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China’ s Inclusive Growth: Measurement and Evaluation

Yu Min' and Wang Xiaolin®

( 1: School of Economics Peking University; 2: International Poverty Reduction Center in China)

Abstract: This article firstly overviews the definition of inclusive growth and then constructs an inclusive index which includes four

dimensions seven fields and thirteen indexes. Then the weights are given to those indexes so that the inclusive growth evaluation index

system is built up. Lastly the article evaluates China’ s inclusive growth from 1990 to 2009 and puts out some suggestions. The results

shows that China’ s economy growth are generally inclusive economy growing rapidly and bringing broadly work chance and people’ s

ability and social protection are improved. But China’ s inclusive growth is in low level generally and developed slowly. The income

inequality grew significantly and has become a main obstacle to inclusive economic growth in China. Therefore some policies should be

designed from the view achieving inclusive economic growth with equal opportunities
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