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Mechanism Analysisand Empirical Sudy on Impact of Fair Value of the Enterprise Value

Liu Bin,Feng Jiandi
(School of Economics and Business Administration ,Chongging University ,Chongaing 400044 ,China)

Abstract : China hasintroduced afair val ue measurement model in 2007. In this paper ,theimpact of thefair value on the enterprise valueis ana
lyzed theoretically. Then, taking Shangha and Shenzhen A-share companiesin 2007-2008 as a sample, A empiricaly test is performed to find
whether and how gains and losses and the equity resulting from changesin fair value affected the enterprise value Theoretical anayssis shown
asfollows: thefar value accounting as a measurement seeking for a major change, brougt great impact on enterprise value and distinctly in-
crease fluctuationsin the enterprise value. Empirica test a so indicates that : excluding fair value changes, earnings per share and per share net
asset of theimpact on the enterprise value will weaken ;the impact of fair value changesin profit and loss on the enterprise valueis sgnificantly
higher than the net change of fair value of financia assets available for sale of the capital reserve Therefore, the concept of comprehensvein-
come, and recommended the preparation of a comprehensive income statement (with fair value) and a separateincome statement (excludingfair
value) are proposed in this paper.

Key words: fair value change in profit and loss;capital reserve; Tobiris Q
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Calculation and Analysis on Sience and Technology Progress Contribution Rate of
Livestock Industry in China

Cao Jia,Xiao Haifeng
(College of Economics & Management ,China Agricultural University ,Beijing 100083 ,China)

Abstract : This paper calculates science and technology progress contribution rate of livestock industry in Chinafrom Eghth Five Year period to
Tenth Fve Year period by Cobb-Douglas production function ,and forecasts the science and technology progress contribution rate in Eleventh
Five Year period. The result shows that the livestock science and technology progress contribution rate has ascended to 50.79 %in Tenth Fve
Year Plan period from 43.34 % in Eghth Five Year Plan period ,and reaches 53 % in Heventh Five Year period.

Key words: livestock industry; science and technology progress contribution rate; forecast
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