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A Practical Analysis of Contribution of
Lian-Xu Expressway to Regional Economic Growth

WANG Ying, LIU Si-feng, YANG Shuo

(College of Economics and Management, Nanjing University of Aeronautics and Astronautics, Nanjing 210016 ,China)

Abstract: The function of expressway on the regional economic growth is broadly admissive at
domestic and abroad. The practical analysis of the contribution of Lian-Xu Expressway can assess exactly
the impact of the project to regional economic growth, and provide reference for the construction and
management of the following projects. Beginning with the correlative analysis of Lian-Xu Expressway and
the regional economy, the contribution from 2003 to 2005 is calculated, and the contribution from 2006 to
2012 is forecasted. The results show that Lian-Xu Expressway cooperates with the regional economic
development and promotes the regional economic growth directly.
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