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B GDP = KREXREFNTHAE
FIBRIT AR

REE . HigK

(FiBME K% MEWRT, Fig 200433)

W B AEFGCDPARLHFOARETD TAGRERETEL A5
Bdo (AT ZHoMk, EAFTRERBZ WA LEFCDPERE, ZXEFX
HEET B ERERA AR, AXTEFEITHORTREFRKOHUETREAE. A
SGERAAFHEAOERLZHFOMER A ATt A R B . K = K E K L& GDP 8
TRk ERHRTE R fetn AU ERERRT,

REWR:EZUZFEITZRER TR A AL N

HFESFES:F222.33 XEFRIREE:A XEHS:1001-9952(20004)01-0104-09

—JVHBBFEMAHA=ZKFERN Lig GDP 95Tk E 5 #r

1. GDP Rk EME X RITE AR, I HEG i GDP 2 AFH KA E
HRERZFRBNOEBIEN. CHRELHEFHHT K BRAE LS (3R
TR R HIR S e O =8 al. K RKREBARAEAZEEANR
KRR S O 2ENF K. ZKFRSEEBZME K HE GDP L3
2. HPE-FRMEEL GDP S BN EME YFEIXERI GDP K
ook, AR ERN:

HERBEEI GDP ﬁ@(lﬁz%ﬁﬁf—fs—%xmo%

RAB LA EE T 2 12T (EAE A Rt O X Eig GDP 5t
wREE .

2.1990~2002 F ki GDP F5 3 LA RAR AT ELth #2 i F B ) GDP(Z ).

N T SRS sh B K (8 & 508 B ] bt FATRIBC g gt %)
(2003) F) JERE AR, LA 1990 45 K IE RS #1990~ 2002 & 1 GDP (L &

Y75 B HE: 2003-09-22
EER N BBEASS—), B, LA, ¥R KM SO R f A S
R (1971—) . B L5 Kk A, EVBITE KW 2 85 U sl 9% 5 .
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BRE DB -8 GDP = AT REBRNTTREABXIEHAR

D88, HFH2 7] L AR IHE 1990~2002 4 Eilg GDP (S i i) S Ho A plid i
O RAHBMEATEREBME 2).

F£1 1990~2002 £ 3§ GDP $54 (L1990 424 100)
iy ERAFSE PREIE Y
1990 100. 0 100. 0
1991 107.1 106. 7
1992 123.0 122. 2
1993 141. 3 140.0
1994 161.5 159. 4
1995 184. 2 181.4
1996 208. 2 204. 4
1997 234.6 229. 8
1998 258.3 252.8
1999 284. 7 277. 8
2000 315. 4 306. 1
2001 347.6 335.5
2002 385. 5 370. 4

£ 2 1990~2002 £ _Fiff GDP(Z Wik ) REMMK
(L4 1990 FERZEHHEITE)

A i AT

ey | s LLF TEmmEneR] R | smEmoo

PRE| K Tgps | wEes [ BE | GRE | RBE | GAE

i | e | e | mew | e | mems
1990 | 756. 45 = 118.01 | 638.44 316.55 | 321.89 41. 8 42.5
1991 | 810. 10 7.09 105.31 | 704. 87 386.98 | 317.98 47. 8 SORS
1992 | 930. 40 14. 85 125.61] 804.79 390.40 | 414.39 42. 8 44.5
1993 |1068. 90| 14. 89 65. 21 1003. 69 | 503.95 | 499.74 47. 2 47.0
1994 | 1221.70| 14.30 | —32.99| 1254.69 | 575.57 | 679.12 47.1 99. 6
1995 |1393.40| 14.05 —98.93| 1492.33 | 621.90 | 870.43 44. 6 62.5
1996 [1574.90| 13.03 |—151.20 1726.10 | 727.50 | 998.63 46. 2 63.4
1997 [1774. 60| 12.68 |—40.82| 1815.42 | 768. 87 | 1046.55 | 43.3 58.9
1998 11953.90| 10.10 97.70 | 1856.20 | 813.84 | 1042.36 | 41.7 53.4
1999 |2153.60| 10.22 206.75 | 1946.85 | 913.83 | 1033.02 | 42.4 47.9
2000 | 2385.80| 10.78 255.28 | 2130.52 | 1030.34 | 1100.18 | 43.2 46. 1
2001 |2629.40| 10. 21 270.83 | 2358.57 | 1171.52 | 1187.05 | 44.6 45. 1
2002 {2916. 10| 10.90 294.60 | 2621.57 | 1357.35| 1264.22 | 46.5 43. 4

3.1990~2002 = KFR G di O L % WAL M) 3t L GDP #)
TR, FOTRAEA] A& T B A EEEINE = KT KX GDP I 5TRRE (WL
#3).

