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Study on Relationship between Industrialization and Informatization

Yu Liping, Pan Yuntao, Wu Yishan

Abstract: This paper analyzes relationship between industrialization and informatization based
on vector auto regression. The results show informatization is the granger cause of
industrialization, but industrialization doesn’t granger cause informatization . the development
of Informatization can bring about industrialization which has stable relationship. The
informatization undulation is the main reason to affects the industrialization undulation, but The
industrialization undulation isn’t the main reason to affects the informatization undulation. The
speed of industrialization to affect informatization is faster than that of informatization to affect
industrialization. The influence of industrialization to informatization is more stabler.
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