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FERAT A A (WDI B, 2003), #I0RME, 1980 F 4 2002 F Ik
HE GDP &5 M 1882 123576, H9m#E| 12371 143£70; Rt A AL IR AEE 11 47,
RTEE 6 fn; fPrBaE R EMN 1.7% 55 3.8%; A3 E RS
A CHIBECRI GNPY M 220 2676, #2518 940 570. A 1999 475k, & E MK
WA BEFK AT ZIEN B R ERNE K75, @ REKEET =6
Bro R, HARHTR, HC S84 1 [ GDP 2l 47 764 B 2 1 6t b,
R 480 fis LA 2 a3 s 1) B GDP ek f AR A0 7 B[R] b 5 512 o 28 5 39 K e AN AH —
o 1980 & 2002 A LAV e 1) T [H GDP & & v tH 5L b s R A7 7k 22
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B8 L SIS e % 1] S PR 28 5% R e KT Rl 22

ik, A ORE B RN L G LU S T~ (Purchasing Power Paritys
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4 OECD1999 4F—42 W 32 J1~F-Hr it H 1) A S eSS, I 25 & b 1 1) 55 b
L, FRATICER T 190 T GDP 3¢ 3 A/ FEFIZY 1275 P 55 5 A s I H
(AR A A B, I b i R 2 ARG S 935 b, ] s W8 AN TR ik
SRR IS S 62 B CEEERUAL 3 T, HLBR B o 59 T,  BURI 28 ik 55
AR T 27 Tile X T hr A, 3 E b5 A HLEH 5 v 5 B K 1 2 i
K, Ko m RS M B AT 5k, WA 56 4% a5 AE 2 3T IH A48
ARG, E— @ R AR A v RIS 5 I A AR AT 5 IR, TGk
5 OECD B K WTisg m i i7 B thie. ik, SRASEDL, IWERXEE
e A sT SR bR A, TS B 5 OECD B 58 2 1) B L () ) S5 7 4
XFTBURE 2 ST H , AR AR ANV EAT LU, BEANBURF AT %
BMEEST BAM Tk 27 MORFIBNE G T3 T e, VI

OECD [ Z 0 3 2RI T2 1% 172 B 201999 4F— 4 OECD 835 J)
SE I H B A ) R

#1 #TEPE-ALETHSE OECD BR B GDP X A2 FKUA KR # % H

BAGE AR Forp AR MR

7 GDP 1 Z I H HH HH B H

1 R P 150 1186 935
2 Lt FH TR R R 37 187 157
3 TR PIORE A e 00 PR TR 771 7 25 17
4 IR e A 25 10 175 164
5 (E7 0 NN Ca w R SR (F o3 2 12 66 38
6 KIEREE B A& AL 17 230 180
7 PE T R fk 8 95 79
8 il 17 112 66
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pe GDP 5 % i %gg% ﬁizjﬂgﬁu% Hrp 4;;;@%5‘:
9 bk} 3 10 8
10 BIRASCAL 21 130 99
11 HE 2 6 1
12 R VE AT VR 4 28 21
13 A RS it R R 55 12 122 105
14 BUFH S 12 27 27
15 [5E B AT R 26 62 62
16 HHEPEAF 1
17 N 1
18 GDhP 190 1275 1024

MU, L OECD B 2 213K T~ Ee s 4 R

AR A Hs I 5, 1999 AR B i N R 4 26 T e S D)k 1
FILHETF 4.94 TTAR T, AT LEIERM 60% CHEI RN 8.278:1),
e U, N DTRG0 08 35 A0 Y 1R [ B i 3 0 3 1.7 %
Hrp, AR IE E, NRMSRITMIEE I E A 4.406:1, A4
TR 53%; BN RANFIHE L, NRT5SEITCKIE LM A
2.465:1, AMTIEZERM 30%; ERDERARRAGIH E, NRT53ETH
W31k 8.316:1, AT M) 100.5% « HdiBrx, NRMAEHTH
LB B TRV B RN BURT ¥ 2 I 45 10 H I IR 0 I g AR A, it T S
P ity BT 1R 0 S AR5