LA LS54T, 1991 ~2002 4, 15 i O B TH 9% EASTE AR (R 9) Xt
% GDP ¥ 5ok E 2 B & 3.40%.51.41%.37.62%, X5 L
GDPHEBHFEEZEHNFTRK, MIEENAFT RS, REBEHMEAIKTREAR
. XFCRL2F G BN, EBEI— 125 &, AT HFREERK
BUIMR(EID T HTF K, EFHNELRENT. IFPHRATE RS H
& 78 S AT A A0 B HIAE SR8 I i B 8 EATE A = B O (4B BE A
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%3 1990~2002 £ 4 H O RLHR AXFAI L GDP KT E

o = BT FALR

Fh| o ny | BE | DIRKE | R | SRE | BE | UK
) | % | dzm | e | Lo (%)

1990 : = = = = =
1991 53. 65 —12.70 | —23.67 70. 43 131. 28 —3.91 —7.29
1992 | 120.30 20. 30 16. 87 3.42 2.84 96. 41 80. 14
1993 | 138.50 —60.40 | —43.61 113. 55 81. 99 85. 35 61. 62
1994 | 152. 80 —98.20 | —64.27 71.62 46. 87 179. 38 26.58
1995 | 171.70 —65.94 | —38.40 46. 33 26.98 191. 31 111.42
1996 | 181.50 —52.27 | —28.80 105. 60 58.18 128. 20 70. 63
1997 | 199.70 110. 38 55.27 41,37 20.72 47.92 24. 00
1998 | 179. 30 138. 52 77. 26 44, 97 25.08 —4.19 —2.34
1999 | 199.70 109. 05 54. 61 99. 99 50. 07 —9.34 —4.68
2000 | 232.20 48.53 20. 90 116. 51 50.18 67.16 28.80
2001 | 243.60 15. 55 6.38 141.18 57.96 86. 87 35. 66
2002 | 286. 70 23.77 8.29 185. 83 64. 82 77.17 26.92

froe RBLAGRE T MMM . ASTE RSB A7 0 385 I A0 00 A, Il =9 ) |
—RAARF R, Bl AT LB AR K 2] T 00 9%, AR 9%
REMEFIBTREFIE KR EERT,

L LBRFEBKEEFIG KBNS

1.1990~2002 4 L TR FTRESE M. ARAEREH D, FHE LM
P E AR K, BRI A T AR I 881 S b TS RR ST A E [8 E YEASTE R
B, 1E 1990~2002 ], L& MEATE P, fF 5238 N b Bt 2B A
FRERT, A 1990 4EHY 22. 8% FFEZ! 2002 4EHY 2. 3%, R T [E 1€ Y AT AL AT LA
B SRR KIS H

LM ATE LGS B SR AT AL K S HAE 1990 R AT 4 =4
ATHA . 1990~1992 4, X — B HA T ASTE i 1 38 0 A8, H S BUAHRTER. X
5Y4at M2 REFE B RBUHEXLN, i H Yt L g %A A KPR T B
FRIATHA . 1993~1996 4, X —BF IR AL g KA #, SES R EF. X
Xt YAt 2 E A TR FHE , Z WA R R, Fat, AR &£ TG
T, i BRI A AT R, AR AT Mz EFF, 1997~
2002 £ HFAEME B KSRBET IR, FER TRAEMELZFHEK,

ZE8 T 8E.

2.1990~2002 4F FIBH BT oREH . B&IH % b JE BIH 2 MEBUIH 2%
FIAL, 1E 1990~2002 4EH , BUNIH SR EL /LK 18. 8% . femm by 23. 2%, HAk
FEMRIFE 20% AR, —HEAWEREEN, AmEEH RN E R AT LA K
LI F1 BN E BT SRR T 04 .

