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NN F AL R A EA DNEAIS T 1986 (EHBUEICE D £ TOHMICHE LVFEE
ERETWD, WSNEEERE (FDD 1%, S ZOHR LWREREO EREE 0 1
OTholz b RHND, KiGXOENIKRD 2 KIZH D, 1 2iF, % 20 FEIC T LI
FEA LT FDLIZ DWW, [ENREEICED D =70, ENEEMR~ORL I, HEE
DHEHRREEZTFILMNCT DI L Th D, KIZ, FDI BEFHOERTERRDEE] & B im0
BENHE A A TT, XS LD GDP 2T 5 FDI OFHOREEZRADH Z L ThHhD,

AR F LA L FDLICE L TiE. WL OO MR L NIRRT, B 112, FAE
A DX FDI DR EICHEFITE W =T 2 O Tz, ZOmRT, FO%GR~ (2D
LCW=bDD, 2015 FEDORESTH 72 19% D kLR HH TS, 212, X hFLA~D
FDI O & [E - MR TR & BERPHA, B, &, TERER ERT D7 Ml 6 -
EBHEIETHFHFADK 70% % HOTWDHRTH D, H31T, FDLIEZ, XM FLAENIZHEWNT
Frzpignim < LEMOEEREHOVEEE (R—F Ivmiagte) LRT g (A
A &) WCEPLTVWDHRTH D,

FDI D&KL & BB OBEN 20 TE D X ITAEEMBET VEAME LT, 205
Tt I I SN B /3 BT 36 L O GDP 0 BRERAE & ARGRAE O HLEZIZ L0 | 1992-2015 @ HifH]
IZF & T GDP ~® FDI OFH 513 19~25% CTh 7= Z & PR iz,

F—7J— K : FDI, &AW, iz, GDP B%

[FC&®HIZ

FWHIRIZHO 7o o THRGHE O T TEEDER & 3HTOA 7 LITHW TV o AR
B, RA A BORAE A S 172 1986 036 FLVHIE] CRIGHE DR IED b WI4E & & A2 pEE
KROBIEICFEY | BUEDL, BMOREREZHERL TS, ZORFRRE T 4+ —~ v A1,
FIENICEB T 5 HH e EEE OWER EICL D E ZARKE NN, W LIRA
L7z E R E (ZOL%, FDI LFES) OFEBROEBR S /NS <20, AT, 1990 4
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R D BEE TOMIZET D FDI O8RS 2 S L7z LT, X~ A0 FDI % %4l
FOERREP L OB OMEE L ST+ 2R Th 5.

1. AR M LFDI DR &

B4 1 1%, 1992 0 B BUEIZE DB IT 53 FFL~D FDI Offiji A D&)A 2~ LT
%', WAORMEARIL, N ABUFS TR E ~ O E [ 72EH H A I T, 1990
ERIZR S TOLHBRAICARIE LI b D0, 7 V7 Hillk & HROERTSOREL 21T TR
ELEHLTND, M1 2RLTWD X DIZ, 1992 4EITHK) 4% T > 7-%F GDP @ FDI H3
X, 1994 12 12% F T EA LTz, ZOlET, ZO% FEOBEMICE LD, TVT
RN KRB LT 1997 I H £72 8% DEKHERHERF L Tz, 1992-1997 4EDHREIC
B2 FDI AE&%H (2010 O EAMME) 1%, 16~48 (& USSIZH V. X M AENOREE
DK 50% % G0, BEEIICEARREITHOIZR N ARFIC, BAFBROE CRE L HY
L7z, 1997 H-% S W02, FDI O%f GDP A EMBEFNIZHES U 1999 2325 2006 4RIV 5 &
T 3% DIEIKIER N T Wz, Z OHIIZIS 1T 5 FDI OFESFH S 220~270 (& USSDE/KHEC
&b o T, BVMER TR L i CO 72BN ORI EFRIT XT3 % FDI OB EMEIIR 2 12 L,
50% BN o ToF DHERIT, 2006 12 12%ICFE THEBIAALTT, ZOFEIX, TO%KRAIZE
F L. 2015 AR KRB EFDRI 20%. KA T 94 8 USS~ L BEFE R EIE 2 R8T\ 57,