IR, e ES OECD B XK B, LL OECD B XK SR K S H L
B K TP, B 1 Lhd [ 3 S B A IR 0 S P A B
Hh R -G 3k T S EEE A GDP Sk D7 1 €05 T 4,335 JB AR,
M LA OECD B 28 S AR S H B A ) GDP 8 S5 J1~FA4 b 1 2055 T 5.62 7t
AR XAz U, WP B35S OECD B &K 2 M 7E 2 5 K i 7K
SR PR A R B ZERIRK, 1E OECD B AR B HL 1238 3 1 7
T A kg s o RV s AR, P LR S A5 B LA Sy S 1) R ot R R 55
7E OECD B ZK W40 b o Bdi R, WP m CRPLLAN R ooy
oA D RS S AR S, e b B Gl SO B AR, 7E OECD 3
FAN AR, TSP CRERLAN R Mk M A48 B RS s fi iR %5, 76
OECD Sz b S Bk T rh Bk . Eodn, 780 I 07 0 4 s i 4% %% o b
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TE T SO LR TR 44 9%, ZEE T OECD BHX 22 % P 347KF e W
SN AR B R 2 I H |, OECD B K I ESFI R 60%, 2
e T G337 % ISP 3K FEXGA L, X RN R 7K PR S HE 45 R
25, HETELRL G A Sk SR 23U 51 32 0531 2 1) H IR
K 22, NI HE— D38 K 52 22

#£2 PEAEHETS OECD BR EE X H LLEMME S Fir
GDP S HEEE (%) W M (T =1) AFGH 4 7K T

S H . U Bl BOECD (ST
BT OBCD pyow o b 0O
1 ERIE&HE 37.1 60.8 4.406  3.668 5.293 53.23
2 B R Ok 11.6 7.1 4.825  4.325 5.382 58.28
3 RS VRORE L 225 1.1 2.0 6.610  5.631 7.759 79.85
4 JI 2 A A 2 2.6 3.5 6.342  6.294  6.391 76.61
5 LG BB RIK A 4.1 12.0 1.347  1.384 1.312 16.28
6 K IE B FYEAE 2.7 3.6 5.238  5.075 5.406 63.28
7 By BA 3.2 5.4 5.319  5.058  5.593 64.25
8 bl 1.8 7.3 5.677  3.170  10.168 68.58
9 WA 1.0 1.4 5.241  5.276  5.207 63.32
10 IR AISCAL 2.3 5.5 5.530  5.315 5.754 66.81
11 HE 2.1 1.0 3.357  3.381 3.333 40.55
12 AR AT 2.1 4.4 5.994  6.126  5.864 72.40
13 oAt 2 Tt 2.1 7.7 4.732  4.504 4.972 57.17
14 B4 4 3 0 -0.1 8.278 100
15 BUMNEZIE o 13.1 16.8 2.465 1.952 3.112 29.78
16 h J R JIR 55 R BURF I 2 4.5 8.7 2.217  1.773 2.771 26.78
17 h A AR SS T BURF I B 8.6 8.0 2.679  2.060 3.483 32.36
18 [HE WA Y A 43.7  21.5 8.316  8.093  8.545 100.46
19 D& 15.6 8.6 8.211  7.981 8.448 99.20
20 st 24.6 10.8 8.248  8.136  8.362 99.64
21 B EAY 5.8 0.4 7.207  7.192 7.222 87.06
22 #H 0.4 -0.2 8.278  4.335 5.620 100
23 GDP 100 100 4.936  4.335 5.620 59.63

bR, FATEHESR 742 GDP F 23 702880k, Jf H B [E Bk
75 OECD FE 5 & (040 ks Bctis  JEatk, WA H 1999 4542 [ 5 [l 11 ) 3% 71 1
Mol 1 £I0%E T 4.67 TTARM, AT 9FEIEEM 57% . LA B Sk i 78 k)
RS A R S )~ A — AR T B, BBk T A R KRR 4 [
5 OECD B AT LA 4% 7K o ASE bRl 25 1 5l 70 A1, 5 OECD B &K £
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Ay TS PERE A R A A A A R AR B S, BT R T
)L T AR Z T ZE 4 AN K. Rk, W OECD W EG IR 7 it AR 55 (K B A%
A, EAE S Z ] 2R A S KK WER % 8 218 9 A8 45 RS R R
URCME, NSRRI ) RO 95 R, RAS RS AE e R BT e
ST A% . AT LA, A S B A S A R o R R DT, B
AT IO RS Bt B A, SR B RTAT R

