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Abstract

This paper utilizes panel data from 31 Chinese provinces spanning the years 2000 to 2021 and em-
ploys the Cobb-Douglas production function to measure the marginal productivity of labor across the
primary, secondary, and tertiary industries. The study finds that the urban-rural gap in marginal
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labor productivity in China exhibits an inverted “U”-shaped relationship. Data Envelopment Analysis
(DEA) further reveals that the urban-rural productivity gap primarily stems from differences in tech-
nological progress and the degree of capital deepening. However, the law of diminishing marginal re-
turns has led to a decline in the contribution of capital deepening to labor productivity in the primary
and secondary industries, thereby promoting the narrowing of the urban-rural marginal labor
productivity gap. To further advance the convergence of urban-rural labor productivity and urban-
rural economic integration, this paper proposes the following recommendations: deepen market-ori-
ented reforms to facilitate the bidirectional flow of production factors; strengthen support for agri-
cultural modernization to enhance endogenous growth drivers; and increase investment in rural hu-
man capital to build a foundation for balanced development.

Keywords

Urban-Rural Dual Economic Structure, Labor Marginal Productivity, Decomposition of
Labor Productivity Change

Copyright © 2025 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|8

SEPUE R RN FOMASE L R A, A b R A 2 3 SRR R AE A KA 2 B e EBET R,
W 2 57 8) 3 b AR D R ik RIS [F) AR R DR B Atk 2 —, HLik AR BN IR 2 & 5 4 i I — ot
A K55 ) 352 L# KPR g . Btk PPk 2 55 8 i be e = i w ok i), xFTigest
A& M S B AE, e B LS/ IR 2 Z2 PR AR DR BUR IR (L SE K H, BAEZEE L.

BCEFFRCASK, HE PR R H A s K. 1978 AE & 2021 4F, GDP sk 310 £, X
JEAEREE T RATHE . NDARMEBERTIHWSCE R EEIKS ), 5 ER. &R, HER
e B SR SRR T 25 K. MR, 5750 i e A% Goils 1] I A T 678 . HdE 2
TR, ABGEERI TS EN )T HE AN 2000 4RI 50% %% 2021 4EM 22.87%, IARERIIMITHE 77.13%. 530 1Es
AT BRI TG , FHONIAGER T THR AL 1 B 57 8y i B2 4 sk R, A EAGER [ THK
Bk, FARGIFHMAETPOE K. BT hbRAE 7). RIRTTE M THE BEkSEabR, M2 EH I NF
FE] Bl 2 0 5 — 4 . IR TDT BN I KRS, I T ALE N 2000 SR 36% 5 T2 2021 4R 64%.
TG S5 B A P W BT, AR, 2010 EJ5, NHGMRLYH, ANDOLREEHIER, TEZ5
RIELNEFREBKINE. W2 u@EWIRREE, 2021 £ 2 B RIEZTL 2.5 %, —. =k
AR T, e AT R B .

AICBIER TR E I 2 57 8) S br A 7 D12 S Rl . SCEREEET 0 5 i - b e i - SRR, B
TR AR A P ARSI, T SRR 2 55 Bl il R AR e Dy RN AR R 3R . R 2000~2020
SR E A BRI, W =R ST B SR A e D e AR, H S L =B A )
WRA R IR U7 BR, IO T HERA.

2. XEkER

KT XN REER, AFEBEREAAAE B X 50— na Ay, Ty kAR 573)
TIFR R Z G SKIUIR 2 55 2N S iA b7 0 VAl Al —Jne Br el ok, BT —AB[1]. BJE A
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PSRN TR BRI, AV AE P B AR e AR R 7 R T B R RT R, FR RTINS AR B
AT — o [2]o Bl UG KEIR A, AR O A 3 35U kb X 8 5 3 T T R A |
X, XRUSNK 3] FEEERE U RIS I, S5 R BYIIIRN ZREY K, TAkikE 2
ZEREGR/N, I TFAE[4]. SR, AR KIS B RGO H S AR E AR, NN THEAR, #
ROVHTEFTREY RIR 2 U ZEBE[S]. Lucas tHARH, WIUHK R RIN )88 A 28 57 AT g 5 S0UX SR o
ZE PR IIAFLE , AAELELE T R [6] o 2075 AR BH (B T2 7R3 BN 7798 A 22 S A b X 22 P 1 2 B2 PRI 7] [8]

