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X — B 2 A 5 A 0 RALBR R IAAE AT T 04T, AT R i Fo R LK B RAnH R & R
F BB . ABRILE AR EAKI S LGB EIATHE. F A0 NETHER
Rl X £ 5, A YRERZE., BAfd B KFHERFRREFRTT H0M. AL
R e AT AR R M Aoy FHAE, A B A AN R ILF AR T R TG T 0 45 R . AR
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F 5 I 28 D R B M S LIYITRD, X6 D802 57 10 43T 42 0 AR 2 SO 5 X I 5
T —, MEFHRET MR Ko SRS T G RrE ER e fe, s o
SR E T AR 5T 22 [ EIR S S e Mo L, SIS B RE TR T X I sh AT
i R 545 R K Z ORI — 2 (Williamson, 1965; Amos, 1988) .

SR 20 tH20 60 ARG T, I BR 2 AR S0t DX 3k 22 SRR 7 T Uik o b 32 504
BRI AR SIE J7 7238047 T HEVE (Kitchin, 2006) o ANk, Xk 54750 2 1) 2 # J7 1Hi
GRELIGTE, H 8 A TS AR I RN AT B AT 4 (s B BT 3 B0 % () i 3 e 4 bR 22
SIMTEEREE 7T (Nemes Nagy, 2009)
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FILBFRR I, (R T e [ 205 ) R e AT 128 5 A S ™ B AP S A7 A, A b [ R
R R RIEG T ARG R R, AR XI5 R Ae 83z FH 2 R VAR 36 TR LE 4
ARG R E BB, R CERIRRT AR A [ 447 DU = 5 A ez b (1D
XTSI G50k, A TR BT msea hBUR Tl (2) HEFS 5 R k@
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K (3) BB A RHER, L 50N RO RO B BT~ BRI DX I8 B R AN 487 P 3 25U
o R K.

[, PIEWEAEE RE 2R A 1978 4ELLK, RS EAT T, Ries
X 10% 54 A BHIETR L, TR RKAE 20 2l )\ L HFEARZ W& T T &3 FBLE B
WIAAR, 2P A TR A B TR, Rk H 2308 . seAh, EHEIGT, B4R
DR E S 5 e AR TR K R T — A A e 1 S BEAR 32 2 1A () 58 = 45 T Bk O T
1991 FJa Ui, Ay (FE/RYENE., oD HT . e WA R FEEF 4R Bl S B AT 40
I R, B RO 5 SR Ry, U ARATIAE 60 2248 RN R] o A8 AS & — Al [
ZKo PI/REJEN 1978 S LURBEA B 5 1Y Bn 5% 2 iy LA IR0 KRGS 0 IR 1R
TR ELRREIR, & T 1990 SE VUG IE,  fhos 1 UG5 Ko g 18] BLAR O T 72 L 2EA
TENL AT SCHIE

SR, W=, $Eve. Wdfkor (BEw SInsAoe T 1993 E5 A HE g o) &
VRN V=R AN 7SRRI A = 2o PR N P/ RE N U e s = 465 A B 235 Ui e o A s
BN IG, AELTE I R 8k 7 AT T DI AR TR « 7EIXSE 54, %[5
TEGTE R FEMARTT AT ARV 22 50t . 2 55 J@ AN GRS T 5 BUAR 117, AT AT
45 A AR S, PIRE S AL s R U IR GG . P28 T E DRI T e 25 LIV
S, A1 20 HHAD 90 FEARYIIEFE TR Sk, SERGFRREA, S—TJm, %A ME
GrARHE SO, A 20 AT 60 AFEAES, AR T HAtAL 25 32 SCBEE I 5K, AR AR FiA2
AT, 1982 FEIIA T HBrbe M , AEHT TGS K. £E 1990 5 — Ik Z 50
WIEZE 2T, 20 A 80 FEACE WA iz ghmh DI T 4h. a1 bpmik, B, fEve. W
WA A A B JE AR IIARINE N B AT BUE Ok — SR AT 04T o A ST S “ AR R
WAFEINA SN, © W N ATF TR AR GL, IR s Ard . SE O A I 2 BT
BRI A
= RHEHERRAFHLR

ARSI BB AR P B A e B A T SO 5K 5T R R /KA1 X el 22 e 2 R R LA R 1
AT EFIARPE BB (1965) [MAFFTRIE R FHRE Z MR A ALLL 24 [E X i
NGEVHHCE Jo FER, 38 AR A R BB AR T 04T, A P 2% 3 2 BT g ) rh A5 N 2 X 3k
APEERE AR, T ANFAFERE LB /KPR T A0 B [R5 A K- LA
TR R R DA A LR o 0% R R T e Y B X AN 45 I8 K, TR0 1 g
I 0 X Ao B4 10 i e SRR B AR S S B B AR L, F T S AN (A
1) . Nemes Nagy &5 Kk R FIIX 3 72 7 o0 RN JE IR R AT 790071, A& H
FAENVAG BN BT 2R R SR, GBI BT IR 15 R 1R 2 TR A 3R 2 TR R T 3 B e 8 it

©H BN AR PRCRIAR IR AR IR 2 SCIE A LR, BRI 5 e AE AN R SOk 5 R ik
BRI ONEE
O R DAL AU R R B, AR T UL I SR A S BT I i R R R BT B (see
Rostow 1960).
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Inequalities

Development

B1  BREREARE U hek
BRIKIE:  Lee (2004)

20 tH22E 90 FFACZHT, BB RAEBEA B E KA 2 T30 UE (ME—FI S S AE BRI AR 1)
JE ST AL F IR, (H T R R SEAT B AT R, DR R B RN A U
Ao B XHED o BRI AR ) T FEAG IS SCJE I A (K-Sl 20 B Al 1 1 5 A A7 A
IR, B R G ST R, b IF A RESS IR S A RN IR
[ANEETEE N eV L ERE N by SN B

B BOA BSOSV T VG VR AR I IARAL” R AR 7 2R v I R A LA
o SRS ESE KA L B T 5 AR A A 22 (K 2) o BRI ZERZhTILt
FEOREE W H B AR 1 — Bk o s Rl Mt ) o X AEAAE Rl — 22 5¢
HFEIRT IR IR R WA 2 3 S 5K X 22 St B T I R B A 3 SO 5K SO R4
DRI S R I A7 ke 1 E STT IR A SRR I BEA T SO e, JF T REHT &R —
MR AR SR e . S ATBIN A7 AR, AHUZ H AT ARAEAENT [ R A 2 HIE
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B2  AREEHaE XERXHE U RLBEs