1992-2015 4E D BRI F2Mi S 72X b F L~D EDHZIR ISR D 3 SO MMAEIZER S b,
1 D%, BIFOBEE R LA B WATTTICET L TW OB Th D, WIC, HELOE (M
) FBERHAR, VBRI E W7V T OE LN AR ED TS, WEOE DL,
BRSO PERITR B 2 BB R oD,

FT. 4 HE TITOI FDI 23X M AENO EEHIRIZ EDO X 5120/ LT D0 AT
& D, F1OEMIL, 2016 4 F TPz FDI O RFHEFHOHMIR I M2 /R L T, RS
TS 6 HIDOWN, RANT IV H LIE, BN A A 7 o+ W& G T At oo L3 sk
Thbd, —H. HEHIL, A—F I Tz E0EHo LEMETHL, REFDI@FHE Z D
il > = 7V, AR ATV Z &R~ OB O A FEIICBE L TV D, RRIC HUES L
%, FDIFEED 45% b 5O TV D, EORKIHT, DEERBEN RAE L TV S AERAEIE RS KOt
HER R~ FDI Bl A3 1XIEHF 12 720,
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%#} : World Bank, World Development Indicators 2016 (CDR)

£ 1 OEMIE, 2016 21T > 72 FDI O HEEBIOSFH L HIEE2R L T\ 5, HELAALZ
Gt T VT HE S D FDP 23X k7 A~D FDI REAIZ K E Rk E % HH TV 5, RrlCiEx
FDI #AHDHK) 29.6% % 5 TEY ., 2O AA (113%) Z K< FI&HEL TV 5D,

BT, FRHERHT E 728 S T s, ﬁﬂ@%ﬁ@%ﬂﬂ%%%@?%:ﬁ@%&w
LGN D, T2 H, 1990 FERDOHHNTITA FF L ERN O E S TEE 2RI BHHE O
FlR %ﬁﬁbk%@iﬁﬂ@%mﬁziﬁ% AR Wi/ NI = %%mﬁﬂk%<iﬂb

(> THE TGS RRIIER L TR Y . #iliila N EA~DREDBIRA > TV D,

# 1 FDI Okl sy & HE T (HAL : 100 77 USS)

AR A FE N O HUIEELSY & T
(2016 4EF £ TORE) (2016 4EHZHIFH)
AL AL PEE 13,534 (4.7) i [E 7,965  (29.6)
AT VA 78,531  (27.0) EN 3,036 (11.3)
R 49,055  (16.9) UHK—IL 2415 (9.0
FhE 765  (0.3) Bis 2,194  (8.2)
TR 130,500  (44.9) H 2,137 (1.9)
AaLFIHR 18,549  (6.4) T 1,681  (6.3)
(F D) (7,462)
At 290,934 (100) 26,890 (100)

() WIFAFHEIZXT 5 %,
&k} : General Statistics Office, Statistical Yearbook of Vietnam, 2016
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2. RITHEDOLE 21—

NN FAREFEIZBIT S FDI OFRENZ DWW T OWFZEERECEMY L General Statistics Office
(2015)", Nguyen Thi Tue Anh et al. (2006)", Le Dang Doanh (2002)', Nick J. Freeman (2002)" 72
ELBELARINTWD, TOFTHLREMRLOT, AMFEEZEDD ETHHELRD
DL, HONCH T —FHTH D,

AR AREHRIZ LY AR INIZEDIT, KEBEO S —A 2 BT D22 IE BRI D0
T 2005-2014 FEOHIMICE 3 LI-4VE R0 GDP, EH. 72 & ~DOE RO /3 HTHE R %
FLOELDTHS, FDIOERE LT, SMERMBFENN T L GDP D 16.4%., #BJEHEE
D 6.4%., REIHEAD 57%% HHTWD, &5 ik S %457, Nguyen Thi Tue And et al.
i, FHEOTIEZ AV, GDP OFIAZE S L LT, FDI &K ANE AR E &G RlR /i
To7. TOFER, FDI O/RT A —H —RNEWHABKETEDOEEZ S B, FDI DAL k
F A GDP #IZE Wk L7z & Offam 2 EH o, SaHROEEHL, i OxIGHEIRNIZ BT 24+
TREEOEE, Tbb, TOAESK, BHER. @i =7 22812 o0 ToBRE K<
HERL TS, LrL, Z060E#HIE, 22753 L FDI OFEZ £ T H O T/, FDI
DEWRE IEFECIIET HI121E, FDI B d 7285 & FDI 7o o6 & O g & b
#1%, Nguyen Thi Tue Anh et al. DIFFEIL, SHTET /L ORERCHHE R ORI EORTI D
IO D720 6T OFEERE Lz & Bbihvd, UL, FDI & GDP & OFHBIRIR & s L
722 & T, FDI O EBPEIZ /2 > 725 O TIE A2\, FDI OZEREC 1T, AHFZEICH D K H i,
FDI B&IZ Lo TR SNTEEARR by 7 EZHEIL, ZOBERA Ny 7V DRERA ~y 7 D—
e LTH@ &I GDP 2oL VT, LW TFIEE WL NER S D,