[l gerh B3k 2 22 PR AN 5 Wi 4 o, FAR ORI KE T, 2010 4FRT)E “R I3 B, KT
] 2 153 1 1) 5 B — T AU R O . A TR A R bR HEAT A G 4275 25 D 359 4% 55 20
JIECE9]: AR FBPHAN T 340 5 O AV F R 55 3 ) T8 EFK[8] [10]: Minamiy S RS W) % 4257
BN JTIABRAE = R R TZ (1] [12]. BT E AN, F1E AT RELE 2005 4F T 5 OFs ik <) 5 sl — s 7,
AN G R AR AT, RTINS ZHRREE, ST B 75 ko) 5 37 58 347 s 1 at
FARRTE D o By 255 T LU T B 3 7 TN e 2 55 ah A = e i R [F)[13], B R S5 FZ) 2035 4F
PERRES —HET aN[14].

RUE N YT TS R, B S ERERRN SRR TR R R S M RIS . 5
eI 253 T3 2 J8 ARG AR AL R B £ W\ 2 85 2458) U BUE A [13], B4 2T K. HHES
BT =S B AR P R A T R I — S L = R R AR U B 15].

AL ZAAET, RT3 I3 8RR 7= J73X — X1 5 Wil B SCH Fa by i 3R 2 R R 22 0E, VRAIR 2
RIEEBE SRR/ ZIEhRREA B R B B, i TR ER . REVIHIERTM. AMABTEFESE
MR 2 K R ZE e I BEAR, R NBURRE S .

3. iR
3.1. HEMEEhihBR4E = st faR AR iD

3.1.1. ZnEFLEEs

TOLABTRERLAR, R ER AT MRS FBR(TA)ER T . R R R AR R 455 5 )
WA T, DRI 5K SRS =B B —, 573 RS . RVFIRTZ) e,
WbRFE IR R, e THEEN, BRI 53K 83 f. B, RIRTNIIA . R 455 3h 1508k
A, ABAA “OREE S, BARE T RARE R T 573l 1. B =, 95 B i — Ak, RO B Iy 4% by
PAHIRIREN, 5 TS s R, THmimth, AT, 38 2 hbr AN, S R, —
TCEERI . X G - BB - SRRALSRIA, I 2 PR ) 2 TR T S I B ARAR JE R . 2 A
BRI T, 95 B J R BB T bR b 7= ), SR THE G bR T, AR 2 E 5 T
EB
3.1.2. FirEEFIEKERIL

RAE RIS, BAVMBR AT R AR, A= ERARH B, 7RI T R AT R K 157 3)
73 LA KA, W

Y=F(K,L) M
B R RO AT TE RS R A P R EOR R, T H R AN SRR -
Y = AL“K” 2)

X A NEEG o NN IRAE S, pNEAFRENAE#HE, Ha+pf=1,
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BATS HREMW LR 1/L, 153

Y (K
o= F(?lj 3)
Hrb y/L RENL =, BATH y Fox, KIL ANBEARSE, RATH kK Fox, BRI DAEXG) 5 8-
Y = £ (k) )

A, JATE XL U =FeD s
TR, P2 B Rk FE R AN, DR n] DAHETSH i Bl S5 T 85, AR AT & 2
REEAE s, BAFEIATIHE S W
I=sy=sf(k) 5)
Ak =i 5k = sf (k) - 5k ©)
AR A TR RS, AR & b A H &S 3E R IRES, B Ak =0 i), ALY
B Tre y BIARE KT, BRATE L SRR EIRSEAKT, y NEERE KT, X
Sk" =sy" = sf(k*> (7
FATS (O P RIS BR LA &, FEARIE Z0(7) (2) T HE A5 BN BEA IR T+ 5K

* * (1’ﬂ)
Ak _ YK}
[ [[k} 1] ®

Horb Akl NI GEARRIIEACER, WA EATRTBLE 1, R &k < WA B RN, Jf HBK TR
BACE, AT R AR
57 BN SA bR A 157 8 J1 bR A S R = A 57 s AR J1/57 3 1A bR A 775 iR (2)
FF AU T A AT
oY

MPL="-= daL" 'K? = AdaL”'K* = daK” ©)
AMPL _ MPL,,, —MPL, _( k, +Ak ﬂ_l 1+ A_k -1 (10)
MPL MPL, k, :

