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Abstract

At present, the eastern region is relatively developed, the central region is moving forward stea-
dily, and the western region is developing rapidly after the “Western Development”. The devel-
opment status and hardware facilities of various regions are still quite different. As a demonstra-
tion area of common prosperity, Zhejiang Province needs to take the lead in narrowing the ur-
ban-rural income gap. This paper describes the urban-rural income gap in Zhejiang Province in
recent ten years according to the Gini coefficient of Zhejiang Province from 2010 to 2015 and the
relative income gap index from 2015 to 2020. The results show that the urban-rural income gap in
Zhejiang Province has been small and decreasing year by year, which qualifies it as a demonstra-
tion area of common prosperity. Based on the literature, this paper determines the variables that
affect the urban-rural income gap, and uses multiple linear regression to explore the main factors
that affect the urban-rural income gap, and conducts p-value test, parallelism test, and variance
test. The results show that the improvement of economic development level and industrial struc-
ture plays a restraining role in reducing the urban-rural income gap, and the improvement of em-
ployment structure plays a promoting role in reducing the urban-rural income gap. Finally, it puts
forward some relevant countermeasures and suggestions to narrow the urban-rural income gap,
so as to promote the better development of common prosperity in Zhejiang Province.
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Table 1. Gini coefficient of towns, villages and urban and rural areas in Zhe-
jiang Province in 2010 and 2015

5% 1. 2010 570 2015 SR T A RE . 2 H s RENERRH
Foy WHERBRH SHNERRIH W2 A AREERY

2010 0.3288 0.2382 0.1498
2011 0.3298 0.3782 0.2805
2012 0.3211 0.3764 0.2754
2013 0.3522 0.3424 0.2376
2014 0.3335 0.3164 0.2246
2015 0.3109 0.2947 0.2127
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Table 2. Income gap index of urban and rural residents in Zhejiang Province
from 2015 to 2020

= 2. #I4E 2015~2020 R 2 R RN EEEH
Fir Y AR ORISR AR i AN 22 Ll

2015  2.2564 43,714 19,373
2016  2.2361 47,237 21,125
2017  2.2418 51,261 22,866
2018  2.2269 55,574 24,956
2019  2.2043 60,182 27,302
2020  2.0986 62,699 29,876

M 2015 FE3 2020 4F, WL A IR 2 I ZEERFS45 /N, M 2015 411 2.2564 T [431 2020 4F 1] 2.0986,
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Table 3. Introduction of indicators
= 3. BN

W sebi 47K FebirE X
WA X, A PN EES YN}
BIIAT e x gﬁ%ﬁﬁ%iﬁ%&ﬁ%%kﬁ%ﬁi&
SEMBLX,  SEbUKLRS GDP M
s i o0
SRR SENCEX,  SmWUIRS R
SRR R AR B PN 5 2 TR R ALY
FEBOAL
e PHERAEX b
BRI X, N34 GDP [rx) %
ey VEORBIEX, RSP S
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3.2. WHARIEEN

EifEARRA] 2011 4R 3 2021 SE M R PP A EdE, BoERIET (ERGTHESL) M CGITLE Soit4F
%), AL EE AR EHE R 4 FR:

Table 4. Variable data
4. TEHIRE

FAn Y Xy X2 X3 X4 Xs Xe X7 Xg

2010 2.7340 0.6160 2.1285 0.8861 0.8474 24419  10.8417  0.8441 0.8290
2011 2.7401 0.6230 2.1191 0.8867 0.8585 2.0495  10.9652  0.8634 0.8420
2012 2.6433 0.6290 2.1106 0.9327 0.8782 15324  11.0202  0.9232 0.8540
2013 2.5481 0.6390 1.9725 0.9615 0.8696 2.6536 11.0838 0.9609 0.8660
2014 2.3090 0.6500 1.8790 1.0000 0.8888 2.9314 11.1356 0.9558 0.8770
2015 2.2564 0.6630 1.7793 1.0108 0.8476 2.0000 11.2020 1.0254 0.8890
2016 2.2361 0.6770 1.7321 1.0197 0.8288 24012  11.2694  1.1030 0.9010
2017 2.2418 0.6890 1.7644 1.0350 0.8520 24314  11.3576  1.1710 0.9120
2018 2.2269 0.7000 1.7556 1.1166 0.9153 23948  11.4428  1.2138 0.9250
2019 2.2043 0.7160 1.7567 1.2179 0.9379 2.2576 11.5005 1.2957 0.9360
2020 2.0986 0.7220 1.6793 1.4125 0.9625 2.2557  11.5191 1.3641 0.9460
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3.3. EAER

T EREE S A EEB O RO, W DA HR R &2 RlEH B ZER, SRR

Y =L+ A X+ LXK, + LXK+ 4, X, + A X + A X + 4, X, + L Xy + 1

Hrp, Y B SUNABXS ZRE, B, B EI, X EWAE, X, B HFEschth, X, REeREi,
X, B izew, Xy RNt X, REFREKE, X, @&rolgdimatt, Xy 2ilhgdil, u
AR IEAS 5241 N (0,02 ) BIBEHL T
3.4. tEEIMEY]

ARICEEHE T stata BAfF, HPATHIEEIFR S, /D ZFeikiiRal b, BT 7T YEEIA,
Y10 B B Ak gh Rl 1.

