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[Abstract] Based on the provincial panel data of China
from 2001 to 2012 this essay studies the impact of population
urbanization and land urbanization on economic growth and its
regional differences separately Further it analyses the internal
reasons. The results show that in the context of the fact that in—
vestment consumption export as well as human capital are un—
der control population urbanization and land urbanization both
can promote the economic growth obviously and the impact of
population urbanization on economic growth is greater than that

o of land urbanization; both population urbanization and land ur—
banization have different impact on economic growth according to

“ different regions; the promotion effect of urbanization on eco—
nomic growth in central region is the greatest the western region
is the second while the eastern region is the least; the economic
growth effect of urbanization of China accords with S - curve.
Based on these results this essay proposes some relevant policy
implications.
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