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ABSTRACT

The structural break in the growth of the share of services sector in India occurred in the early
80s much before the economic reforms were formally adopted is now confirmed by many studies
on services sector .This prompted us to look into the growth of services sector across the Indian
states during the decade of 80s. The objective of this paper is to bring out the level of
development of services sector in 17 major states on the eve of economic reforms and assess the
extent of interstate variations that existed in this sector. The analysis of data revealed that in
1980s the share of services sector in the net state domestic product increased in all the 17 states
except Punjab. By the early 90s , when the economy was just opening up , services sector had
already emerged as the largest sector contributing to net state domestic product in 9 states. The
extent of interstate variations were found to be very low in this sector compared to other sectors
implying that services sector was growing evenly across the states on the eve of economic
reforms.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Services sector is the largest contributor to the national income and the fastest growing sector of
Indian economy. Today it contributes almost 60 percent to gross domestic product. On analyzing
the trends in the share of services sector in gross domestic product in India during the post
independence period from 1950-51 to 2013-14, it is seen that its share grew at the rate of 1.2
percent per year and the actual break in the growth of services sector took place in early 80s . By
mid 1980s it had emerged as the biggest sector of Indian economy in terms of its share in gross
domestic product, this is now confirmed by many different studies in economic literature on
India. The early 1980s saw some significant changes in the political and economic scenario of
the country. Indira Gandhi again came to power effectively in the beginning of this period. The
Green Revolution had substantially matured and India had become self-sufficient in food by this
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time .An upturn in industrial production also started in early 1980s. When the sixth five year
plan was launched, India was facing severe balance of payments difficulties. So in 1981, India
entered into an arrangement with IMF for a loan of five billion dollars which had its attached
conditionality’s that set the process of liberalisation of Indian economy rolling, albeit at a slow
pace. Also after three decades of independence per capita incomes had considerably improved .
All these factors may have led to a change in the economic dynamism of the economy in the 30
years of independence and as a consequence the pattern of growth of various sectors may also
have been affected. It may be noted that this was a decade before economic reforms were fully
and formally adopted , so it is debatable whether economic reforms were actually responsible
for the structural break in the growth of services sector which today engine driving India’s
growth .

In a country of the size and diversity of India it is very unlikely that services sector has
developed to the same extent and pattern in different states. The states in India differ from one
another on account of topography, availability of river and underground water, variations in
temperature, level of rainfall, soil types, size, location , levels of development , socio-cultural
and linguistic variations . Given these wide dissimilarities across the Indian states, it is very
unlikely that services sector may have developed at a uniform pace and pattern throughout the
country. Thus, there is a good case to compare and analyse the pattern of development of
services sector across the states of India or in other words to study the services sector at a
disaggregated level on the eve economic reforms. The focus of the present study, therefore, is to
analytically describe the variations in the level and pattern of development of services sector
across the states in early 80s and early 90s.

The data used in the empirical exercise carried out in this chapter are drawn from the estimates
of net state domestic product at factor cost at 1980-81 constant prices published by Central
Statistical Organisation. It may be mentioned that the concept of net state domestic product
indicates the income originating in a state and these data on net state domestic product are widely
used in interstate comparisons in India. In the present exercise we have used cross-section data
on net state domestic product at factor cost at constant prices (1980-81 prices) for the early 1980s
(average for three years ending 1982-83) and early 1990s (average for three years ending 1992-
93). It may be mentioned that in the present exercise only 17 major states of India are compared
following the widely used procedures in the literature on interstate comparisons.

2. SECTION |

Pattern of development of services sector across the states in early 80s
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The percent share of services sector in net state domestic product is taken as the indicator of the
level of development of the services sector in a state. Information on the percent share of
services sector in net state domestic product in the 17 major states in the early 1980s is given in
tablel. The share of the two other main sectors in net state domestic product is also presented in
this table for the purpose of comparison. The percent share figure is the average for the triennium
ending 1982-83.

