FXE T ) 2016 2 (81 )

1 2
(1. 510631; 2. 310018)
o (1)
- (2)
: F40; F42 A :1671-9301(2016) 02-000140
DOI:10.13269/j.cnki.ier.2016.02.001
1
= 1998 1998
1998
5
67
8
:20154041; 120160143
(1985— ) : (1975— )

(15CJY002)



1998

( 1998—2007)

( 1998—2007) o

Brandt et al. °

Brandt et al. ° 1980.1984 1985

5% ~9%

Brandt et al. ° N
( 1998—2007)

( 1997—2008) Brandt et al. ’
1993

Brandt et al. ° 1995 1998—2007
1978—1998 o 1995
1995
1980.1984 1985

_2_



INDUST RAL ECONOMICS HSEA KCH

Py

1980—1995
1998—2007 1993
° 1998—2007
1998
(
) o
( )
NK;,
RK“() = 1y . (1)
p’UH,_,O( +gu)
Ly RK”O t, ;
NK“’I L gt/ 2
tO o
o MK,
' : xg, +(1-8) xRK,, t<t,
I1..(1 +g.)
RK” = t s=t 5 (2)
K, - NK,
ENK,, “L4+(1-8) xRK,, =1,
P,



o

RK

it

1994

1994

1986

~
~

2002

t NK, i
P, !

ity

P,

P,

1999—2007
44 864

o

454 5717

1998 o

) o (
. 2002

( 1998—2007)

; 1995

572 191

268

o

(
21995

Brandt et al.

1994

o

1978—2007

1980.1984 1985

1998—2007

g is

196 443

(

( GB/T4754—1995)

1

o



INDUST RAL ECONOMICS HSEA KCH

1985—1995
1995—1998
1998

o

1995
1996
1998—2007

0.

