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Evolution for western industrial structure in China
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2 School of Humanities and Arts, Xidian University, Xian 710071, China)

Abstract: In the past five years after the implementation of the western development strategy, the
adjustment to industrial structure in western regions in China has been speeded up, which results
in a higher and speed in the optimization of industrial structure. There are some factors that
effect on accelerating the promotion of the industrial structure of the western regions in China;
the increase in capital supply, the promotion of consumer structure with the higher level of
income and the consumer development of foreign trade. In order to accelerate the further
promotion of industrial structure of the western regions in China, it is necessary to improve the
environment of investment and to make use of a series of policies, such as financial policy to
develop the featured industry.
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