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The quantity analysis of the conditions to realize ratio adapting to the
market and Chinese inspection

SHI Bao-ping, BAI Yong-xiu
(School of Economics and Management Northw est University, Xi an 710069 China)
Abstract: This paper chooses 7 countries including US, UK, Japan, South korea, Thailand, Argentina
and Chile as subjects to study. It studies the change before and after putting the ratio adapting to the
market from macro-economic operation and the capital developing scale in the market as well as
provides the quantity conditions to realize the ratio adapting to the market so as to give a certain
experience to the making reformatory policy of Chinese ratio adapting to the market.
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