TABLE 1: SHARE OF SERVICES SECTOR AND OTHER SECTORS IN
NET STATE DOMESTIC PRODUCT : EARLY 1980s

Sr. State Services Secondary Primary
No. Sector(%o) Sector(%o) Sector(%o)
1. | Andhra Pradesh 35.8 16.5 47.7
2. | Assam 39.9 11.7 48.4
3. | Bihar 28.8 20.4 50.8
4. | Gujarat 32.3 26.9 40.8
5. | Haryana 28.5 19.1 52.4
6. |Himachal Pradesh 31.4 19.3 49.3
7. |Jammu & Kashmir 40.1 13.1 46.8
8. |Karnataka 33.7 20.0 46.3
9. |Kerala 37.4 24.3 38.3
10. | Madhya Pradesh 26.7 17.9 55.4
11. |Maharashtra 38.5 33.9 27.6
12. |Orissa 30.5 14.4 55.1
13. |Punjab 30.9 18.9 50.2
14. |Rajasthan 29.4 17.6 53.0
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15. | Tamil Nadu 40.5 32.9 26.0
16. | Uttar Pradesh 32.6 15.6 51.8
17. | West Bengal 39.8 29.5 30.7
Mean (X) 33.9 20.7 45.4
Coefficient of Variation (%) 13.3 31.4 20.0

Source : C.S.0. Publications

A careful look at the information given in this table reveals some distinct features of the level of
development of services sector across the states in the early 1980s. It is observed that the share of
services sector in net state domestic product was the highest in Tamil Nadu (40.5 percent),
closely followed by Jammu and Kashmir (40.1 percent), Assam (39.9 percent), West Bengal
(39.8 percent) and Maharashtra (38.5 percent). On the other hand, the share of services sector in
net state domestic product was the lowest in states of Madhya Pradesh (26.7 percent), Haryana
(28.5 percent), Bihar (28.8 percent) and Rajasthan (29.4 percent). It may also be noted that there
was considerable variation in the level of development of services sector across the states in the
early 1980s. The mean share of services sector in net state domestic product for all the 17 states
was 33.9 percent; in 7 states the share of services sector in net state domestic product share was
higher than the mean and in 10 states lower than the mean. The coefficient of variation in the
percent share of services sector in net state domestic product was 13.3 percent and the gap
between the largest services sector share state (Tamil Nadu, 40.5 percent) and the lowest services
sector share state (Madhya Pradesh, 26.7 percent) was of 13.8 percent points; putting it another
way, the share of services sector in net state domestic product in Madhya Pradesh (lowest) was
about 68 percent of that of Tamil Nadu (highest).

The comparison of interstate variations in the development of services sector with interstate
variations in the development of primary and secondary sectors (on the basis of their respective
shares in net state domestic product) reveals that interstate variations in the development of
services sector were the lowest (coefficient of variation being 13.3 percent) among the three
main sectors; coefficient of variation in the case of primary sector being 20 percent and for
secondary sector being 31.4 percent. In the case of primary sector interstate variations are not
that high compared to the services sector, but in the case of development of secondary sector
wide variations among the states are observed. The highest share of secondary sector in net state
domestic product (Maharashtra, 33.9 percent) was almost 3 times of the lowest (Assam, 11.7
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percent). On the basis of these comparisons of interstate variations in the development of
different sectors, we may conclude that in the early 1980s the services sector was more evenly
developed across the major Indian states compared to primary and secondary sectors.
Comparison of the share of services sector in net state domestic product with the share of the
other two sectors reveals that in states of Maharashtra, Tamil Nadu and West Bengal the services
sector had emerged as the largest sector by the early 1980s. It may also be noted that in these
three states the secondary sector was also fairly highly developed in terms of percent share in net
state domestic product.

Pattern of development of services sector across the states in early 90s

Information on the level of development of services sector in these 17 major states in early 1990s
is presented in table 2.The share of services sector and other main sectors in net state domestic
product presented in this table is average for the three years ending 1992-93.

