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The Optimal Investment Scale During The Process of Economic Trand or mation

Jiang Xuegin
(School of Economics, Yangtze University Jingzhou Hubel 434025 ,China)

Abstract : Based on reviewing literatures this paper analyzes the optimal investment scale by using the partial adjustment model from the per-
gpective of industrialization and urbanization during the economic trangormation process as well as by us ng the adaptive expectation model from
the perspective of expected economic growth rate ,and obtains two different investment rates through empirical analys s which are the invest ment
rate of partia adjustment and the adaptive expected investment rate Then ,by analyzing the relationship between the actua investment rate and
the investment rate of partial adjustment as well as the adaptive expected investment rate ,it draws a concluson that the adaptive expected in-
vestment rate and the investment rate of partial adjustment are respectively the upper limit and the lower limit of the optimal investment rate
during the process of economic tranformation Fnaly ,it proposes that the goa of investment macro-control is to make the actua investment
rate operated at the optimal investment scale range to maintain a smooth transition in the process of economic development.
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Analysis on Structure of Fiscal Support for Agriculture and Policy Optimization
in Shanghai :Based on Theory of Grey Relational Analysis

L u Wencong ,Zhu Zhiliang
(Management School ,Zhejiang University , Hangzhou 310058 ,China)

Abstract : This paper analyzes the structure of thefiscal support for agriculturein Shanghai during 1990-2006 based on the theory of grey relar
tional analyss,and draws conclusons that the distribution of current fiscal fundsfor agriculture supporting in Shanghai is unreasonable and the
limited fiscal funds for agriculture-supporting dor t realize the best benefits. And it gives some suggestions on the improvement of the structure
of fiscal support for agriculture in Shanghai from the system level ,such asintegrating all fiscal support ,establishing the mechanism of agricul-
ture-supporting information share and communication , strengthening the monitoring to fisca funds for agriculture supporting ,estimating per-
formance and so on.
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