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Towards Landscape Narrative: Modern Evolution of the Form and Func-

tion of Legends: A Case Study on Fahai Cave and Leifeng Tower
( by YU Hong-yan)

Abstract: Landscape narrative is a narrative system comprised of many elements such as images sculp-
tures billboards and tour guide manuals with legendary characters and plots as the premise and landscape
buildings as the core. When the function of traditional oral narrative in modern society becomes weaker and
weaker landscapes undertake more and more narrative functions of narrating legends and inheriting legend
values. This is a remarkable feature of modern folklore. The personage “Fahai” in the legend of the “White
Snake” has been gradually transformed into the visual landscape “Fahai Cave”. The positive image of Fahai
has been reconstructed playing an active role in constructing regional politics and culture. The reconstructed
Leifeng Tower extends the legend to real life surrounding the landscape by narrating systematically the legend—
ary plots closely related to Leifeng Tower. This is a typical case that the legendary landscape surpasses the lin—
guistic form. Today folk legends are rather presented by landscapes than spread orally. In this way the re—
gional image is improved and local tourism is developed. Legends have become important resources of the cul-
tural industry and regional politics. Behind this evolution economic factors overwhelm moral factors and re—
gional demands replace value demands.

Keywords: oral narrative landscape narrative Fahai Cave Leifeng Tower

Industrial Structure Low-Carbon Optimization under Double Targets in
Chinese Industrial Sectors: To Achieve Emission Reduction Target of
2020 (by ZHANG Yun & DENG Gui-feng)

Abstract: China faces dual pressure of carbon emission reduction from international climate negotiations
and domestic economy transformation and Chinese government has announced the specific quantitative targets
in 2020. This paper constructs an industrial model with double targets to analyze the results about industrial
output and employment maximization with constraint conditions including emission intensity water resource
employment upper and lower bounds of output value and nonnegative constraint. The result confirms that in—
dustrial structure low-carbonization is an effective way to achieve the emission reduction target. The simulation
results after adjusting the parameters confirm that output increase can help achieve emission reduction target of
2020 under certain condition. Therefore China needs to keep industrial growth and try industrial structure
low-carbon optimization in the transformation period of economic development pattern and strictly controlling
the growth rate of highly polluting industries is the breakthrough point.

Keywords: low-carbon economy industrial structure low-earbonization emission intensity

A Comparative Study on Effects of FDI and Domestic Capital on Carbon

Emission: An Empirical Analysis Based on Provincial Panel Data
( by LIN Ji & YANG Laike)

Abstract: The rapid expansion of foreign direct investment ( FDI) facilitates high-speed economic growth
in China and inevitably results in the increase of CO, emission. This paper compares the impact of FDI and
that of domestic investment on CO, emission based on provincial panel data of China from 1999 to 2011. It
shows that there is a long-term relationship amongst CO,emission foreign investment domestic investment
industrial structure and urbanization level. Although investments from both domestic and foreign enterprises
increase CO, emission in China the foreign enterprises have less impact on CO,emission. A 1% increase in
FDI leads to increase CO, emission by 0.22% and CO, emission per capita by 0.20% . A 1% increase in do—
mestic investment leads to increase CO, emission by 0.42% and CO, emission per capita by 0.32% . The
panel data analysis also shows the raise of the secondary industry proportion and urbanization level increase
CO,emission in China significantly.
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