3. FDI HRDBIEFE

AHFFECTIE, FDI OZRMECAEFERET Ve —F 2 H\\ 5, ZOOWRSHARIRD 2 8
PRFICELRE S D, & DlE, FDI DR OB AT ORI E & EATBER O R R AN HRGE - FHRIT
&5 koA (GDP B Z#ANLTDH, 4 —2l%. FDI @ GDP Ly stk 7z &
~OEEIL, FDI b o756 O/KME (BERME) L FDI Ao oG oK () &
D EZH > TET,

Cobb-Douglas %! GDP B#IZIZ. EARR by 7 D& L FEEL VI BEAMOREERTH Y &
WAEFEMEDER 38 5, FDI 8 H DEAREROBEREIC OV TIL, 2 2 Tl FDI IZ k- T
RSNTZERA Ny 7 HREARA Ny 7 O—E5r e LTI Z 5, ZOEY #24 N, Nguyen Thi
Tue Anh et al. (2006, i) &I SNICRR D | FIRMEDBANH R TIVED LR b0 L
S5 0M, RO EMN 2 HGEE - FHT 2121E, FDLICK W R EN-EARR b v 7 Ok
Rr, WAEEEOHZMRT 2 1 DOBHERE LTHAAND, ZOEBDONT A —5—
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DR FRRE S, HEAKEER ENDRORKGE - JIEICHV B DY,

FDI B3 o 7cdty & 7eho ot & O & W O BAIL, FRCEETH S, X M AHE
JAZ & % FDIRHAl (GEATHIZE L B2 —2 2 M) (213, GDP XM ~? FDI OHRR & L THE
REEOEEERDGFUEEBRORF R E 20, ZNbOT—2 1%, SMERMBEIC
BT 2 MO E®R DN H 5 B DD, FDI OEBKIZR RV, AEREEICHRICERASH
TV 97187102 Ofth o bk RE R ENEPRIL. FDL 2820 1B, BRx 2R i iE &)
ISR S, D22 GDP ICEBR L7 b D & B 2 Hiv, FDI OEKIZ, 20K 5%
BETLHMLEND D,

4. BERRX byYDHEET

AN
TN

Ke tHEIZBITHHRERZ Ny 7
AK: tHEIZBIT D FDLIC K VB SN EARX by 7 (LR FDIEARA v 7 LIES)
K* (=K, - AK)): FDI 2o 128 DMERA v o

L SR

SRR O (1992~2015) IZ81F 5 t FFOREARA R v 7 K & FDI EAR A kv 7 AK,
IZONWTHD 2 RAERET S,

K= 0.92K+], (1)
AK= 0.92AK, +F, )
(=t FEOFRPERE « F. t 40 FDI %8)

IR B OHBNOFEDOKREARA ~ v 7 & FDIEAR b v 7 132 OFIWIE (1992 4 t
=0 £B<) EZOHMENOKREBEE B I OFDIFAF NHNITHEHTE S, MERX Ny
OFIEIME (1992 4D K) 1%, FEEDLAATNCHER L7 B2 W2 Z & &9 5% F£72,1992-2015
FEOWIMIC I S 4172 FDL 2R OMEN ST O BRI TH D72, FDI @R b v 7 DY
(1991 %20 Kg) 1FE¥v B2 D, ZO X DT, 19922015 FFOHIMICE T 2 FHEDREAR A
Ny 27 FDIEARA kw7 & EDI IR0 Te6 DERA by 7 2 e 5 2 &N TE D,