HRIKYE (Nemes Nagy , 2005)

Y AER E R, MUK SME T 1994 AR i TR GE v I A FE VTSR R
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i EHRRAE = AR 20 D I RS R4 e — A ) AL, Bl PR AR AP Ul i A2 32 SO
FHRETT N H] T b B BN S XA A T 45 A TG I 58, B s o v [
R 45 2% GDP %8s, T80 1952—2006 4] 92 P48 bR . BARTE
IRl s SCHR AN Z AF 90 P R DX 2 B (S 5, H LT3 2 T 2 PR AR & 1978 4ELLRT4E
MRS . B RIX R 3, BA DB W B A 22 . B0k R AL ke R Ul
AP TE, JRRIBRAT B IR, BT 5 LA 1978 4E11) 29 NN BT A B . L iR
TRATTKe 25 58 (¥ % TR AR 1 A 553900 (1952 4R) AT LR, (BARA Sy MEFR Fa AR I 2 A28 4. T
Hid X — P8, Fr Fabs HoAw] Lok, SPREAR AV, DU OR % Fa bR 1) 2R L FE A 1K (L
K3 .
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B3  ETHEERAY GDP KMBUrHEZE. WMARE. HEERBLUK=ERFHE
B AU BRI B R oo

[T, AT 6 HHs (1 T SEME AT AR o AR 20N O [ XSz e ddls, oL
1978 4FLLAT I E s 7 UAEPE,  BIMEEATS 944K (Rawski,2001) o (HIATTHOU A
Holz(2005)#1 Chow(2005)—3, X LEX4l 1 Jot & 42 8 FH R AT X I Ao ATk, Wilat
A RAT IR AR (KRR s RR SIS R D sl ) 22 5 (0 Dl B & A8 4k, A n] i
o Wik, X3 IR

(1) 1978 4 LAHT A IR bR AT W IR S, DU Aok E 2R . BRT “ RERiE”
ST, CASRRI (38 30 o o T B BT R AR 1) " f FH 43 AT SRR L4 TR AL I 44 1y
ZUFIEIE R, PRk SO X RN LU R DUAR MY oy 5 IR DX 5 78 40 7 5t AR FH AT M 28 U

HARIX— AP GDP 8 T =3, (HDIZE R /K VAE— A A 103G I P i 3))
(1958—1960 FFR4M) , BRZBFHKIF RS A ZE 717

O X 1) A A ] K G v R T A

© 2007 FERFRIRBH—RCES, EESIHT 23 BX—SURE, AT — RS I = A
(Gyuris 2007, % 1.).
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(2) B 1978 e, BHRIFMEIIE, SCEFFRE A 12 4 LURRE (M X 341 & e ke
ik, 1990 FER I I E K ZE .

gi b, T EBEATFS A AR R LAE U B, AR “fatha R o g
BFR RS X ZE 5 1) R R A 4 R

KRRk P E bk 5 EAh s B BRI FAT LR = AN

(D 1 EEBARIR M Bl Ao B G2 5 R IR, BEE5INBIZR TR 754
HRR, AR AN AR R T T3] (B T 3 s i And, DR st ARG w3 BE b AL IR X380
EAE XS 58 TN AT AR LA L, 10 AT LA 3% (0 Tk A 72 o K S v B Jle v
S AURMCH EER, &t P Ehg” E5 T BOR BV R T U B 2
B COMPARAT T ARSI o BEJS T AELURIE S TR . TR X
Sl AR E O EERHAE, R T ARSI, AR BRBE S A S R R BL & T
[FIRER P o

Regional disparities
of development

...... >

| ] ]} IV Economic development

B4  EE U DHLRRBERER

(2) Wit L BF SO R I 250 R R A RIS, Bk T EA ST TR SRR B, 1
Fr 3t I 285 O A R 22 Gk A SR A e s Jy e DRIk, “ A [ k™ AP IR BT
AR — HAR AN TAEARHRK, FERMALTFHAL LA ITAT 8 /e — Bl T8 A 42
i BLAR, AEBE S O AR, TX R S o0 i e o g 1) 20

(3) AL CEAII 12 R DU 2 S, X5 AR RRIELFAH B, IXFP LS
BT — 2o BT R 3R . AEP L SOR RO N R RIS 0, e A 1978 4F
LPEARIIE o IXBEAE O 5 1) R A B T2 (e B e O 10 4 IR 22 B P 20 7KK SR
M7, X X 20 A IR B B IR RF i R, e M 52 10 B3 8085+ .

IR BRI R 8] (R T AT BT AN [ o LA A RO BRE SR AT B T X 20 5 R, i oAt —
SEI X 22 5K 22 0 A — AR BT 55 RS DGR ——X 2 5 T AT R A B (R
FENTWRMAZ Lo DX BRI P B ) DUR AR 32 S S o . SR, Ak 2 B AR
AR, K HAE RN R RS RS, R S R AN IR . B
M 225t i K AL + PU A T, BES PREFFEN GDP A KAAE — AN HIR AR KF 5 Bt Jm T
AIVHIG K. RIS, AEZER R T X AR, %5 TR “mxK” .
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1. BTFCEERTT | R A R B

LT R I RS 2R P RR LR v ] ) 0 ) A e 2 S AT ARK RS ) o 2K o KR KA SEA T
Aoe 32 SCHRIBE U HAEHL, LU 2k )™ B 5L M M X R JE AR o L X g A3 267 Bl
AR, AT AR H bR e dtasy 32 SO R, JLR RS2 ST AT W S i 1 AR B 46 A KRR A
FEREEEAE ) N AR B FEOR U, AT T AT B AR ——&R A T X, I B AR
BB RAE . BRIV, DURSRARS A IA ) MV 28 = b ok R mU A 238 (LA
N HAt— BB E S LD S T IX S E SR SIS o A B, AR R A BERL B
ARSI A R AT b T3 X e e B A S o AAT TP ] i M A bz, 8% Sl e o 114
FrHilx

