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Abstract

Regional economic disparities have been a wide variety of concerns. In this paper, GDP per capita is
selected to measure regional economic development, and local fiscal tax revenue is used as a co-
variate to carry out covariance analysis, which analyses the regional economic development differ-
ences among the four provinces of Shandong, Shanxi, Henan and Hebei from 2014 to 2022. It is

SCES|F: MNEE, RMELS. ST 07 22 0 TR A LR DY AS M X 20 22 T AR D). 2% SR, 2025, 15(5): 243-252.
DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2025.155246


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/orf
https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2025.155246
https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2025.155246
https://www.hanspub.org/

e,

FRIELS

found that local fiscal tax revenue has a kind of important influence on GDP per capita, and GDP per
capita can be adjusted by adjusting local fiscal tax revenue.
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W, TRPZERTRFHEREE. A4 BORERIFAW R GEM RS, ZAMELT, REaiidEk
Ji&, (H SR AE M XTI . FEAt B FHRL 5, IREET5 QN . b2 22 ) R AL 55 S T 20
[2]e X FRBIEMX T F , AT REZ [ 5 A iy HOARFE BNA PR S R, I B K 2218
PRI, HAIERITE ZER, BRATE R R .

WZR PG TR AR Y PR NI . 2835 KA, 1R IR SR S s b By 2T . SR1, 3X
SR IMAFAE S BT RS, XA K8 WA T S Ae e, th ELRER ) 4 [H 22 57 K
RIS AT R E . AR T 2014~2022 X MU/ 47 INEY GDP UL L7 BN, 1 A GDP
VRN B X 22 57 22 5 (K 4R b, R W BRI NS AR B, T8I SPSS AL o s 22 73 A e,
AT LT DY A B M X 2 T 2

2. XHERERIAR

X IR 2 5 5 R EAP R A5 KRR E IS, B BRI B B AT A S
BRI P X 34 Bl S B A TR R

DX 328 SO SR 8 T2 AR AN [RI M X £ 5 R /K SF 1) 22 72 5 B A ) TR HERS T 4 /N o AR i oy e
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IR FURIN, B 2 B SR AR AE DX e N 38 7T TR X 3 [ [4]
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4. SCUES#R
4.1. BFERARBRIEEGRE

AN¥J GDP e X AF KB — N EEEIR. AXEEZRRIT R ER T 2014~2022 F1li 7R .
WivE . b SR PUANE 4y 9 N3 GDP R 7 I BRI, L 1.

Table 1. Table of per capita GDP and local fiscal revenue of four provinces

% 1. &M A GDP KA MBI &

IR A iy tEIRE2) A

B A\ GDP TR AYIGDP  HiiWECE: A GDP  HTWAECR A GDP 7R
GAN)  BRAN GEN) IT/ON GE/IN) ITON GE/IN) TN

2022 86143 4795.52 73506 2696.55 56481 2242.89 58942 2590.47
2021 81510 5475.99 65625 2094.72 54181 2735.73 58587 2842.56
2020 71825 4757.62 51051 1625.99 48302 2527.28 54691 2764.73
2019 69901 4849.29 48469 1783.66 47036 2630.73 54356 2841.34
2018 66284 4897.92 45517 1645.67 43808 2555.82 50714 2656.65
2017 62993 4419.4 41242 1397.43 41451 2199.35 45723 2329.31
2016 59239 4212.59 33972 1036.67 38688 1996.12 41326 2158.44
2015 56205 4203.12 33593 1056.6 35994 1934.29 38338 2101.17

F SPSS Giit3 5t 4 AN 1 N3 GDP #EAT 77 Z 50, B oo fa BNt & A 808 i R A AN 7 22 55 M
HHATRI . ASCRA Q-Q BEIXIE BT IEASYERLS, UBIRMFA IES M, Q-Q Bl & s BT
BEFHZL. HTEE 14 &ATLUESH, (W L, . FAEPUANE 0 1IN GDP A A
R GRS, UL RATIE B R AR /A RSV AT . R T I BOBSCSON 1 B A 56
WRFA IES MR

N B AT O SR AR, AR LS IRANEE 20 R 3 PR, SUUFZEMSE, AT EFE, A
%) GDP ¥J{E 1 P {E(0.394) > 0.05, )7 W BB S N SBMEL 1) P AE(0.619) kB 4 )ik is, BRI RF-6 77
ZEFME.

