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Abstract: This paper tried to use the human capitals playing actual role to analyze their effect on
regional economic development. According to the results after reform and opening-up the structure of
China’ s different categories of human capital kept stable; five categories of human capital were correlated
strongly and had very high explanatory power for regional economy; human capitals corresponding to the
primary secondary and tertiary industries also had high explanatory ability for the industries’ added
value. This new method is more scientific for the analysis on the relationship between human capital and
regional economy.
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2 Pearson
H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7
1982 H1 1
H2 0.98 1
H3 0.94 0.96" 1
HA 0.97" 0.95" 0.92" 1
H5 0.92 0.87" 0.80" 0.94" 1
H6 0.71 0.83" 0.77" 0.66" 0.56" 1
H7 0.87" 0.82" 0.84" 0.83" 0.79" 0.57" 1
1990 H1 1
H2 0.91 1
H3 0.85" 0.98" 1
H4 0.88" 0.92" 0.91" 1
H5 0.90" 0.85" 0.81" 0.95" 1
H6 0.58 0.80" 0.75" 0.65" 0.51" 1
H7 0.73" 0.60" 0.52" 0.54" 0.56" 0.32 1
2000 H1 1
H2 0.94 1
H3 0.90 0.93" 1
H4 0.88" 0.90" 0.95" 1
H5 0.84" 0.79" 0.90" 0.96" 1
H6 0.60" 0.77" 0.55" 0.54" 0.37* 1
H7 0.18 0.37"" 0.16 0.23 0.03 0.59" 1
* 1% 5% 1,
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. 3 1982 0.83 1990 0.74
2000 0. 64.
2. 3 GDP R’
1982 1990 2000
H1 0.97 0.93 0.92
GDP H2 0.95 0.95 0.92
InGDP =a +b xInH (a~ b H3 0.94 0. 95 0. 95
H ) GDP H4 0.97 0.96 0.95
CDP HS5 0.96 0.96 0.94
H6 0.58 0. 46 0.33
3 o H7 0.82 0.45 0.12
(1) 3 Ho 0. 90 0. 86 0. 80
5 HS5 0.94 0.96 0.95
H3 + H4 0.95 0.94 0.93
GDP (Adj- : @ 1990 . 2000 H6 0.132  0.973
R%) 0.9 GDP 59 .
; ® 1; GDP
GDP Adj—R2 0.6 (1949 - 1999 ) (
(1982 0.5). 20017
5 o H6  H7
GDP 5 GDP
) H3 Adj-R® GDP
; Adj-R? 1982 0.88 1990 0.81
2000 0.73,
3) H6 H6
3 GDP
Adj-R? 0.8 0.9. H5
H3 H4 . o
3 Adj-R? 0.9
4) SPSS 5%
Adj-R? :
1982 InGDP =0.595InH1 +0.379InH5 —7.949 Adj-R* =0.98
1990 InGDP =0. 559InH2 +0. 5461nH5 —0. 071InH7 -8.970 Adj-R* =0.98
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InGDP =0. 531InH3 +0. 589InH4 -5.102 Adj-R* =0.96
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) 3 GDP :
> InGDP =0.540InGH - 4.476 Adj-R*> =0.23 (
=0. 898 =0.001);
> InGDP =0.789InSH - 4.632 Adj-R* =0.78 (
=0.001 =0.000) ;
: InGDP = 0.745InlH - 2.277 Adj-R* =0.80 (
=0.020 =0.000) .
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