TABLE 2: SHARE OF SERVICES SECTOR AND OTHER SECTORS IN
NET STATE DOMESTIC PRODUCT: EARLY 1990s

Sr. State Services Secondary Primary
No. Sector(%o) Sector(%o) Sector(%o)
1. | Andhra Pradesh 42.1 17.9 40.0
2. | Assam 45.5 10.7 43.8
3. | Bihar 32.3 24.4 43.3
4. | Gujarat 38.4 34.5 27.1
5. | Haryana 31.9 22.9 45.2
6. |Himachal Pradesh 37.1 23.8 39.1
7. |Jammu & Kashmir 45.8 16.6 37.6
8. |Karnataka 40.5 23.3 36.2
9. |Kerala 40.4 24.1 35.5
10. |Madhya Pradesh 32.5 20.1 47.4
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11. |Maharashtra 45.0 345 20.5
12. |Orissa 38.5 18.6 42.9
13. | Punjab 28.5 22.6 48.9
14. |Rajasthan 34.0 18.8 47.2
15. | Tamil Nadu 44.6 30.8 24.6
16. | Uttar Pradesh 37.2 19.2 43.6
17. | West Bengal 41.0 26.9 32.1
Mean (X) 38.7 22.9 38.5
Coefficient of Variation (%) 13.9 26.7 20.5

Source : C.S.0. Publications

From a careful perusal of this information it is evident that in the early 1990s services sector was
most developed (in terms of share in net state domestic product) in Jammu and Kashmir (45.8
percent), followed closely by Assam (45.5 percent), Maharashtra (45.0 percent) and Tamil Nadu
(44.6 percent). On the other hand, the share of services sector in net state domestic product was
the lowest in Punjab (28.5 percent), Haryana (31.9 percent), Madhya Pradesh (32.5 percent) and
Bihar (32.3 percent). Information given in table 2 also reveals that by early 1990s. Services
sector had emerged as the largest sector (in terms of percent contribution to net state domestic
product) in 9 states namely Gujarat, Maharashtra, Karnataka, Kerala, Tamil Nadu, Andhra
Pradesh, West Bengal, Assam and Jammu & Kashmir. When we compare this information with
that given in table 1, it comes out that in just one decade, the number of states in which services
sector had become the largest sector has jumped from 3 to 9. However, in none of these 9 states
the share of services sector in net state domestic product had yet crossed the 50 percent mark.
The primary sector was the largest sector in the remaining 8 states; secondary sector did not
attain the status of the largest sector in any state. The states in which services sector had become
the largest sector by 1990s, however, show a quite varied pattern in the development of the
secondary sector. Whereas the share of secondary sector was fairly high in three of these nine
states, namely, Gujarat (34.5 percent), Maharashtra (34.5 percent) and Tamil Nadu (30.8
percent); others like Andhra Pradesh (17.9 percent), Jammu & Kashmir (16.6 percent) and
Assam (10.7 percent) showed a very low level of secondary sector development. This suggests
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that the association between the development of services sector and secondary sector across the
state was far from perfect.

The degree of interstate variations in the development of services sector in the early 1990s did
not differ much from that in early 1980s; coefficient of variation being 13.9 percent in the early
1990s compared to 13.3 percent in early the early 1980s. Interstate variations in the development
of primary sector and secondary sector remained higher (compared to the services sector) even in
the early 1990s as was the case in the early 1980s. So one may conclude that in the early 1990s
also the development of services sector across major Indian states was more even compared to
the development of primary and secondary sectors. Further  examination of information
presented in tables 1 and 2 also suggests an interesting regional pattern in the development of
services sector. In general, the services sector was relatively more developed (in terms of share
in net state domestic product) in the states on the sea coast compared to the non-coastal,
hinterland states. In fact, 7 out of the 9 states in which services sector had emerged as the largest
sector by early 1990s are located on the sea-coast ; the remaining two (Assam and Jammu &
Kashmir) have the distinction of being hilly as well as border states. Similarly, services sector
was relatively more developed in the southern states compared to central and north western
states.