R U7 5B THERF SN EBROREARA b 7 O Kt, FDIIC L VR ENTZEARA kv
7 AKt & FDI 3720 oA OBARA Ny 7 K* 3R 2 EX 2 ICEH I TS (LVEEL
WEFHIAER 1 230, MEAR by 713, o OLEIM 2@ L TRE—EDFERTHM
LTVl LTEDLIC K VB SN EARR by 7%, WIMIC & - TR 22K %2R
LCW5%, FDI 3 A SO 7281 (1992-1997 47) |2 FDI OAFEDO BRI 22 BN % Kb LT
FDI AR b v ZIX@EWERTHE R LIZR, 7 U7 &flfai 4 512 FDI G ZHD i UMK 4
(1997-2006 %), £ %57 T FDI BARA b 7 OHOETRHA L, ZO%EIEOIKL 2 R
H2bOO, EFEITEEOMOEHERFL TND,

757



#2 HBEARZX Ly Z7(K)., FDIEEAZX kv 7 (AK),
FDI 372 o 1o B OBEAR A~ 7 (K*)

Kt AKt K*t

1992 46117.6 1628.4 43489.2
1994 51558.0 8510.5 43047.5
1996 61910.9 15295.3 46615.6
1998 75051.8 20233.2 54818.6
2000 89023.5 22078.0 66945.5
2002 106854.0 23433.7 83420.3
2004 129742.5 247233 105019.2
2006 158409.7 26890.3 131519.4
2008 201111.4 40536.6 160574.8
2010 246082.3 49493.8 196588.5
2012 283216.0 55064.7 228151.3
2014 323322.7 60298.6 263024.1
2015 346874.9 64910.6 281964.3
2016 373340.9
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5. GDP BA®IDERTE

X @ Cobb-Douglas ! GDP B #f8E+ 5,
Y= a+bStK aL[B 3)
Yo t4EIZET D GDP (2010 AEH E A% D US$ER)
K¢ tHFECBIT2REARZ N7 (2010 4 EAMik O US$FER)
Le tECBITDR5E77 (N
St (FAKY/Ky): tHIZH 1T D FDIEARR kv 7 O
o, B EAB X O @ O GDP MG (/ELER)
a. b: BEEMRE
atB=1 &E LY, GDP BIBO ML Z % TE T E RO —RBEEN GO S,
Ln(Y/Ly)= a+ bS¢+ aLn(K/Ly) 4)

(3) XB L (4) RlzFEEN D GDP B HOWT, KD 2 MICHICEETH S, —I
AEPEMED L, FDI EARIZ Lo THE A LB T 2 ATReME OMGE L FDI OAEFEME~D A N
7 NOBEZEFEICLIZZ L THDHY, WIZ, FDL ICL W RS HIEEAR by 7 BREAR
ARy 7 O—ETHSHI2H, GDP BEKIZ FDI B2 0o 2G5 DEARA F v 7 (K*=K- AK)
EEAREEIRAT L2128, ERA Ny ZEROEIZH T2 FDI @ GDP R ORE
ZA[REICLI=Z L ThH D,

HRERIT (2016 4F) B L OWERHR (2015 4F) ICXk W AF S N7z GDP B L OB o7 —
Z & ERRIETHER SN REARA hy 7B L FDI BARX Fy 7 %% Fit (4) iy
X DEUFIHTZ4TV Y, GDP B D KT A —2 — & Mgt T 5, (R b BNERICT 7 A%
EFRD, ETEAREMEMD 0<a<l LW FFEEHT-TOHENEBK L BT, RORT v
7 ~iEte,

ERDIHHRAA I F51T % FDI OBEARTG IR & FIBEARIT, M3 D& HICHETE
%, X3 TlE, GDPBI¥UL FDI EAR b v 7 BNiehol2Gh, B ataln(K/L) (2R S,
FDI &R A b v 7 03 D84, EAR atbS+aln(K/L) 128 SN 5, EAR atbS+aln(K/L) 1E a+bS
& aLn(K/LYDEEHTH H 728, [FK O R Z TS L D12, FDIIZE Y 7o b sz
BRI LR OB (Ln(K*/L)—Ln(K/L) O 5584 pEFE~D@ 5 Ln(Y*/L)—Ln(Y/L) % &A&
TERREN R & BIRBHNRIZ &I+ 5 2 L8 TE 5, Tbb,

