KT E Btk K- EEBRTE 5T
ZWHAE 7, Bk, B
(1. R RFLFFSRH S50, TE O WE Ky 410079;
2. KRR BW IR, HE Wi K¥ 4100045

3. WimmE R, FE O WiE Ky 410205)

[# BEYRAALBERE SR RS0 E, SR B AT T B R K-F 34T B Fnfe B R AN B 69 BT 70,
BARKVCZAE—ZAZ EEE TR X BIRIRT 6 A sk &k, 125 B IR R SRR T30 . 15
BRI, KV B ASBRBRALT ., LEFHTEERLERPHZRBARK), ZETRTEF. 445, BE, L
oy 3TN SRE T m ey At M KR, BEARE R — A A K4 & e B IR TSR

[eaia ] moh B IRl 34847 &R, Kb
[FE525] F291. 1 [SCERFRIRTE T A

2010 4£6 H, Kb “H16 S AR, (ERACH B DCERAE T O JEA L, ST 2 By Xk [ By
YoM SZARRMERE FOL: “HA, EAE6e55 MRATIETR B, 200 ZAMEN A 183 AMEEMIE R
BRoRESTT 7 Y L, HERE VDR T E R v, AR Sk HA T [ R KT AT S AT, MERRER AT PR
BERE T BT AL IR B, 13 170 1) 5 R SR B X R 0T S

PR TT [ PR K, 8 — AN 22 HL [ B Al e vh ik BRI RE BE MBI AL OB B, — ROt — VRN R bR BEAT I 5
HI T BIE AU X T [ Al PR RIR ZE S, S BT AR PPN R AR IEHUT o A B Sh 228 E K DR (2 5r A A FE ROk &
[EIBRAEKT, FEAE R ik R AR 7= IR 5 A0 5 [ A 7 S M i S A A A0 TR AR st [l A2 e R LA T 25
AR R SR B LR BR A KCF, FRE SRl R AR S BB . AEAS I E PR BOREL. BEA el NSV N oy TR bR
(] PA) 27 22 S S BT 1) PR i R R B A A1 A PR o P 45 a2 SR A B Tl [ A KT, IFHEGDP A S4JGDP 5 R R KT
BB RIS L, RS S SRR . SMEA DL E S TR AR

H
I
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AR YD ST 1 B KT AT L R 6] P 7 A4 2 () L BT 7E o A [ PR bR, R A S AN ORRIT FE R R, 1% IR 2
PR ERRYCHE . X AN = AMRRRER, IR T RS, A5 5 E PR EIR AT B LL BT . AR A B,
R A M, 1 SesRAE YD AN [ A ELAS i (K0 T 2> R ndie . SRJR B SPSS BRAFHEAT 4R G S HU B 1 22 [ A
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Tab.l The comparative analysis of the level of internationalization in Changsha with the international standards
" P = P EiIE ] g ek
# NGRS KORBE el kpamEY, EE KORIEY, WER KDIIE Y,
SgEERE Pl A¥GDP/ ETT 8326 5000 1.67 10 000 0.83 20 000 0.42
P2: NEYATSZ RN /3600 2 148.8 4000 0.54 7000 0.31 15 000 0.14
P3: B —r=k 5 GDP L E 2% 48 10 2.08 4 0.83 2 0.42
P4: 5 =k 5 GDP EEE 2% 50.6 30 0.59 28 0.55 25 0.49
Ps: B =k 5 GDP L E 2% 44.6 60 0.74 68 0.66 73 0.61
P6: JEge kB Jy e 2% 68.84 75 0.92 78 0.88 85 0.81
bk p7: AR KW-h 1922 2000 0.96 3000 0.64 4000 0.48
P8: A B AL gt i /m? 9 12 0.75 14 0.64 16 0.56
PO B 5 NAHE 4L 4E 450 1 000 0.45 1500 0.30 2000 0.23
P10: 5 5 ANAMAE HRAGH /T 3329 3000 111 4000 0.83 5000 0.67
P11: HigkizE B /km 0 200 0 300 0 400 0
WA EERL P12 SMEET AR N D EEEL /% 0.42 0.6 0.70 1.0 0.42 20 0.21
P13: AEhiciie A B E /% 8.07 40 0.22 70 0.13 100 0.09
P14 i [EZEIE 1 3R 0 11 40 0.28 60 0.18 80 0.14
P15: Epr 5% 0 A Y% 100 100 1 100 1 100 1
Ple6: OS5 5 GDP LEE /% 444 40 0.11 60 0.07 100 0.04
P17: 3O 5% 5 GDP LEE /Y% 3.04 30 0.10 50 0.06 30 0.04
P18: FDI 5 A 5T L /% 5.7 10 0.57 20 0.29 30 0.19

