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RSO BEE, ER & O A8 LT N ARREORE & O B FR AR5 2
ETHD, N AL PEITIC R RFHERE D S TTHRE~OBIT LV ) BUREHZ K-> TR Y |
Z ORI ENAN S ZBHOBREE @ L ED, HIENA Y — FTEREMEEBR L TET
W5, L2vL, GDP R OEICITMEOHICBERAENR LN D, PED GDP AEAFAL D
B IR T 5 X—ATIER L TV D DI LT A0 GDP fERIZHFOKAEE TREl> T 5,

M CREEZ B MHATE L < OFATHIEIE. N M T AORBEMRE 2T LR & L TERED TFP
EEZHIF TS, R, X hFALFEOMICBZE NS GDP MEROK LALLM LK
DIRRZ RS BT ER % O GDP Bi#aHEF L, Z4 24100 TFP #iANE & A= pESLER D A= pE LA
ZHER L7 BT, MEOMICAEERMEEOZEN RNV I RELE . BEORIZ TFP =D& 20
LW SRR DIFREZ R T, BRREDRE RiE, AEPEMMEMEIZ N T2y & S RS SOV BKHECHE
SH. TFP MMBIZEN RN E WO REITEE Lo Te, T7ebh, MRS/ S VWMEDOE AR A FEH
PEREDI S b F BRRF R 2 HIR L2 ERFRE L WO a7z biI Th o, SHIZ, b LM TA
D HE L [ CKEOE AWM 2 FFO%50 GDP (EEAFHE L. ZOEED FT 2010 F0
GDP {[FRIEIZZ DBFRIE L W I 80 S—k v hREWZ EBfER ST,

F—— K AEFEWMEAE, TFP, FMRE. &ERY

FC&IC

PIET 1978 FICBERBECRABA L TE Y, 20 8 4F%, 1986 fFIC M AL KA EA L&A
F BB O EMICE G >, BHOTRARH -T2 bDD, N F AR FA A BHIE, FE
OUHERBER EIZER CARTH D', ryTROR—TF > Rl Ka—nu v S3E S FRhmR
FLOHERFE~OBITEE 0> TEY, WI—u vy OHREEL LIZLIEMEShTr o7 8o
BATHIRR G & PRI TV E & X b A0 FEIE, HOEE CIEFRICIER L Th D B S hTn
B, LonL, XM F LRI, —FER 9%0 GDP EEEZER L7 b OO, 2000 HE) SR O™
FEAREE L, F2E GDP#EH AN — ANM72 0 FifGoKES FIE & OAERFELIIR L TND 2,
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N FLARFOF L RWBUR AT T HHER & UTE, IR EICL D TFP (total factor
productivity="2 R AEFEME) DOEBREMRNZ &R0, AEEDRWERHMANEEMHEICLED DLV -
TRRENZ EREPEHEIN TN D, KiwUd, RERREITHRE L v 2 — LIEKR D FLAF % e
L7z EC. 1986—2000 AEDOHIMIZFESRE L TV D R A & hEOFEFHERN ik - it L, ko
FRERGEL, X b A HPEOBOKEELZ -6 L TERERZ0T 5,

1. RITHAEDOLE 12—

NRRFAERED/NT —~ 2 AZDOWNTIL, Ketels et al. (2010), Nguyen Quang Thai, Vu Hong Cuong
Bui Trinh (2010), Tran Xuan Do & Quang Truong (2009), Nguyen Quoc Hung (2012) 72 &', % < OHF3EAL
EBRRARKRINTNDER, LITF, TOREMNZL LD E LT Ketels et al. 3L Tran Xuan Do& Quang
Truong D X Z MG T 5,

Ketels et al. iE. R M ARBEOBEFINCONTOMBKEZEHMN L L, GDP BE ORI
BRI, NS AENICB T 528 REFEOHR &L, XM FaLZotmorT T #HEOEO ICOR

(incremental capital output ratio="&AFEH ) D, BWELFICKBIT HRETEENDOS =7 D
W2 LICER L2 bOTH D, FEmsUL. fiaw & UCHRRFERE D S HGEE~BIT LT b
LERFICITEE 20 FERICHR D OFRERETWE 00, PESCA VK, vL—v 7 F AL
& AT GDP OIERIFEICE A O BRPERIZIKET 5 B DT, TFP (total factor productivity= 4%t
RAEFENE) OBIC K D2 EBENEWZ E 2B L TWD, L TEDORKEE LT, AFERESH
B - BRI SIC KD TFP 28 L LIF 58 0RR . ARGy 23 FEME O FRR AR E A 3
~OFER e EE2FF TN D

