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Comparison of Regional Development Costs between Tibet and Inner Areas
Luorongzhandui1 Fan Yibin’

Abstract: This paper uses ecological tension index method, national economic accounting method and rep-
resentative index contrast method to analyze development costs between Tibet and inner aras. The findings
show that development costs are significantly different betwveen Tibet and inner areas the difference between
economic development costs of Tibet and averaged national level measured by three methods are consstent
with each other, but the difference between devel opment costs of Tibet in various industries and averaged na-
tional level measured by three methods are significant.

Key words: Regional Development Cost; Ecological Tension Index; National Economic Accounting; Rep-
resentative Index Contrast
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