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Statistical A nalysis of the Quality of FDI in Central Region of China

WANG Chun TAN Wei— sheng
(H unan Busness Collegze Changsha 410205 Chmna)

Abstract

The paper analyses the quality of utilizaton of FD Iw ih statistical ndicators n central regon The result shows hat

the quality of utilzation of FD I is being continuously m proved over tin e judging by econom  growth anploynentgrowth human cap-

ital contrbuton to the ndustrial stucture and export but sinificantly lower than the quality of FDI in entire country W hile he qualt

ty of utilizaton of FD I n central China & higher in other ndicators than in entre country but the qualiy of utilzaton of FDI as a

whole 5 low.
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