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Analysis for the quantity characteristics of the fluctuation in economic
circle in Shaanxi Province

LIU Shu ru
(School of Management, Xi'an University of Architecture and Technology, Xi'an 710055, China)

Abstract: This paper analyzes the quantity characteristics of the fluctuation in economic circle
through GDP growing rate in Shaanxi Province since reforms and opening up. The results are
that the fluctuation in economic circle in Shaanxi Province keeps in step with the nationwide
fluctuation, economic growth is powerful, and the stabilization of economic growth and the
ability of economic sustainable development have been strengthened. However, the macroscopic
control was too steady in the second half of the 1990s and in depth reform was not further carried
out. Aimed at the current economy in China, which is in new rounds of economic expansion and
characterized by stable development and high speed, the paper suggests that the govemment
should adopt neutral macroscopic economic policies.
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