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Forecasting of the China's Real Estate Market

Wang Wenjun Wang Chenghao Gao Peng Dong Jichang

(Management School of Graduate University of CAS 100080 Beijing)

Using the quarterly data from January 2002 to September 2007 and ARIMA model, the investment, demand,

supply and price index to China's real estate market of 2008 are predicted in this paper. The results show that in

2008, China's real estate market price increases would remain at a high level, the real estate investment would

continue a steady growth, the structure of demand would steadily develop basically, the structural adjustment of

supply would present a slow process, the imbalance between supply and demand would continue to exist. In

addition, the possible affecting factors to real estate price in 2008 are also analyzed in this paper, and the relevant

policy recommendations are provided as a conclusion.
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