H31E 1
2018 4F 03 A

I TR B i (R Bl R0

Journal of Yancheng Institute of Technology (Social Science Edition)

Vol.31 No. 1
Mar. 2018

doi;10. 16018/j. cnki. ¢n32 — 1499/ ¢. 201801007

FDILSEAE S TIREMR =L % E

B A

(VA AR 5 B PR VT08 B35 310023)

WE. LT/ 8 1984 - 2015 S 69 ut 8 5 5] & ¥, 3 5 VEC AR, sFi % B4 A& 7
(FDI) 3RAib 5 i = b R R AR-FZ e X Z2#H T T FIEA R, BFREREN,IPH ABEK
TR E L/ EHAR T LR EZNEER GO ZRRNRLA TR AEKY
M A VEC R A G R AW, ARl B AR LB B WA T R IEGHhs
w5 KT R — R RN R R, T ESBIWEREN IR ABER T ITEY
M 5 W B R R AR B 2y, ik B 5T % , R, BARAL 89 TT ik ) bh 4K

KEEIE T 2 DI R4 i VEC A2 AR
hE 4 %S .F512.0 XHERFRIREG A

PRt A 7 S T B B b EER T B )
UL, BT A A (L 5T T A9 (L A P A9 (BT T 3k 5
o 2015 47, VL7448 Wil 52 B e 1203 42
JG, 5 GDP Y 7. 19% , o5 IR 55 b 3 i fE 1)
18.61% , WA SN L VY48 2857 A e i L 22 ) it
UTARSR, TEPY A ARAT T KR B AM R BLEBERT , AU
ZETLPYAE W™ M 8 K SRl e 1 — 5 BYSZ ), Ti
HLAFREE 37 R AR A B A Wt i AR 5 7K P
P2, YU iy nl ARAGPE RS 5, 5 SRR W ok, e —
SEFRBE B TP A M A R, (H
I, BT I P 5 ) PR 26 0 it 7 Ml & T 1 B
AN AT O AT EOR RS X P E . P, AR
ST 38 1 SRR ST Tk, SRR P R BT |
SREFAE R P 48 it 7 b A e ) ST RREE , & A6 N
HOR R ER S E IR,

FURT, X FDL 55973 7= b A Jé i AR DG PR 52
Wz, MBI AR R % 3 [ R
GV R AWK A HESE T, 2RI L 454 T
GOV AN 3 2R TR AR S R LR X
Tl e J BAT SN R BN, O T I R Sk T Sk

W FE B H9:2017-05-25

NEHS 1008 —5092(2018)01 —0036 - 05

ARE ARV AS P s, DA T AR 2 7 i T 00 7 e
FHRGED LI, T R E = i
FACEHE AT T RIFSE , IEW] T AP BB R
156 =7 W i & i AT SR TR AR
B LT T AN EAE B B BEASE MO 4
NS AR AR O AN W Y A DN 4 S
AL o I I WA S HE 73 B B, SR B
PGB [ Wy ol K8 AL 14 S IR e ey, HL e L
Fe RSN R B AR R AR O . HAT,
PN TIRERLAL S W I M K e B AH SIS
AL, KIS ST BGIE Cobb — Douglas 427
PR RIS AR SRR 36 1 S PR A T A X 4
72 Ml R R VR T, TS R AR D
BT b PR A RS Sl AR ATt LA T 1] 4 Bl
PR BE T 1 SR S 45 9 B, Ak 5
WUl R RAEAE KI5 R RS m
B o i i B B B IR AR A R, Z 5
XEB RSB S W ML R AT T AR R
B, P A R s B B A b SR 2 5 R T
RAGHEI . TR IR AT A TS 5T, 0
R3S Sy i e b, iR 7= b i 5 %8 1 0
AR R AL AR S R RO 10 & SR AT T

E & 2017 4 E A RHEE T H (17BJY077) VLPY4 2016 4FFEWFTE AR QIR LT3 450 H (YC2016 - S242)
VEZ BT B2 (1994— ), 55 TCPHEEMN A A B0F 5 T7 1o - 2 5 T 0 AT o



514

B4 FDLREUL 51T 098 Wil & R 37

B AR RS, DO SR B A BT E , Wit b
R T RN TR GYRBTA, e 2 i
S MY B AN I SR 3l Ak b R SCRR A B
L, WSS B ST SRS W K R B
FRRRRART B, R BB 5 e g
W UEAS B 2 18] B AR B8 e 5 &R, A SCER AT ST
FDT A W5 7 b & e R 5 o K T A0 R
FLAEECTA R T Y07 A5 B THI, S TH il
(50 4 77 5 AL Y 3 2E A A T4 R AL 20 Wi
MR G BERA L R R o TR, AR SCR A
[ IR ZZ B IERIEL (VECM) |, B FE40 R B 5T
SREFAE RS P M K R YRR

