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1990—1991 1. 055 1. 000 1. 047 1. 007 1. 055
1991 —1992 1. 000 Q0 935 1. 000 1. 000 0. 935
1992—1993 0 947 1 130 0 966 0 981 1. 071
1993 —1994 1 013 1. 009 1. 005 1. 007 1. 022
1994 —1995 0 993 1. 050 Q 995 0 997 1. 042
1995—1996 0 978 1. 067 0 972 1. 006 1. 043
1996 —1997 1. 037 0 936 1. 031 1. 005 0. 971
1997 —1998 0 993 1. 088 Q 998 0 995 1. 081
1998 —1999 1. 006 1. 003 1. 000 1. 006 1. 009
1999 —2000 Q 998 1. 007 Q 995 1. 003 1. 005
2000—2001 1. 002 1. 005 1. 002 1. 000 1. 007
2001 —2002 0 998 1. 009 Q 999 0 999 1. 007
2002—2003 Q 997 1. 017 1. 001 Q0 996 1. 014
2003 —2004 1 011 0 990 1 011 1 000 1. 001
2004 —2005 0 999 1. 010 Q 998 1. 001 1. 009
2005 —2006 1. 000 1. 003 1. 001 0 999 1. 003
2006—2007 0 994 1. 044 1. 001 0 993 1. 037
1. 001 1. 017 1. 001 1. 000 1. 018
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Response to Cholesky One S.D. Innovation + 2S.E.
Response of OPEN to TFP
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Research on Effect of Economic Openness on Agricultural
Total Factor Productivity Growth in Fujian:
An Empirical Analysis Based on DEA and VAR

1,2 . . 1
Sun Jun'~, Cai Xianen
(1. School of Economics and M anagem ent, Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University, Fuzhou 350006, China;
2. Fujian Provincial Department of Foreign T rade and Economic Cooperation, Fuzhou 350006, China)

Abstract: Using the method of Malmquist index , this paper first measures the growth rate of Fujian agricultural technical progress(T P), tech
nical efficiency(TE) and total factor productivity ( TFP) from 1990 to 2007. And then, it uses co integration and impulse response function to
simulate dynamically the im pact of openness( namely the degree of openness) in Fujian on its agricultural T E and T P, and the co- integration rela
tionships betw een openness and them. Furthermore, it explains the effects of openness in Fujian on agricultural TFP growth. T he result shows
that there islong and steady equilibrium relationships between foreign trade & economy and agricultural TE/TP/TFP in Fujian, and the operr
ness accelerates the growth of agricultural TE, but have the crowding out effect on agricultural TP.
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Empirical Study on Relationship between Knowledge Sharing and Project Performance

Yu Jianzheng, Wang Keyi
(School of Management, Dalian University of Technology, Dalian Liaoning 116024, China)

Abstract: Based on the research review on knowledge sharing and project management, this paper analyzes the moderate effects of project life
cycle stage on the relationship between knowledge sharing and project performance. And then it establishes a theoretical model, and verifies the
proposed model through empirical research based on the questionnaire for 750 team members from 25 construction enterprises. The result indr
cates that knowledge sharing have positive effects on project performance under the moderate role of project life cycle stage. Furthermore,
knowledge sharing in planning stage has more positive effects on project performance than that in constructing stage.

Key words: knowledge sharing; project management; project performance; project life cycle
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