SR, BUTHN TS, T AU KR AR S50 o RSB 2330 v] DLk — 2 B AbA T A A
BN AR (E P o DR 8 E9 o- A Z-Vt GO 5°9 i 19071 B S T & RN 51157 3/ N @ s A R R B2
T ECLARTSEAR A R Bl g, IXEHRE T YK o R R SR MO A A% L X
AR TH U RS X o X DT AT G| T AN E Y, X PR L2 O T A AT AL 32 Y
ZRRKE KUK 32 250 ) (Domanski, 2003) , Ja RSB IRR X AT T K i 3 24k
WX ) “ AR, IR i g e R TP IR AT RER) . 52, JEORIR ™ E
BRIV Ak CLUR AR M AT 7 G5 F 50 R () G5 A AR J 7 —ASBT I 454, B
A Rk TR PR R —— T kB L S e i ) O X (Nemes Nagy,
1993; Timar—Barta—G Fekete—Kukorelli Szorényiné, 2005) RS XA LR SR RA
— B RIBACP I SCE S, (BT FE oy AL 5K, U 5 3K Se AR 1R I ) 2
Y4 (Nemes Nagy, 1987;  Ldcsei, 2004).

b PR S 0 ] 2 AT DL 2 W) B AR SR 2 AT E I o SR AT TE S A 8 2 A L 2
I (20 Bfr, BRI 19 ASELANIE AT, AATIAI D B NI E N A BE, IR REA
A LA = SR PE R R, BRI HIE 1975 4F r=-0.49, 4 K2 H G H0& 3T s LAR T
Jit s 3 DR Dy sy R Ak ) B T D) R A LA BRI 9N, AATT AN BES B b
KR T AL RE . SR1, 1995 425 6] A AHRAOELZE 1=-0.07, 2006 5 r=+0.29, St
R B R S P e B ST A5

AR Gt B i A 2 DASEFRATT o 53070 B oAt PR 2R o R K AR L (AR L AE K 22 4
THOUT, S AT BOR GEAE N TR) L R E R e i S S50 — B il 10 0O, (HARIE R v X
SRR, AT LT 1995—2006 ERIE L. AR B TAT R G Z AMFAEAE R R HIA
[, AUEAEHCE b & E AR X P2 AR AR AR ] CBtan,  7E4E e 3L
19 14 ANy SCHULE NUTS3 ACFY, HSR AR IR A2 A R Wi, 5 4 B SR T AR S AT i 1Y
41%, NIHHATHIE ) 26%) o B, U8 S0 5 AR A R B LR, (H M ATI/E
1995—2006 4F A Se e 7 30 (B WAt M BR TR SCJe N, ) A AH SR AEIX —
SRR IGRR, 2T 2006 4F, PrA R EKAE IERK.

¥ NUTS 72 BRHS AN A 2 AT BUX SR I0 Ge v R e, AEASSCh s — 40 A VEA LT
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R 1 NUT3 KEHRHEKE KA E A A7 B E 2 6 B AR R

E% N 1995 2006
RN F) 28 —0.09* +0.25
Hiw 14 -0.29 +0.25
&) H 20 -0.07 +0.29
W= 66 +0.17 +0.21
¥l 42 +0.48 +0.70
Brig Se 12 -0.16 —0.24
Wi AR 8 +0.55 +0.68

2T [E] 7E O AR R S50 T SO AN AR 22 VA AL 1978 42 )5 %44 1) GDP
BRI ONIXANTTTHERUL, SR BRARLL, ST RGP R R XD, i
B WA R AN R R A o Jse r [ ARG AT 56 I FE TV ANV R IR 2, “2kih i
M7 BRI (FEMIXHEA R R T 740« AR CRBES ) 0 CRFF 44D | B
BTG CRBE 4 A7), [ A R — 2548 0 A SR K OIS, AR AEARAT I 22 B 454
AR I BE TR R MR AR AT, (g R R 14 60 HN NBE 13 40 75 R 10 A7) .
UBAE, —SEAHOS 7 5 AT M X (R 0 SR, R AT REMR 51 21 1T i BRARHR B AR 2D (e
NBE 1S Ans DUNTRRE 8 A1)

T35 Hl, 2R R EAE 3 BTV I, AT AR IR (1 22 D b B DX A A R F R 3R A R 2
CANZE TRERETIRAR T . mokm “mEK” 2taed CEF 15460 WL (EFF 13
) v AR CERA 134D 7R (ERA7460 « WEE (CEFF8 AL & — MRk s+,
EIEF SR BRI A Tl BRI, 3L T8 LA A R b T, REE
HH AN G 3T AR 2 X B v AR 5 IR B A TR —— R FIE U, S5 SO AR
AT DLERIN P 52 BRI TS 56 (2006 4F, IS A4 BE% LT = 4E T F 20 1%,
M4 B P 3K K U 83%) .

Bk L, BRI SEREA AT I BB, N 1978 41K 59.8%1 I 2006
EM0 66.3%, eI LE AR LA /N (N 51.9%%F] 53.0%) o Kk, “HKIGES” &
R =gy K

BEAT b 17 AR AR TR AT I, B 05 A0 5 B0 20 D 5y T B P ) PR M B8 DXV A
3T, €8 IPEFESE TIX e — 71, AT LR [ 44 X s F %44 X GDP
Kottt AT a5 1) BAH T THELH 1978 £E. 1990 £E1 2006 4F (FAH < R K v {423 %4 0.39,
0.41 A1 0.60 1 15 W o [ 1t BE X A7 () M e — AN e R 3, A2 P B AR B 2 Rk i) 5 R
E NI TR ATT TIPS 13T W] 2 AR L2 A

Gy I S KA AT 22 e PRI, AR LS A4 GDP [F6 402 ok R AR
H AR 5l 5 MY B SRS TR AR (COAST My REflAs i, 1 WHvgE& 0y, 0 4 B 1
YCOOR N#AA MBI , NHHS (PDLN: AR , &UF45H (PRILN:

C AR, XX R ORTL, AL I0T . Wb, dbat. REE. AR, TOOR. R WL REE.
SRS IR
P ORSBT LA “RTEL” KR R A DL G 2 A R DR 3R 1
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S AT A ) GDP (5 & GDP L EE; SECLN: 25 7 kB4~ GDP 5 GDP 1)
FbE) , WARIEAMBE (FDILN: A4 FDI; PTCLN: 4 1000 42 )i R i FE A S EORT e
15 2550 FHE U FRARDL, V5K 55 30 ) Jot it 1) — AN B #2158 507 PR 3 (THIGLN: % 1000
4 S Roh NS B S s 24 4 B0, TSECLN: 4F 1000 44 Ji B P S R S5 50 128 5 50
Y, JFIEH spss A TAN T, JER AT A B AR R D RIS R, 2 SR B [
B R BEIEM LR, (WE 2

#2  ZrEHERIFER

g E 1952 1958 1966 1978 1990 2006
+0.301 +0.180
AST - - - -
coAS (0.001) (0.013)
+0.294 +0.176 +0.167
YCOOR (0.000) (0.016) B B B (0.001)
-0.130 —0.242
PDLN B (0.094) (0.012) B B B
PRILN ~0.415 —0.724 -0.513 ~0.588 -0.329 -0.195
(0.001) (0.000) (0.001) (0.000) (0.029) (0.021)
SECLN - - - - - -
+0.308
FDILN - - - - - (0.000)
+0.051 +0.273 +0.384
PTCLN (0.000) (0.002) B B B (0.000)
+0.401 +0.476
THIGL - - - -
GLN (0.002) (0.001)
+0.549
TSECL - - - - -
SECLN (0.001)
GESIEORS 0.908 0.925 0.844 0.898 0.868 0.948

AR B EOR R 2% b s ol

TR R AR frh, U PRILN BSE— AR 23R I B ELAE 19520 1958, 1966 Al
1978 1 5 pl fif ke A & N3 GDP W3 MG, MRIEAH TS AL, A EEME S, X 21551
FIRETEAROR, 3K 2 BT 55 I AR DI K Y DT A A R LR ) — e o R4t
AR RAE B s 5 AT R AT W 2 (R AH DG, AE AR AR 1 158 W I 46 50 ZR i 7E A 22 1)
AR, sRE /LRI R T e WA BRI R . WETATLLE L, 15 1978 4E2Z 11,
AR B (R R R I

SCEFFIRCLE , MO DA () B P50 B, A RS X A R e b DRI A
w NI GDP ZIAAFAEIEA R K R o Ja— TP oG R S T N A8 63 T e AN R K IR X I Ar
TR TR SR, XA A AP REALI, ARG R 2 T I e X )k K
B RIET SN B DAL, TR A2 553 HH T H AR PR 38 GX — W mORE 7 5 T B3 i
SRR o 7, WX AAT B AR S MT RS2 FDL A 5l
o AR Y 2% R RE T S, X2 S AR BRI 5y — AN 3L A AL (Domanski 2003, Enyedi
2005) o [RIIN, 2B ARG R M B 5G T LAHTIN o A5 DGTT ) AR M 28 5 b T i 2 ) e

C AR R ARG AT B, R VAT 1952—2006 548 X AT, AN, RATITR A A
EL 7 H A JRANP- AT (R AR
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RBP4 9L, TP E S k5 GDP (8 11%, D2 55 IR 54 M A2 AR 5
S NAE GDP R E RN B, UL T RIIR SR LB CHrasr 4ii) JEA R
I,

SRR, e LR AR R 1) 50 TR PR A 2 R — SRR AR R 32 43Sy, M B X o7
LU A A IR o R I R R 3R

2 KIF R E T

RO T ARTSUE G (AR KRR R Z5 R 7 TH AR A K - AR . SR, &
AR R AR 3 B A AT AR E R ) 5 R RFAE 7 S T B B AN R 5K P AN () DX A
AR JEHAT DGR o B, XA PRI R EATTAT LUREE RCGIO $dfi oy # AN 1995 4
) 2006 FEIITE L. 45 R B RN T AR RAR R, (R IR UE T B (K 25 IR 454
7 1990 SEACI T O IEATE K, TAE 1995—2000 4E A1 — L8/ NME AR (L, Ik, B
) GE A AR R X R o ME— B AN R A SRR, SRR S (B ORI 1995 4E

Ja A giby A T AR KIS, IX WUt I J5 e 1 25 1h) B 2H G A 6 312 o
%3 NUT3 RIS R FREF A GDP HE it E NS TR R R,

Hx 1995;2006 2000;2006
LRINF) I no data no data
i +0.43 +0.83
&) A +0.77 +0.93
W= no data +0.98
PHBT +0.77 +0.92
g e +0.89 +0.98
Wi AR +0.95 +0.95

Bk A E, RS R (EUROSTAT)

M SR 5 1975 ERIE K (NUTS 3) 2% GDP $dfafk,  nl UK 6 55 A BEAT 52 Ky
8] BEA) AT 2R 70 AT 0 1975 4R 5 2006 ) A SR N+0.51, IR %dii+0.77 Hl +0.93
L, X — 85 RIC R, A O 21 T8, BRI R A1 AR SR AR o b i X P 3R,
A5 YT L A A A DR S A8 A0 X P PR R B, 55 ) 2 R VG R 1) [ 5K R G Ay SRk R AR A
Ty Ji T, AT RSB GH SAE HUE R T BB KBRS RS . Ferh 2z a2 A ik
e, VB Ry 0 R 2t ooty AR e AL T RS 1 5 — SRR R T ILARIKGE AR HIIX T,
54 [E 0 NI GDP 7K TAH LG e AT I WY S8 1) R B A, AR XM B 35 AN S0 AT ]
Fa g M AL FBAR AL IR (B ZF FAR K] Szaboles-Szatméar-Bereg 1 Hajdu-Bihar | 4< F 3511
Csongrad Fl1 Bacs-Kiskun, PHFI#H] Tolna I Somogy) . /i, —Y&7EREIE IS FoH 3k
RS ) TAP X AE 2006 44 55 1975 AR, 3X 5 205 2 T e A AR RO 6 Ath BE A Py
PS5 A T Y B0 PR XA

ST, XWMEE T Gy6ri (2009) 14518, BRI (255 KREMZS R 45k i) —Lk
BERAEREA 20 AL ARE K o AR KN I N A BEAR Y GDP Bl 4T 7047,
HEAFARRE . B, 75 1910 fE AN AR T S8R THHE K DR,



J R S5 R K, K et s S TT AP BILAE 1Y kistérség (LAU DX Vff 5d (A3
BAENEH 168 4) , HAJ ALES BN 2R R R Fa Bdibr . URXASB iR brbrid £ & L,
ATLVE S S i M ) as Al Gl 1D .