KT HAEMS M, SO LR WL, TR SARPD AN 9 AT GDP LA K 0 BRI B
PR H 2014 FF~2022 4 (HEGIHEL) , W2 REPIMSLERZR,

BEAT O 5 Z o0 AT i R AR S RO AR B 2 (R AR R R, HERMER R —8, P B R
BRI RIATICGS, FATEH] T &4 17 BB 5 35 GDP AU, AL S BT LA Bk
EH, SAE O HTT A BRI 5 A\ GDP fZ1E IEAH R LRV DG R o D TR E0 A B DF] 22 RN P A o 2 (1]
SEAFAEAS HARFH, ASCL T 48 At 75 W BOBL SN S AR R 1L 6, DU 26 26 P47, RIZEH
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Figure 1. Shandong Province’s per capita GDP normal Q-Q Plot
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Figure 2. Shanxi Province’s per capita GDP normal Q-Q Plot
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Figure 3. Henan Province’s per capita GDP normal Q-Q Plot
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Figure 4. Hebei Province’s per capita GDP normal Q-Q Plot
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Table 2. Homogeneity of variance test results

F 2. FEFTUHREER

Gt HhE 1 B2 BEN

N¥ GDP ETPHE 1.026 3 32 0.394

FT A 0.846 3 32 0.479

BT AU RS H d 0.846 3 23.293 0.483

BT BR 5P HME 0.976 3 32 0.416
Table 3. Levine’s test for homogeneity of variance

3. REFENFELFRMEKE
HAF&: A5 GDP
F HHE 1 HHE2 REM
0.453 3 32 0.717
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Figure 5. Trend comparison chart for four provinces
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Figure 6. Interaction diagram of provincial and local fiscal revenue
6. EHRFIHT VBRI Z E/ERE
42. BRARFESH
N, FRATE ST R R T E (7]
Table 4. Results of the analysis of variance
T4 HEFHER
Rl B E ¥7 F BENME
H [A] 2904445207.000 3 968148402.300 8.323 0.000
HN 3722358296.000 32 116323696.700
Bt 6626803503.000 35

HE 441 P1H < 0.05, ARG HEEANT A GDP 2R 53, FHitirZ EE, #Eid LSD
TESHT R AAEZ RIE Y, R 5 s,

RIS 5, BAVRHEILARAFNLTEE . WIbE . WA N GDP WA R EMEZER, (LPaE FA
164 (P=0.563 > 0.05). T4 (P =0.804 > 0.05)2 7], Vil Fg 4 AT IL4E (P = 0.410 > 0.05) 2 [A] A 35 GDP %
FIAEZE . BEBONAEZEF WA TFHER SIS RN “RE > LEE” , “lRE > il
B”, “lLWERE > WEE” .
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Table 5. Multiple comparison results table

F 5. ZEHRERK

S A I _— 95% B {5 X [H]
(I~ TR IR

LSD %8 A5 GDP L7895 A GDP 19867778 5084.261  0.000 9511.48  30224.08
b N1 GDP 22842778 5084.261 0.000 12486.48  33199.08

WA A GDP  18597.111%  5084.261  0.001 8240.81 28953.41

L7545 A\¥ GDP IIZRE AN GDP  —19867.778" 5084.261 0.000  —30224.08 —9511.48
WAt A GDP 2975.000  5084.261 0.563  —7381.30  13331.30

WA A GDP —1270.667 5084261  0.804  —11626.97  9085.63

k& A5 GDP IIZRA AL GDP  —22842.778"  5084.261 0.000  —33199.08 —12486.48

En

O @) 45

784 A9 GDP —2975.000  5084.261  0.563  —13331.30  7381.30
WE4 AN GDP  —4245.667 5084261 0410  —14601.97  6110.63
TFIFG%4 N3 GDP 1A% AN¥ GDP  —18597.111"  5084.261 0.001  —28953.41  —8240.81
784 A GDP 1270.667  5084.261  0.804  —9085.63  11626.97
Wdb& A% GDP 4245667 5084261  0.410  —6110.63  14601.97

