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Study on the Financial Risk of the Coordinated Development of Urban and Rural Areas in Shaanxi Province

ZHOU Qi-qing' , YIN Pan-pan’ ( 1.Shaanxi Institute of International Trade & Commerce,Xi’ an,Shaanxi 710124 ;2.South—Central Univer-
sity for Nationalities, Wuhan , Hubei 430074 )

Abstract Conducted an empirical study on the problem of fiscal expenditure promoting the coordinated development of urban and rural areas
in Shaanxi Province by using the selected data of per capita GDP, urbanization rate, and fixed asset investment ratio between urban and rural
areas from 1985 to 2017. The empirical conclusion showed that the fiscal expenditure of Shaanxi Province could not improve the level of the co-
ordinated development of urban and rural areas in Shaanxi Province.The promoting effect of local fiscal expenditure in Shaanxi Province on the
overall development of urban and rural areas has not been reflected, in the later development, Shaanxi Province should actively strengthen the
local finance income, increase local fiscal expenditure in Shaanxi Province, positively implement feasible gap grant type PPP financing pro-

ject, further play the role of fiscal expenditure in promoting the overall development of urban and rural areas in Shaanxi.
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Table 1 Evaluation system of urban and rural development in Shaanxi Province
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Table 2 Standardization data of various indicators for urban and rural development in Shaanxi Province
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1985 0.818 4 0.816 3 1.226 7 0.723 9 24715 0.627 6 0.851 7 0.988 9
1986 0.813 5 0.745 9 0.966 3 0.722 9 1.217 5 0.295 6 0.792 4 1.085 8
1987 0.807 4 0.668 6 1.009 9 0.721 6 1.159 2 0.027 2 0.793 2 1.081 3
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Fig.1 The level of urban and rural development in Shaanxi Province

B L FP R T PR PEAG 56, KR B0 2 R A% 4.
®3 WA S GELRAT MBI HITE LR

Table 3 Standardization data of urban and rural development level and fiscal expenditure in Shaanxi
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1985 0.099 5 -0.297 8 2002 -0.336 4 -0.697 3
1986 -0.228 3 -0.304 9 2003 -0.317 7 -0.714 8
1987 -0.323 7 -0.306 9 2004 -0.3315 -0.853 9
1988 -0.289 2 -0.312 8 2005 -0.408 8 -1.060 6
1989 -0.422 3 -0.318 4 2006 -0.587 8 -1.478 6
1990 -0.297 3 -0.3211 2007 -0.600 6 -2.559 1
1991 -0.510 9 -0.3250 2008 -0.564 5 -1.800 0
1992 -0.679 4 -0.3313 2009 -0.297 4 -0.837 1
1993 -0.705 2 -0.340 5 2010 -0.3325 -0.389 6
1994 -0.504 9 -0.349 8 2011 -0.089 7 0.129 8
1995 -0.413 8 -0.365 7 2012 0.079 1 0.3317
1996 -0.378 3 -0.383 7 2013 -0.085 1 0.479 0
1997 -0.130 3 -0.405 6 2014 -0.008 2 0.591 7
1998 0.075 8 -0.426 8 2015 0.161 0 0.730 0
1999 0.059 4 -0.467 7 2016 0.290 8 0.734 1
2000 -0.246 9 -0.537 6 2017 0.475 4 0.863 4
2001 -0.237 6 -0.628 4
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Note : D represents the first—order difference, and the test form (C, T, K)

represents the constant term, trend term, and lag order in the unit
root test equation. #* s * , % % _ and * indicate significant levels

of 0.01, 0.05, and 0.1, respectively
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Table 5 Cointegration test results

it H g P{H

Ttem Test value P value
Engle-Granger tau-statistic -2.171 575 0.450 6
Engle-Granger z-statistic —-7.942 822 0.451 7

32 #iY
320 HORASCE 75 WA BORCA o A ) B P 48 i 75 WU RS
HR AN L, I A BB DY 4 7 I B H S5 WA 22
Bt L 12 4F L ETE, h 2005 4R 363.644 4420t I
THZ 2017 4FHY 2 826.496 1 42T, ¥4 1 7.77 4% it 2
71, B B PG 7 BSR4 L 70% 0 A
FHRERTR , DR PG 5 A WA S AN TR 1Y il R X 7]
R R IR AR MEAT R A SR PG 3 7 2835 , AOR A 3t 5 I
322 PEEBRIUHL T BRSPS o 7 B R |
SR Pt DX RS BRI O 475 THT B E A o 33 PR R Bt M IX
S ARBIRAL Tl o SRRl 175G X — 7 T PR E 35
eV, PM, SR AN T, 2018 AR UHHE A A A R PRI 1
YU R B DX, 55— 7 1 2 0 AU RE RSN, A A
B EEA . PRI, TERRAE RN SC DX, T8 B H N %5 2
) PABE LR 5 R

75 WA A 9 R 3t DX R 32 IR A 3t 23 A gl T )
SCH RRADHERE AL . B XL s AR, 25T R R )
N A TE AR FRLAR A, SOV 2% 5870 K 4 W B = 5 —
Sl VR A8 N RIS A, 98 52 b e 56 TRTUELSE |
SRS A UL, RSP AL, S B R B E e

B, AR R RIS B R R E

323 BURSCHETT/ TS OB R PPP gL H . PPP gl

BRI, OB AL 2 AR SRR, RARBUN 51t

ARV S A S VR SR UL R 2 S i R S5, 40

BRI TP CORb B 5l A 9% 3 RSN, BpU4S

IR S T AT e 1 ¢ B B PPP E g I H | 45 5 0

Bt 4l AR AR, A/ B WO W B A B R E S

A T A T 3706 H1, e R pt it i, S RSB & 4

ERIE.