I I AT IR T ——AE B g B e (R RIDHAGER ) BT B A s B DX IAE 1910 45N )
R RE/K a1 R 51, AR S0 ot H T A 1A T 24 R e B R Bk B P BV e X — AT M F
PATE, M HAETEAA . 1910 SFEATRIRIT X AT A PR A7 &, A 21 AL AT AR an
Ut AL, fF JUANE T S5 R KT AR A IX 8 N2 (BRI AR SR AV ARFIE R VF 22
ANRIERHME A X — K21 F R A6 (Szaboles-Szatmar-Bereg H)y——71id 2
) — FHE N RS, /D iR S AT AN R REARBR(Gyori 2009). SV AE i siRifl 5
BOBT T FORMERE X LE b X — H RO R P, H I AL 8 b ORI X s Il & 7
FAN/ BOZ AL O ) AR M AL BN 2 O AR 5580 ) Clnse e 2 i) CNb AL AR AT
BRASIER]DD WIfee MR, EAME R AR R ILAE SO 1S 5 R 2%,
hy g S RV TR DX R ANV EAR ] 2, T 32 UM, SRS R A = L2 AR
DA K T 36 4 P BUR AR R BRI AN, MR T Ak g8 A ARAIR.

The changes of development positions of recent LAU 1 regions between 1910 and 2001

Categories

HE 1  WFFHREFERSHRREMEHEE (1910-2001)
BRIKIE: Gydri (2009)

B AR RRE K WA XIS . G, B2 E e S5 EEART) Cracow HiX
S B R R R R (W1 Gdafsk-Szezecin) , HUEAER— LI S HAEE (1945
RO ED N R ORIE I M o B R, R AR RN AR b B I R KT R AR Dl X
Warmifisko-Mazurskie. Podlaskie FI Lublin — ELFI&) R ARAGAARRL FIFE, L& ER A
S B A PRI RS (1) RIS L X R R R IR H X (451 4l Transsylvania— 2/ 5 J& V1) A< AT pe 355 107

Y LAU REBARF 45 NUTS RE—FHHid.
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AR T PE R Bratislava (1) 32 ZE 7 A4 BB Kosice — Wys A% 7 h i A g i X 4D o X445
TFHIR—AN M R A% [ S5 48 B AR GeAs e YEAE T AR 2 Sy [ XA ), FRAT A
TRFEISEG A A GDP HEA LR (£ 4) o WHEE R TERL 1952 451 2006 44
+0.61, 5 LEF IR E R, Mo B 4> ELI TR B ARG, IX A4 SR 3R I b [ ) R =3
[ETES A s A

#4  ETEZAY GDP KHESRHEFEXRA

1952;2006 1952;1978 1978;1990 199052006
Value of rank-correlation +0.61 +0.83 +0.75 +0.89

Hn oA B RO R v FE e

N T WS EATREHEZ I8, AL I T 1952 4R A 2006 4F )44 FE4E S,
EASHIAANLL R —4: (DET=, Q).E=, Q¥ ®HE—F, @E=, G)HE.
B 2 froR. — 7, B AR ORI R AL, B B JE R RORE . X2
T FRAT B 5530 B FERBE AT DL X S T 7E A (A T B, Rl A B
M BEAF= I AT M, FRNBAT G EE, Xy LT, BRI,

Changes of economic development rank (1952-2006)
based on per capita GDP

no data (3)

in the first three all years (3)
in the upper third all years (1)
in the upper half all years (2)
in the lower half all years (3)
in the last three all years (3)
others (17)

OEOOOmO

A2 HEREFASGHKREMNTHER (1952-2006)
By AR B R s A e e



FRAb =28 FEORYL . 35 ARAFIL 7 3R I HH A X R PR A R o AL e iy R o i ) 2
WIIE: 1978 A LA Le4 s Tl AR I HLIX, S E 4 i 221 51 28 . 1978 4L
Ja s EATIANRE S PO R VR IR T 8 4, R 20 HEAD 90 AEARLLS e AT I A 40T ]
(I BB B2 2 R A B o AT T I RERS VA2 Tt — A R 33 TR 48 AR mi ik
%o JLT NG DA LR R A — SRR, eS| T ORI FDLL e A e AR A FH T
(54 i Tl RAME B TR ENE, X2 T —EHAT E=MRE . [, A,
BT, ) P R R EokfT o — HAL TS =8 . M H, BTN A M 1967 LUK
SR A o SRR TR A O6 T A i BR (AR BOARAL: M BEAT B e, b5 3L sRARAL
(TR SR MK 0 RIS s AP AT SR, SR AR JERb iR B, N 1% AIKF
I REAS T TMbA s AN s il AL, SX AR T ASKRERAC 3477 o T %% I
JE I RGN 55 ) DI KN . I R AR URE ST T S D B o A AR K L,
BT DU I S O FRARAE AL HE, [7] 6 27 ) AR 30 0/ B B e 2 e R AR 29 1 ik ) f0 155 —
Ff

B2, FRPRRRI E AT 40 R RIERIR RIE LXK, 5265 R g0 It e IR L e
AT A BE N BB & 51y 7 o 225 ) KA 14 £ 82 SR A 3K S R — 6] 20 5 ) 8 A K i
DX f AR AN R 5k 8 DX bR 90 RV S A KA I 5K T T P4 T 3K 848 R ik
M SCFECA T R, AR R R AR 8D o PRk, o] DU ARG R i A B
FERI H R4 X L8 X Sk e N3l g o i HA 2 21, BISIX S 77 A KA 2 25 A
YER, B ILSE 1 H AR 1R — 2D (AR R

PO X3 B A sl 28 A At 3 T

AR SR — 3 1 R U K I 0 R i B 5 7 ) 2 S 2 IR AR o SR, 78 AR P R ORI
[, PR I et A28 [y 1 P H I 2 G AR AL, [T AKX et DI S e 3k AT 4 i JU L 22,
o (D FASKE AL B ERSE IS (2) T Al IX G o Pk n] fit
WA G5, A R TS VE AT AR A [ R B AP T, 7T ek i 25 S A o th LA
BRI G 2R o

