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The Influence of Land Resources Restriction on Economic Growth

YANG Yang' , WU Ci-fang' , ZHEN G Juar-er?
(1. College of Public Administration ;2. College of Southeast Land Management , Zhejiang University ,Hangzhou 310029 , China)

Abstract : No country could avoid theinfluences of land resources restriction on economic growth. To keep the analyss manageable , the former
researches started with the case of Cobb-Douglas production, in which the easticity of substitution was 1, but the assumption was not truein
the real economy world, o we choose the threefactor-two level CES production function as the basc mode to study the growth drag of land re-
sources. Theresultsindicated that the drag of land resource on economic growth in China was 0. 0046 annualy , 1 91 times as much as America

's. By land readjustment and substitute of capital and technique to the land resources, China will be on a balanced growth path in the future.
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The Empirical Analysis of External Trade to Economic Growth
—Based on the analyss and test of shangha data

YAN G Zhen-ning
(Statistics & Applied - mathematics College, Anhui University of Finance & Economics, Bengbu Anhui 233030, China)

Abstract : Theinfluence of external trade on economic growth has been one of debating problemsin the economicsfield On the bassof yearly
economic data of import and export in shanghai from 1985 to 2004 , thisthes s studies the dynamic relations between external trade and economic
growth and state the role of externa trade played in economic growth by meansof Co - integration Test , Vector Error Correction Modd. The
results of empirical analyss show that import and export can obvioudy propel the growth of GDP lagging one year , export has more contribu-
tions to promoting economic growth in the short run, but import has more contributionsin the long term
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