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Tab.1 Changes in the proportion of industrial output value in Fujian Province

0 F—rlk e =k P il Bl =l
W W i W [ W
1993 22.8 40.9 36.3 2006 11.3 48.7 40.0
1994 22.1 43.8 34.1 2007 10. 8 48.4 40. 8
1995 22.2 42.1 35.7 2008 10.7 49.1 40.2
1996 21.7 41.3 37.0 2009 9.6 49.1 41.3
1997 20.1 42.3 37.6 2010 9.3 51.0 39.7
1998 19. 4 42.2 38.4 2011 9.2 51.6 39.2
1999 18.4 42.0 39.6 2012 9.0 51.7 39.3
2000 16.7 43.3 40.0 2013 8.6 51.8 39.6
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Tab.2 The internal output structure of service industry in Fujian Province
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Fig.1 Contribution rate of tax revenue of three major industries in Fujian Province
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Tab.3 Tax burden, elasticity and coordination coefficient of three major industries in Fujian from 2013 to 2017
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2013 0.16 2.07 0.01 11. 60 0. 44 0.95 15.57 2.16 1.28
2014 0.16 0.29 0.01 11.99 1.35 0.97 15.27 0.78 1.24
2015 0.17 2.77 0.01 11.51 0.05 1.00 13. 62 0.09 1.19
2016 0.34 10. 55 0.03 9.86 -1.54 0.97 12.37 0.25 1.22
2017 0.21 6.53 0.02 9.45 0.57 0.96 11. 66 0. 63 1.19
T 0.21 4.44 0.02 10. 88 0.18 0.97 13.70 0.78 1.22
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Research on Coordinated Development of the
Tax Structure and Industrial Structure in Fujian Province

CAI Qiuyu
( Institute of Finance and Accounting, Fujian Business University, Fuzhou 350012, China)

Abstract: The industrial structure of Fujian Province has been optimized in recent years, but the overall development
is still in the pattern of " Two-Three—One" . The tax contribution rate of the primary and secondary industries in
Fujian declined, while that of the tertiary industry increased rapidly and surpassed that of the secondary industry in
2015. Based on the industrial and tax data of Fujian Province, this research analyzes the interaction and coordination
between the industrial structure and tax structure of Fujian Province through the tax burden index, tax elasticity and
coordination coefficient of industrial development. Fujian province should accelerate the industrial transformation,
optimize the industrial structure, adjust the tax policy, improve the tax system and ability of independent innovation,

and realize the coordinated development of the industrial structure and tax structure.

Key words: industrial structure; tax structure; coordinated development

(FAEB R AT



