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The Impact on China’ s Urban Economy from Financial Crisis
and Its Coping Strategies

SHAN Jingjing

[ Abstract] The author analyses the impact on China’ s urban economy from financial ciisis point that the China s wban economic
development has entered an important period of transition. Faced with the challenge of financial crisis, the government must to unify the short
tem development with the sustainable development to solve some deep-rooted problems duing utban economic development from the demand
and supply aspects speed up the transition and upgrading of the urban economy.
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