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A Study of Dynamic Association between Urban Construction Land Expansion and Economic Growth
—A Case of Shandong Province
LI Yanan WANG Cheng—=in

( College of Geography and Environment Shandong Normal University Jinan 250358 China)

Abstract: Based on the data of urban construction land and regional GDP in Shandong province from 1991 to 2015 the paper
applies the econometric analysis method to study the dynamic association between them. The results show that: There is a posi—
tive long-term equilibrium relationship between urban construction land and regional GDP when the urban construction land ex—
pands by 1% GDP will grow by 1.83% ; Granger causality test shows that the change of urban construction land is the cause of
economic growth but it cannot be proved that economic growth is the cause of construction land expansion. The influence of ur—
ban construction land on a standard deviation of economic growth has a positive effect of continuous fluctuation and the force is
great; The impact of economic growth on a standard deviation of urban construction land is weak even negative effect. The ur—
ban construction land expansion interprets 67.26% of the economic growth whereas the economic growth only interprets 30.

95% of the urban construction land expansion. The study results show that the urban construction land expansion leads to the in—
crease of GDP while the increase of GDP may not promote the urban construction land expansion in Shandong province.
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