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Abstract

In the past 10 years, relying on its unique resource advantages, Ordos City has achieved leapfrog
development in its economy, but the single industrial structure has brought its economy to a bot-
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tleneck. This article takes Ordos’ industrial structure as the research object. First, it summarizes
the evolution path of Ordos’ industrial structure. Secondly, it uses the statistical yearbook data
from 2007 to 2017 to make a quantitative and qualitative analysis of the specific conditions of the
primary, secondary and tertiary industries. Finally, the new structure under the framework of eco-
nomics, the main growth drivers and development status of the three industries in the past ten
years are estimated. The results show that in the past ten years, the secondary industry in Ordos
still dominates, but at the same time the effect of upgrading the production structure is obvious.
The growth of the tertiary industry mainly depends on the growth effect of factor endowments,
and the effect of structural upgrading does not have a prominent impact on output. There is room
for industrial upgrading.
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Figure 1. The cyclic accumulation process of endowment struc-
ture and production structure
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Figure 2. Ordos GDP per capita trend in the past 20 years
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Figure 3. Changes in the output value structure of the three industries in Ordos City
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Figure 4. The allocation trend of primary industry factors from 2007 to 2017
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Figure 5. Second industry factor allocation trend from 2007 to 2017
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Figure 6. Changes in the proportion of Ordos coal industry in GDP from 2012 to 2018
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Figure 7. Factor allocation trend of the tertiary industry from 2007 to 2017
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Table 1. Regression results of primary industry
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¢ 122.80 (26.32)*** € 5.08 (1.645)**

***p<0.01,**p<0.05*p<0.1
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Table 2. Secondary industry regression results
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Table 3. Tertiary industry regression results
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Table 4. Compilation of variables related to three industries
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Table 5. Sources of growth for three industries
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Table 6. Tertiary industry calculated using labor force
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Figure 8. Deviation between actual added value and potential added value of
the primary industry
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Figure 9. Deviation between actual added value and potential added value of the
secondary industry
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Figure 10. Deviation between actual added value and potential added value of the
tertiary industry
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