3. SECTION 11

Growth of share of Services sector in net state domestic product from early 1980s to early
1990s

The comparison of information presented in tables 1 and table 2 also reveals that the share of
services sector in net state domestic product had increased during the decade of 1980s (i.e. from
early 1980s to early 1990s); in the case of all the major states except Punjab. Only in the case of
Punjab there had been a decline in the share of services sector in net state domestic product from
30.9 percent in early 1980s to 28.5 percent in early 1990s; may be due to faster development of
the agricultural sector which dominates the Punjab economy. It may also be noted that during the
1980s, the share of secondary sector in net state domestic product had also increased in most of
the states, except in Kerala, Tamil Nadu, West Bengal and Assam where it had declined. The
share of primary sector in net state domestic product had gone down in all the states except West
Bengal where it had slightly increased.

The increase in the share of services sector in net state domestic product during the decade of
1980s (early 1980s to early 1990s) occurred at different rates in different states. The information
on percent per year rate of increase in the share of services sector in net state domestic product in
different states during the 1980s is presented in table 3.
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TABLE 3: CHANGE IN THE SHARE OF SERVICES SECTOR IN NET STATE
DOMESTIC PRODUCT: EARLY 1980s TO EARLY 1990s

Total increase in percent | Percent per year increase
Sr. State share of_ Services Sector in share of Services
No. in NSDP Sector in NSDP (early 80s
(early 90s — early 80s) to early 90s)

1. Andhra Pradesh 6.2 1.6

2. Assam 5.6 1.3

3. Bihar 3.5 1.2

4. Gujarat 6.1 1.7

o. Haryana 3.4 1.1

6. Himachal Pradesh 5.7 1.7

7. Jammu & Kashmir 8.4 1.9

8. Karnataka 6.8 1.9

9. Kerala 3.0 0.8

10. | Madhya Pradesh 5.8 1.9

11. | Maharashtra 6.5 1.6

12. |Orissa 8.0 2.4

13. |Punjab -2.5 -0.7

14. |Rajasthan 4.6 1.5

15. | Tamil Nadu 4.1 0.9

16. |Uttar Pradesh 4.6 1.3

17. | West Bengal 1.2 0.3
Mean (X) 4.8 1.4
Coefficient of Variation 39.6 36.7
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Note: Percent per year rate of change in the NSDP share of Services sector is computed using
the formula:

Percent per year rate of change =

where Xi: = Percent share of a sector in NSDP in early 1990s.
Xo = Percent share of a sector in NSDP in early 1980s.
t = 10 years

It may be seen that the fastest increase in the share of services sector in net state domestic
product occurred in Orissa (2.4 percent), followed by Madhya Pradesh (1.9 percent),
Jammu & Kashmir (1.9 percent), Karnataka (1.9 percent); and the lowest increase in the share of
services sector in net state domestic product occurred in West Bengal (0.3 percent), Kerala (0.8
percent) and Tamil Nadu (0.9 percent). In Punjab, of course, the share of services sector in net
state domestic product actually declined at the rate of 0.7 percent per year. the mean of growth
rates was 4.7 percent. The variation in the growth rates across the states was higher than the
variations (with a coefficient variation of 23.4 percent) in their percent shares . This increase in
the share of services sector in net state domestic product from early 1980s to early 1990s
occurred because net state domestic product originating in services sector grew at a faster rate
compared to the net state domestic product in the other sectors during this period in most of the
states. This hypothesis is elaborated further in the next section.

4. SECTION 111
Growth of a sector relative to other sectors of the economy : Kuznet’s Hypothesis

The percent per year rate of change (increase or decrease) in the share of a sector in net state
domestic product depends on the rate of growth of net state domestic product originating in that
sector relative to the rate of growth of net state domestic product originating in other sectors of
the economy. This can be shown mathematically using a procedure and formulation originally
suggested and used by Simon Kuznets to show the decline in the share of agricultural sector in
gross domestic product.

