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Will the demographic factors affect the regional financial agglomeration?
ZHA Huachao' > HAN Qingxiao’

(1. Department of Economics and Management Anhui Vocational College of Electronics
and Information Technology Bengbu 233030 China;
2. School of Business Nanjing University Nanjing 210093 China;
3. Ji'nan Branch of Peoples Bank of China Ji'nan 250021 China)

Abstract: In this paper we theoretically and empirically analyze the effect of population factors on regional financial ag—
glomeration in China. The results show that the population size and the population urbanization have a significant negative im—
pact on China’s regional financial agglomeration however the level of education the marital status lack of children and the ag-
ing promote the regional financial agglomeration in China. Further analysis has found the demographic factors also affect China’s
regional banking securities and insurance industry cluster and the effects of the same demographic factors on them are not com—
pletely consistent. So the local governments should attach great importance to the population quantity quality and structural
changes give full play to their positive roles in financial agglomeration and avoid adverse effects.

Key words: population factors; financial agglomeration; dynamic panel
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A study on the effects of foreign direct investment
on technological innovation and its regional differences:

an empirical analysis based on the provincial panel data

ZHANG Shijie MAO Yaqi
( School of Economics Nanjing University of Finance and Economics Nanjing 210023 China)

Abstract: To study the effects on the technological innovation in China and its regional differences which Foreign Direct
Investment( FDI) exert and to seek the approaches to strengthen our independent technological innovation ability by using for—
eign capital this paper adopts the panel data from 2005 to 2013 of various regions in China for the empirical analysis which
verifies that FDI exerts a positive effect on the technological innovation. At the district level the effects of FDI on technological
innovation will be restricted by the human capital “threshold effect”. The system factors can also cause the different effects of
FDI in different regions. The combination of FDI and the system variables can actively promote the technological innovation in
China. Based on the problems we found and the conclusion of the study we give some policy suggestions about how to promote
our technological innovation ability by the structural reform of the supply front.

Key words: FDI; technology innovation; regional difference; reform of the supply front