Tran Xuan Do & Quang Truong DAFFEIE, BRFIEE ORh=M L0 S IE 2 D AL D v A
FEFREE LTS, W ONPDF—R « AZT 4 —%BL T, FEHEEICRGEECHEELAZ £
AR L. AIEFPNCE N TS 6580, BFEEICRIT 2BUFDO&E Z ., RETEED controlling

(3ZBE) 75 enabling (FIBEIZ T 272 DEREEHEENH) OFM~EHET 2 2 LR EEREE L TN D,

E U7z 2 DO SUTHER ST 2 EA ST DR FENM R X OEAA P OB BUR O ¥EE X
FFLARE S TV DLEERRED 1 > Th o, LinLl, RESEOWNEEIZH~T GDP ik
RPRANR D o 72 2 &N, APEEROKESEFEM (TFP) OHIMHEMEN 722 LITERT 2 &
DHEMITELERELET 2 b0 LB s, FrICEREREOERAEN X OEA EFEA~DOEBBERN
TFP OZALEEIZRIFT A T = X 23073 53 L BRI e > T 2pvny, BEDEAEES R D3
RGN, ML RN TZRER D E, EEEROBEAEL GDP L OBRICED L HITREL
TWDDNEH LN TR,



2. BEXRRX by OHEET EREFEH DK

1 LK 21% 1986—2010 FOHIFIZBIT DX M AL PEOFETE~ 7 nfflEOH R 2R~ L T 5,
GDP RoIEHH, EAA by 772 813 2000 FEEMIE DK § TRIN TS, GDP BHED /T A—
Z—DHEPAGR LD EERHRETH 5720, BIRSHTICHW I WEOEARZ by 7 13 LI 0E
THEI SN BOPEE LY, R 1 LR 2IFEN TV DIHEDOEARR b v 7134LT 1986 FDH]H]
AR D 12% OWAER & 2 DR OREFHIC L > TR Sz, T7hbb,

K =0.88K. +I (1)

7272 L.
K G tiFEOTERR by s
I : tFEDOEEEE (gross fixed capital formation)

FEOYEAA kw7 (1986 4F) 1% 1972—1986 EDOMM OEEEN HHEGF LIZ®, X b T LD
WHIEARR &> 7 1%, 1986 FLLRNZ DWW T OEREFADE RN 72 72D, Cobb-Douglas ! GDP B%td
RIGA=Z—=IZOWTREZL BT, 1986— 1987 FEDOEH L GDP - J7 B /1 DI L > THME L
7t

IINTRIG OB DT> TR M F LD GDP I FHER 7.06 /S—F 2 FTHIL, ThiZk->T
ANA—AY720 GDP T FHER 544 X—k v bOHMEZLEL TS, FUHMICREARA N7
TAHEE 1131 S—kr FTHML, REAX by 7 2958 A N TE- TH LN D HFBEARERRED
1986 4 318 $ /A7 5 2,365/ AT & K& <M LT, A UHIMICHED GDP & AH— 4720 D
GDP [3ZNZH 998 /8=t k& 919 S~k > hOPHEPERTHIIM L 72, REARR b v 7 T FHHE
0.8 N—k 2 NTHINIL, ZORER, JTBOEARIEHHRL 1986 412 9058 /A5 2010 £
77918 /NI ERE AR LT, NN T ADREFERTIET 2125 & MM IO 24 EMICHTE LA
FEPEDL 22 ) OWEAE RE TS, Ll PEREOHER &I 2 L WE OMICBEE R HRED
oD, Thbb, REARA Ny 7 ROFHBOGEAERFEICONTT, HEHE TR THEIES )
LENEDNZ BB > THD OO, BMOEEIIIRE RN, 2 LT, FEoLEES
FOABR—AL72Y GDP (I EORIZFE LB S BIER L TN S,

