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Research on Evaluation Method of Extent of Feasibility of Electric Vehicle Project

Li Beiwe ,Yang Chunli
(School of Management , Jilin University , Changchun 130021 ,China)

Abstract : Linked with the development status and the future trend of electric vehiclesin China closedly ,this paper uses the methods of Delphi
and analytic hierarchy process to study the factorsinfluencing the extent of feashility on electric vehicle project ,and builds the eval uation index
system of the extent of feashility on eectric vehicle project. Differing from the extreme conclusion of* either - or’ based on traditional eval uar
tion methods,it draws the quantitative concluson based on this evaluation index system ,which helpsinvestors make decisonsor adjust projcets
according to quantitative evaluation results In addition ,as the development of electric vehiclesin Chinais till at the exploratory stage ,it triesto

provide references for the further development of eectric vehiclesin China

Key words: electric vehicle;the extent of feadhility ;eval uation system;Delphi ;analytic hierarchy process
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FDI and Chinds Indusgtrial Structure Change :Co-integration Testing and Analysis

Wang Haijun
(School of Economics,Central University of Finance and Economics ,Beijing 100081 ,China)

Abstract : This paper expounds the relationship between FDI and industrial structure change by a neoclasscal genera equilibrium model. Then,
through establishing the co-integration model about FDI and the employment structure of three industrise as well asthe output value structure,
it studiestheinfluencesof FDI on the change of Chindsindustrial structurefrom the perspective of long-term dynamic equilibrium Result shows

that FDI helps to promote the employment of non-farmin China and theindustria upgrading ,but it hasfew influences on the tertiary industry.

Key words: FDI ;industria structure change;co-integration anayss
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