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Abstract:Unbalanced industrial development has its inevitability as the basic form, and there are a number of factors to impact
the development of industrial imbalance. This article mainly focuses on the effect of technological innovation to China’s industry
unbalanced development. This article uses analysis and measurement of the dynamic model of inter —phase time —series to
measure the effect of technological innovation on the uneven development of the industry. Based on the analysis, the conclusions
are given at last.
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