31, R 1KROE 2D LE DN TTBEERDZE & EARIEMROEEZ R L TWD, TEOY
BYEARBAHERS Z D 24 FH TR 8.6 At S® T, HBoA&EE (558 1 AX%7=Y GDP) @ 7.6
B0 ERZFEHR L, FUBBICS M A0RFICRW T, BAREME L EEEETENER 74
L 29 fFAFERL T D, ZOLIICHEEN M AOMIZEARR by 7 OZREOEEIZDT O
FELDROA, AP ORINEE IR E RBAE RO D,



1 XM Lo~ mT—X

GDP AT AY Eidsy BRA RNy SR
(100 77'$) GDP ($) (100 77$) GDP ®% (100 73$) (100 77 N\)
1986 12,221 203 1,672 13.7 9,393 29.1
1990 15,018 228 1,784 119 12,029 32.5
1995 22,277 309 5,454 24.5 22,395 36.3
2000 31,173 402 8,618 27.6 41,680 413
2005 44,769 543 14,607 326 70,710 46.4
2010 62,832 723 24,954 39.7 121,311 51.2
EBINR %)  7.06 5.44 1125 2.29

%8l : GDP % World Bank, World Development Indicators 2012 (WDI 2012, CDR) (2 £ %, #¥& (gross fixed capital
formation)iX 1994-2010 O HAMIIZ WDIIZ L V|, 1986-1994 DHAIZ, World Bank, World Tables (1995) K& X
General Statistical Office, Statistical Yearbooks (various issues) %% & GDP D& £l)> 5 & « GDP &2 HH L,
ZHIZ WDL O GDP % 3 U\ e, J781701%, 1994-2010 4RO HIREIC WDI OS5 @ EEHZ L 0 | 1986-1994
FEOHFINZ, FAO, Production Yearbooks DR FIHEIA 1% WDI OEEF & FET 2 X IR L TV,

GDP DEMEHLEKOFMHAL 1 N Y720 OBMELZFIT 2 EROBANLFR 1 LF 2 ITR#H S
NTWDT =2 ERTHRES, @RR by 7 RO OFEBEMEITZNZTATED 10.80% &
1.24% (£ 3) IZH LTI F A 112%E 229% (£ 2) THY . EFEEBEOWINFII N FLDK
DREV, —Ji. GDP OFEREFIT, FEOD 9.98%ICx L TR R AL 7.6%THY ., NI TF LD
BIEDMNTEL 2o TS, TOXSICARD L, RETALFEEDOMIZH D GDP RO EL
Hlo b LIEREIE, AEERORABROHETIE R, ERLTHOLAREND GDP 2{EV LiF5
EEMRIEOHEICH D LHREIND,

£2 PEOEE~ s 0T —4

GDP AHTAY B BARA Ny AN
(10{&9$) GDP ($) (101#$) GDP ©% (101E9) (100 5/ N)
1986 313.252 294 103.8 33.1 531.512 587.2
1990 441.699 389 114.5 25.9 712.123 643.1
1995 792.786 658 263.2 33.2 1,202.212 687.7
2000 1198.475 919 408.8 34.1 2,026.963 724.5
2005 1908.786 1,464 731.9 383 3,445.501 767.1
2010 3246.008 2426 1,393.9 42.9 6,231.467 799.8
EHINFE%) 998 9.19 10.80 1.24

%#} . World Bank, World Development Indicators 2012 (WDI, CDR) 7 — & {2 X V) BEH,
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£3 1 ANM7- D GDP & FBE ARLERFE O Lk

58 1 N47= Y GDP 55 B A H i
19864  20104F AEEEINZR  19864F 20104 4EHIIN=R
$/ A % $/A %
AN RF A (1) 420 1227 4.57 323 2369 8.66
h ) 533 4059 8.57 905 7791 9.38
e == Q)N(1) 1.27 33 2.8 3.3

BE R IEROR 207 —F I LY PEH,

3. DHETIL

R L72&k 912, 1986—2010 FEOHIFICTER S N/ZFE L X A0 GDP EEROMHEIL., 5@
HEBARA S v 7 OBABEIFICE > CTHHTE R, AEBGEOMEICKRESKERT S 0 L HEH
SNz, ZOMSCCTHENI T DA OMEE TR - REET 5 72 DI ORI RO 2

DAT v T oEte,

A7 v 7 1 (GDP BABOHERS) : X bF L LPEOZNZND GDP BBEHRI L, £hThoRk
TR 2 B OEPEFIEE & HffrERR 2 NET D,

FIZBT DML (F72FHPE) @ GDP L, ZOFEICHHFEEOEARA by 7 DR, JiE&E
EFEITKHE L 255, RO Cobb-Douglas IO TR END LIKET D,

Y, =P KALP )

