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FDI s ,
)
2 FDI FDI ZI)
1987-—2005 1987-—2005
FDI ( ) Z() FDI ( Z(I)
172 551. 42 —2.047 110. 50527 —2.197
198 822. 16 —1.911 191. 05922 —2.383
133 409. 05 —0.628 19. 510672 0. 047
716 610. 12 0. 467 77.728269 0.991
440 357.63 1.470 104. 18329 0. 994
43169. 85 0. 139 15. 693376 0. 406
97 613. 04 0.310 25.422529 —0.082
519329. 86 2. 450 286.84713 3.791
998 082. 74 0. 820 133. 78573 1.243
549 781.12 0. 643 113. 25269 1.513
767957. 43 3.7205 80. 220504 3. 890
434 323.98 1. 2879 122.90076 2.250
52 277. 854 1. 1813 63.18442 2.276
93 206.113 1. 2061 9.7956883 1. 308
7439.6458 0. 1395 2.2232912 1.120
51739.669 0. 3339 21. 680888 1. 446
44 724.591 —0.427 7.215822 0. 488
36241.728 0. 744 9. 3606425 0.913
86571. 083 0. 3283 20.126194 0.936
161072. 84 1. 098 28.000389 1. 798
116 948. 63 1. 055 18. 723511 1. 059
30 814. 366 0. 780 6.5086571 0.475
55 828. 206 2.041 6. 828841 1. 647
11136. 928 2.295 2.8146036 1. 840
11214.729 0. 820 2.5014278 0.919
2824.5085 0. 894 1. 0827389 1.503
9192.5033 0.662 17.003797 1. 181
7942.4951 0. 581 11. 932874 0.683
2622.7135 —0.106 1. 0829316 0.198
2 3 , 1987—2005 19 FDI
FDI
o FDI
FDI ,
FDI FDI o
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AFDI, = C+ BLnFDI, + u,, (6)
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t
C 2.306448 0.388612 7.27832 0. 0000
LnFDI, —0. 003865 0. 000793 —4.90456 0.0002
Dy; 1.084943 0. 738862 1.47832 0.1546
Do 2. 806005 0.593000 1.45012 0. 0001
Ds; 3.494384 0.388612 11.7832 0. 0000
Dy; 4,000369 0.801025 5.90456 0.0001
Ds; 1.923610 0. 688612 2.78232 0.0033
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C —3.11  —1.97 2,033 —9.155  1.133 4.160  —3.506 —0.975
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An Empirical Analysis of FDI Regional
Agglomeration and Disparities in China

Tao FEne Huiyu ZuHao Miaomiao Du

(Xian Jiaotong University)

Abstract This paper analyzes FDI agglomeration and its determining factors in China’s
31 provinces and eight regions by applying Moran’s I index and g -convergence Models. We
obtain several results. First, the distribution of FDI shows clear space dependence and geo-
graphical agglomeration. Second, spatial correlation and related economic activities are the
main reason for the disparities of FDI distribution among provinces. Third, FDI is playing an
important role of region development in China, but it is insufficient to alter the geographical
patterns arising from economic geography.
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