MEERMFEMT1990 FR EEAHEFEFERTOMKSSE, BIE
MK A AT M B R R P A E AR E BL S . AR5 AT LAV M 4t
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x4 1990~2002 & B AR A BT A FNIEL
(LA 1990 E RZEM#EHED

, _ KRR AL RAT W B ETE
. RAR LB BIEHEY%) (1990 4E % 100)
Asp BERA | % |BEREK| K o R BERA | R
= RS | sum [EREE #&m | ™ " R EE | 18
1990 321. 89 248. 50 73. 39 77.2 22.8 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
1991 317.98 | 258.20 | 59.78 | 81.2 | 18.8 | 98.8 | 104.0 | 813
1992 | 414.39 | 324.47 | 89.92 | 78.3 | 21.7 | 128.7 | 130.4 | 122.9
1993 | 499.74 | 421.28 | 78.46 | 84.3 | 15.7 | 155.2 | 165.9 | 118.9
1994 | 679.12 | 587.44 | 91.68 | 86.5 | 13.5 | 210.9 | 2310 | 143.1
1995 | 870.43 | 774.68 | 95.75 | 89.0 | 11.0 | 262.0 | 296.4 | 145.7
1996 | 998.63 | 886.78 | 111.85| 88.8 | 11.2 | 310.2 | 345.2 | 178.3
1997 | 1046.55| 933.52 | 113.03| 89.2 | 10.8 | 325.1 | 368.4 | 178.6
1998 | 1042.36 | 951.67 | 90.69 | 91.3 8.7 | 323.8| 376.2 | 146.7
1999 | 1033.02 | 964.84 | 68.18 | 93.4 6.6 | 320.9 | 382.9 | 122.3
2000 | 1100.18 | 1004.46 | 95.72 | 91.3 8.7 | 341.8 | 404.8 | 129.4
2001 | 1187.05| 1086.15 | 100. 90 91.5 8.5 368. 8 436. 7 140. 3
2002 | 1264.22 | 1235.14 | 29.07 7.7 2.3 | 392.3 | 497.0 | 42.6
£S5 1990~2002 &£ B BAHR M IGKERMN
(L1 1990 EATEM#EIFED
R R
D 4
s RARNEH ERAR B AR
R @R WK E HBRE R R H R R R
) (%) () (%) ) (%)
1990 316. 55 257. 04 - 59,51 o
1991 386. 98 22. 25 311. 91 21. 35 75.07 26.15
1992 390. 40 0. 88 299. 83 —3.87 90. 57 20. 64
1993 503. 95 29. 09 399.13 33.12 104. 82 15.73
1994 575. 57 14. 21 456. 43 14. 36 119. 14 13. 66
1995 621. 90 8.05 500. 01 9. 55 121. 89 2.31
1996 727. 50 16. 98 585. 64 17.13 141. 86 16. 38
1997 768. 87 5. 69 612. 79 4. 64 156. 08 10. 02
1998 | 813.84 5. 85 640. 49 4.52 173. 35 11.06
1999 913. 83 12. 29 719.18 12. 29 194. 65 12. 29
2000 1030. 34 12. 75 804. 70 11. 89 225. 64 15.93
2001 | 1171.52 13. 70 906. 76 12. 68 264. 76 17. 34
2002 | 1357. 35 15. 86 1051. 96 16. 01 305. 40 15. 35

BRI, IH T K HTE 1990 FHABRKMEREL, BRHEAITKESE
BVH P8 K 1L 1993 R B DU EFF iR EI7% . ML 1995 4E 2 J5 tRid T & , 2
1998 FX G RREFFREE R A HE —BERFERETHER, R
LA 1996 44 FLPR, ) 1991~1996 £ RZTH #¢ B A I K &R 15. 74 %%,
1997~2002 £E F9F E1 38K FN K 11. 02%; [FAT, 1991 ~1996 4 /& R IH %% °F
i #R g 15. 27%,1997~2002 4 I #1588 K ZR 2k 10. 34 %,

Z LR, EEHARITF R 1992~1997 F a8 K E R, 1998,1999 4
KR T, 2000~2002 R E K, 1998.1999 FEREFT R TREHA ZH
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N E FATE BB /L » 112 A7 5e 38 I LA K IR 20, A 1997 4R 216. 93
{ZTTHD ) 1998 451 171. 13 {ZITH 1999 459 127. 83 {276, 2000,2001 4F
& A [ 7, B 2002 4E B E] 55. 29 {270, 10 4 M 4E AT AL AR Y 2. 3%,
BT K B E A T AR ML A RE 11 (E R AL A BE T BB TE .
TEFRE T b, 1 RAF AR TR Rt e sl B o 13 8RR, Ul B B AL 45 B TR K
TERLB MG E AT, 1990~2002 4 | ¥ YA A S 0K A o 77 6548 fin
W ERES T TR X Fh L5 2 L Ry, BB 1 LB T 1T B LR .