Y, t4EICII1T D GDP #H (2000 4EE EAf# K Fv)

K : tAEICBT &R Ny 7 O (2000 4B EMH Ok KL)
L : tHEIZB T2 %8 ) (A

D: REAEES I —

a. B AR LGB A E A AE

b HilHERE (TFP OAFEHEINE)

a: B
BB MR 720 (a+p=1) EE L. DWROWREXNHE D EROBIFADBHE LN D,
Ln(Y/L,)= at+bt +a Ln(K/L,) 3)

A7 v 7 1T, 3) A& 1986—2010 FEDFFHERHI Y TLD TEARDAPEFMAE o & Bl
b EHEFHT D,



AT v 7 2 (BEOWIC L D/37 A—F —OEDKGE)  : N F oL hEOMICHEERR I E
MIRNE T T AEFEEMEE I ZED W ERE LIS A EUR T 21T > TR ONDFEEE AT v 7 1T
1T BRI SOk FRE) (2L, HBEOERNEZHRT D,

D DIER

A7 v 7 1 (GDP ¥ HEFHE F)

EfE (2) A& 1986—2010 FDOHM DT — Z (2 H TL D 2 EURHT OFERITR 4 IR Sh TV D
TE O GDP BIEI T, HlirtE R ORI E we L2l (D=0, 1,2, ...,24) & & 6EZDIH LT
k4@ GDP BKICIE, PO 24EICErDOfE (D=0,0,1,2,...,23) b8, Zhid, HEE5O
J:[F@Hf%2 (Le Thanh Nghiep & Le Huu Quy, 2000) THIH NI/ o7, KA EA OFIMNCHIELE 25
te TFP OWEN -T2 EBE LI b DO TH D, £, B E TITHIxIROLMMIC TFP |
AL 727 oT= (b =0) SHUET S GDP BB HER L ThH7z, R A EREDOH I TFP D24k
MM TARGE D GDP B L 0 b HAINE M OEH & 5T GDP BBO LR LY RIFCHDH°, Fiz,
BATESROE S Z 5T GDP BHuL, XM FALHEOELLDHAE L, RT A —F —OH EKMER
ELRIFRLDERDBEND,

#F4 b LHEO GDP B

AR A SANEs|
b+#0 b=0 b#0 b=0

Eijaces:t 4.61543 3.02567 - 0.50660 -0.41913
BRI (o) 0.24593 0.52483 0.53501 0.90209

(0.06089) (0.00737) (0.11217) (0.01176)
FAfrtES R (b) 0.02539 0.03382

(0.00552) (0.01029)
R ({EIEHHA) 0.9975 0.9953 0.9971 0.9959
Vs %= 0.00669 0.01312 0.02338 0.03485
B B 22 23 22 23
T (B) 0.75407 0.47517 0.46499 0.09791

1. EYRE= : Ln(Y/L) = EEH +aln(K/L) +b t,
2. BiX o+p=1DHEENHFH,



F AR ENTWDEIFSH OFERIL, GDP D/ T A =2 —L LTKRDO LD IZEHEIND,

o B b
B GHEPEAE 7 B A i Pt
N NP 0.24593 0.75407 0.02539
o : 0.53501 0.46499 0.03382

FATEARIZONTIE, PEOFEE 34%IZHASTR M AL 25% TH Y Ketels 72 E 035870 L 7=,

TFP HMBOKFEILZ ZICH RN TV D, 7L, X T LAOER 25%L 2 OHdH e b=+
HOHAEE FRI->TWDHHLOD, TIVTOZOMOEE X TERLTEH > TWDETTIHRNS,
TZTHRICER TRE A, BITHRERETERINR oo h, BAMMEMEIL, TEOLE
(0.535) (2K LT M AIEHBRIRICIRVE (0.246) RSN TWHETH D, T, EEERD
RURAEEME L TFBNPAED T TRTLEARA by 70 13— MENPTETIE 0535 8—& > |k
?® GDP ¥, X hF A TIX 0246 /3—& > h® GDP#Z LA L, GDPIZKIFTEARA v 71 (%
%) OBFIIMEOMICKE RIEZEN DT 2 EEWT 5,