U AN B A KA 5 55 80 T bR 7 A SR BRI b, BRI 55 3l bR g R N33 5
TEAIG A AR — FEAF AL L B A A o

LR Lo, TP E R A AR bR AR S A, BT LA B AN B S B AR LI, B
I 18] FOHERS , V& JE L X (2 A1) 57 3 J1i e A2 7= JT I R AR T AOA X G, BIIR 2 1975730 111 bt
NVAE ICIPNE 742 3 LR

3.2. HEMZEENSABRE = AR EFERER AR

Lucas R\ Romer. Alvarezetal %6 Nift— 0¥ N 3R HiREDEBENETAFIHEK B F,
BT AR K IEIR[S] [6][16]. PWAEMGKERAR T RIEEY, ©REARDHEN, FHTEIIAHZ
FFA, MAART NIRAR, NTEARBANEE, 5730 F1 b Bl Sl

3.2.1. ARHER
PR MR SR N ) A SR A B K R0 51, I B B I IE ARG L RR ) . IR T A,
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M E AN T RRRAAEARAAEER S E B4 77, hREE R R A s a5 T
JA BN AE P 2008 FE3R S —n M 5N, X AU B2 S U X OE R R R 1 KT
HIECE RIRAE 2R R, A RT NI SRR PR AR RARRE B, TR NI BEA I R,
IR . MR, RSB NI SRR R Hrg, HARF AA B T e, mrhe
SENTJEASNEIEAEIN 2 WA A, Bk, BARETTBHLE, A BEARRIR ARSI B8R 2 427 7)
frrrgepfemAEEaR .. HA RN N BEAR RIL R —E K, sl 2 [m ARG B R IE s, N5t
A AT RESONHER - R )
3.2.2. TRER

D ERALGHARBED O N A A TRE N AR, $555E R&D SRR R AEE R FRIE Ny —Ff
FETE L B HEA MR R AR P B, RO R AR R — S G AR SR SR RE S A A T A
SRR, T s AN 22 B A7 R o R RE T O T BRI AR R IR TN . SR [X
Rl m AR LR X, WA EZMOERNA . AN, BE G EFMY B AR, R,
R ARBHT M I SBHEI, 52 USRI B R (4 Ak ARV AR T RS BAR e R 2k, (AILAY
PR, IR RN 2 B IR S Sy ] e S ARG AR AEZE 5 o IR 2 2 RIFE R ARBE RN |
R IR ASCRE ) AN B LR A 7 2 25 2280, SR 10 AR PR AE I PT E 3 B0 2 A7 ) ZE B [ AL
ESH/UNE

3.3. EThESFREEIS 4T

MR DL B A, A/NATERATRE A B SE PR R T MR AR . AT BoREED BLR HoAh
PRI Z0I0 2 257 IR AT B 24T o

3.3.1. REAFRUII 2 &£ = HEERF

BOETFUG, P E AR, (EXR 2 AP S R R 2R B AR . YT, PR R R
S, RERT AR, Bz N, B, SECE S . = ERE
¥ Ko BiJG, TILSEERIIN WTO HE3h 88 =P AL, MRS P2 Rl T, SR1, E AL PR
TR IR I, B G, =R AR N I R, bR S e, L =
PN ZEREGE N . EE R BB, FARBIHZEMN, B SAY E A5 . 5T I R
LT ARk, TEAURAC AR IR TS, B eE, SN Sz, B, RHEEAR RS
b, FREZ e THRARM, Ar-RERFFmEmE, 5. SRSy K.

3.3.2. ANBXERIE E = HHEREF M

Y2 NS BEAZE XL SRR R BLRG o 55 3 0 WA TS, BEe B NS T A 32 B A
T~ BRI B BRE ™ o SR, RAY 73N IR Lhrh B4R, BN 2 N 5780 ), R L
TWHTTEN 1, BRACGEHNTITATE TR L) TN AP 15Tt BLhh, k2 BE S M iz
PR BORBUE REMR T NS AR S, WA EmREN AR, PR K TINS5 8 )il brd
IR

3.33. BR#FERII S £ = HEERORIT

W2 B T 2 AR S A P A . SRBLL TR 5 T T BOR A B R, R AR
W EBERBA I RABUR . SRR HE, BT B A X B8 . S A o i S R A R i T
C g SN VAT I R D AR PR D BT, AR A I X AR B D RN RGN T T AR
X e o
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3.3.4. HtE R 2 £ HEENF

