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Table 1 The coefficient of conversion velocity and directive of
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Fig.4 Change of agricultural industrial structure and diversification index in Yulin from 1978 to 2011
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Table 2 Departure degree of industrial structure, relative labor productivity, dual contrast coefficient in Yulin
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Development Track and Its Effect of Rural Transformation
in Energy Exploitation Area of Northern Shaanxi Province

WEN Qi'’, LIU Yan-sui'

(1. School of Resources and Environment, Ningxia University, Ningxia, Yinchuan 750021, China;
2. Institute of Geographic Sciences and Natural Resources Research, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China)

Abstract: Using the methods of industrial structure entropy, conversion coefficient of industrial structures, agri-
cultural diversification index, multi-sectoral model of economic analysis, energy production coefficient, the ar-
ticle makes intensive study on rural transformation development of Yulin City in Northern Shaanxi. From 1978
to 2011, rural development in Yulin had gone through 5 stages, which were reform and opening up, exploita-
tion of Shenfu coalfield, promotion of market economy, the construction of energy and heavy chemical indus-
try base and new countryside construction. The maximum conversion velocity coefficient of industrial struc-
tures in Yulin was 0.276 in 1998 to 2003, After 2004, the conversion velocity coefficient of primary and sec-
ondary industries decreased sharply while that of the second industry increased, which showed that industrial
structure of Yulin was in the process of industrialization from the lower level to the higher one. In 2011, the
proportion of household operating income to farmer net income decreased to 52.8%, which was the main
source of rural income, meanwhile, the proportion of food consumption expenditure decreased from 63.07% in
1990 to 19.9% in 2011, which was the major expenditure of rural region. From 1991 to 2011, the average con-
tribution degree to the economic growth of industrial structure change was 3.94% ; meanwhile, the 29% of
GDP growth is produced by industrial structure change. The elastic coefficient of energy production in Yulin
was 1.8, the 44.44% of developed energy resources value was spilled over. All the above showed that agricul-
tural production efficiency of Yulin is relatively low, the heavy industry’s capability to absorb agricultural la-

bor force is limited, so the deviation of industrial structure and the employment structure is significant.

Key words: rural transformation development; energy resources exploitation; industrial structure; Yulin