AT v 72 (AT ORER)

LLETRZ X912, 1986—2010 DT — 4 & W /- [BR s #rid, X )AL Fi[Eo GDP Bk,
TFP DOZEALHR & EARDAEFMAEICHKEE RE T\ 5, ZOETIE, GDP D /T A—F—|25
WCDIEZAEDE BEMEBRIET D720, DBOWTE1T 5, HAEDMGAR & FIEITROBY TH D,

APEFMEMEICEDR RN E W O R OMEE (KR 1 OREE) : ~ FJ A GDP BEoHEEHT, PE
GDP Bt OHEFHI G H AT EARD A FERIEN (0= 0.535005) & [A] UAE O BEMEAE 2 fRE L7z £
Ln(Y/L)- 0.53505Ln(K/L) & fEBA U t ZMMNLAEBUZ T B EIR ST 21T, ML K- TR T
ETHRAMBEHDOIEEL RO D, T OFkFEL EERMEIE Z B DRV O EL T 5,

TFP OHMAIZEN 2 W S IR ORGE (G 2 DFFE) X b7 A GDP B oH#EHZ, TE
GDP Bk DHEF 7> HAFT- Bt AR (b=0.033823) & [\ U O HffFtEAR 2 e L= BT, Lo(Y/L)-
0.033823t Z{ERBAHIC La(K/L) ZMNEBUZ T DRI 21T, A K-> TRl T 97%%
SNDEBEROFEAEZRD D, T DAL EMTESRIE L BN RWGEE OEIFSHT TR LD
Pera % it 5,




#£5 S0 A GDP B

&
[ & [ U2 PE R HE & [R] U B A
TEIBEAEL Ln(Y/L) — 0.535005Ln(K/L) Ln(Y/L) - 0.033823t
ML DINT A —H —
[ EH () 2.96539 5.14317
K/L (a) 0.15335
(0.00553)
t (b -0.00072
(0.00068)
R’ 0.0053 0.9696
i 3is 0.01354 0.00740
B 23 23

() WIE AT A—2 —DFERERFE,

K6 ITHUTHT ORER

IEE P STz ok % 7=

A IRF 2540 G (H )
FEHER (R 4) 2.9062 1.0545 1.8425 2.8973 0.0067 (22)
I 1 (EPEPEEIZ ZEAN220Y)  2.9062 (2.8934)  -0.0007 2.8913 0.0135 (23)

a0 2 (BAfTERsRIC 2D e y)  2.9062 0.2470 (2.6518) 2.8988 0.0074 (23)

F, =0.0135/0.0067 =2.015 (L 11 5%DO A EAETEHEESIND, )
F, = 0.0074/0.0067 = 1.104 R 2 1T E S ey, )

BRI T DD F RSOV TUIMIE 7 2 2 M

ST LEBROGHHREZ T L TND, FRICRINTWDEEX LT, T A =X —ITHEDHE
BRE L2V, T72bb®E 4 IZHBEEINZ L0 GDP EEZO LD TH D, Kt | &G 213k
WLIARED b & TOREIFOEREZR LTV D, ZNENDIREIZIE DN TIT o 72 BRI DN T,
WOH, Fx OEBUIZ L > TR SN D DM EFEEDRINTND T, EIGERORERLEL LT F
BREDHE B SN TS, REXDFAEOEEL TG | OBAEOEENPKE L (F=2.025) |
A b EHIEO GDP BN F CEOEFERIEM 2 b0 & S EHTIER ISV BKBECHE S
niz®, —Ji. WE GDP OHER M DT BATHES R Z UE LT 56 O AT — ADKAE L D
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&2/ hE < (F=1.104) . WEOMIZ TFP (REHFAEN) OERITENRNDE WV S GERITEE
7Ny,

