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A New Strategy for Operation Risk Management of Power System
Considering Spot Price in Electricity Mar ket

La Jiadong' ,Yang Xiutai* ,Wang Chengliang® ,Xiong Xiaof u’
(L School of Economics and Business Administration ,Chongging University ,Chongging 400030 ,China;
2 Guizhou Eectric Power Dispatching and Communication Bureau , Guiyang 550002 ,China;
3 State Key Laboratory of Power Transmisson Equipment & System Security and New Technology ,
Chongaing University ,Chongging 400030 ,China)

Abstract : Considering the reaction of customersin electricity market to spot price ,a new strategy of operation risk management of power sys-
temis proposed On the bass of operation risk evaluation of power system,the spot price of eectricity can be adjusted based on this strate-
gy- Through taking electricity price asthe signal ,stimulating consumers to adopt rational consumption structure and mode and enhancing the re-
liability of system operation can be implemented The proposed strategy remedies the deficiency in conventional electricity price management
rather than overthrowsit ,and there exists the splicing between these two methods Finally ,the effectivenessof the proposed strategy is verified
through testing the reliability of IEEERTS79 system
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Analysison FDI’ s Optimization Effect on Foreign Trade Sructure of Zhejiang Province

Gu Guoda, Yu Kaijiang
(College of Economics,Zhejiang Universty , Hangzhou 310027 ,China)

Abstract : Through analyzing the changes of the proportion of primary products against manufactured goods ,the proportion of general trade val-
ue against process ng trade value ,theinter-industry tradeindex ,the market concentration index and the structure of foreign trade enterprise this
paper reveas how FDI &fects the structure of foreign trade commodity ,the structure of foreign trade manner ,the structure of foreign trade
mode ,the structure of foreign trade market and the main body structure of foreign trade of Zhejiang province Taking the structure of foreign
trade commodity as the example it analyzes the FDI' s optimization effect on the foreign trade structure of Zhejiang by the section time series
model. The empirica resultsindicatesthat FDI really optimizes the foreign trade structure of Zhejiang ,but such optimization effects on different
industries are different. Concretely speaking ,the optimization effect on the electromechanical industry isthe greatest ,and those on the high-tech
industry ,the apparel industry and the textile industry is less,and that on the primary industry is the least.

Key words: FDI; foreign trade structure; optimization effect ; section time series model
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