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1 GDP
GDP
C (D) (%) C (%) (%)
1985 427.5 102.2 57.497 3 26.353 4 25.786 11 19.788 18
1986 500. 06 127.39 24.647 75 31.487 4 24.717 32 19. 481 36
1987 603.71 156.2 22.615 59 34.638 3 22.175 61 10. 006 86
1988 765.76 188. 95 20.966 71 41.172 2 21.79 18.863 22
1989 843.72 179. 49 - 5.006 62 41.509 23.126 08 0.818 028
1990 897.99 186. 96 4.161 792 44.0324 23.551 78 6.079 164
1991 1081.75 239.75 28.235 99 50.833 8 21.202 84 15.446 35
1992 1 365.06 361.18 50. 648 59 79.034 8 21.882 39 55.476 87
1993 1.909.49 683. 83 89.332 19 137.587 6 20.120 15 74.084 83
1994 2 666.86 1 006.39 47.169 62 217.738 3 21.635 58 58.254 3
1995 3524.79 1357.9 34.927 81 306.248 1 22.553 07 40. 649 62
1996 4 146.06 1617.53 19.119 96 424.237 26.227 46 38.527 23
1997 4 638.24 1 694.57 4.762 817 509.747 7 30.081 24 20.156 35
1998 4987.5 1847.93 9.050 084 619.458 1 33.521 73 21.522 49
1999 5 364. 89 1 886.04 2.062 308 680. 35 36.072 94 9.829 866
2000 6 036.34 2 267.22 20.210 6 820.98 36.210 87 20.670 24
2001 6 748.15 2 776.69 22.471 13 979.2 35.265 01 19. 272 09
2002 7 796 3413.08 22.919 02 1167.33 34.201 66 19.212 62
2003 9 295 4 993.57 46.306 85 1 313.639 26.306 61 15.533 65
2004 11 243 6 059.78 21.351 66 1579.243 26.061 05 20.218 9
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Econometrical Model and Analysis on Benefit of Infrastructure Investment

YOU Zhuo-ya, L 1Jing
(School of Economics, Zhdiang Universty , Hangzhou 310027 ,China)

Abstract : Benefit of Infrastructure Investment isthe key point that government policy- makers pay attention to, This article analyzes promoting
effect of infrastructure investment on economic growth in Zhegiiang Province by establishing” error correction model”. From the model ,infra
structure investment elasticize of GDPin Zhgjiang Provinceis caculated. Its promoting effects are high. So a concluson could be drawn that in-
frastructure investment plays an important role in national economy and can greatly stimulate the increase of GDP.

Key words: infrastructure investment ;promoting-force ;promoting eficiency
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