EUBIE ST KAE 1990~2002 A FEEM KA R, AiRFREKSE
18, 1M H S RIH % s 2 TR, A 1990 /) 81. 2% T FEF] 2002 4 /Y
TT.5Y: BUMTE S B2 b FHES %, A 1990 4 /) 18.8% k73 2002 F#Y
22.5%, XFZERE T E XN TR MEUT A ok M I BUEUREUY 24
AR, HAh, 1990 FCR I E 25 A 6l ot 4 1 B T AT, £ & 5 Y
R ER BT LS L EREAELE T BENZ, A B S E#HE
EATRE, M5 6 %A t— £ w &, B RMITA RN #R &4 7%k,
TR HEAE S i — 1 B, RS A I A E MR 3 B R XTUR A T T %
HE X —ERRE EEWENE SRR,

3.1990~2002 4F RSP K SIS RKAX LI, BT 5H%M
BT GDP KR EH A5 [t M E SH A Z M FEEETINXE R, 3
1990~2002 “FHlE] EEMBR R EREAHEERE , AEREAEEVXR. H
BEAMUEL R EFESYIXR, MAEEKE EFENL, B TEREE R
PEERAER S EELE, R, BRHHAERLH G 5 EELHE,F
MAEZ % WAL LS8 5 1H 2 S8 1 X R BT, T LA F] B B 28 [ 5 WA LS
FBRIEFZEINX R,

H T ERE i B A TE A5 T 9% Z (B A9 A S, nT IR A B3 4 A st
FEXRBERHATAL IR, RATIEATE AT KESRAHFLAFHKE, U
M E EATE BB UG K R SR RIE 9 GBS ICR#HT R4, FEAREE
H71991~2002 4ERIEATE A FIEKE REAHFOTIEKE BERAE
IR ERIFFIERKE, HPURAEMEKERIALTE, LUN IS E
HEAR, A MAFH FEATE SO I SR, BRI T .

A BT LB K R 5 R AN P DA K R MM T

Rrc=0.112140. 3896Rn (D)
Hrh: Rec H1H 9% S 8UE % Ry AREATE OB,
XIS HANT
Mean quare R-Square F Stat Prob>F
0. 0030 0. 7136 24,9213 0. 0005

B: [E € YT A TE AL 1 R 5 8 RIH 2% SIS R R MMk 4T
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BERSE PBIK: DB GDP = AFRERNTTREAEXIEHAR

Ric=0. 08881-0. 1340Rg, (2)
b Rue B B I 2 B8 K 3 Re B VAT BB K .
RS E T

Mean quare | R—Square | F Stat Prob>F
0.0031 | 0.7709 | 33. 6584 0. 0002

th AT AR T AT 1 VEAS I B 5 0 92 A7 TR B3 0 L A
T L2 VA T B 3 5 B R 0 S K R 2 A A D AL L3, el ]
4R RO JRZ(2) AT AR H » VRS B8 M I8 S48 K 19 0 i
£ T 0. 3896 1 [ 7 V8 4 % W00 K 4 B R K 2 0 K A0 SR T R A B T
0. 4340,

B2 TN SRT BRI KR 1990~ 2002 41 LR £ TR &
S K RARBMEA N, XA SRR AR A B UL
1AM 0. N2 T VTR ReP 2077 402 By 815% (Lt 75 3K 3 Ve 3
WS R BB IAY, e[ AT AU K X1 B R 2 K R 5
PR3 . 1] L5 VEACTE ARG B Ao [ e AT B 80— LB T BT
AT FU T8 e £

. &8s w

1. NEEE, EBZFRAR EMEUAT N ERNEF . 2FHEKEE
HERNTRKE KD, X —fFHEE2HPE" KEEF MR TR E .tk
TEAXRMEATSRRKE LEZFFEMKNEENHE, BL.EEZRE
FECR XEAT AR W EEB AT RFIEKNER. & FlRg5F
fARp AR O TARER BAHAX = KFRERZAGFEELN LR £
L FTHE K B AE GRIA B e gl 7= B oK) & T AR ST M ET X
AR RFTINULIHBE , mi2 0] LAR BN AL Rl 3G 4 , AN 1 HE 30 48 355 3 e 4
£, 1991~2002 54 OXf L GDP MEFHT#Kk LN 3. 40%, A X
FEABERKES, 152 . #F—TREEE OX LB GDP K 5TRkEE,
MEREE AT LASR 4 NS ARBE . NBIASE 1T A H3h GDP BRI,

