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1 1998 - 2006
: (2007)
1 1998 —2006
(D) (% () (% () (% (D) (%
1998 626.02 54.21 460. 70 39.90 9.14 0.79 58.90 5.10
1999 677.46 62.40 357.00 32.88 9.13 0.84 42.17 3.88
2000 766.89 54.21 414. 46 39.90 9.78 0.79 40.41 5.10
2001 917.96 63.02 480. 81 33.01 10.28 0.71 47.68 3.27
2002 1102.70 69. 76 423.80 26.81 9.88 0.63 44,38 2.81
2003 1134. 86 64.68 527.36 30.06 12.43 0.71 79.80 4.55
2004 1693.79 72.46 542.36 23.20 15.61 0.67 85.87 3.67
2005 1792.40 73.15 512.63 20.92 19.90 0.81 125.38 5.12
2006 2161.35 68.12 504. 28 15.89 21.42 0.68 182.04 5.74
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2 1998 —2006 ;
1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 (0.70) ,
2162.0 | 2210.3 | 2253.4 | 2366.4 | 2475.6 (0. 60)
2003 | 2004 | 2005 [ 2006 '
2622.2 | 2936.4 | 3254.9 | 3587.0
(2007) ' '
{x (D}, {xi(D} , i= 4 1998 —2006
12345, t=k
L&P
LR = A_n(nkl)_n¢pLAmax (1)
Ag? +p xAmax
(1) AF K 0.60 080 | 0.8 | 070
, A8 = I - x% ] Aming Amax
, Amin =0p ;
0.1 0.5 , p=0.4, 1998 —2006
Amax =1.79, (1) 1998 — ,
2006
, 3
3 1998 —2006 ( 5)
1 5 ,
1 2 3 4
1998 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 ' p =023
1999 0.92 0.74 0.97 0.70 ( 6)
2000 0.80 0.83 0.96 0.67 ’
2001 0.66 0.93 0.96 0.72 ( 7)
2002 0.54 0.76 0.92 0.65 5 1998 —2006
2003 0.54 0.91 0.83 0.83
2004 0.35 0.80 0.67 0.88
1998 1999 2000 2001 2002
2005 0.35 0.65 0.52 0.53
0.3369 | 0.3361 | 0.3536 | 0.3603 | 0.3646
2006 0.29 0.56 0.51 0.33
2003 2004 2005 2006
0.3680 | 0.3692 | 0.3751 | 0.3737
, (2007)
' 6 1998 —2006
1« 1 2 3 4
foi = ZL(()ik) (2)
n 1998 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
(2) Foi i 1999 0.89 0.76 1.00 0.71
‘n 2000 0.80 0.82 0.97 0.66
, 1998 —2006 2001 0.64 0.96 0.93 0.73
2002 0.51 0.81 1.00 0.68
( 4) 2003 0.49 0.93 0.72 0.73
4 2004 0.30 0.90 0.53 0.66
2005 0.29 1.00 0.40 0.41
(0.82) , 2006 0.23 0.98 0.36 0.26
; (0.80) ,
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Perfor mance Evaluation on Chinds Public Financial Expenditure
for Agriculture During 1998-2006

Zhao Xia,Mu Yueying
(College of Economics & Management ,China Agricultural University ,Beijing 100083 ,China)

Abstract : Using the grey correlation anayss method ,this paper eval uates the performance of Chinds public financial expenditure for agricul-
ture from the perspectives of eficiency and equity during 1998 - 2006. The results show that :there exists an eficiency inverson between public
finance expenditure for agriculture and its effect on promoting farmer sincome ,that isthe effect of the expenditure sharefor agricultura science
& technology on farmer sincome promotion is the strongest whileit istheleast ,and the expenditure sharefor supporting agriculture production
isthe most ,however ,its effects on improving farmer sincome is the weakest ; various public financial expenditure for agriculture haverit good

effects on promoting the equitable income distribution for farmers;the performance of public financia expenditure for agriculture in China runs

at alow level. Finaly ,it putsforward some suggestions which are asfollows:the expendituresfor agricultural science & technology and the ru-
ral relief should be sgnificantly increased ;the expenditurefor agricultural capital construction should be moderately increased ;the administrative
costsin agricultura sectors should be reduced;the interna structure of public financia expenditure for agriculture should be adjusted.

Key words :public financial expenditure for agriculture ;farmersincome;income disparity ;grey correlation anays's;performance eval uation
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The impact of Enter prisgs Technology Capacity on Industrial Innovation :
A Case of DE Corporationis Industrial Innovation

Ouyang Qingyan ,Shao Yunfei ,Chen Xinyou
(School of Management and Economics,University of Blectronic Science and Technology of China,Chengdu 610054 ,China)

Abstract : Taking the DE Corporatiorisindustrial innovation as the research background ,this paper analyzes the impact of primitive technology
accumulation on the competitive advantage when enterprise entering new industries and the efect of enterprisés technologica innovation capaci-
ty on the continual development after enterprise entering new industries through analyzing the innovation practice of DE Corporation.
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