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Analysis on Industrial Investment Effect of Heilongjiang Province
Based on Theory of Multiplier

Wu Xinwen ,Fu Wenjun
(Heilongjiang Institute of Science and Technology , Harbin 150027 ,China)

Abstract : Investment multiplier isa hot spot i ssue concerned by deciSon-maker and academia recently ,and it reflects the chain reaction and im-
petus of investment towards grossincome Starting from the meaning of investment multiplier , this paper establishes the calculation model for
industrial investment multiplier ,and gets multiplier value by the analyssof regresson Taking the equipment manufacturein Hellongjiang prov-
incefor the example it calculatesits multiplier value The results show that the equipment manufacture has great pulling efectson the econom-
ic development of Heilongjiang for the large multiplier value
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Regional Intellectual Capital and Regional Innovation Capability :
An Empirical Study Based on Correlation and Interactive Model

Chen Wu' ,Wang Xugjun®
(1. State Grid Energy Research Institute ,Beijing 100761 ,China;
2 Economics & Management School ,Wuhan Universty ,Wuhan 430072 ,China)

Abgtract : Using the section data about 31 provinces (or regions) in Chinain 2006 ,thispaper studies the relationship between regional intellec-
tual capital (IC) and regional innovation capability quantitatively. The results show that :there exists postive correlative between regiona inno-
vation capability and regional IC aswell asitsfactors(regional human capita ,regiona relational capital and regiona structure capital) ;there ex-
ists postive correlative between regional human capital and regiona structure capita ;there exists positive correlative among these three factors
of regional 1C,and the correlation between regional relational capita and regional structure capital isthe strongest ,s0 the threefactorsof region-
a ICinfluence each other ,and the relational capital of a region isinfluenced by its structure capital.

Key words: regional intellectual capital ;regional innovation capability ;correlation;interactive model ;empirical study
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