FORERIR: 1P G4 2010

L1 2 WURARSEBLE SEit 2 M

IR, KPP IR R B S0 H PR LRI

Tab.2 The actual indexes of the level of internationalization in Changsha

#2

KT E B Al 7 R bR SR LR S TR

FRARELLEL, A5 A SRSV R B AR 2,

BRI S hniE 0—0.3: ZERIR A 03—0.6: ZEfRRE N 0.6—0.9: Z2FEA 0.9 ) b A
I P11,P13,P14,P16,P17 P2,P4,P9,P18 P5,P8, P12 P1,P3,P6,P7,P10,P15
a2l P2,P11,P13,P14,P16,P17,P18 P4,P9,P12 P1,P3,P5,P6,P7,P8,P10 P15
ok P2,pP9,P11,P12,P13,P14,P16,P17,P18  PI,P3,P4,P7,P8  P5,P6,P10 P15

KHER2: OSMH

I e, KIPSEHREAE0. 6 AL FHE bR 5 SR AR EI50%, Hh A6 Wity “FALH”

(ZTR bR

BRI D, HEEONAUT RIS @SB gbaiE, KPS, 6 LLERIERR & S e B 44%, HpaT T
by “ZERAKR” , DLASF R RAMIERIBIER b oA T OSSR ZbnitE, KIPSLBIELE0. 6 LA ERIFRAR G LSRR EU122%,
1M0. 6 LLR I 5 78%, H.2HONX AN SRR (SEFr £, 48K 2 B0 SN SRERIG IR AE = RPNl b 2 Bon PR IR ZE D .
PR TT DS H R 50 E . 255 [ bRIEAT 10 [ PRI i ke, Vb H AT 250 K /K P AR Rl Bt K i 7T, 32 TH80TT [ B dt
I RO Wy 1L bS P S



L2 ZE bR St
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18
H= )X, (=1,2,3 (D
j=1

T [ PR AL AT S5 A S E -

h=H/18 ©)

e Xy 93l B Bk P 28 23 R PR AN RIS A RSB, RIEA 0 (D (@) RSB BN ITT E R K
VIR TR mPEMEAE TSR a LB, W& 3.
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Tab.3 The comprehensive level of internationalization in

Changsha
A I H 2 S
H 12.79 8.62 6.54
h T1% 48% 36%

A3, HETKP T E LR G K C 2B B ARAERIT1%, T RBrHERI48%, = PbrdERI36%. B H AT AL T4k
[ R Al e O SIRT B, 8 T SE LB T (B PR AL D Gbmt i — e 2200, B b, MR HEIE A 2R ZE B .

2 KD EH B4 KT A B A LR

KT Wi, FEE A AOER bR Bl T AL S KD R R AR LR A 2 0L 96 2255386 M HEAT
[ PR AT LE 8 AT o

2.1 73 WiEHRSRbR A

T A AL 2010 4 (PEIRTTGIELS) o BIRTAT (2009 FEGETFAMD) KA K G W i Bl TERE, D RS KD
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Tab.4 The actual indexes of the level of internationalization in Changsha and the other 6 cities