Ln(Y*/L)— A:  EARERRH R
A— Ln(Y/L): Hiffistingh R



3 FDI OERFENR & Hifisiszh 3
GDP 5 tb2g

Ln(Y/L)= a+bS+aln(K/L) —
Ln(Y/L)

A \

Ln(Y/L)= a+aLn(K/L)

Ln(Y*/L)

Ln(Y*/L) — A: EARTERH
A — Ln(Y/L): H Al inzh R

Ln(K*/L) ~ Ln(K/L) EAT B R

IHFBE ORIGHE, 1992-2015 FO RN T SNz R A E SO FDI Th b, GDP I
KT HA T ME, EEOBARA Ny 7 EBLO FDI EAR by 7 ROT —X % Fi GDP
BAEUZHEA L T GDP OFEfEZH T %5, WIZ, GDP B, FDI 37220 et OEAR
A w7 (K*=K, - AK,) 3L OFDI EA R kv 7 3 (S*=0) %4 A LT GDP O{ifE (Y*)
ZHEHT 5, GDP ~® FDI ZhE AY, 1d. AY=Y, - Y & L CTEMIND, RIS, @A ENE
~O FDI DR HHHEN D,

6. CGDP B DiEEHHER

6-1. [ENF5r T4 KO F e OfEH

GDP, & A kv 7 5 /)5 L OFDI A St 07 — & (13 2) Z v GDP Bi%k ((2)
KD) KT A—F—a, B, ap a FHEFF LTz, £ 3 1TIF, RAEEEN—ETHDHIUE (St
ZEERV) OBA O GDP Bt (FUR 1) LA FDIEARIZ K- TET 5 AhetE
Z i ATESr6 @ GDP B (BIRE2) OHEFHEIRI RSN TV D, 2 DOBBITIZIER UE
KL FBOMMEMZ R TNDEA, BHIZLVEV R OMEEZ O, EAROAERMEH o 13,
2 OOBFI I 0.6 & HERF S A, BRI 2 O FDIEARRD /RT A —H —a130.5 L HEFE S,
2ODNRTGA—F— T EWVEBEAKETE r LR D, EABME a=0.6 7> & F5 BB fi
B=0.4 NHEH Iz,

FDI & AR A AT 2 B A2 BT 2~ <0 [EURA 1 ISd 2 e 2 OEAL M 4 fREE
THOD FREEIT- THIEY, RAITRINTWD LI, BEYFR 2 1ZEYFR 1 ickhs
FRED/NE L EYRA 1 Oz EYRROKZE S LTO F X298 T, HHE 21 3t 22 03
BOFBEKME1%D FHER 2.8 LD HRELSN, StOBADEFKLR LB L TND,
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# 3 GDP B O HERHE K

EILEv Ml 2
a ([H7EH) -0.08628 -0.17965
o (LnY/L) 0.59748 0.592627
(0.01347) (0.00803)
B (=1-a) 0.402522 0.40737
b (S) 0.499501
(0.077523)
R (fiiE# #) 0.988 0.996

() PUEAT A—2 —OEWEFE, Bit. p=l-a & LTHIHINS,

6-2 FDI Zh R OHIE
GDP ~D%h

55 3 Hi T 7z L TR S 7. GDP OB R AE & RGUEIER 4 [TR STV D, BRERIE &
(R & DFETHR IS FDI ZhEIE, 2000 4E12 156 i RV (2010 4F 0 B E it R, FFED
HERAE D 25%) . 2010 41T 249 f& RV (FHEOEERIED 21%) . 2015 4212 293 f& Fv ([FI4E
OHFRED 19%) EHFtEns GELWETIEMAFER 3 22, 20X 512, GDP ~® FDI
DNFIIRE < FRCENOBEETRD IR D= HIH O BEFEIZIE GDP @ 25% & E#k L Tz,
TR BHIE 3 T 212D T FDI OFAXIHY 72 REME TR 2 (2D LTV D 6 DD 2015 D FE AL
IZBWTHER GDP D 19% % HD T 5, 7l HiiTix & ERILEILEIL, GDP O
%145 (Ln (GDP)) OZEALOHKI 50% % LT\ 5,

