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Abstract: The study of long memory has been a hot research topic in the field of financial study but in the past most researches
mainly concentrated in capital market. Long memory in exchange rate return will affect foreign exchange market’ s validity while return
volatility with long memory will influence the risk of exchange rate and its future changes. Based on this this paper selects exchange
rates of CNY/USD and EUR/USD as research objects using classical R/S analysis V/S analysis and wavelet variance analysis for
investigating long memory in their return and return volatilities. The results show that return of CNY exchange rate has long memory
while EUR doesn’ t; both of these two return volatilities exist significantly long memory characteristics but the non — periodic cycle of
CNY is longer than that of EUR. These conclusions reflect that the formation mechanism of EUR is more effective than that of CNY and
provide a new angle of view for describing currencies behavior characteristics and making foreign exchange policies.
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China’ s Land Finance and House Price Fluctuation: An International Comparative Analysis
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Abstract: China’ s house price has increased rapidly since the reform of the real estate market which has attracted wide concerns over
the society. In some people’ s opinion land price increase is the prime reason for the house price increase. This paper however
establishes a model to analyze China’ s real estate market and points out that the true logic should be as follows: house price decides
land price and land price is not the main reason for the housing market bubble. It is the land finance that causes the rapid increase of
house price. Land finance reduces speculation risk and stimulates speculation demand in the real estate market and consequently causes
house price bubble. Empirical studies and international comparative analyses provide evidence for this argument.
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