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Influence Factors and Countermeasures for Chinas Economic Growth
—The Perspective of Scientific and Technology Investment

Gao Changshui, Pan Haisheng,Xu Zhengzhong
(Tianjin University, Tianjin 300072, China)

Abstract ;: This paper examines the fiscal years during 1990—2007, the long-run equilibrium relationships between economic
growth and investment of China in science and technology. We model the financial relationship with the empirical analysis
of economic growth between investment in science and technology. The results show the long-term stable relationships be-
tween the financial technology spending and gross domestic product, but with the financial investment in science and tech-
nology are increasing over years, investment in science and technology the driving force for economic development is not
clear. This paper analyzes the reason why investment in science and technology on the leading role in economic develop-
ment are not obvious, puts forward relevant recommendations.
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