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Abstract: The development of industrial needs the support of labor resources this paper examines
the effects of the changes in age structure of labor on industrial structure changing using OLS
estimation method based on the panel data of 30 Chinese provinces. The results demonstrate that
higher proportion of youth labor will promote the industrial structure upgrading quickly and the
effect is more obvious in Midwest with the rapid adjustment of industrial structure. So we should deal
with the impact of aging labor on adjustment of industrial structure by accelerating the

transformation of development mode promoting inter-regional transfer of industries vigorously
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deepening opening and improving the quality of labor resources.

Keywords: age structure of labor; proportion of youth labor; industrial structure adjustment; panel

model
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