2. T ERP.BAHEHF RN B GCDP TR K, 2 2R K
MREZAER, EHHLFP WEFT KOG KERE LZH THAFT K. K
LR EEMEF BT RATFTHEKAREENT. 1991~2002 F LBRAL
HEH T KRN 13. 13%., HF,1991~1996 4E3k 15. 24%,1997~2002 £E
TREH 11.02%;1991~1996 /B R IH #1938 K R K 15. 27%4,1997~2002
FETFFEN 10.33%, HAEEKETRIREIZFERNZER KA KE1E.
1991~ 20024 L & R AP LREU A F 38K N 8. 7490 . RN B R
AN LR AR R 4.10%, 1M 1991~2002 4 | GDP 3K %

- 109 -



I 223 ET 2004 1 H)

$710.75%, HeA,1991~1996 4 10.01%.1997 ~2002 5K 10. 82% (LA
EEIESRE 1990 A EMABITED . 2 UL, K 1996 LS, EifE GDP 1%
KBHSEREAERKERAHGTE ELFTmBEEKMRELN ., FRIEAIEK
Z8, FEELHEAFREKETRABRFERHEG TR, XFRAE
B _E ¥ ) GDP 383, AR gl 2 FB B WA B RL sh s b sk 55 » Bk T 48
PG BAE S FTENMACEAR LR KHUBIR 7 2R R %5 5 B
W38 S HFAE . 72 W E T TEIE K GDP 38K /Y R, B [ B HE i & 5 (K 6l
MECAEHIME , AR S E T SR T FEL IS KM EEME IS
NEE, LK GDP 3K 5 RUAIEKARIE B .

3. WA AR TR R 2 LiEEF K P AfaE B E, #hiE
BEHR. 1991~2002 4 EI AT AL HT ¥ K N 13. 10%, e, 1991
~1996 K 21.82%,1997~2002 R 4.37%, BEARTHRER. £ LiE
GDP # i , SSASTY BB T (b A0 BN 1996 4F LU G — BRI e, Fr 1996 F
#) 63. 4 Y IB/PF 2002 FEHY 43. 4%, XF GDP Tk BE R R R A, 1995 44
111.42%,1999 £ TF&H — 4. 68% (A EEIE Y 1990 AR M 48itHE) .
WAL OBFIERKETREMFEZRAZEIRFIERKETRE, AEAES
BIERI 14 F , 1995~2001 4, L AR BT A7 EL T 9320 TREF] 60%4 . BT
FEEBITAT LB 5. 3% EFHEI 6. 6 % E P ERITAF G EEEM 1. 0% £ FHEI
LON(EERMEMET) . S8BT AHELEM 0.8% EFHE 1.5%.C @
BEHKNETREMNEEZERNEZEEL &M T . REXEMAKA GHEE
8. 1995~2001 4, Mk FR 3G MEIE K 84. 2%, (H ML &R T AT L AL S A
{38 27%, LLAT FH K 57. 2% & 28 s, 2001 4, Mk 3T A A~ Fi X B
985. 24 27T+ bt 1995 FE¥EEK 1. 6 £ ; ML AR T P 32 277. 07 20T, tb
1995 A4 K 12. 4 /59, LU EEUIR UL A9 2 B4 s FAE K LR, [
APRRIS AR E . AR TR TR KA K, S R FTIEK BT ES T
AR SEIG K E - E R RNE W, BIUAERCER CVHREFGER KDY
Z4E R B A BT AFIGEEMRES LM EES. [
MREUGSIESERNEHREL VAR, FRESCVZEHA N LBEZFN E
f. AAh TEBUR T E N HEL IS B MBI BT sk F A =B e,

