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Abstract

Through using 13 cities’ statistical data in Jiangsu province in 2004-2013, by panel data model],
this paper studies the influence on the economic development of Jiangsu water conservancy infra-
structure. Research has shown that water infrastructure is one of the important factors of eco-
nomic development. The construction of agricultural water conservancy infrastructure cannot
play a positive role in promoting economy in Jiangsu province, but the development of water con-
servancy infrastructure associated with industrialization and urbanization can promote the de-
velopment of economy. Because of the different levels of economic development among southern,
central and northern Jiangsu, the influence of water conservancy infrastructure on economic de-
velopment also varies.
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Table 2. Regression results
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F-statistic 157.5798 85.31625 28.03960 288.1452
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Table 3. Regression results of three regions of Jiangsu
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