FEAR TR, AT U BR B X SBOR BT ) NUTS RGEUHAT A FIX ) 0. % RS0
FEAENZK: B NUTST , NUTS2 I NUTS3 5 H AV LR P #g. 5ok NUTS
4 FINUTS 5 AEIE FH, H)EReENmlsch LAUL fl LAU2  (LAU 38R 747 BUS #LL T,
H R RARE T W R E, i S W I 1) DX SR I AR B NUTS L 24 3 #JT, 1] LAUI
L LAU2 HIRERSEE A4S REMEER) o IR @ e E ST B ARG L, A
v P9 151 5K (R PS8 RS AN ] o 377 T A IE U i b, AR % bsitE, NUTS1 S N7
300 JF1 700 J5 2 [H), NUTS2 H.767E 80 J5 4 300 J5 2 [i), NUTS3 7t 30 Jj % 80 Ji [, A
R —He AT R . Bk, AV MK N D B IE bR s kb o 7R b RR L 5 S B
DU 5. HARE K 2 R W 22 50), NUTS2 Focn] MRk X485~ , NUTS3 Hith
“B” , LAU2 Joh “HEEm” .
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£5  ZFTEKEZRNUTSL. 2 . 3 fl LAUL. LAU2 BITHIAFRAIES G
Country NUTS 1 N | NUTS 2 N | NUTS3 N | LAU1 N LAU2 N
LRNF I rajoni 2 | rajoni za | 6 | oblasti 14 | obshtini 264 | naseleni 5329
planirane mesta
o country 1 | oblasti 8 | kraje 14 | okresy 77 | obce 6249
w7 H) statisztikai 3 | tervezési-stati | 7 | megyék+ 20 | statisztikai | 168 | telepiilések | 3152
nagyrégiok sztikai régiok Budapest kistérségek
b= regiony 6 | wojewodztwa | 16 | podregiony | 66 | powiaty i | 379 | gminy 2478
miasta na
prawach
powiatu
25 g macro-regiu | 4 | regiuni 8 | judet+ 42 | - - | comuni+ 3174
ni Bucuresti municipiu+
rase
W % 3 JE | country 1 | kohezijske 2 | statisti¢ne 12 | upravne 58 | obgine 210
012 regije regije enote
gt | country 1 | oblasti 4 | kraje 8 | okresy 79 | obce 2928

Ki: Nemes Nagy 2009 4, 149 71, £ 54 .

H TR TR B e, FRA G S AR P KR SR AN R 00 (R KT FH X S22 S (R sl i, BIAE
FE %210, 4 NUTS2 Al NUTS3. H T iEREMfabn A 22, R T A 1995—2006
SEREE . BT AR IR S 2001—2006 AEEME, UK ILEHT 00T . Ak, BTk
2EAE 1999 I TATBUR G E KAk ( Drajko 2004 4E) , st/ 7 A DR 2 14 ik
ER s, ik NUTS3 JZ2IR 5 1999 45745 .

SRR WA M R e

1995—2000 -4 5 2 R (1) 5 g 22 e A FAL TRk S .

AR M R . #0522, AR RKE ZONZ 55 T ) BT T AR,
SRIM, AE NUTS2 2% 1995—2000 4 HI[A) A LUK Iy S #h,  JF AT a1, H 1 2000 4L
HAFRAHT . AL, A FRATTEH % [ B (A B A 22 B K%, n] AR B H 4 F
fHOL T NUTS2 I NUTS3 BIARIEHR (NS Wrig SO W, 225 U 7E NUTS3 2020,
I NUTS2 Hfa 2 i) (6D .




without Bulgaria
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Bl ok HIREAEE, RS R

‘ —+— Bulgaria Czech Republic —+ Hungary —# Poland Romania —#— Slovenia —=— Slovakia ‘

Weighted Standard Deviation (%0)
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Be6  NUT3RPRERXEERKZHEME
B T B R, B SE T )

X DI TE S ARG AE S IERR I, E S 53 IR M 22 57 s R By, H
WX e RS, RPRE S, Pz o) G Wit B XERE) T
PRI, i HABE KBS N ING 2 o LEB B 53 [ A BT 1) DX 2 Ta) A A2 AR 20 4L, (H
RO IR 2T K4 GDP HA s IR, A, 2 53 i 5 3AAE j b
(Szabo, 2008) .

FEZR R BRANIR] A Ja v URBLRAR R 3R
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(1) N E NN F X B8 22 5 PR O AR VG 3e . 1A ifid 2
WAL AR ANV OL S ) P i i R 5, B B 5O b —— 1A G A IR BGE
(KISS 7 2001 Sl x4 AR DLBEAT TG U] o FE BT 7 AN EZH 1 5 AN E S
45-50 % [ DX A ANP- SRR YT 1 A ORIt M X 2 TR ) 22 R . i HE R UG AE R 5 Je AN
MU, UM IX AN SRR BN D% L T ESN DA EE N SR o AR, R
DBRAE X A [ BRSO AR JE R R (25-35%) (I 7)o BROVEZERZ, K
20 B0 515 S DO B A X R AR FA- I ARG, i S 80— 225 (&1 8)
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0,5 -

0,0
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B8 EAEH A A N A AR BB o EL AR
BITEEE, RSN

(2) A T Hf# NUTS3 25 25 [ ZE2 R A A SN0 5 A, FeATT LUK e X 2000 119 A5
WA= B B, LUEATTAE 2000—2006 fERIE AT KOG AR &, 317 p #4lH
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Peartir (9D o BUARAEREAN IR P WX P AN AR B2 0] AT W 0 R AR 2 T IR IR AR 1Y, A7
RN e, A MR AR E 5K, ARSI 0 I I 2 P, X
s T2 Y JE WA JsU 5 R AR DX PR AT RIS 24", ¢ >%, B e 3ONTIR DX aske g — 7 I,
FEARNS BIE IR SCJE MEANEE SO 3COME X e ) 1~ R 2R BE8 1, eS8 A, i
ARTEMIE 22 X IR a3 i 2 FEAG I . BT A X BERE R T SR G (R - AR ORI A Ik 2
IR BIE AR G ARG I AT 1 IX e a %, -3 BURH AE NUTS3 2 BL S 1) 22 57 1)
{55l (NUTS2 2 EREAIEAR D .
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&9 NUTS3 KB R HREZR A GDP (2000) 1 GDP EBHKEN) p R4 HT
Bk HEREAEE, ML R

