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Resource Curse, Industrial Structure and Economic Growth
——An Empirical Study Based on Cross-provincial Data

HE Jun, FAN Xiaomin

(School of Management, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei 230026, China)

Abstract: Resources curse is a classic hypothesis in economics, but we have not formed a consensus whether the
hypothesis works in our country yet. This paper analyzes the relationship between non-renewable resource, economic
growth and industrial structure using China’s cross-provincial panel data from 1997 to 2011 based on an Endogenous
growth model. The findings reveal that resource curse exists on our inter-provincial level and abundant natural resource
frustrates economic growth. And industrial structure has different impacts on regions’ economic growth of different
types. Finally we make some recommendations, as speeding up industrial structure upgrading and transformation.

Key Words: natural resource; resource endowments; resources curse; economic growth; industrial structure; panel data
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