W2 IR B R A I AR 58 A Al OB R . AR A% 50 TR S LA A T A A
giradl, X5 2 W FERFBOE S A 5. BERRSNAE S ] BEXT I 2 A R e A E
VS AR

g LRTR, KT 2 5750 bR A RS SI(MPLY & B, BS AFEAR R TI . x5 fr-$i Je - 2%
AR vy S 0 (R A ) i R S B B AR M g, TR 5 Bt 55 3 0 A G 1] 1) IR
1R UL R AR E IR T TR, 302 MPL PRI & o 4i/N, Sealiala. SR A KBS H T
NI ARAME . H AR 1 P A RO H AR, DA NIX B R T RE B £ MPL 2 BEFF SR AFE HL
YR, BFRRA KN . RSB IESHEAR L E R 2 57 8) J1id bR = R A E R, TR T
P LEAL] o

4. JBFREFENNE
4.1, JHBRE =N REIEE

XFF 578 S bR A R JIINEL, ASCRAA P L. N 2000 45~2020 FEHE 31 AN TR
PEAEAT RV 54, BETRE A P SR P R A S BOAT A B RIS S AR PR E Y R S R T
BNIHE LSRR, RRAF IS 057 sl i A 7 155 80 T3 bR = 1

FIAT - TEARS BT A P R EE N R S i A = O, B S ILSE R U F&, A SCK
Fl C-D BRE Y e % Uk Xt = U=k A = eR AT Al 1k . BARTE 0N

Y=A(HL) K’ (11)

KH, YREH: L5 EBN: K NN 5 H NG JEALTE: av 301257 5)
FGYREAR T W A NEERAE R,
AR S HOE N
LnY = LnA+aLn(HL)+ fLnK (12)

HIER KA G 22, BATHRIE St R AR brde, 5 31 B Il A ARER S s PEEAR
ALE USRI XS A T AN R 2035 DRt A 7= R iR, A5 NIV & Dy, (7 =1,2,3) i
(RO WA

LnY = LnA+aLn(HL)+ SLnK +Y oD,

it
BAZRMTAR i B j o AR 31 AR A4 AN XL RIS . o,(j=123), 1 k3
B u NBEHLIRZET .

4.2. BIEIEA

ASCPTE I EE A 2000 SEE 2020 E3E 21 SERIEBRIBCEAE . Bs EEORIET (R ESGTHER)
CorE 60 F4eTHBRHE S )  (PEANGIHEE) 5RAGIHEE. DL 2000 FF4FEH, FExtH
IR REAT b B B

X =PRI A B E Y, ARSCRL 2000 SIS B R AR RO AR A BB 578 1
B LR SE 80 Z U0 s N8 Ferbond T [ 8 A B K IfiTE, AXSHKE, RIRE
SR FEIRAN 22X BEARAF BT S I [17]-[19], WS TRAGF BRI . X THIN N EALSES
1= W SEEREAT I 20]

+At+u (13)

DOI: 10.12677/mm.2025.155125 29 AR B


https://doi.org/10.12677/mm.2025.155125

EFE, W

43. WEERSSH

4.3.1. B—llE = RBRE I ERSHEHARE~ I E

% RAR THERTAXQGIENAM TR BUKE, FFEN IR AR AR 8%, 7o
2N 0.244 F10.280, FREAFE XS — == HoTEkRAH T . HhIX B E RN, PEEHLIX ROl R R KCE
FVIE TR, R A ARt X 2= A R .

Ay BEE A A s, B AR S S BE R TR AR AL 2000~2006 4, 575 1A AR 0.631) B E T
VTR ARAF R M (0.100), FKIIWIHAST 3 ) oIk B oK. 2007~2013 4, 578h JigbEfE R 0.218, Y
PEARLEEIPET R 0316, BTN TR NI, BEAMERAIG . XA RRIA K TR K 57 3 ) e S 8057
SR E N, DAV ARG T T H A J1. 2014~2020 4F, PR SVE /A - BOHE,
TN & K R % . X BRI R, PO X a4 B 85, (A REEF EFH(M-0.642
T+ %-0.502), RV ERARMY & @ AKE AN T AR A Frde I, (HZEFERIRAFAE . il XA AE 2000~2006
FEMRERT, ZEFHESAERE. B E 2, BIESREH, PR ARE RS — = e
FHMEE, RS9 30 AR ARBS A . P X R R A5 RS X 5 286, H%
PR R ILAE N .

