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Analysis on Influence of Tourism Consumption on
Economic Growth in China
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Abstract : Making use of the time series data during 1994-2006 ,this paper anayses the relationship between tourism consumption of resdents

and economic growth based on the co-integration theory. And it draws some conclusions as follows:the tourism consumption of urban resdents
has the co-integration relation with GDP as well asthe added val ue of the thirdindustry ;if the tourism consumption of urban resdentsincreases

by 1% ,the GDP will increase by 0. 79 % ,and the added val ue of the third industry will increase by 0. 85 %;the impul se of the tourism consump-

tion of urban resdentsto the added value of the thirdindustry exceeds that of the economic growth to it ;however ,thereis no co-integration rela
tionship between the tourism consumption of rural resdents and the economic growth as well as the added value of the third industry ,and the

tourism consumption of rural resdents has no obvious efects on the economic growth as well as the added value of the third industry ,whichis

due to the characteristics of tourism consumption of rural resdents Finaly ,it puts forward some countermeasures to improve the level of

tourism consumption of resdentsin China
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