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Discussion on Theory of the Advantage of
Region Equilibrium Developing

Yuan Zheng

(Center for Public Administration Research, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510275, Guangdong, China

(S

Abstract: The traditional theory of region equilibrium developing argues that the process of region

equilibrium developing is farflung, and achieving region equilibrium development will make lower

efficiency of region development. The region equilibrium developing promoted by government

emphasizes the target of justice but loses the efficiency of region development. Through the theory of

region mutual effect, we obtain a cognization that in some specific condition, region equilibrium

developing will have the value of politics and society, moreover higher efficiency than region

heterogeneous developing.
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