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Study on Decision Method of BOT Concession Period

HANG Sheng-ce, TIAN Fang-hua

(Management School of Northwestern Polytechnical University,Xian 710129, China)

Abstract: concession period length decision is one of the core problems of Expressway BOT concession. In determining the concession period is di-
rectly related to the interests of the host government and the item company distribution, if the concession period is longer, the host country’s inter-
ests; the concession period shorter will affect the interests of item company, which will lead to the failure of BOT projects. This paper analyzes
some factors affecting the concession period, and analyze the effects of these factors on concession period decision-making., based on the Monte
Carlo method to determine the concession period model, the theory method system which provides to judge and decision-making of BOT project
concession period.
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Evaluation of Principal Component Analysis and Factor Analysis of the
City Facility Level Based on
RUAN Wan-qing, ZHANG Hong-yan, FENG Yu-tie

(School of Science, Heilongjiang Institute of Science and Technology, Harbin 150027, China)

Abstract: In this paper, by the method of principal component analysis ordination and classification of municipal facilities in our province are main
city. Then, on the classification of the rationality of exploring the use of factor analysis method, obtains the superiority in the municipal building
of each area of our province and deficiency. Finally, for the future development of municipal construction put forward the scientific, reasonable sug-
gestions.

Key words: the level of city facilities; PCA; factor analysis;factor rotation
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