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[Abstract] This essay uses the panel data of 29 prov-
inces during 1996 — 2015 to analyze the influences of urban ex—
pansion on economic efficiency. The results show that: Firstly
at the national level the agglomerating effect and scale effect of
urban expansion is so obvious to effectively improve the econom—
ic efficiency; Secondly from the perspective of space the ur—
ban expansion has no obvious effect on economic efficiency in
western areas while a positive effect on economic efficiency in
other three regions; Thirdly the characteristics of “more people

o and less land” in central areas leads to the agglomerating effect
of urban expansion is prominent; therefore the urban expansion
plays the most important role in promoting economic efficiency;
Fourthly the eastern region is affected by the diminishing mar—
ginal effect of urban expansion leading to the smallest role of
urban expansion in promoting economic efficiency.

[Key words] urban expansion; economic efficiency;
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