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Abstract

Consumption plays an important role in China's economy. China is a large agricultural country, and
the proportion of rural residents is very high. Therefore, it is of great significance to study the con-
sumption of rural residents in China. Firstly, this paper analyzes the current consumption situation
of rural residents in China; secondly, it uses panel data from 1997 to 2015 to analyze the impact of
rural residents’ consumption on China’s economic growth. The results show that the consumption
structure of rural residents has changed from the original consumption of food and clothing to the
enjoyable consumption structure; the contribution rate of rural residents’ consumption is relative-
ly low, but there is a lot of room for development; rural residents’ consumption has a great impact
on economic development, and with the per capita consumption of rural residents increasing by
one percentage point, China’s gross domestic product has increased by about 0.9%.
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Figure 1. Per capita consumption expenditure of rural residents in China from 2000 to 2015
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Table 1. Structure of total expenditure per capita consumption of rural residents from 1990 to 2015

1. 1990~2015 FRFER AIHZR S T HEH

T RE EfE FKEwAEAHE O EEBE SRR BETRE b
1990 588  7.77  17.34 5.29 1.44 537 3.25 0.74
1995 5862 685 1391 523 2.58 7.81 3.24 1.76
2000 49.13 575 1547 452 5.58 1118 5.24 3.14
2005 4548 581 1449 436 9.59 11.56 6.58 2.13
2010  41.09 603  19.06 5.34 10.52 8.37 7.44 2.15
2011 404 65 184 59 10.5 76 8.4 23
2012 39 69 179 56 11.4 77 8.8 25
2013 3413 606 2111 6.08 11.69 10.08 8.93 1.93
2014 3357 609  21.03 6.04 12.08 10.25 8.99 1.94
2015 33.05 597  20.89 592 12.61 10.51 9.17 1.89
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Figure 2. Structure line chart of representative per capita consumption total expenditure

B 2. KRMAHES T HEIT&E

60.00%

e BT

50.00%
40.00%
30.00%
20.00%
1000%
0.00% R | » 7
& gk gk & ok &k gk ok
)

&
4 O D VD $H o
' O O QL L QO
NI NG RS S I AN

BEERHEATME - KNERERTRE
Figure 3. Distribution of urban and rural residents’ contribution rates and pull-ups from 1997 to 2015
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Table 2. Contribution rate and driving force of urban and rural residents from 1997 to 2015

5% 2. 19972015 FEHEERFERREESH N

3t IREGH TR MBUH st ) RAHE TR R g )
1997 26.12% 2.08% 7.67% 0.61%
1998 39.20% 3.01% 1.03% 0.08%
1999 52.41% 4.07% 2.46% 0.19%
2000 42.62% 4.38% 8.83% 0.91%
2001 27.84% 2.74% 5.70% 0.56%
2002 33.04% 3.57% 6.65% 0.72%
2003 21.53% 2.53% 3.37% 0.40%
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Continued
2004 23.11% 3.06% 3.16% 0.42%
2005 26.36% 3.74% 5.30% 0.75%
2006 21.74% 3.30% 4.83% 0.73%
2007 25.00% 4.30% 4.28% 0.74%
2008 25.35% 2.84% 4.85% 0.54%
2009 32.11% 3.26% 5.81% 0.59%
2010 27.32% 3.73% 3.64% 0.50%
2011 32.32% 3.97% 10.08% 1.24%
2012 33.79% 2.87% 7.17% 0.61%
2013 31.33% 2.36% 6.81% 0.51%
2014 37.51% 2.36% 10.28% 0.65%
2015 37.14% 2.43% 9.23% 0.60%
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Table 3. Test indicators for the impact of provincial-level rural residents’ consumption on
economic development

3. BFEARRMEREENEF X REMWERQIIENR

R-squared 0.92631 Mean dependent var 0.205427
Adjusted R-squared 0.924816 S.D. dependent var 0.140657
S.E. of regression 0.038568 Sum squared resid 0.220145
F-statistic 620.137 Durbin-Watson stat 0.936725
Prob(F-statistic) 0

Table 4. Results of economic consumption impacts of provincial-level rural residents

4. FERRMEREBENEFLRIMER

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
Ln(C) —1.955637 0.229271 —8.529808 0
Ln(P) 0.80876 0.064075 12.62218 0
Ln(G) 0.14017 0.028386 4.938077 0
Ln(L) 0.684598 0.074268 9.217974 0

0.14%, [FIFF5E) R0 1%, TREE AN A7 SERE I 0.685%.
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