XA RRYI AT . BoE, ARTPIKIE S ] i 22 iR 32 20 T2 Br b R (3
Wi, o B ERZ GE AR 240 77 o R B 5K LU I N33 [ P 27 B P DA 5 1 2 1) 7
PAVHES) GXED BB MEGD , SIS KT DU AR b BR e i35 s . JLIR, R
£ 20 THEAL 90 AR IYIIX 28 [ 5 s [ R =%, e AT IR 225 1 i 2 WL, XS WA Ze B
(¥ 8 AL RS Cndh BRSNS S84 I3 D) A o [ SR IR A R R 405 e
JEVT R 2 AR L, RIS AR s . JLSIXIF AN B, A0 R — T 3R B
Xt NUTS3 28 [ R B8 < SCHF B LA T R R 2 TR AT i 2 IR OG- BRI TR
P L — G4 F(Nemes Nagy—Kullmann—Fekete—Szabo 2000).

RF T AR L SR, AR ORR A 27 P s Lo PR K T DA A e AN [ 2 i X 22
PER BRI o A2 3R P e S BRI AR b, B R 1990—2006 44—
VR ZER . HA, XFMERAE 20042005 4 (K] 3 FIZE 8 55 BATHL. BUMIXZEh T AN
GEH I AR T B3 T 4 X N2 B A 2B e A, R BATTAR Y B8 A 14T
T ATV S 20 (10D o
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—e— province-level units —=— connty-level units
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(53
=
I

0 T T T T T
1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

B10 19972006 £ EA M EHHX F E AN E KN EF B AR IR HEZE
ks AR EE P L, SEE R KA

2% EAR BRI X TR B A, o4 R IXRE R el e 2 S BRI K i #8—#F, L
5 B R = YRR I ZE e R A RIS 2 O TR %, BAIA T Tx=A
DO PR EUE DTk 45 RE RS R (DA 1952 FELIK, XA K BT
27.1%, KW PEE K, EmHX 2507 LR AE TIR/NOER: QAN 1978 4
I 27.1%, FRER] 1991 4E11 16.9%, TFE] 2006 £ 13.7%, BATATLLN K, A K
AT 1990 4F LR R A TR ZE IR, EAAEAE H a5 3 3 i o O—— U 2R,
MR, DRIEZE SRR AR b b ARSI 28 B e a8 T 5 RS 1)

£S5 1997 F—2006 F5E EZANHENE BENBAREZ R LBRE

1997 2006 224k (1997 - 2006)
EE 54.49 105.11 +50.62
S 53.19 102.87 +49.68
il 69.06 109.44 +40.37
VLI 75.51 115.29 +39.78
Hl 73.03 111.29 +38.25
sy AND 33.98 62.18 +28.20
B 113.73 137.39 +23.66
b 43.32 66.57 +23.25
g 50.22 71.22 +21.00
giges 41.70 61.46 +19.76
WL 40.87 59.37 +18.50
] 33.77 51.81 +18.04
L4 28.97 46.00 +17.03
I 37.09 51.35 +14.26
L 28.95 41.42 +12.47
s 51.00 62.86 +11.87
1R 53.81 64.55 +10.74
oAl 44.16 54.28 +10.12
] A 68.47 76.50 +8.03
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TH 68.14 75.31 +7.17
g 56.85 63.54 +6.69
LR 40.41 4271 +2.30
] 70.50 71.28 +0.78
ol 30.08 29.87 -0.21
EIUN 40.33 39.10 -1.23
Ly 56.17 53.92 -2.25
e 55.06 47.84 -7.23
[lip:n 113.84 no data no data

k. e E AR, SEEE TR

XA N ZE R TR AR 2 HAS LT B2 R 78 28 ML (A
JEnts B KD, 22 MEMAE 1997 £ 2006 42 7] X d 22 T4k, A puif s = 2005
SEAT 2006 EEARE (WK 6) .

FATHF 1997—2004 “ERIEHE T EIRERN], AMUAEA B, T HaESEmaN & H2
] A7 AL ] 2004 £—2006 5 HEEE TG0 5 i B 520 1048 Gt X A4y,
T R, AR EL GRS BT W e Stk o IR R, R R B A [
SV T R B R DR 22 () 2 VR H RS AR BE A5 Y KRRt 56 1) [
GRS VR A, RV X SO PR 3 N T G 3 S X e e R T R 3% )™ ARk,
DA LE 2000 SESEHE T “VEE8RTTFAR” ki (Goodman, 2004) , (ISP 8 5 B LAE
() A ety > b 2 1) A= R 45 A8 (AR 10D

DX 372 S J A TG e TP 3 B KT RIS LA T P 38385 K AT b DX (AR AT o 1K 1 S
X225 ) 52 (V7 AN LV ) o A A FRAN 1 BB X AP R Bh A R 422K (2000 4E [ A3 [ P
A2 BB AT 2000—2005 FEAERARANAED , fE R ERGAILEE R, TR LER: (D
N2 HOR AL NE ZR (11 FR 2648 03 (RRE RUR R BF K i TR, 91 s s e R AL 34
(2) A6 PEAGE AN G pE A R AN RIE, ST ORI, I, BIAEHLIX 725
RATREARE:, AT B IEMPLS BT SUEMA G (3) FhEEEE T FEIK, Al
B AARLF T ™, Fos b, MATDE RS — A RSB AR A, X AGIE 8 T i 2 o [ o
SERE AR DI 5 S, A A R RIS T DX AN A AR A DX IR i 1)t R o XA RAT]
[ 1) S B v G VR it 1 ) 5, B A A 1 2 TR R A B B AR R e R AN K
LB X RAG A Ak

T BFEHIEILTRER

IS TR T AR R BRI ] )4 [ 2 e i SRS S 1w Rk g, (ELIE, BT 4598 Wi
PR BARARTEIEAGE, MEAT 2008 A GHENVLT ZHESRIX - SEhefh . AT SN
X PGB Z AR, LA S R WA AN R R FE I e, (HERATT 2 2eik KR 3
) — S TS A4 & . Locsei (2009) 4 BERI M7 (10L& B R (F L b 22—, &8,
R LAU 1 X8 i 2Rk NBE 2008 4F 3 1148 2009 4F 3 A8 (MLl 3)

E=
e
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W 31 -89 (34)
B 188-31 (33)
B 112-188 (37)
O s2-11,2 35)
[0 -93- 52 (35)

HWE 3 HFA 2008 5 3 H-2009 £ 3 B EHFEICRVEKTIL (%)
PERRUE: Lécsei (2009)

P ORI DA AR, A IRATIAR B LA A L 2 i

(1) SR FENL 2 R dm KR B A R PG o RIS, &4 R vE AL
PR B DX A L3R 51 T K FDL, 2817 7 — 34 i) B 1 R 5k Clny 2 il 5o o)
RN  FRRCR T ) R T 15 # 1R) d5 A IS M X (Barta—Czirfusz—Kukely, 2008) o 4R
1M, GG AR XA X B 5 152 B AR B TE AR50 .