SRR AR B S et ki Il EWS [l b
F1:GDP/Z T 11 865.9 14 900.9 9112.76 4560.6 2719.1 3744.8
F2: N GDP/7T 68 788 77 556 88178 50116 32351 56 620
F3: 7 AN A2 TT 20268 25403 2 656 535.5 398.8 406.1
F4: ==k 5 GDP L E % 75.8 59.4 60.9 498 53.7 44.6
F5: BHFHE A GDP L& % 5.9 2.7 1.9 2.35 0.4 1.95
Fo: AR A 5 GDP LLE % 7.7 37.3 45 455 40.8 40
F7: NEME A e 21.61 17.2 20.93 23.88 21 29.27
FR: BAR R REL % 32.8 34.3 38.55 422 34.1 35.4
Fo: AFa[ 2 AN /ot 19 362 20 581 19339 12773 12619 14612
F10: 3103 /1% 85 89.1 3.3 59.6 68.8 62.6
FI1: T AIEEAE A 8.43 6.81 8.63 6.3 6.73 6.79
F12: Hl s e R BN 567 875 484 873 687115 778 368 624 403 454 288
F13: A Y93 B i s /e 6.77 6.39 14.13 8.87 7.63 14.31
Fld: £FEIZEE8 /AN 20 040 10 370.3 51 180 17 338 12 466 11918.7
FI15: &FE i85/ /it 19 894.8 78 108 45 141.5 22552 15124 16 183.9
Fl16: Hi gz 5 B2 /km 228 355.03 147 10 0 0
F17: A¥#HAKE m’ 32.17 48.35 71.05 62.97 42.05 112.6
F18: ABJH HE AW-h 913.08 1001.57 1298.73 795.79 403.67 1922
F19: fi sl % & M2t 917.1 875.45 271.86 284 .8 10323 78.29
F20: N2 deag i #7 /e 14.5 12.8 125 9.22 7.8 9
F21: {5 Kb # A 2% 80 78.90 74 898 80 80
F22 B IR e E b AL AR % 95.8 82.30 8235 77 80 90
F23: Sehrf AR /BT 61.2 105.3 37.73 29.35 12.19 20.33
F24: SEBRF AR o R T E % 8.6 13.6 9.6 6.7 33 5.7
F25. 3k 0B M2ETT 2147.6 2777.31 767.37 114.73 72.55 41.1
F26 #0295 GDP HEE /% 1.23 1.27 0.57 0.17 0.18 0.07
F27: A& abL A 3 /K 235 170 70 4 1 1
F28: BB HIIE I S /i AN 97.87 128.90 177.00 75.20 80.00 70.57
F29: T LML 12 28 /% 25.80 78.37 19.36 13.97 7.06 11.29
F30: FHErAT I /% 85 73 40 17 27 9
F31: SEAMIRIE AL/ H IR 4125 628.92 408.45 66.9 67.29 57.8
F32: B BrhRiE BN M0 E T 43.6 47.95 36.24 3.29 3.9 4.53

FERISRUR: (2010 S5 [ 3T e T R48) S5 3l (2009 SR A4 )5

2.2 ERD AT

W50 TR bR SEPRE AT FRAEAG S, HNSPSSEME, X$32 MNFTHRFRET S5 A PR, AW EAN EM (K5 « Hf
FRGr1 AFEGDP. AYYGDP. ZE=7/"ML 5GDP LhESE6 MEFR, KREEIFFREKTF: FRsr2 AN EAER. A i
PN LR MR, REAESRIEAKT: T3 AR AW NESTR ., SFEFELE. SFRELE. iy
HAREL0 WiEbR, RCERIBNIK T Eprd BEESEPRR MR, B DR, BEAM ke AR 10 TARRR, Mot s
SR B JE R RS EAA S REL MR T, RE6 AN E B ACP I LR T A R (R6) .
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Tab.5 The component score coefficient matrix