5. £EHEMEATELBENLVEEO GDP REE

PLEDSHTIE, 1986—2010 AEOHIRNIC R b7z~ M)A L HEO GDP fREEOMIEL, WEOE
PEREEDFEIC L Db DT, ILICAEEMEDTTYH, TFP ZLEOMEL Y b ERDOEFEHMEMED
FENBERBERTH D Z LR INT, BARDAEFEFHEEED RGNS o T2 2 BErd 5l
ICEARDOAFEFIEE AR T LD GDPIZh e b LICEHEARE L TAH LI, £ 61, 1986—2000 4F
OHIFNCIT 5 SEMO GDP OEME, FimfE & HAEE R L TW5, Banfiix, #EH L7 GDP ¥
AN S A ANV CEMAE L7 GDP FRIIECTH 5. REDOMEIL 1ISEBIL TWD DT, BlamfilHE
BEISEBIL TV E, T2 TWIHREE &I, & L M AORHFIC S EARD A FEFIEE D P = D
ENEFE LT ED GDP #iEHEZ R, 223, HIEE (1986 4F) I FRRfFIC S5 L < 72
% X 912 TFP OE R S 472, X 3 13T S 61T 2 4R O Bl & (EE 2R L T,

F6 N L GDP OERRME, BRIHE & (KM
(2000 H=[E E ik D 100 2k KoL)

ES B fiE (A
1986 12,221 12,172 12,172
1990 15,018 15,173 15,785
1995 22,277 21,817 26,310
2000 31,173 31,809 44,224
2005 44,769 44,902 70,327
2010 62,832 62,705 111,572

& REUMEIE. 0=0.535005 (B=0.46995) &\ REICHK-S<, GDP D
WIHVEDSEGREICE L < 22D L 5 W TFP 23R L7,

1986 IR A & 55 L < B S/ GDP OIRHEILMR 2 ([CELRE D & O TEBEZ LT, 2010 4£1272
BE, FICHREO 178 BHICHEL TS, JOEBEE, AUBEHL. ARG, [ Ui
BALHRO F T, WARDAEERET FOMETHI SN, TRbb, X R FAICBNT 1986—
2010 FOMENZ 72 A B O ZEIRTERADAERMEEIME < MMA B, Z ORI 2010 4 ORI E
R FTREZR GDP /KHEDHK) 44% % KbHT=Z L Th 5,



X 1 GDP OB & G AE
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6. BEVWEREEBMREEOTRICONT

UL EDHTRERZIFIRT 2 ETRD 2RICHET DHERH D, % 112, TFP OZE{bLREZRTIREK
b N8 & EARICHPSIH B E KA T O U CTAERMEE o (E7201% ) IXEAR (F7213571H)
ZOHDOEEMIZ LY ROEEE MET R THD, 40L21E, 7 nAERMORERN SHEE
SNTAEERRBOEEITIE, HFHINIEARTA—Z =3 Ty b T U N7y NS e H
BfREHETHLOTH DN, —EHD GDP KERHIT — ¥ i bHEF SN AERBOEGE IR, Mt
WEARERT DO TIERVWRTH D, GDP D /T XA — & — 3 ORFNFFOEH¥EME (HAE
HERORMMRE, ANERMHER L EEVRENOEERER) SRRy AT A (BEER - EEFEROE
Sl E) | BFEA T T ~ORBICBITOIERREREERET OO LMNT L LR TE D,
AR D A PE M AN MR L AR MIE A b D b ARRFICIE, EAFI A ORISR 725 &

WA E N TV D, ZOFEMIZ OV TIEIARR L DT DIEN R Z1GD Z LN TERWVA, Al
REMEE L TIROBEEZER L TBL, HHAPEET, REOPUEIZE > TH B RN Z DR O~ R
LRI, PASHEOBOEEHRILETZZLFEo TN D EEZLND, EDOF CTERD A FEHMEAHE
DREGHITAR S 7o TN D T Lid, Flix O FIED) - HERSOMIZRIT 2 BARITEIEICIT bR
o T FTREMEDY I,
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B’hyic

AN, PEEEU L REGE A ED, PEE R CEE TEAEME FBL L TE R, RS
FADRHASINTHHIE, HATE Y bEV GDP fEFZRETHDb00, EOHEITHELY
HES, TE L OFFHEENEL LR L TV D, AiwsCiE, 1986—2000 £ HFIZFidk L 72 = o
FAHE RO ATV N BT ARFE R ORIFIER Z 58 LT\ D, SalEROGHN B LT D
Ty T AT 4 URENI, B LLFIZIRAR S 3 ROWN, HHIO 2 SIEERSTE XD
IBIHTIHERR « BEES N2 b DO THY, HI3HE., —2OOFRMEE L TRHITMATZRETH D,