S E Xk

[1] 25588 2] R (IR /3 4 S ) ] ARk
(22 RlERR) 2011 1) (4145,

[2] F1h, AR S BT S KRR e PR L) ] i I TRl
ResA1,2006,20(2) - 121-123.

[3] Mol 5B 2 A R RBECRI D ] R A4 KA, 2006.

[4] TEAR, EENE, BN 2 G254 R B AR e A2 [ T ] il
Ashft;,2006( 20) ;48—-49.

[5] k9455580 2 K JRIIPRIBCRIZT . UL ABIL D 157 LA A,
2008.

[6] ¥HEEE SIS KR I ERIECR ] B 5¢,2010(12)
8-13.

[7] 585880 2 KRR DURES T 4190 ) ] W 2=/ 5T, 2011
(12) :19-20,22.

[8] FERAFEIKIINS 5855 4 R ITAE XG55 [ D ] B IR : PR K2,
2014.

[9] FINER, BTRR R ES BN S L ROIFIECRI T ) ] K221, 2014,
41(4) :46-51.

[10] skpete. rhEILF e Aot S EHATR S ST AT [ D . 7522 [BReib)m

JEAE,2013.
[11] R, Tl AR SR R B T H | L AR R O Tk
FERFFTLT ] B SESIAIN, 2018(16) :64-T71.

(E#% 189 W)
alifb 1 fe OB BE i DM21, S f T 22 S 80 T - 0 B 4
93.4 mg/mL JERLIAF 90% LI RN 1.5 BV e e
1.5 BV/h, TEMGRARSAE T, 20 B0 R 22 V- 35 21 3 LA SO
HEAHRAR, W] DR G- dh o3 23 4l b 2 B B 22 W

A XS FH R R 2 W (8 o B e Ak EAT T IFSE, Un g ] {gt
LT 8 AR 50% (V/W) [ R R YT R T TR B B
5C 2 R BRI 2 h, BIGE T, 75 4 2 T ML 4 15 25
34.2% SHEEYIZ AB-8 BRI HRHE Z A 2lifh , 30% £ BEE I 24
ST ISRy 86.8% , 4l )% R 30.0% . IZMFFT 4 R,
DM21 KA AR R alifl 75 A3 57 22 By e SR R B AR i, ELAT 46
AASCR BT A 38 SRR R, 20 A R 22 W B sh AT 34 2 1
W Ry 69.03% ,ABXIEAR , (HZ W P340 B85 & L 35 32.27%,
ZIRFE PR B2l T 24 E R B, RFLRE AR DL SR Tk
W BY B T B R BRI 2 T AR, U T X R
Bis gL, ol T Tk e =,
S Lk

(1] Mrse, 2R ERL RIS, S A 2R 2 Pl oy B Tt e [ 1]
5,2013,44( 11) :1501-1507.
[2] KACEM M,KACEM I,SIMON G, et al.Phytochemicals and biological ac-

tivities of Ruta chalepensis L.growing in Tunisia[ J ].Food bioscience,2015,
12.73-78.
[3] ROOPCHAND D E,KUHN P,ROJO L E,et al.Blueberry polyphenol—en-
riched soybean flour reduces hyperglycemia, body weight gain and serum
cholesterol in mice[ J].Pharmacol Res,2013,68:59—67.
[4] SERRA A T,DUARTE R O,BRONZE M R, et al.ldentification of bioactive
response in traditional cherries from Portugal [ J ].Food Chem,2011, 125
(2):318-325.
(5] =4, £52, T, S AWt R ) ] B2 e ek
AR, 2016,7(2) :339-444.
[6] Z=AVZ, gt BT E, T Y U B T Bl 2 A b
L= AHIRISR ) ] Aol TREIR, 2016,32(8) :299-305.
(7] TErHAS, B8, ZE0RAL, 5. 5 ORI ST AN AR B R Rk N
SFULIEEER ) ] Bt RERoR 2, 2016,34(3) :31-39.
[8] SRS, VR, 2452, S Z e U b i B MR AL O LR
TRIVEF MCEN LRI T ] R 2R, 2015,31(7) :931-935.
(9] Lhok, BEAIEL, SR, S A VMR TEE Y 220 - At R it s
BRI ] &5 T AR ,2015,36( 12) :364-367,374.
[ 10] X KT LRI BB s 2 53 ES Al AR S R R [T ] AR ™=
1°,2015(4) :54-57.

[ 1] 25, Tkipee=.D280 KA LB S A S Ip sl &l T2 AL T ]
JbJ5EEZ,2015(11) ; 116-118.

[12] ZRar, B, 88 KA URIBET LTk i Fe B i ali Ak T2 i
[T] MR (B3R ,2017,43(6) : 1272-1277.

[13] Ak, R B, S KA LR AR/ R IR ) shASIM MARAT I REDTF
LI PEHERMERR R BAREARR) ,2010,38(12) :215-220.

[14] mefrrfd, HsEete, RE, . 22 R 2 BRI 7 S illes Mtk DPPH JiEE
[J]. &5R,2006,27(7) :86-88.