4. FEMBREFREKSHEAF KIS KEGREFMEMEYE, XEFS
SETREN ., E— 1L AP BT KSTHIE IR B KL S —
FRIFAR TSR . ERATE BB ERD $ ., B E AT U EL 5T
5 AFOKMAMEXHER. LB RATE S A FH R . I 4 B E AT
EL TS TG AR L E 8 T b, Mt shiE R/ K 2FF M. A
A& RT3 T, 1997 S LUG . L1l M) BEASTE BB B0 3 < R IE T F% , AT AL
S ETE GDP #9 R A7 o5 05 87 B X+ GDP (19 3k BE o Bl 22 3% el X A4 0 &
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RIRE K T8 GDP = AT RBRNVIEKE B X IEAR

EmAHAFRIER A SHYETHEREE., IO NEFERE
PSR TE IR BT K AOE A NSRRI AL 2 A B O R BT K BliE RAF AT
G35 . 550 3 A i 4k SRR BURFAL 58 1 B2 . LASR MR IR ST RIS 2. 3 5h
HR A4 EigEmRRT. IFESHmRM A EE(RRWE £S5 LA
ABEFR) . NP KIE . ERERES A MIRERK. A LT H
B, DUASE stk AR SO R BhTH 2% L I R I R S (K ) ELIE i 7 A i
IR ARBUTAL Y . BUR ) 32 & FF IR REND 1% @ IR T HEP BRI
BEIRSE AR SR A I L IR AN E & G — ROV AR5 7= dn A
IR . 1R = & T IS 1 FRCR,

5. fEMBAT RR B HBMEFREP A REEETEREA—
ARBE R X 2E7\P 7 5 GDP 38BN 2 & (B Kol . 30 1 2% 5%
W L3S . N BRI SLE . RIBRA SR E R LR Lig
Pl R I E R, B LB, HERFRENEFER
MRAH K. MRHAFRKERKES. ZFME RS KEREFH, LEAT
REFFAR). i, EBTERRRA—BORERA RN, R KN R R
LASESr AR AR e R B S5 sh B R A=k, 35 b RR AR
R% HMRER R RILAKF AR, AR $ 558K GDP 1R,

TR
Q@35 B Li#gmgitFEn AR % (G AR 2002 F55 17 $,
SE k-

(1E#ES5ITR . EEFIHEL(2003) [(M]. L5 P ESGTHE R . 2003.

(2] - B . SREMEHF¥(FIFAOM]. JL5 AN EN BT 1999.

BIFRNEN.F45 . XTHPEZFERSLEXEELTEZNHRCBE(]]. 2FHR,
2003.(8).

(A3 E# . = AT REZRE GDP M FaR[I]. FWAEFHIT. 2003, (3).

(S8R E . PEMFEAERKGSHEHBCRKM] BHE R 2003, 9).

[6]R. Dornhusch, S. Fischer. Macroeconomics. M J. Mc CramwHill.Inc.1994.

A Research on the Contribution of the Three
Key Demands Factors and Relevance to GDP

of Shanghai
ZHAQO Xiao-lei, SHEN Hai-bo

(Research Institute of Finance and Economics , Shanghai University of

Finance and Economics, Shanghai 200433, China)

Abstract: GDP measured by expenditure consists of final consumption
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(consumption demand) , total investment forming (investment demand), net
export of goods and service (abroad demand). The sum of the three key de-
mands’ increment is the total increment of GDP in the same year. The quali-
ty of economic operation and the quantity and rate of economic growth is de
termined by the quantity, structure, the rate of growth, and relevance of the
three key demands. In this paper, positive research is used to analyze the
three key demands’ contribution to GDP of Shanghai and the relevance of in-
vestment and consumption by employing standard macroeconomics analysis
model and comparable relevant data.

Key words: macroeconomic operation; the three key demands; contri-
bution; relevance

(L#£% 69 )

An Empirical Analysis of the Impact of Financial
Fragility on Real Economy

SUN Li-jian, NIU Xiao-meng, LI An-xin

(School of Economics, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China)

Abstract:  From the theoretical perspective of modern financial eco-
nomics that “the basic function of financial system plays an essential role in
economic growth”, the paper employs the analytical method of quatitative e
conomics to test whether China’s financial system can develop the six funda-
mental function of “investment and finance, price discovery. risk diversifica-
tion, liquidity provision, information production and corporate governance”
under the constraint of incomplete market. It reveals the fragility of China’s
financial system and its transmission mechanism to real economy, thus con-
stituting a necessary policy basis for China’s current financial reform.

Key words: financial fragility; economic growth; transmission mecha-

nism
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