A+ F R 1 T2 FERGT3 ER
Zscore: F1 0.063 0.000 -0.002 -0.019
Zscore: F2 0.024 -0.027 0.118 -0.042
Zscore: F3 0.035 -0.016 0.081 0.041
Zscore: F4 -0.048 0.126 0.039 0.136
Zscore: F5 -0.049 0.145 0.008 0.000
Zscore: F6 0.070 -0.187 0.020 0.001
Zscore: F7 -0.076 0.055 0.037 -0.175
Zscore: F8 0.008 -0.110 0.060 0.137
Zscore: FO 0.033 0.013 0.060 - 0.046
Zscore: F10 0.034 0.018 0.035 0.025
Zscore: F11 -0.090 0.105 0.161 0.090
Zscore: F12 -0.041 -0.036 0.060 0.318
Zscore: F13 -0.051 -0.032 0.156 -0.127
Zscore: F14 - 0.060 -0.013 0.197 0.150
Zscore: F15 0.131 -0.133 -0.017 -0.045
Zscore: F16 0.075 -0.010 -0.020 -0.027
Zscore:F17 -0.005 -0.055 0.067 -0.245
Zscore: F18 0.002 -0.028 0.139 -0.150
Zscore: F19 0.041 0.055 -0.052 0.012
Zscore: F20 -0.006 0.069 0.060 0.022
Zscore: F21 0.014 -0.013 -0.112 0.074
Zscore: F22 -0.083 0.179 0.033 -0.161

Zscore: F23 0.101 -0.037 - 0.059 - 0.059



Zscore: F24 (0.094 - 0.069 0.008 - 0.050

Zscore: F25 0.065 0.020 - 0.045 -0.034
Zscore: F26 0.041 0.045 -0.023 0.008
Zscore: F27 0.006 0.092 -0.010 0.007
Zscore: F28 0.024 - 0.066 0.135 0.081
ZLscore: F29 0.130 - 0.083 -0.079 -0.091
ZLscore: F30 0.018 0.075 -0.021 0.047
Lscore: F31 0.068 -0.022 0.016 - 0.007
fscore: F32 0.034 0.023 0.037 0.008

£ 6 Kb o sl E PRk H A
Tab.6 The comparative study of the level of
internationalization in Changsha and the other 6 cities

s ERsr 1 ERGr 2 RO 3 BRI 4 B BEVE HE

et 9.18 0.48 1.75 1.76  13.17 93% 2
F# 10.59 1.27 1.13 1.20 14.20 100% 1
7 4.76 1.17 0.95 1.82  8.70 61% 3
I 1.41 0.68 0.93 0.50  3.50 25% 4
iz 0.52 0.34 1.01 022  2.10 15% 6
Kb 054 1.06 0.24 0.50 234 16% 5

2.3 rHrE R

K 6: 6 AT P E PR LA 13 0 e 2 Eile (ROLEARAE DY 100%, HoARI T .20 Br LR iR S EIS% B /Y
SR HUGRIER, EEZEEAK, AR T E AT ERR KRB @ MINE S Bl bRl 2 M
ZEBR, JF HZERR B AR TR TR R KT, (BRI HAd I RS B R, QSR T T i [ B A AT B 38 BB BA . @it Kb
ANPY 2 AE A LI T A5 7 e, ARER 1 P Ty [ B A KT RO 28 =B BA, 2B BT 528 — . BB N 22 E e p AR 22
DER AT RIS SNSRI @K S, R B APPIEE G, D THEAR LB, Kb ikt & R KT BAT W A AR
X LB A SR KT RISt KT B AT B A 2595, AR SRt /KT B Z2 B AN K

3 &t

ZRE PR, [ Py 7 LR T R 15 45182 . ORID AR Dy b [ o s X — R X (G XA o3l CAE —E R
ERA& T REEPRR T AT, I BRI E K. @E H AT E PR SR IE , Te % E Pr g b
B 2 TR N RO b At B, Vb S AT T T e A PR IR B, 8 R A T e DXSSRAPE [ Bo di TiT JEA AR 2 K 228 . @ B F
B BHRRRAT L, BATKIL T —MUT 7 JE IR RN R b &, VD ERTHE BRAL KT () B RN A% I g AR A2
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A KRS KIE R . @XFBEIRATHI B AR LAbst. Ed AR I E N — &0 AR, BELARLE LU A R AR Bt 77 1 B
VALY, (BS REAT K Bral i bR e, e AT SRS ORI 2 A & T3 AR AN - BELRS: 17 e fe thE Sk riT 3t g 20 AR
g, PARb . BB PE SR ARIR I [ N Ja AT, S8 AL 5 b SR v A FE B HERE Th B 2R B AN I, B i
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