(2) ATIENST, A5 A CARAE P2 2 5 = ok S i i RIS X, ZE IR E LT
BARERAT, HPT 25 2Lz /N TG TG

(3) J&AFE bt 3 R R KB 1 DX R S A B/ o B2 SIS MR 25 8] 22 3R W, 1
HFIAEA [ S (R 22 BEAE AN R, P R AR EE PR, VA5 o S LASI K X R R AN i/ B
B EHT LA EPTRESA T5 AR B, R AR SRR B S T Re M AR AN E,
BT O SG AT LUINGR, 4 AP E LR T Re s 2 /DA . 8K, TEfable
5 IR —— AT R R REFIO R AR AT Bettk, [FRE, SabLET
M DX ZE AR 2 /D T BE S AR SE R G IS KM T L s B o A5 AT 2R o B 5 L i B A & 1) 24 A4
72N E R ) R R oAb X —FE, T RE 2 [R) 25 AR AR 2 A ) HE IRAT ) R

XFF UL EEEA BB AR 25O s KIS, Bt 5 A i ik R i
B AR S AR &4, ATy, S OF O T H GDP 1Y 50%. EHT L,
TXEEH X ) S\ N B 45 T e 8 5% 5 1 (Csanadi-Lai-Gyuris 2009). ¥4K1M S, 456
WLE DT DAFEAE ST B2 /NX IR S AHE 75 SRS G 3 S e B 57 3)) g (5
R, 22U AL 7 TG SR T REIE I O T A 1) i Skt X, R BE IS 004 1) RO
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IR A T ——# 5 20 tH20 90 FRACRE R A AR S M I AR K e 2% 55 801 0 B Se A ik 3 i)
ACIECE LAt

SRIMTLE G EH U A0 A< P RR 55 v [ A A AR B AL AN [F] o IE AN 3ATT 2 i P i e i1,
M AT A, B 5 G S R — EOR RE R A B R BT R T BN XA . BEAh,
T [ 5% (R R A 559 B B BOBON. T A8 5K IR BURF A R80T e D )2 () AR A R
BAEAA T BERS A, AATIA0 T2 2 H A R I DR AL BER G, T ARSR /Db IX 2252

FB A AR A BUB NS B D Mot IX A4S R R HEH — A 5850 12
SRTUH) TR S, XS P E 2 T S KSR I T R AR, SR, A AR
J7 GRRER I AEA T ARE RS20 WA E I H R K R A5G 11, Hou X225 15
Wi ks ] e S G MLATRAL, 3 B P  Z 572 1K B R S, B, Wiz iy
ST AR DU () Ay LA 08 3 R DA Joe ) At it TRDRE RAS B ) PR R
J&o TR, A TR AR ATREN: AP RRDR 2 st Z 52, b [ AT 2
fi (1) T AR AE AR o

ARSCI) 2 EE H R R 28 5 B DIOR AR R RS P G PR 5 X 22 5 (K R JR B AT 265 0 T o
HIPTIR, WA AR — AN XA A Williamson (8] U BUHILL: fESCEZ AT, w11 KR MBUN
T Gt S RIZRGED AP 2 R DX AN S A A R BB AR, Be)e
(ISR TR T X &YKo 53— i, ZRhBRESh EEIEJE K “u” A
AR 22 AR, FEAL 2 3 B GIT BE AR T BRI 22 5 A K, B4 T 1978
—1990 4RI [F] T I PERY BE, IR SR I (R A R Ml X R A T K e A A i D AR
.

FED IS, W LA, 48 2 3o A0 ORI iy s X5 2 il AN W AR AU I 250 IR DL o IEEAE
ZEUT G RS DX 322 S (4 S M) 1 FH A Sk 55 17 380 X7 R 22 () 280 00 B DA B Oy o 22 Rtk
JRCTNV DR T e i) A, TR A R AT O AR 1 b XU T MR A KR A B

3710, T AR PR DX AR S R AR SIS E AR s o T2 S RN AE TR
TR D RS E R FA, AR T ANRIEHIX (22 N HRFUIC, JEREvtiZE . N SR ™
H I AN o XA X Tk ST 5 DU, X UL WIARATTIN A e R it
IRl 5% V25 T X3 4 XSRS A T SR AP ) 22 ) SRR S T o

AT T s PERURET X I8 22 5 5 SR IR o AR P R Bl S TR R o R R Ak [ R A 2
MLZE GO REG L E AR R 50 55 [ K 00 o (B0 T —— 0 Gl iy s AL S 201D
FAT e WA IR, ARSI St DR SOAT A B 2 17 = PR 512, BIX S 8 &
22 BERE (R i) 2 A AT DS 0 o O6E b [, 1990 AT 10 SRRk X I Z 1 L
KZEF, R T HRATHEHBFIIPERMBCRMIC I E K AT EOR, H R I S A4 0 X 1
Wy B AT T AL
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SR, xRSeI DI (R A S AT AR S o 5B )i R m] BE AR BILAE LY 11 b i)
R, “BRK” AR, DA T KA IRE o M, ARGk T BRAR I b DT FR) T
Prlee b, IXRMEG RS 145 B8] A R ——FR T K SR T A A7 ) 3 3 X, 31X
S MR 225, 2R R R SR A LR R DXCdE A, i A 6 X e 4 32 22 1l
REATHEHE Ko HE RSO TAN S, U AR SR A ) (e TR, DIt [ ar By
ST T TR, 10 Ja BB ) XA A ——E X IR 20 7 i s X R], FEACHT
YT B K BUE
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