1 o
1980—2007
30

1980—1984
0.139 3; 1984

4%

. 1980—1984  .1984—1985
- 1995
1999 1998
1996 1997
1998 .
1
/
1980—1984 870 0.126 0.0821 0.127 0.096 2
1984—1985 870 0.167 0.1063 0.174 0.1220
1985—1995 870 0.169 0.1225 0.174 0.1226
1995—1998 870 0.131 0.1215 0.095 0.1319
1998—1999 870 0.090 0.1101 0.071 0.1109
5 0.5, 1999—2000 870 0.069 0.0963 0.067 0.1110
1980—2007 2000—2001 870  0.078 0.096 1 0.071 0.1063
2001—2002 870 0.082 0.1009 0.088 0.1221
2002—2003 870 0.091 0.1052 0.096 0.1210
2003—2004 870 0.107 0.1169 0.132 0.1327
29 2004—2005 870 0.142 0.1278 0.108 0.1167
870 2005—2006 870 0.119 0.1118 0.118 0.1260
° 1 2006—2007 870 0.134 0.1195 0.127 0.096 2
1985 .1995
1998—2007
1985 (199 )
0.167 2: 1985—1995 0.168 5. 1999—2007
1999—2000  2005—2006
1980—1998
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o 1998
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2
N
Original 1998 ori Bench_5% Bench_9% Original 1998 net Bench_net
1998 165 118 6.48 6.48 7.34 5.78 4.41 4.41 6.34
1999 160 401 7.19 6.46 7.66 5.96 4.73 4.23 6.63
2000 161 208 7.85 7.05 7.91 6.04 5.16 4.62 7.04
2001 169 168 8.57 7.70 8.19 6.26 5.50 4.93 7.27
2002 179 255 9.32 8.47 8.51 6.47 5.89 5.34 7.59
2003 193 742 10.46 9.62 9.16 6.98 6.53 5.98 8.17
2004 273 765 12.46 11.48 10.47 8.09 7.88 7.24 9.41
2005 269 390 14.19 13.22 11.57 9.09 8.84 8.21 10.17
2006 299 177 16.71 15.71 13.24 10.53 10.43 9.79 11.58
2007 333 895 19. 66 18.55 15.24 12.27 12.17 11.46 13.06
N Original 1998 ori 1998 net
1998 ( ) Bench_5% Bench
9%  Bench_net 5% 9% o
12.05%
8.44% . 1998
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3
1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
Bench_5% 7.34 7.66 7.91 8.19 8.51 9.16 10.47 11.57 13.24 15.24
Bench_9% 5.78 5.96 6.04 6.26 6.47 6.98 8.09 9.09 10.53 12.27
6.56 6.81 6.975 7.225 7.49 8.07 9.28 10.33 11.885 13.755
Bench_net 6.34 6.63 7.04 7.27 7.59 8.17 9.41 10.17 11.58 13.06
()
1.
BIAS NK, - RK, (5)
i NK“
NK, i RK, i BIAS, i
\ ( 1998—2007)
(5)
(1)
4 Y Y
4
1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
0. 106 0.167 0.255 0.29 0.337 0.364 0.397 0.392 0. 406 0.416 0.313
0.116 0.163 0.223 0.262 0.298 0.37 0.395 0.396 0.41 0.43 0.306
0. 146 0.209 0.272 0.3 0.34 0.348 0.345 0.367 0.367 0.333 0.303
0.103 0.179 0.239 0.292 0.331 0.358 0.383 0.38 0. 385 0.374 0.302
0.121 0.185 0.207 0.253 0.31 0.342 0.382 0.39%4 0.409 0.411 0.301
0.112 0.179 0.231 0.257 0.28 0.305 0.312 0.327 0.356 0.367 0.273
0.116 0.173 0.213 0.25 0.297 0.314 0.33 0.322 0.348 0.364 0.273
0.107 0.171 0.237 0.26 0.291 0.307 0.325 0.327 0.347 0.344 0.272
0.125 0.195 0.25 0.275 0.291 0.314 0.299 0.306 0.308 0.307 0.267
0.117 0.177 0.222 0.252 0.272 0.299 0.293 0.317 0.339 0.359 0.265
(5) .
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1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
0.106 0.167  0.255 0.29 0.337 0.364 0.397 0.392 0.406 0.416 0.313
0.116  0.163  0.223 0.262 0.298 0.37 0.395 0.396 0.41 0.43 0.306
0.146  0.209 0.272 0.3 0.34 0.348 0.345 0.367 0.367 0.333 0.303
0.103 0.179  0.239 0.292 0.331 0.358 0.383 0.38 0.385 0.374  0.302
0.121 0.185  0.207 0.253 0.31 0.342  0.382 0.394 0.409 0.411 0.301
0.112  0.179  0.231 0.257 0.28 0.305 0.312 0.327 0.356 0.367 0.273
0.116  0.173  0.213 0.25 0.297 0.314 0.33 0.322  0.348 0.364 0.273
0.107  0.171 0.237 0.26 0.291 0.307 0.325 0.327 0.347 0.344 0.272
0.125 0.195 0.25 0.275 0.291 0.314 0.299 0.306 0.308 0.307 0.267
0.117 0.177 0.222 0.252 0.272  0.299 0.293 0.317 0.339 0.359 0.265
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The Estimation and Analysis of China’s Industrial

Enterprises” Capital Stock
ZHANG Tianhua' ZHANG Shaohua’

(1. School of Economics and Management South China Normal University Guangzhou 510631 China;
2. School of Economics and Management Zhejiang Sci-Tech University Hangzhou 310018 China)

Abstract: At present Chinese industrial enterprises database has been the benchmark data for researching on Chinese
economic whereas the capital stock companies reported does not reflect the actual amount of capital. The paper tries to re—
construct the actual amount of capital used by Chinese industrial enterprises database. Estimation results show: firstly com—
pared to the original value of fixed assets the enterprise actual capital stock using net value of fixed assets is preferable; sec—
ondly the macro level of the capital stock estimates will overestimate the shorter length of the use of capital value; thirdly
the degree of deviation from the enterprise capital stock is closely related to enterprise age. This research is a basic work for
study on productivity international trade resource allocation and so on.

Key words: actual capital stock; net value of fixed assets; original value of fixed assets; perpetual inventory method;

bias degree