Source SS df MS Number of obs = 11
F(8, 2) = 107.10

Model .54460946 8 .068076182 Prob > F = 0.0093
Residual .001271289 2 .000635644 R-squared = 0.9977
Adj R-squared = 0.9884

Total .545880748 10 .054588075 Root MSE = .02521

y | Coefficient Std. err. t P>|t] [95% conf. interval]

x1 -4.009763  3.581779 -1.12  0.379 -19.42092 11.40139

X2 -.7847399 .933635 -0.84 0.489 -4.801847 3.232367
X3 -.1164776  .5297934 -0.22 0.846 -2.395994 2.163039
x4 1.343579 1.573848 0.85 0.483 -5.428141 8.1153
X5 -.012869  .0351467 -0.37 0.749 -.1640929 .1383548

X6 4.018905 1.360709 2.95 0.098 -1.835752 9.873562
X7 3.087398  1.259273 2.45 0.134 -2.330814 8.505611
X8 -42.61046  14.13788 -3.01 0.095 -103.4408 18.21992
_cons -4.980506  5.829615 -0.85 0.483 -30.06331 20.1023

Figure 1. Result of regression analysis
1. EVASIRER

HIP 1 ATgn, SRR SR W RS b RN B ST AL S A TN FE AR T 4
NS WX ZBEAAE AR I, R R RO BRI ML S5 44 i A = AN R bR _E TR 6 /N
SR ZEFEAFAE SN HIAEH] o

35 EEMRE

BEEFKF a 0.05, MERALE ) & BHEFR .

B, XMEREAT F AR, BB SEIN 0, R p=00093< o, HUILIRLRER, F
RgERL, AT REALINE . [FINBAT R E0h 0.9884, BEHIIN Z AN ZEEA L) 99% 1T 4 -
RAREMERE, A2 A B A S RE T

Fo, XSS HAT RS, FURBOZE S EUE N 0, ARIEVIE BHR AL\ A2 & P E#KT 0.05,
B R, SWHZ\NRESHARZ . RN R\ EREREGEX ARG E N, WS HAR
F, BULEE I8 2 B AL R
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ARICHEAT T 2\ MR, HAZ O AR REUL TR T Z 51815 5 AR R A A 2R A S 1 %
2, I EEKE TR R AL IR M R B R [ 12].

Table 5. Diagnosis of multivariable multicollinearity

5. ZEHEMISH

Variable VIF 1VIF
Xs 4758.80 0.000210
Xe 1492.81 0.000670
X7 776.81 0.001287
Xz 407.27 0.002455
X1 285.66 0.003501
X3 107.69 0.009286
Xa 68.47 0.014606
Xs 2.58 0.388114
Mean VIF 987.51

4L 5 51, HA Xs 1 VIF{E =2.58 < 10, i AL R AR A7 7 ) B 1 2 L2k k. N TR
TRBETI 22 B2, A SOk IR BAS /KT 0.05 [ ATZE A RIH%, FIHS RIS (5 2)

Source SS df S Number of obs = 11
F(3, 7) = 313.14

Model .541843255 3 .180614418 Prob > F = 0.0000
Residual .004037494 7 .000576785 R-squared = 0.9926
Adj R-squared = 0.989%4

Total .545880748 10 .054588075 Root MSE = .02402
y | Coefficient Std. err. t P>|t] [95% conf. interval]

x7 2.129962 .2426132 8.78 0.000 1.556273 2.703651

X6 2.977086 .4403631 6.76 0.000 1.935793 4.018379

x8 -32.4025 2.902187 -11.16 ©.000 -39.26508 -25.53992
_cons -4.464878 2.678136 -1.67 0.139 -10.79766 1.867907

Figure 2. The result of stepwise regression
B 2. & EVFER

WRYE AT BIAEER, KER VIR SREL. 32 B2 SCmt. R IEIRON tEAM G R eR
ROAZRE. BUUaMEALENL 7 F AR, FNRRZESEDT K, SHREAE IR TS5
R, [ENSHIINIE, A IEMNZ5E L.

37. RAEMRR

AR ] BP R IE R I T AFE R T 20, BP M ga i R B e MrAE R TT 21, AR AAEAE
57 VLM IEAR RIS HCR LA R, NS BB 2 R [13]. 45 RalA 3 Fios:
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Breusch-Pagan/Cook-Weisberg test for heteroskedasticity
Assumption: i.i.d. error terms
Variables: All independent variables

Ho: Constant variance

chi2(3)
Prob > chi2

0.69
0.8764

Figure 3. Heteroscedasticity test
3. RAERE

i &A%, P{E = 0.8764 > 0.05, UiBH7E 0.05 I BS/KT FEZEEE, WM ERFAR
7z
3.8. IRRERE

WRAEEA 2B FAGED k. R EER S S SIR TN
Y =-4.464878+2.977086 X, +2.129962X, —32.4025X,

AR 2 3 O, BRSO B AR BT 2 WA 22 BE R S . BB ) DU 8%
KR b 235 ) vt SR AR e o B 2 WS N ZE BRI RIE F , Atb S5 R 9 i x B ARk 2 e N 2 R
TR AE Y . BARGEM N L5F Re/KT-REHEIN 1%, 30 2 W ZEERIE N 2.9%; 7 b 45 # s AL B8 0 1%,
Wk 2 W ZZEESE TN 2.1%; Bk SRS 1%, 2 IR 32.4%.
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ZURN 2 E3E BROE T R . 5 R EOR, RSN ZRE Sl gb i), K5 RIEKE. Pl g
T = AR Z A SRR, il 250 ik 3 2 I 22 BRI AR A FH
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WIS, R R L B SE AR AN, BB AR AR, IR A
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