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Fz 1 EYH 19952010 £~ 5 Fz2 HEWH 19952010 ERMFIEERZFERE
ERZFERELRLIE EARBE (L 1995 £ 100 i /5)
36 L @y AR VR & L@ B FER| GDP/
o /77 F 7 K /7 . chp/iez TER|N KT ) i
”7'7_‘» 7 // T ook ;\’ 7t ;E
- 4 | LNNS | LNINV | LNGDP
1995 104.12 65 004 324 (A 1995 | (A 1995 | (WA 1995
1996 117.09 64 633 381 235 100) |4 4 100) |4 4 100)
1997 156. 37 80 771 421 1995 | 100 100 100 4,60 | 4.60 | 4.60
1998 185. 15 114 272 465 1996 112 99 118 4.72 4. 60 4. 77
1999 202. 2 115 265 500 1997 150 124 130 5.01 4. 82 4. 87
2000 202. 44 118 941 549 1998 178 176 144 5.18 5.17 4.97
2001 191.59 133 972 574 1999 194 177 154 5. 27 5. 18 5.04
2002 208. 63 173 040 627 2000 195 183 169 5. 27 5.21 f 13
2003 271. 98 231 264 696 2001 184 206 177 5.21 5.33 ?.18
2004 328. 19 311 441 321 2002 200 266 194 5. 30 5.58 5. 27
— - - 2003 261 356 215 5.56 5. 87 5.37
2005 561. 33 522 357 1 005 2004 | 315 479 255 | 5.75 | 6.17 | 5.53
2006 608. 2 655 114 1174 2005 | 539 804 310 6.29 | 6.69 | 5.74
2007 764.79 925 642 1371 2006 584 1008 362 6. 37 6.92 5. 89
2008 985.73 1136 417 1603 2007 735 1424 423 6. 60 7. 6. 05
2009 1 064. 89 1 298 599 1917 2008 947 1748 495 6. 85 7.4 6. 20
2010 1180. 4 1654 728 2 333 2009 1023 1998 592 6.93 7. 60 6. 38
: — — 2010 | 1134 | 2546 720 | 7.03 | 7.84 | 6.58
R I TR
Dependent Variable: LNNS Sample: 1995 2010
Method: Least Squares Included observations: 16
Date; 04/09/13 Time; 17:39
Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C 1.426 024 0.124 020 11. 498 35 0.000 0
LNINV 0.717 720 0. 020 274 35.400 59 0. 000 O
R-squared 0. 988952 Mean dependent var 5. 746 250
Adjusted R-squared 0.988 163 S. D. dependent var 0.811 828
S. E. of regression 0.088 326 Akaike info criterion —1.899 104
Sum squared resid 0.109 220 Schwarz criterion —1.802 530
Log likelihood 17.192 83 Hannan-Quinn criter. —1.894 158
F-statistic 1 253.202 Durbin-Watson stat 1. 180689
Prob(F-statistic) 0. 000 000
#3532 % 42 . LNNS= 1.43 + 0.72 LNINV,
S HET MR A K A Method: Least Squares
EEVEEX N Date: 04/09/13 Time: 18:02
St LNINV Fil LNGDP P 4 45 5 fif 3 3 45 /)y Sample: 1995 2010
Fe a1 A 43 A7 A 2 DL 4558 Included observations: 16
Dependent Variable: LNINV
Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C —4.097 213 0.331 384 —12.363 94 0.000 0
LNGDP 1. 848 412 0. 060 205 30.702 11 0.000 0
R-squared 0. 985 365 Mean dependent var 6.019 375
Adjusted R-squared 0. 984 320 S. D. dependent var 1. 124 855
S. E. of regression 0. 140 855 Akaike info criterion —0.965 701
Sum squared resid 0.277 762 Schwarz criterion —0.869 128
Log likelihood 9.725 610 Hannan-Quinn criter. —0.960 756
F-statistic 942.619 8 Durbin-Watson stat 0.946 641
Prob(F-statistic) 0. 000 000

F3 w24 . LNINV= —4.10+1. 85 LNGDP,
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An Empirical Study of the Relationship Between the Real Estate Industry

and Economic Growth of Yancheng City

LIU Yong-jian
(School of Urban and Resources Environment, Yancheng Teachers University,

Yancheng Jiangsu 224051, China)

Abstract: This paper first analyzes the change trend from 1995 to 2010, the Yancheng City real estate construction area, real estate investment

and GDP in the three sets of data, using econometric software carries on the analysis to the above three groups of time series, the relation between

Yancheng City real estate 15 years of investment and construction area of real estate and real estate investment and GDP, and puts forward some

policy suggestions to promote the healthy and stable development of real estate in Yancheng City.
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