0.748 0.113 0.062 0.548
1991 0.071 0.015 0.204 0.163 0.098 0.604
1992 0.148 0.073 0.491 0.233 0.115 0.495
1993 0.149 0.005 0.036 0.264 0.095 0.360
1994 0.143 -0.033 -0.231 0.188 0.031 0.164
1995 0.141 -0.041 -0.294 0.164 0.037 0.225
1996 0.130 -0.027 -0.209 0.125 0.037 0.297
1997 0.127 0.015 0.116 0.134 0.020 0.149
1998 0.101 0.019 0.185 0.131 0.031 0.236
1999 0.102 0.050 0.495 0.132 0.048 0.363
2000 0.108 0.087 0.805 0.134 0.028 0.213
2001 0.102 0.048 0.474 0.127 0.062 0.489
2002 0.109 0.036 0334 0.132 0.077 0.582
2003 0.118 0.054 0.460 0.152 0.087 0.569
2004 0.136 0.058 0.427 0.150 0.072 0.478
4
GDP TFP TFP GDP GDP TFP TFP GDP
1979~1980 0.079 0.039 050
1981~1985 |  0.127 0.056 0.44 0.054 -0.006 -0.01
1986~1990 |  0.108 0.058 0.54 0.057 -0.050 -0.88
1991~1995 | 0.202 0.075 0.37 0.130 0.003 0.02
1996~2000 |  0.131 0.033 0.25 0.114 0.028 0.25
2001~2004 | 0.141 0.074 053 0.116 0.049 0.42
1979~2004 |  0.141 0.059 0.41 0.099 0.006 0.06
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The Transition of the Total Factor Productivity A comparative study between Guangzhou and Shanghai
Yl Xing- jian ~ LIU Lan- feng

Guangdong University of Foreign Studies Guangzhou 510420 China

Abstract Firstly the paper analyzes comparatively the difference of growth quantity of Shanghai and
Guangzhou on the basis of the human capital accumulation institution reformation and technology
enhancement. Secondly it adopts the quotient method to calculate the labor and capital shares then it makes
use of TFP formula to count TFP growth rate of Shanghai and Guangzhou from 1979 to 2004. The conclusions
reveal that the growth rate of the TFP in Shanghai was lower than that of Guangzhou before 1992. But during
the period of 1994- 2000 the TFP growth rate in Guangzhou was stable and the TFP of Shanghai was growing
faster than that of Guangzhou. Finally it advances propoals for policy - making so as maintain persistent
economic growth in these two cities.
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