*4 FRIEDRR
o mii Sz wAE BRED
SaNi H

BE9%c1 (FDI A& E720) 2.125707  2.102199 0.023508 22
BE9% 2 (FDI b a5 2r) 2.125707 2.117810 0.007897 21
F (=0.023508/0.007897) 2.98

S A ENE~ DR

GDP BB DORENS b BRI ND £ 91T, ZLR TR 5B EPEME~D FDL DA 737 |k
X GDP ~D A /37 b L[AIERIT, 2002 4FDFRF AT 25% 88, 2010 4F1Z 21%4., 2015 412 19%
BRI NnD (£5),



#5 GIEVEEE~OZE (USS/ A, %)
P fiE RGAE NE (%)

2000 1494 1115 379 (25)
2010 2347 1858 489 (21)
2015 2725 2195 530(19)

() P, HEEmiEO E 7.

4 GDP OHEFHE & RFEE

AN Mm O O -0 00O =m0
L B B e

= PHGH I O {5 AL

G T K DR
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f1#1 ERA N Y7, FDIEARR kv 7 BIOFDI B o 5B OEAR
A kv 7 OHEFFER: (2010 FEEMAE R R, 100 )7 USS)

S e A FDI FDI & A FDI 73

A hw ARy Do TG A D

BEARA >
1992 3960 46117.6 1628 1628.4 44489.2
1993 5387 47815.2 2575 4073.5 43741.7
1994 7568 51558.0 4762 8510.5 43047.5
1995 8860 56293.3 3751 11580.9 44712.4
1996 10121 61910.9 4640 15295.3 46615.6
1997 11069 68027.0 4273 18344.7 49682.3
1998 12467 75051.8 3356 20233.2 54818.6
1999 12617 81664.7 2819 21433.5 60231.2
2000 13892 89023.5 2359 22078.0 66945.4
2001 15388 97289.6 2391 22703.1 74586.5
2002 17347 106854.0 2546 234337 83420.3
2003 19404 117709.2 2505 24063.8 93645.4
2004 21450 129742.5 2593 24723.3 105019.2
2005 23841 143204.1 2893 25639.7 117564.4
2006 26662 158409.7 3301 26890.3 131519.4
2007 33808 179954.5 4660 33205.4 146749.1
2008 35930 201111.4 9987 40536.6 160574.8
2009 37480 222502.4 7809 45102.9 177399.5
2010 41380 246082.3 8000 49493.8 196588.5
2011 38550 264945.7 6752 52286.5 212659.2
2012 39466 283216.0 6961 55064.7 228151.3
2013 41617 302175.7 7104 57763.6 244412.1
2014 45321 323322.7 7156 60298.6 263024.1
2015 49418 346874.9 9436 64910.6 281964.3
2016 54216 373340.9

1994 FEOFREAR A b 7 1Z[F4HF0D GDP @ 1.5 fFIZE LW EKET 5 (Le Thanh Nghiep &
Le Huu Quy, 2000), #E&EAA by 7 &L FDIIC L VW IER SNTZEAA by 7%, RIEED
IRHEIZ 8% DIFAMMEENZ 51T, BHAEE ORIER (L7213 FDIFH) 2Mxl-b o,
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&2 BESHICER LT —%

(9=~ LLRVAY g
GDP BARA Ny 7 G3{#h 7 FDI
100 J7 US$ 100 /5 US$ 1000 A AR
Y, K, L, S,=AK/K,

1992 33913 46118 34023 0.035
1993 36651 47815 34730 0.085
1994 39891 51558 35465 0.165
1995 43696 56293 36254 0.206
1996 47776 61911 37058 0.247
1997 51672 68027 37989 0.270
1998 54651 75052 39047 0.269
1999 57260 81665 40147 0.262
2000 61146 89024 41140 0.248
2001 64933 97290 42268 0.233
2002 69037 106854 43259 0.219
2003 73800 117709 44201 0.204
2004 79362 129743 45178 0.191
2005 85352 143204 46198 0.179
2006 91308 158410 47100 0.169
2007 97817 179545 48044 0.185
2008 103356 201111 49030 0.202
2009 108935 222502 49972 0.203
2010 115932 246082 51022 0.201
2011 123166 264946 52003 0.197
2012 129629 283216 52955 0.194
2013 136658 302176 53858 0.191
2014 144835 323323 54533 0.186
2015 154509 346875 55259 0.187

