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Matlab7. 1
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Abstract This article constructs a spatial panel data model for analyzing the complex re-
lationship between trade openness and regional growth under the framework of new growth

theory and spatial economy. The research demonstrates trade openness exerts a positive effect
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on regional economic growth while promoting spatial convergence and divergence at the same
time. The effect of trade openness also exhibits spatial heterogeneity which depends on the
different development levels of regional economy, infrastructure construction and human cap-
itals. The spatial growth effect on the level of the three industries embodies industrial charac-
teristics and is not the same as the overall economy.
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