20 2 Vol. 20 No. 2
2005 3 Mar., 2005
[ )|
y IR X 07| E/ m ;I;
ANE B A T AR S L U R K B 52 T
E 3 v‘H CEEAS, %
(1. 710069; 2. ,
710061; 3. , 350002)
; Granger ; ADF
. F224. 0 : A . 1007—3116(2005) 02— 0092— 05
[4];
o (2000)
—FRXH =
WTO . L3l ,
., 2003 GDP , (2002)
5241.73 , . GDP
11-5%’ 1- 0 o K
(FDD) L6l
2003
2274 47.73 . (
24.6% 22.4%, 40.75 , )
5.2
’ ’ B A ERTERFKN XA
2 , ()
, ( , 2004 .
4 GDP
40%7) ,
? ’ ’ H
? .
(1996)
:2004— 09— 30
(19777 )9 . ) ] 0 H
(1980— ), , , H
(19797 )7 D) 0 )

92



GDP

GDP.

7

Granger

b

1979 ~2002

GDP

GDP

[
b

b

Granger
[9l .

GDP,

Eviews 3.1

1. %33 FDI #= GDP Z A&y B £ %3

Granger
GDP . 1
GDP ,
| A 0. 01
, O X x? 0. 05
X7 0.1 .
1 6 , 0.01 )
“FDI does not Granger Cause GDP” ;
7 0.05 ,

“FDI does not Granger Cause GDP”

b b

GDP . FDI
, GDP
; FDI
1
4 ) “GDP does not Granger Cause
FDI” ,
; 5.
6.7 , 0.1
s GDP s
FDI
) FDI
FDI . s
) (
)
WTO )

93



1 FDI  GDP
F P
1 154278  0.228 57
33.4782 L OE—05* * *
GDP does 2 21945 0.141 97
not Granger 19. 095 4 4. 0E—05 * * *
Cause FDI' 3 (32614 0,806 49
8.926 3 0.001 48 * * *
4 0.97827  0.458 13
15. 219 0.000 19 * * *
5 810635  0.00539 * * *
FDI does 13.7616  0.000 93 * * *
not Granger 6 5.9 5 0.034 2 % *
Cause GDP 129915  0.006 43 * * *
7 127323 0.07473 %
491132 0.020 1 * *
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4 GDP FDI

Vanable Coefficient Std. Error t — Statistic Prob.
c 430. 470 1 51. 254 39 8.398 697 0. 000 2
FDI 0. 000 289 7.94E— 05 3.634 601 0. 010 9
FDI— D 0. 000 132 0.000 141 0.939 679 0.383 7
FDI— 2) 8. 97TE— 05 0.000 15 0.597 614 0.571 9
FDI 3) 0. 000 159 0.000 151 1.047 423 0.3353
FDI— 4) 9. 16 E— 05 0.000 152 0.604 08 0. 567 9
FDI—5) 6. 2E— 05 0.000 151 0.398 504 0.704 1
FDI— 6) 5.97E— 05 0.000 144 0.415 025 0. 692 6
FDI— D 0. 000 331 9.03E— 05 3.671 038 0. 010 4
R — squared 0. 997 999 F— statistic 373.988 4
Adjusted squared 0. 995 33 Prob (F — statistic) 0
S. E. of regression 103. 548 9 Durbin — Watson stat 2. 353 038
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Varable Coefficient Std. Error t — Statistic Prob.
C 324. 969 6 181.090 4 1.794 516 0.097 9
FDI 0. 000 653 7.65E— 05 8.540 14 0
FDI— T) 0. 000 651 9.83E— 05 6.621 954 0
R — squared 0. 945 847 F— statistic 104.797 6
Adjusted R — squared 0. 936 822 Prob(F — statistic) 0
S. E. of regression 380. 867 8 Durbin — Watson stat 0. 715 308
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Investigation, Analysis and Countermeasure of Graduates Mentality of
Job—choosing During the Social Transition Period

HUANG Fa-you
(School of Math & Computer, Fuzhou University, Fuzhou 350002, Fujian)

Abstract: During the social transition period, the undergraduates from university are more diversified and
changeful to the evaluation and choosing of job. For institutions of higher education, it is important to investigate
job finding of the graduates, especially the mentality of job— choosing. This essay defines the conception of job—
choosing, analyses the current situation of the graduates’ conception of obtaining employment during the social
transition periods sets forth advices of resolving the problem.
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Analysis of the Influence of FDI on the Economic Growth of Fujian
JIANG Dong-shen" %, LOU Hai-miao’s HAN Lin'
(1. School of Economics and Management, Northwest University, X{ an 710069, Shaanxi;
2. X7 an Institute of Statistical Research, Xi an University of Finance and Economics X{ an 710061, Shaanxi;
3. School of Management, Fuzhou University, Fuzhou 350002 Fujian)

Abstract: FDI plays a very important role in the course of economic growth of Fujian. This paper uses
Granger test. ADF test and Cointegration test to analyze the relationship between FDI and GDP of Fujian. It
draws the conclusion that there is an interrelationship betw een GDP and FDI of Fujian.

Key words: FDI; Granger test; ADF test.
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