Let the output (gross domestic product originating in the sector) of sector A = X
And the output of all other sectors of the economy =Y.
Total output (total gross domestic product) of the economy =X +Y =27

Let ra be the rate of growth (percent per year) of output of sector A
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And ry be the rate of growth of output of all other sectors of the economy taken together.
Output of Sector A after one year or in the second period will be

X1 = Xo (1 + ra) ........... (1)
Output of all other sectors after one year or in the second period will be

Yi=Yo(l+r) )

Now share of Sector A in total output after one year will be

X1 X1
------- = B (™ Z1=X1+Y1)
Z1 X1+Y1
Substituting from (1) and (2)
Xl Xo (1 + ra)
Zl Xo (1 + ra) + Yo (1 + rb)
Xo (1 + ra) + Yo (1 + rb) Zl
Xo (1 + ra) X1
Yo (1 + 1p) Z1
1 4+ - = e
Xo (1 + ra) X1
Yo (1 + rp) Z1
----------------- = —— 1
Xo (l + ra) Xl
1+n Xo Z1
......... = - — 1
1 + ra Yo Xl
........... 3)
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Thus we see that there is a direct relation between the ratio of the rates of growth of output of
two sectors and the movement of the ratio of the output (or share of) of Sector A to the total
output. So if the rate of growth of Sector A is higher than the rate of growth of all other sectors
then subsequently its proportional share in total output will increase and vice versa. If the rates of
growth of both the sectors are equal then their shares in total output will remain unchanged or
constant.

Put ra=r, in (3)

1 + ra Xo Zl
- = ——— 1
1 + ra Yo X]_
Xo Z]_
1= e [ - 1
Yo X]_
Yo Zl
_____ + 1 — ————
Xo Xl
Yo + Xo Zl
Xo - Xl

Zo Zl
Xo  Xi
Xo Xl
Or  —smem = mee-
Zo Zl

So the share of two sectors in gross domestic product after one year remains the same. It is thus
clear that the change in the share of a sector in gross domestic product depends on its relative
growth rate compared to the rate of growth of rest of the economy (all other sectors combined).
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Thus we see that there is a direct relation between the ratio of the rates of growth of output of
two sectors and the movement of the ratio of the output (or share of) of Sector A to the total
output. So if the rate of growth of Sector A is higher than the rate of growth of all other sectors
then subsequently its proportional share in total output will increase and vice versa. If the rates of
growth of both the sectors are equal then their shares in total output will remain unchanged or
constant.Kuznets hypothesis clearly comes out in table 4.

TABLE 4: NET STATE DOMESTIC PRODUCT ORIGINATING IN
DIFFERENT SECTORS: GROWTH RATES

(EARLY 1980s TO EARLY 1990s)

Percent per year growth rate
Sr. Services | Secondary | Primary | Commodity
No. State Sector Sector Sector Sector Total
(Primary + | NSDP
Secondary)
1. | Andhra Pradesh 5.8 4.8 2.0 2.8 3.9
2. |Assam 4.8 2.5 2.4 2.5 3.6
3. |Bihar 5.2 5.9 2.3 3.4 4.0
4. |Gujarat 6.8 7.6 0.8 3.9 4.9
5. |Haryana 7.4 8.2 4.6 5.8 6.2
6. E:;gizﬂa' 6.4 6.9 2.1 38 | 46
7. [Jammu & 3.9 5.1 0.4 17 | 26
Kashmir
8. | Karnataka 7.4 7.0 2.9 4.3 54
9. |Kerala 4.4 3.5 2.8 3.1 3.6
10. | Madhya Pradesh 6.2 5.3 2.4 3.2 4.1
11. | Maharashtra 7.8 6.3 2.9 4.9 6.1
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12. | Orissa 5.7 5.8 0.8 2.0 3.4
13. | Punjab 4.2 6.9 4.8 5.4 5.1
14. | Rajasthan 8.4 7.5 55 5.9 6.8
15. | Tamil Nadu 6.4 4.7 4.5 5.6 5.4
16. | Uttar Pradesh 6.0 6.8 2.8 3.9 4.6
17. | West Bengal 5.2 3.9 5.4 4.7 4.9
Mean (X) 6.0 5.8 2.9 3.9 4.7
52?::3?@;; 217 | 172 51.2 322 | 234

Note: Percent per year rate of growth in the NSDP originating in a sector is computed using the
formula:

) log X1 —log X
Percent per year rate of growth = | Antilog \--------------------}- 1 x100

where X:; = NSDP of a sector in early 1990s.
Xo = NSDP of a sector in early 1980s.
t = 10 years