BT, NPT ARENTEE R D mERERITEAROEERIEEICH D, N AREF O
T =V AZODWTRAITHIZE R E T LIZLIE TFP OZ(LEMENZ &% 1| DO E LT EREFT
WIS AT I, TFP 2RO EITMER ST, HROAERIEFIC & WA B AKUETHRAZD
E, T7bb, HELERTR N AOGEARBEMENIT L DB E BRI N, F 21, &
AL B O EPERIE S P E DL EIE LW ERGE L72SE O GDP IRGEHAEIE. 2010 4EDRFAIC [FLE
DEEED 178 FICDFE D, BARDIKVEFEHMEMEA R N ARFICHEKRBRE b LD L
EIRL TS, & 310, BAROAEEHMEIME | 22U &> T 2010 OFERIZER ATREZ: GDP 7K
D 45%LL Eb bt it EAe¥ L REGEOHOBREEEDOR A v 7 7 ~DKE
2B 2 B EICE R R ARG EENEBEA TODAMREMER SV | Z O H ORI K D MEED 2
BLlbind,

(x)

"L URT T RS AREORERR]  (20054) &5 EESH,

2 ZIUZ DN T OFFIIEARTR ST O 3 i xS R,

PENENOFEICEE S N EBEIC = (115, 2/15, . 15/15) 2T THELIZb O, FELE L
Ry (20084F) ABM,

PARID (2) REFHMBIZEESET,

gy= oggtPgr +b
a=0.5 ; B=0.5 ; b=0 ; gx=(1672- 0.12K)/K ; gy= 0.0435 (1986—88 > GDP ‘FHJERER) &
2,=0.0290 (1986—88 D FH WD FHEHNNF) % LRoORUTRAT D & K= 9393 MEbhd, b
FC, 1986 FICBIT HDHEDEARA h vy 7 KOHFHIOWTH, ZOHIEIC 1986— 1990 4F D HfH
TS GDP & @S O FEFERINE (7.5%E 23%) ZFA L. b=3%& (ETIE K=555 (10
BS$) AEoh. HE3OFIETENLZ KOEIZEL L T D,

P HERAEB DN Ko TSN TR EN D584 (residuals) 1, BfitEHOLEHEE
FEHF DT DN D DN/ E W,
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® Ketels 72 & (2010) 12&L 5 &, 1990—2000 45 & 2000—2008 DHAMIZE T D TFP OAEIMNFIL, A
VRM 20%E 27%, L= T L1%E 2.7%, AV RRIT R 0.5%E 2.5%., AN 1.4%&
2.5%, 74U BV 03%E 1.8%Th -7,

T APERMEELZ ZED AN E WV I ONWT, y - B — A4 72 0 GDP (Y/L) | x : FBOEALE S
(K/L) | t: BEEAE, o E Lo EARDAFERMEE, b SR, Lk, IBIZ 2=y ux
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What Accounts for Differences in the Annual Growth Rates
between Vietnam and China?

Le Thanh Nghiep

Abstract

This paper presents the results of an empirical research aiming to specify the major factors attributable to the
slow pace of GDP growth in Vietnam, through comparison with the economic performances of China.

Both Vietnam and China have adopted similar policy measures to push forwards large-scaled economic
reforms, beginning in 1978 in China and in 1986 in Vietnam. Both countries have succeeded in pulling in
foreign investments and gathering domestic savings, and have shown extremely high pace of capital formation.
However, the two countries’ records of GDP growth showed distinct differences: China has attained rates of
GDP growth comparable to its high pace of capital formation and Vietnam has not.

Various previous studies on this issue claimed low rates of TFP growth as the main factor responsible for this
stagnant economic performance. This paper tried to search for the true reason for the differences in the GDP
growth rates between Vietnam and China by estimating the rates of TFP growth and the production elasticity of
capital in the two economies, and testing the following two hypotheses: no differences in the production
elasticity of capital, and no differences in the rates of TFP growth between the two economies. For this purpose
an analysis of variances (F-test) was conducted, showing results which strongly rejected the first hypothesis and
appeared quite neutral with respect to the second.

The paper came to the conclusion that low production elasticity of capital was the main factor attributable to
differences in the GDP growth rates between Vietnam and China. With this perception the paper went on to
estimate hypothetical values of GDP in Vietnam in the period 1986-2010, assuming that Vietnam had the same
production elasticity as China. The estimation results showed that under this condition Vietnam’s GDP would

have been 78% higher than its actual level in 2010.
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