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Dependent Variable: TC
Variable Coefficient Std. Error t— Statistic Prob.
C —6. 485 297 2.077 740 —3.121 322 0.020 6
PDLO1 0. 338 409 0.074 077 4.568 374 0.003 8
PDLO2 —0. 059 826 0.012 504 —4.784 492 0.003 0
R-squared 0. 855 030 Mean dependent var 0.109 519
Adjusted R-squared 0. 806 706 S. D. dependent var 0.096 710
S. E. of regression 0.042 519 Akaike info criterion —3.216 551
Sum squared resid 0.010 847 Schwarz criterion —3.150 809
Log likelihood 17.474 48 Hannan-Quinn criter. —3.358 421
F-statistic 17.693 91 Durbin-Watson stat 2.249 235
Prob(F-statistic) 0.003 047
Lag Distribution of FDI i Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic
0 0.278 58 0.061 60 4.522 57
Lag Distribution of FDI
0.437 51 0.098 27 4.452 30
! 2 0.476 79 0.110 09 4. 331 10
: 3 0.396 42 0.097 30 4.074 23
. 4 0.196 39 0.061 15 3.211 84
I 5 —0.123 28 0.026 92 —4.579 92
! 6 —0.562 61 0. 099 83 —5.635 46
Sum of Lags 1.099 80 0.342 42 3.211 84
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Studies on the Influence of FDI to High-teach Products Export

Competitiveness of Fujian Province

ZHOU Xi-wen

(Economics and Law Department, Fuging Branch of Fujian Normal University, Fuzhou 350300, China)

Abstract: The issue analyzed the relationship between FDI and High-teach products export competitiveness of Fujian Province. Almon scheme of

polynomical lag model was used to verify the relationship. The result showed that : FDI’s flexibility increased and then decay. If FDI increases one

percentage point, Fujian’s high-tech products export competitiveness index will improve 1. 09980 percentage points.

Key words: FDI;high-teach products;international competitiveness
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Hefei’s Five-star Hotel Space Distribution and Benefit Analysis

DING Long, ZHENG Huan
(School of Business, Anhui University, Hefei 230601, China)

Abstract: In recent years, with the economic development of Hefei, the accelerated process of urbanization,the growing domestic and inter- na-
tional reputation, attracting many domestic and foreign investment and tourists to come. As a supporting system of city, the number of Hefei’s
high-end hotel will be more and more, in the application ,under construction of five-star hotels will reach 23. This paper studies the space distribu-
tion and benefits of five-star hotel in Hefei ,providing a basis for predicting business development of the second-tier cities like Hefei five-star hotel.

Key words: five-star; space distribution;benefit analysis
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