The growth rates of net state domestic product originating in services sector and the other two
main sectors for the decade of 1980s (i.e. early 1980s to early 1990s) are presented in table 4. A
careful look at the percent per year growth rates of net state domestic product originating in
services sector in the different states reveals that Rajasthan had the highest growth rate (8.4
percent), followed closely by Maharashtra (7.8 percent), Karnataka and Haryana (7.4 percent)
respectively. On the other hand, Jammu & Kashmir (3.9 percent), Punjab (4.2 percent) and
Kerala (4.4 percent) show relatively lower growth rates of net state domestic product originating
in Services sector during this decade . It may be seen from table 4 that during the decade of
1980s in all the states, except Punjab, the net state domestic product originating in services sector
grew at a higher rate compared to net state domestic product originating in the commodity sector.
That is why in all the states, except in Punjab, the share of services sector in net state domestic
product increased during this period. In Punjab, however, the share of services sector in net state
domestic product went down during the 1980s because net state domestic product originating in
the commodity sector grew at a higher rate compared to net state domestic product originating in
the services sector. It can be clearly seen from table 3 that in case of Punjab there is a decline in
the share of services sector of 2.5% from 80s to 90s . The reasons for such a pattern need to be
further explored by locating the various determinants of this heterogeneity across states .
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5. CONCLUSION

The main conclusions that emerged from the above discussion may be recapitulated as follows:
in the early 80s the mean share of services sector across the states was 33.9 percent ,only in 2
states namely Tamil Nadu and West Bengal its share was the largest in net state domestic
product ; by early 1990s the services sector had emerged as the largest sector in 9 out of 17
major states of India and the mean percent share of services sector in net state domestic product
across these states was about 39 percent ; the services sector was quite evenly developed in
these 17 states during this decade as indicated by the low coefficient of variation that is to say
that the interstate variations in its share in net state domestic product were quite low compared to
primary and secondary sectors; during the decade of 1980s, the share of services sector in net
state domestic product increased at different rates; the mean of growth rates in the share of
services sector in net state domestic product being 4.7 percent, with a coefficient variation of
23.4 percent ; the growth rate of net state domestic product originating in services sector was
higher compared to growth rate of total net state domestic product and that of the commodity
sector in every state during this period except for Punjab that is why other than Punjab in all
other states the share of services sector increased .

Thus it can be concluded that in the decade of 1980s the net state domestic product originating in
services sector had been growing faster than all the other sectors that led to it emerging as the
largest sector in many states. After 30 years of independence on the eve economic reforms the
services sector was growing not only faster than the other sectors in most of the states but also
quiet uniformly.

REFERENCES

Aldaba, Rafaelita M. (2010). The ASEAN services sector and the growth rebalancing model.
(http: //hdl.handle.net/10419/53654.) Asian Development Bank Institute Tokyo.

Banerjee, Purnendu K., Baksi, Ajay, & Roy, Nilanjana. (2007). Regrouping of economic
activities: A feasibility study. Economic and Political Weekly, 42(37), 3745-3749.

Banga, Rashmi. (2005). Critical issues in India's service-led growth (Working paper No.171).
New Delhi: ICIER.

Banga, Rashmi. (2005). Role of services in the growth process: A survey (Working Paper
no.159). New Delhi : ICIER

www.ijsser.org Copyright © I1JSSER 2019, All rights reserved Page 608




International Journal of Social Science and Economic Research

ISSN: 2455-8834

Volume:04, Issue:01 "January 2019"

Central Statistical Organisation.(2014). National Accounts Statistics 2013. India: Government of
India.

Central Statistical Organisation.(2015). National Accounts Statistics 2014. India: Government of
India.

Central Statistics Office, National Statistical Organization, Ministry of Statistics and Programme
Implementation. (2010). National Product Classification For Services Sector.
Government of India.

Chakravarty, D. (2006). Growing services in India: An inter-sectoral analysis based on state level
data. Economic and Political Weekly, 41(27/28), 3061-3067.

Chandrasekhar, C. P. (2011, August 11). Sources of economic diversity. The Hindu.

Chand, U. K. (1983).The growth of the Service sector in the Canadian economy. Springer, 13(4),
339-370.

