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Regional Differences on Economy Development
in China Mountain Areas

CHEN Guo-Jie and ZHO U Hou-zhen
( Chengdu Institute of Mountain Hazards & Environment, Chinese Academy of Sciences &

Ministry of Water Conservancy, Chengdu, 610041 China)

Abstract: The imbalances of regional economy development in China Shows not only the differences of the three
wnes of the east, the middle and west China, but also the differences of plain, hills and mountain areas. Based
on it, plus the gaps of urban and rural economy development, multi-dimensions and multi-gradation jigsaw dif-
ferences are formed. Per capita GDP drops off from east cities, middle cities, total of west, the west cities, the
east hills, the east mountain areas, total of the middle, total of the west, the middle hills, the middle mountain
areas the west hills to the west mountain areas. of all the differences, the differences between big, medium-
sized cities of the Pearl delta and the Y angtze delta and mountain areas of Ninxia, Gansu and Guizhou provinces
are the most remarkable. The different development levels of the secondary and tertiary industries have impor-
tant effect on the imbalance of regional economy development, while the primary industry has little effect on
them. To all-round well-off complete in China, decreasing the development differences of regions must be done

step by step, of which, quicking the development of the west mountain areas is the key.

Key words: economy of mountain areas; regional development gaps; per capita GDP;industry structure



