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A Research on the Obstacles and Countermeasures of

Part-time Tour Guide’s Professionalization

LIN Dan

(Tourism Department of Minjiang University, Fuzhou 350108, China)

Abstract: The professionalization of the tour guide includes professional quality, professional behavior and professional ability. Part-time tour
guide is the new force of the guide team. Their professional development has become the protection of the normal development of the tourism indus-
try ,which contributes to the improvement of the service quality of the overall tour guide, and promote the healthy and sustainable development of
tourism. It is necessary to explore the barriers to part-time tour guide in the process of professionalization and take measures to improve the profes-
sional level of part-time tour guide.

Key words: part-time tour guide;professionalization;obstacle
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Electricity Consumption and Economic Growth: Evidence from China

HU Hao-ran', ZHANG Fang *
(1. Electric Power of Changge,Changge Henan 461500, China;
2. College of International Business,Shenyang Normal University,Shenyang 110034 ,China)

Abstract: Both of the series of electricity consumption per capita and real GDP per capita in China were found to be a stationary process around a
structural break during the period of 1979—2009 by the Zivot and Andrews test. Thus, two different methodologies have been employed to test the
Granger causality between the two series: the Dolado— Liitkepohl test using the VARs in levels, and the standard Granger causality test using the
detrended data. Both of the results have yielded a strong evidence for unidirectional causality running from the electricity consumption to the in-
come. This indicates that the supply of electricity is vitally important to meet the growing electricity consumption, hence to sustain the economic
growth in China.

Key words: electricity consumption;economic growth;causality
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