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Can National Scale Affect the Economic Growth Advantages?

——A Test Analysis on Thirty-eight National Data

OUYANG Yao, Li Jian-fei
Abstract This paper based on the theory analysis framework of the national scale influencing economic growth ad-

vantages has constructed the evaluation index system of the national economic growth advantages and made an empiri-
cal test to the different scale national growth advantages. Firstly this paper selectes data of thirty-eight countries to verify
the existing difference and its significant difference in economic growth advantages The economic growth edges of big
countries lie in their comprehensive advantages. The growth edges are not purely spawned by the technical backwardness.
They should be brought about by the comparative advantages of resources and the comprehensive advantages formed by
techniques market ability and social ability.
Key words national scale economic growth the comprehensive advantages
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