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Regional Disparities of China’s Human Development :
A Historical Perspective of “One China, Four Worlds”

YONGHENG YANG ANGANG Hu NING ZHANG
(Tsinghua University)

Abstract This study adopts Cluster Analysis to classify Chinese provinces into different
groups by both single-dimension and multiple-dimension criteria. The results improve upon
the earlier classification of “one China, four worlds” proposed by early literature. This paper
describes the features of each world and makes comparisons across different worlds from his-
torical perspective. Also found is that the overall regional disparities have been increasingly
linked to regional economic disparities. The key to eliminating regional disparities in human
development is to further promote balanced economic development and emphasizing more on
the role of government in providing public goods in underdeveloped regions.
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