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Estimation Methods on Contribution Rate of Technical Progress in
Agricultural Production :Reviewand Remar k

Yuan Kaizhi' ,Zhao Zhijun' ,Zhang Shemei®
(1. Institute of Agricultural Economics and Development , The Chinese Academy of Agriculture Sciences,Beijing 100081 ,China;
2. Institute of Agricultural Economics and Information ,Zhejiang Academy
of Agriculture Sciences,Hangzhou 310016 ,China)

Abstract : Reviewing estimation methods on contribution rate of technical progress(CRTP) in agricultural production including various parame-
ter and no-parameter methods ,this paper discusses their advantages and shortcomings ,introduces research advances and development trend and
points out some problems noticed in the process of estimating the CRTP agricultura production.
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The Objective Choice of City Public Utilities Regulation under Bi-monopoly

Xiu Guoying,Yu Bo
(School of Management ,Harbin Institute of Technology , Harbin 150001 ,China)

Abstract : City public utilities are usually natural monopoly industries However ,they still show strong character of administrative monopoly in
the processof the transtion from planned economy to market economy in China There are differencesin the regulation reform of city public util-
ities between China and western countries because natural monopoly and administrative monopoly co-exist in China Therefore, these two mo-
nopolies should be differentiated and different reform aims should be established This paper explains the character of natura monopoly of city
public utilities in China ,analyzes reasons and representations of administrative monopoly of city public utilities and bringsforward some sugges
tions on the objective choices of city public utilities regulation under bi-monopoly.
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