Gordon, Jordon, & Gupta, Poonam. (2003, November).Understanding India's services
revolution. Paper presented at IMF-NCAER, New Delhi.

Government of India.(2015). Economic survey 2014-15.
Government of India.(2016). Economic survey 2015-16.

Government of India.(n.d.).Open Government Data (OGD) Platform India. Retrieved from
http://www.data.gov.in

Gujrati, & Gujrati. (1975). Basic Econometrics. Mc Graw Hill Book Co.
In Jacobsen, K. A. (2016). Routledge handbook of contemporary India.

India  Time  Series. (n.d). EPW Research  Foundation. Retrieved from
http://www.epwrfits.in/NASTreeview.aspx

Joshi, Seema. (2004). Tertiary sector-driven growth in India impact on employment and poverty
(37). Economic and Political WeekKly.

Kuznets, Simon, (1961). Economic Growth and the Contributions of Agriculture: Notes on
Measurements (59-75). International Journal of Agrarian Affairs, VVol. 3.

www.ijsser.org Copyright © I1JSSER 2019, All rights reserved Page 609




International Journal of Social Science and Economic Research
ISSN: 2455-8834

Volume:04, Issue:01 "January 2019"

Mukherjee, Arpita. (2013). The service sector in India. Manila, Philippines: Asian Development
Bank.

Pais, Jesim, author. (2014). Growth and structure of the services sector in India.
Papola, T. S., 1941- author. (2011). Inter-regional disparities in industrial growth and structure.

Planning Commission.(2014). Data-book compiled for use of Planning Commission. Retrieved
from http://planningcommission.gov.in

Planning Commission.(n.d.).Sector-wise contribution of GDP of India. Retrieved from
http://statisticstimes.com/economy/sectorwise-gdp-contribution-of-india.php

Rath, D. P. (2006). Analytics and implications of services sector growth in Indian economy. The
Journal of Income and Wealth, 28(1).

Rath, D. P., Nayyar, P. K., Lakshmanan, L., Mandal, K., Rajesh, R., & Fanai, V. (2007). A user's
perspective on the database of services sector in Indian economy. Economic and Political
Weekly, 42(37), 3770-3775.

Reserve Bank of India.(2015). Handbook of statistics on Indian economy 2017-18. Retrieved
from Reserve Bank of India website:
https://rbidocs.rbi.org.in/rdocs/Publications/PDFs/00HC398B27C6 AFF47039ABE93049
886B494.PDF

Roy Choudhry, U. D. (1992). Inter-state and intra-state variations in economic development and
standard of living. Economic and Political Weekly, 27(49/50), 2651-2655.

Sachs, Jeffery D., Bajpai, Nirupam, & Ramiah, Ananthi. (2001). Understanding regional
economic growth in India. Retrieved from
http://cnnd.crawford.anu.edu.au/acde/asarc/pdf/papers/conference/ CONF2001_05.pdf

Saluja, M. R., & Yadav, B. (2007).Gross domestic product from services methodology, data
sources and limitations. Economic and Political Weekly, 42(37), 3732-3739.

Sector-wise contribution of GDP of India- StatisticsTimes.com.(n.d.). Retrieved from
http://statisticstimes.com/economy/sectorwise-gdp-contribution-of-india.php

Sharma, S. K., & Sharma, Jyoti. (2007). An empirical analysis of growth and structure of
services sector in India. The Journal of Business Perspective, 11(4).

www.ijsser.org Copyright © I1JSSER 2019, All rights reserved Page 610




International Journal of Social Science and Economic Research

ISSN: 2455-8834

Volume:04, Issue:01 "January 2019"

Singh, Nirvikar. (2006). Services-led industrialization in India: Assessment and lessons. (http:
/Ihdl.handle.net/10419/64068.) Santa Cruz Inst. for International Economics Santa Cruz,
Calif.

Srivastav, Nirakar. (2010). Structure of service sector and development strategy for Meghalaya.
Retrieved from http://ssrn.com/abstract=1825055

World Bank.(2014). World development indicators 2014. Washington: World Bank Publication

www.ijsser.org Copyright © I1JSSER 2019, All rights reserved Page 611