SV A R EKF 9 0.05,

4.3. thEEH
B SR W S50 B A 30 UE T A CBIRIE & 7 Z00T[8]. AT 08T, SERWE 6 Frw,

Table 6. Pairwise comparison results table

6. MITEEREER R

W) AL I e gagpn 0 PRI
(I~1) TR kIR

L% A\¥) GDP 7G4 N3 GDP  —48604.871  3995.960 0.000 —-56549.909  —40659.832
b A GDP —29925.731F 3220928 0.000 —-36329.799  —23521.663
A A GDP —30261.278°  3018.153 0.000 —-36262.174  —24260.381
1178 A¥) GDP %% N¥% GDP  48604.871"  3995.960 0.000 40659.832 56549.909
i A GDP  18679.139°  1535.997 0.000 15625.166 21733.112
FE4 AN GDP  18343.593"  1603.997 0.000 15154.418 21532.768
b A¥ GDP %48 AN¥ GDP 29925731 3220.928 0.000 23521.663 36329.799
17545 A3 GDP  —18679.139"  1535.997 0.000 —21733.112  —15625.166

A A\ GDP —335.547 1103.181 0.762 —2528.966 1857.873
T FE A\ GDP %48 A GDP 30261278 3018.153 0.000 24260.381 36262.174
17545 A3 GDP  —18343.593"  1603.997 0.000 -21532.768  —15154.418

ik A GDP 335.547 1103.181 0.762 —1857.873 2528.966

BT FAbRF A “FRME AR R E KT 0.05. 2 HE BT B 2 FVEM A T AT ).
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HZ 45 RBA TR LG R R AR A4 4 Z TRV N3] GDP AMFAE % 22 573 (P = 0.879 > 0.05),
1M AR 43 2 (W] N2 GDP fA4E & 2 5%, X5 R ER T Z 0 MRS /AR, (BRR 7 Z 734
GURERT A ILLAF L

WRAELE 7 TARIAI N A I8 45 2R, 307 A BRSO B 2 RN 2% (P < 0.05), RIS A ¥ GDP H
A RELM . Hhh, 2B Eta J7 =K 81%, BT BB 2 R N3 GDP %57 1) £ 2
o MHZT, AR BRMILREZE KT, HEH Bta 771008 67.9%, RRE A2 ALY GDP
ZE SRR KRR L] el 3t 05 W BB SO N PR 22 5 PR o BRI, 63 T SO IS i A T DY 45
N3] GDP Z 57 34T 70 AT B I e v R H A o] S

Table 7. Inter-subject effect test table
F*® 7. EFEIMREKR

HAs&E: A1 GDP

b 1 28175 F H R B177 F BEM 1 Bta V75

B IR 10182347250.000° 4 2545586812.000  140.444 0.000 0.869

AR 180663498.400 1 180663498.400 9.967 0.002 0.105

il 3264889241.000 3 1088296414.000  60.043 0.000 0.679

75 A EAN 6563831037.000 1 6563831037.000  362.136 0.000 0.810

RE 1540652575.000 85 18125324.410

Mt 228446445400.000 90
BIE G Stk 11722999820.000 89

a.RJ5 =0.869 (%5 R 77 = 0.862)

5. &R 5EW

ASCGHEIER AR v TR AR At 2 S SR BT AL, R DI RE B X 25 A SR AKT N
¥ GDP figbr b, VU8 Z (AR BB 2. WIS SR AL 7 AR T 2 0 R, ESE TiZZE RISt R
Fko BJE, W5 M BB IR BT I ZZ 0, GRERW], WTRUR R RE ) 2
TR ETZ 00T, MEMREES. KERE, 77 WEEUCN 5 A3 GDP (84715 & AR,
FEMRRE DA D 2 5 (0 — DN EERR . T, BOREE N IR T BO M 450, 55t i
A, IEA M e P [, NS T ), B A AR A AR B, DLSEELIM B
NS G5 R 2 R ) RAETEE o

SE 30k
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