GDP £ X U518 771% World Bank, World Development Indicators (2016, CDR)
LD, BARA by ZIZonTiE, FE 1 23MH,
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13 GDPIZ&IF$ FDI 0% (GDP FEifE. GDP {RiifE. FDI Zh%)
(AT : 100 5 US$ ; 2010 4F & k%)

Y Y* AY Y Y* AY
1992 34649 33326 1323 2004 77582 62232 15350
1993 36598 33271 3327 2005 82531 67143 15388
1994 40169 33239 6930 2006 87902 72326 15576
1995 43572 34301 9271 2007 96169 77676 18493
1996 47483 35475 12008 2008 104576 82751 21825
1997 51296 37214 14082 2009 111960 88468 23492
1998 54982 39892 15090 2010 119763 94820 24943
1999 58253 42661 15592 2011 125858 100113 25745
2000 61477 45873 15604 2012 131711 105147 26564
2001 65040 49450 15590 2013 137588 110283 27305
2002 68923 53342 15581 2014 143609 115772 27837
2003 73089 57629 15460 2015 150576 121294 290282

Y: GDP BGafE ;  Y*: GDP {RafH, AY: FDI &,
B EEIT K DR

63

! FDI ™%t GDP ki, World Bank, World Development Indicators |~ & %, FDI #%fi%, = GDP fb &,
[l CERHI AR STz GDP 7 —# b LTz,

O RS,

i Effectiveness of Business of FDI Enterprises in the Period 2005-2014, Hanoi: General Statistics Office (2015).

V' The Impacts of FDI on the Economic Growth in Vietnam (SIDA-CIEM Research Report, Hanoi, 2006))

Foreign Direct Investment in Vietnam: Results, Achievement, Challenges and Prospect (IMF Conference on

FDI held in Hanoi, August 2002)

Foreign Direct Investment in Vietnam: An Overview (Paper prepared for DfID Workshop on Globalization

and Poverty in Vietnam, Hanoi, Sept. 2002)

¥ Nguyen Thi Tue Anh et al. D& 31213, FDI & GDP & @ [K SR DA 8 2 MiFEE L, FDI 40D K &A%,
GDP IZ7' 7 2 FRE bo L\ ) Z & OREBIZIEB E " GDP 2T 24 7y hO—ff e L THIR
HIZ DR OFHME & 135 2720,

Vil GDP B3 Y= AKCLY ORAFEMIZH T2 AU OV T A=e™ L B5< (SUIRBEAA by 71259
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The Role of FDI in Capital Formation and Technical Transfer:
Vietnam Case Study

Le Thanh Nghiep

Abstract

The desirable economic records Vietnam has shown since the introduction of Doi Moi in 1986 are
attributable to a number of factors, of which the increasing inflows of FDI are among the major ones.
The objectives of this paper are two-fold. First, it tried to single out the special features of FDI in
Vietnam in the last two decades, in terms of share in total domestic investment, regional allocation and
countries of origin. Second, efforts were made to measure the contribution of FDI on Vietnam’s GDP
through specifying its role in capital formation and technical transfer.

Some special features of FDI in Vietnam were observed. First, FDI was the bulk of financial
sources for investment in the beginning of the 1990’s. Since then the share of FDI gradually declined
but still remained at a level as high as 19% in 2015. Second, more than 70 percent of FDI in Vietnam
come from East Asian countries and regions, including South Korea, Japan, Taiwan, Hong Kong, and
mainland China. Third, FDI in Vietnam heavily concentrates in the Southeast (including Ho Chi Minh
City) and the Red River Delta (including Hanoi City), the two regions of highest level of income and
industrialization.

Production function approach in which capital stocks built by FDI were incorporated both as a
portion of the total capital stock input (the role in capital formation), and as a variable determining the
level of total productivity (the role in technical transfer) verified that FDI contributed 19~25% of GDP
in the period 1992-2015.