Table 1. Estimation results for the primary industry production function

=L B RBEEITER

\ 1 () (3) “4)
P B
2000~2020 2000~2006 2007~2013 2014~2020
o N 0.244 %% 0.631%#* 0.218%** 0.372%#x*
5N ST AR
(3.86) (8.10) (3.18) 4.27)
o _ o 0.280%#* 0.100* 0.316%** 0.249%*
YIRS B Pt g
(3.15) (1.74) (4.38) (2.40)
_ —0.032 —0.339%* —0.101 —0.101
F R DL AR
(=0.13) (=2.29) (—0.38) (—0.45)
N . —0.501* —0.642%*%* —0.526* —0.502%*
FHER A
(—1.81) (=3.97) (=1.91) (=2.05)
0.091 —0.017 0.087 0.027
RGBS 5
(0.48) (=0.15) (0.44) (0.16)
P 1) 3] e R Y Y Y Y
2.386%#* 1.209%# 2.365%#* 1.577%%*
B
(3.92) (3.58) (4.25) (2.42)

(D) 5 WNREREMEARMERZE TR 2 {H; () * ** *50IRME 10%. 5% 1%MWHR KT ERZE.

TS 55 ) 0 B A 7= A R BUR BATRI AT T 55 55 30 0 (b A g, REE A RQ)THHWAS, 5530
JBUBRAF= 71 = OYIOL = aYIL, BUASKS 5580 1 HIAFR= s B (S br A= 71) = 57 8 i A ik 22 5
x ARSI ARTT BN SRR e . THR I BARS R IE 2 Frs

WA 2 TR L, M 2000 4F J5 o EE — k57 3 Jp bR 16O T 0 JRAE T ETHES, IR A
M 2004 4 J5 B TFE G E AN, AT A R S 0] 5 B 8 — 5 S A 2004 SR A2 A B
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Table 2. Marginal productivity of labor (MPL) in the primary industry
F 2. E— A FEHINLBRE~ D

Ft 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
BT 18/ NF) 994.66 1010.91 1031.38 1068.55 1178.52 1289.71 1414.53

Ay 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
WBRA = F1 O NEE) 1522.03 1643.72 1770.64 1909.29 2098.62 2272.80 2527.28

F 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
BT F1(/ NF) 2801.97 3040.88 3217.16 3445.62 3708.14 3999.08 4342 .45

VE: XL a HUB AR R BTl 5RO B 0.244.

B RBATENT 55 30 27 A bR AL 7=y 3K R AT T, TR TR CAE S B bR - |k
— RSB TR ) S B AR AR ), AR A R WA 3. WIS AT LUK I, £E 2001 4
~2004 FHEE— =578 I R AE T IR R T S, O 1.63%iKE] T 10.29%, Xt IR EH
PR TR B, X B R A 157 8 ) R B #e, 4357 8 i br A r= Jymndisg K, MRz 5—H
F) 2015 4F, MK RE—EHYEFE 9%/ 4, B3] 2016 4F 555 3h J1i bR~ J7 Kl 2 I B R %, 4k
FRIE T% A

Table 3. Growth rate of MPL in the primary industry
= 3. B S EabRE P RIS KR

G 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
K E (%) 1.63 2.02 3.60 10.29 9.43 9.68 7.60
Gl 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
WK E (%) 8.00 7.72 7.83 9.92 8.30 11.20 10.87
Eh 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
WK (%) 8.53 5.80 7.10 7.62 7.85 8.59

4.3.2. FEEFFRBAEHTERSEENHARE~IHE

% 4 RO EVAM TS RIS, TATE 564 2000~2020 F5X 21 FFAE NEBARFATAE, (£
R 1. 2 FIBRATRITT B S A 7= 50 o 5P 0T A B (R A P stk B S35 K 57 30 7 1 AR e g
a=0.415, YIREAGFENAEFHME =0.345. FF 3. 4. 5510500 AR X B IR & o, NEEHERT
DU FR LA = A 1 DX R XA B R . R RALEE & o, RAREN, 10 0L & A0 75 6 i
ARSI LR EE N, o, =-0.379; o, =—0.547, XU 7EERH X DL K X 28 el
MRS REA R 2R, P P X 5 73 50 Hh X ) 22 B B L P 3 X T K. R 5 58— 7= ki
AR, FRATRIZ 21 453 =AW R B AT A 204, RIS RECEE S B R R AR,
I HEE MR A H KR 2.

