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Government Subsidies and Technological Innovation: A Literature Review

WU Xiao-yuan, ZHONG Jun-juan

(Octagon Logistics Institute, Fuzhou University, Fuzhou 350108, China)

Abstract: The role which Government acts in the process of innovation resources allocation cannot be substituted. Government's subsidy is an in-
centive of technological innovation, but the relationship among government subsidy, innovation investment, innovation outputs and innovation
spillovers has not obtained the consistent conclusion. This Paper reviews the related studies on government subsidy and technological innovation,
Based on the analysis, we point out the shortage, and analyze the development direction in future.

Key words: government subsidy;innovation investment;innovation outputs;innovation spillovers
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The Research of Logistics Demand of the West-Straits Economic Area Based on the Gray Theory

CHEN Yu

(Fujian jiangxia institution, Fuzhou 350002, China)

Abstract: The development of logistics industry has played an important role in the West-Straits Economic Area. In the current situation of logis-
tics industry statistic index system not perfect, the paper forecasts the logistics demand of the West— Straits Economic Area, using the gray fore-
casting model, reflecting the changes of logistics needs, providing the corresponding suggestions for the development of logistics industry . The re-
sults shows that the prediction accuracy of the GM(1,1) forecasting model is more accurater, and the effect is better.

Key words: West-Straits Economic Area;logistics demand;gray forecasting model; GM(1,1)model
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