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Study on Fujian's Economic Development and Trade of Import and Export

LIU Wei-hong, WANG Fang

(Department of Economics and Management, The Open University of Fujian, Fuzhou 350003, China)

Abstract: The author reviews the study of relationship between China’s economic growth and import and export trade by domestic and foreign
scholars, then makes cointegration analysis and Granger causality test according to GDP, total exports, total imports data of Fujian Province in
1981—2007. The results of empirical analysis show that there exists long-term stable equilibrium relationship and no Granger causality between
GDP, total exports,total imports data of Fujian Province.

Key words : economic development;import and export trade; cointegration ; causality
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The Research of Cultural Competition of Fujian Tea Industry

WU Sheng-yi» ZHAO Jin-jie. LI Liang-jie, ZHOU Yi-bang, ZHANG Meng

(Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University, Fuzhou 350002, China)

Abstract: With the pushing forward of the process of internationalization of the tea industry,the market competition of the tea industry is becom-
ing more and more fierce. The traditional tea production of fujian and the forms of industrial organization have been gradually eliminated by the
market. How to enhance the competitivensee of the tea industry in Fujian is a pressing issue. Hoeever, the development of tea industry in Fujian has
its own unique advantage,especially the rich culture heritage. This paper aims to explore how to enhance the culture competitiveness of Fujian tea
industry to reach the final area of Fujian tea industry competitiveness.

Key words: the tea industry of Fujian;culture competence;evaluation index system
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