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The effect of information technology advancement
and diffusion on economic growth and employment

—an empirical research based on the Northeast three provinces
ZHANG Xiu —yan et al.
( Business School of Jilin University Changchun 130012 China)

Abstract: This paper takes the Northeast three provinces as examples to do the empirical research on the relation—

ship between the development of information technology and economic growth embarking from the economic growth

theory and using Cobb-Douglas production function in which it introduce information technology and human capital

factors. The results show that information technology of Jilin Province Liaoning Province and the Nation all have a

positive impact on economic growth and employment instead of the negative impact for Heilongjiang province.
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