— SRERAR

1. TR P EN S H 4R 15 B

SCRERIT TG4 1984 — 2015 4F A 8] )
WO R U T (VT PG48 S 14 ) (o
[ 50 AFRIVTTE) , $CH b B £ B EviewsS. 0 4
Pho SIS AT VTP A SR B RV DL IR
AL UB Rl & B K WL, R
P % JRE KT B4 b 3 AT 552 T HY 459 )
Felt HZ 52 KY e e ik K2 Gz 2 0
VLR TR P ST 38 L T
F) Lk 7 T B W T A A 5 AR
3 R PR VT P8 07 7l 5 e A -
SRR LR IR | BRI AT T

St IRl R K S B R
PSRN X, AT hRAE b

X X Xy
Xop Xy T Xy,

X, =1 . . . (4)
xml xmz o X

Horr oo, RS 1 AR J B K K
e B ISR B, 4 AR Xt o, BEAT AR AL Ak
B2 P E AR AR Y IE [ R B , BOVE R AL 4 .

xijmin{xj}
max{xj% —min{xj} (5)
Hrr,(i=1,2,...m,j=1,2,...0) FRHE
RS 7 U 7l K SR K8 A B AR 1AL X
5B R A B e U A A R

rij=

'n T Ty
Tay Ty 0t Ty,

R; =] " . . . (6)
r 1 rmZ Tonn

8 SRR LT S,

T

f == (7)
%:iﬂi‘:if%:,f%‘/%\‘kﬁ;ﬁ 6]- &Eﬁ%g djl

s = S i) (8)

d =1 -¢ (9)

S VUL B B I K SR K P8
B‘J*XE wj:

1 —e.
w, = ‘i (10)

j n—iej
BT R § AL KT
BIHLE,

Ei= i(rij'wj) (11)

2. BiER TR

F TR 22 RO 5 ) [ 5 500 4 O AR P A2
f, 2 1 sE S DR [T B G, A SR AT ADF B2
PEARKG IR T V5 % b id A BRI AT AR MR A
FA A R INE | R K g s R s VL0 4
Wit el A FEAK - AR BB MU AL AR B
PERPEARFRRY S, 2200 5 BB Y e AR A, BRI
A5 I 8] P F G 02— B B 4]

F1 BARKIEER
Table 1 Unit root test results
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Table 2 Johansen - Juselius cointegration test results

AR FHIE(E %Z‘ﬁﬁﬁ 5% I FLAH
Giiti

0 AMHMESEZR « 0.520899 22.07529  0.0368

RZ 1 APESR 0.094125  2.965631  0.9490

RZ 2 AMESFR 0.006118  0.184096  0.6679

4. IEZAREREKRT

R T LR T Z R OE R, AR SR
Granger [R A3 56 72 %7 LNFDI,UB 5 LNWL 22
[ AH BRI O R AT, K S0 25 2R A0 3R 3 s .

x3 REARERRELER

Table 3 Granger causality test results
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Fig. 1 Results of impulse response function analysis
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Table 4 INWL analysis of variance results

Period S. E. LNWL LNFDI UB

1 0.099399 100 0 0

2 0.126109 97.65766 2.194366 0.147975
3 0.143418 92.37092 7.488412 0.140668
4 0.158843 85.58466 14.19491 0.220426
5 0.173408 77.69027 21.91016 0.399569
6 0.18808  69.40323 29.93524 0.661525
7 0.203254 61.29556 37.73054 0.973901
8 0.219077 53.74886 44.94125 1.309895
9 0.235554 46.97752 51.37486 1.647619
10 0.252615 41.05726 56.97065 1.972089
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The Impact of FDI and Urbanization on the Development of
Logistics Industry in Jiangxi Province

QIU Yangdong

(School of Information Management, Jiangxi University of Finance and Economics, Nanchang Jiangxi 330013, China)

Abstract : Based on the time series data of 1984-2015 in Jiangxi Province, this paper builds a VEC model, and makes an empiri-
cal study on the relationship between foreign direct investment (FDI) , urbanization rate and the development level of logistics in-
dustry in Jiangxi Province. There is a two-way Granger causality relationship between foreign direct investment, urbanization and
the development of logistics industry in Jiangxi Province, and there is a long — term equilibrium relationship among the three;
VEC model estimation results show that in the short term, foreign direct investment in Jiangxi Province The development direction
of the logistics industry is consistent with the long-term equilibrium, while urbanization is not. The results of analysis of variance
analysis show that foreign direct investment has a high impact on the development of logistics industry in Jiangxi Province, reac-
hing 57% . However, the contribution rate of urbanization is relatively low.

Keywords : Jiangxi province; FDI; urbanization; logistics; VEC model
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