Table 4. Estimation results for the secondary industry production function

4. Bl R A TTER

N (1) (2) (3) C))
ek 7] Bt
2000~2020 2000~2006 2007~2013 2014~2020
o o 0.415%% 0.433 %% 0.193 % 0.326%**
578 1A A A o
(7.27) (7.42) (.11) (4.50)
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n . N 0.345% % 0.252% %% 0.507%%* 0.286%*
YRR A A= B
(15.73) (5.92) (8.68) (6.02)
e —0.379%** —0.377%*%* —0.353 %% —0.369%*
S R A
(=3.61) (=2.77) (=2.79) (—2.45)
e —(.547%% —0.636%** —0.691%%% —0.670%%**
PO A 5
(—3.66) (—2.69) (—3.86) (=3.20)
e 0.003 0.025 —0.149 —0.080
HRAGER A 5
0.02) (0.13) (=0.74) (—0.42)
[ 3] 52 R Y Y Y Y
.38k 2.886%*x 2.579%kx 3,692
(Ee
(6.64) (5.13) (5.23) (5.18)

S—rA\AaFE, ATF A RT3 b brE 5= 1) =0YIoL = aY/L, KXt 5750 Jnia A 5= 1147t
e HEREMAREE RN 5 fras, 3B e dbsErE ifs: BT, M 2000 S 11,688 I ETHF] 2020
414 49,246.37 TT.

Table 5. Marginal productivity of labor (MPL) in the secondary industry
F 5. B FERINLRRE =D

0y 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
W TABRAEFE GE/N)  11,688.00  12,668.73  14,412.34  15988.19  16,938.54  17,862.92  19,055.71

0y 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
SN SIAbRAERE HOBN) 20,520,510 22,137.05  23,805.18 2588871  27,769.72  29,202.18  31,649.08

G 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

HHTAEAEFE HOTN)  34,038.77  36,713.79  39,537.54 42,882.92  46,229.34  48,761.40  49,246.37

4.33. = EFFRBAGHTERSHEhHARE~IHE

[F— = AEE, ARSCHEAT B 045 2058 = i AR = s 8. 15 264 2000~2020 X 21 FEAE N
BARBATAE, £ 6 35 1. 2 FIRATR IS BN I A P23k o 5 BRI =50t g # R R EH. 35317)
FIZEP=S M o = 0.195, PIREARLFEIAFZ#ME f=0.230. 26 1 3. 4. 5 5140 DLUAR SR IX R #0028
T oy NFEUE AT A =AM X A X R AR B R A o AR AL AR B v e DA R R 7 UL
BEAG LR RE NN, o =-0423; o, =-1.035, o, =—0.324. XUWMHAES =/~ E, R
HIX 5 H A b X A 5 B R D 22 00 . HLIRIRATIGIX 21 4E 53 = AN () B EAT B 20 A, R
R EMWS ERN SR AR RN, I+ HEBUE I ARG B ZE .

Table 6. Estimation results for the tertiary industry production function
6. B EFRBEITER
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Table 7. Marginal productivity of labor (MPL) in the tertiary industry
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Figure 1. Marginal productivity of labor (MPL) in the three industries
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Table 8. Ratio of MPL in secondary and tertiary industries to MPL in primary industry
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G0 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
el —r 11.75 12.53 13.97 14.96 14.37 13.85 13.47
=/ —r 3.95 4.22 4.39 451 4.28 4.26 430

G 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
e/l 13.48 13.47 13.44 13.56 13.23 12.85 12.52
=/l 4.59 4.57 4.51 4.50 435 4.29 3.91

Fh 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
el —rlk 12.15 12.07 12.29 12.45 12.47 12.19 11.34
H=rE 3.63 3.48 3.48 3.41 3.34 3.26 3.04

e MPL/ 2 — 7= kMPL

16
15
14
13
12
11
10

— 3 P\ MPL/E — P\ MPL

F=r2EMPL/ B — = MPL

4.8
4.6
4.4
4.2

3.8
3.6
34
3.2

P P P P PO PP OO DD > 6 A 5 O
P EFSFE & S S
DA AT AT AT AT AT AT AT DT DT DT DT DT ADT ADT ADT ADT ADT AR AD

— B = MPL/E — Pk MPL

Figure 2. Ratio of MPL in secondary and tertiary industries to MPL in primary industry
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Table 9. Average annual labor productivity growth and its triple decomposition for Chinese Provinces (2000~2020)
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Figure 3. Labor productivity and its triple decomposition in the three industries
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