WIS RART, A FEEE A RN R XSl - r i (et=1) #
WA F-EITT, P IR 6% Zidt o 8 R B S A [ 5 - KT 22 A S
GERE) 1) 22 5 6 I D3 A0 3 F TR R o A R A X A e s B T ) % g A Sk ¢
555 10 S H I H Qi [ 52 BEAS IR SRV, AE BT Rl GDP [ T EER T A [
TR AR AR« A B T W S 1 AR 550 5 ) S I H e RGO 3 52, AR B
Yl GDP HEBE N A DR SR W, AN RS T SR A R A
EE LR o 2, B RS R LA E I PR 5 DL R A AR 1 AN e A AT RE S |
IRz, BATA N, Hirs ES OECD B 52 8] A9 K -~ KARAE 1 5%
JLRET 4.5—4 9 T AR MM HYEE N . TP ES OECD M XK Z 25 &
JEIKFL I SR A AL AR B 22 5 DL R B G vE SRR AR G T s, AR
FA G S —FE, AWTIUR BB S5 RAFAEA TR 22 AR 1. T HL, AR S
A AL B, O TR IR 55 B AT R, p R S AR KT T RE R
WA S 3~ BRI AR5 2 o A I A7 (18T

®3 1999 FEEM-BBHHZHEH %)

S HTH 415 Set

GDP 100.0 100.0
J R 20 o 47.6 37.1
BT 5 250 o 12.6 13.1
IF] & TEA G A 35.6 43.7
I Ay 1.5 5.8
A 2.7 0.4

fE BB PR AR 3L b, BATTRI T ST GDP 25 & 4 R £ 3
ARSI 4 FF RS TC I ) FA

R4 1999 F£F 2003 FH HBE S P REEH LR GDP MAY GDP
1999 4 2000 4F 2001 4 2002 4 2003 4F

GDP &4 de F (e 47, %)
] 97.8 100.94 101.18 99.7 102.1
X H 101.4 102.2 102.4 101.5 101.6
W32 )1 (PP, AR i /36 78) 4.67 4.61 4.56 4.48 4.5
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(83
1999 4 2000 4 2001 4 2002 4 2003 4
GDPUZIE N D 82067 89468 97314 104790 116694
A¥) GDPOUE AR D 6551 7086 7651 8184 9057
GDP(Z3 G, PPP) 17573 19407 21341 23390 25932
AN¥] GDP(ZEJG, PPP) 1402 1537 1677 1826 2012

i1 B GDP Zi G ki fa B T35 [, 1 38 Jox AR T I 3£ 07 &
RS, 1999 4 1 KI0ET 4.67 JC AT, FER 2003 1 4.5 AR
M, NRMHEMHN EFT 3.8%-

P FIR DI S 7P R B, 2003 45 B GDP Sk 25932 145
JG, JEHEFEEE A, MUK TREMEAR, MM TRER 2%, HAM 68%:;
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PPP Comparison between China and OECD

FANGDONG YU RUOEN REN

(Beijing Aeronautic and Astronautic University)

Abstract This paper compares the PPP-based income of China and OECD in 1999 based on
an experimental participation of China in the OECD PPP Program. The PPP between Chinese
yuan and US dollar is found to be 4.67 Yuan for one US dollar, and the GDP per capita in China
is only 7 percent of the average in OECD countries. When compared with other available sources,

the present results do not appear unreasonable although a significant error margin may exist. This
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study also points out the practical and conceptual difficulties in a price comparison involving a large
emerging economy such as China.
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