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1. Introduction

India and China have common giant markets, long histories, huge populations and growth rates. Both the
countries have ancient and prestigious cultural heritage. Both the countries have embraced economic reforms and
liberalization- China in 1970s and India in 1990s. Both are in a process of liberalizing their economy and they are
open for FDI. FDI is considered as the catalyst to the market growth for the developing countries like India and
China. Besides supplementing capital in the economy, FDI is a principal conduit of technology upgrade, transfer and
managing skill exchange. As far as developing countries are considered, global competition for FDI is increasing.
India and China, both are aiming for high share of the FDI. They are integrated with the global economy and they
have open up their markets for international trade and investment flows.

2. Definition of FDI:

According to OECD, FDI reflects the objective of obtaining a interest by a resident entity in one country (‘direct
investor’) in an entity resident in an economy other than that of the investor (‘direct investment enterprise’).
Sodersten and Reed states that FDI is a essence of a bundle of capital, technology and management skills transmitted
by multinational enterprises (MNEs) or transnational corporations (TNCs). Krugman and Obstfeld defined FDI as
international capital flows in which a firm in one country creates or expand a subsidiary in another. FDI involves not
only the transfer of resources but also the acquisition of control. According to Chinese counterpart, FDI is
incorporated in three forms of direct foreign invested enterprise. They are equity joint venture (EJV), contractual
joint venture (CJV), and wholly foreign owned venture (WFOE). They are usually established through mergers and
acquisition with another company. EJV is a direct subsidiary (greenfield FDI) and buying a controlling stake of the
public listed company. The new technical monitoring group on FDI, is the new method of compiling of FDI statistics
has been adopted in India. It includes equity capital, reinvested earnings and other capital which are intra company
loans. The change of industrial sector of India came during 1990s, when FDI inflows became the most important
component of total capital flows to the developing countries. FDI not only adds to external financial resources for
development but is more stable than other types of flows.

3. Theories of FDI
3.1. Monopoly Theory of Advantage:

3.1.1. Horizontal Foreign Investment: It is explained by the monopolistic advantage theory. The theory states
that the investing firm possesses relative monopolistic advantage abroad against the completive local firms. The firm
enjoys monopolistic advantage on two counts:

1. Superior knowledge and Advance Technology.
2. Economies of scale.

3.1.2. Superior Knowledge: It refers to all intangible skills-intellectual capital plus advanced technologic
possessed by the firm that confer a competitive advantage. This permits the firm to create unique product
differentiation. The marginal cost of transfer of its superior knowledge asset to foreign countries will be much low in
comparison to the local firms which, need to invest the full cost to create such asset. Empirically, the monopolistic
advantage suggested horizontal foreign direct investments of the US firms' knowledge technology intensive
industries such as petroleum referring, pharmaceuticals, chemicals, transport equipment. It was also observed in the
case of US firms in high-level marketing skill-oriented industries such as cosmetics and fast-food abroad.

3.2. Oligopoly Theory of Advantage:
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Vertical FDI is explained by the oligopoly theory of advantage. The oligopolistic big firms tend to dominate in
the global market on account of entry barriers such as: 10 points mistake. The big firms intend to retain their
monopoly power by sustaining these entry barriers. They do not want new competitors to enter by allowing the
market vacuum. They, thus, want growth maximization of the firm. A firm's relative rate of growth determines its
relative size and relative market power. Through vertical direct foreign investment they trend to capture and enlarge
market share into the global market. The oligopoly theory thus, explains defensive investment behaviour of a
multinational firm. In short, monopolistic advantage theory explains first course of investment of a business firm in a
foreign country. The oligopoly theory explains the defensive investment behaviour in terms of oligopolistic reaction
to retain the monopoly power of the firm. Besides, thorough horizontal and vertical integration in FDI, the
multi-national firm can yield the production-scale economies and comparative cost advantage resulting into over all
competitive advantage. The oligopoly multi-national firm can internalise external economies of scale by advantage
of backward integration to forward integration. For this reason, petroleum companies tend to land invested in crude
oil refineries as well as marketing out-lets.

3.3. Product Life Cycle Model: Vermon (1971)'s Product Life Cycle Model (PLCM) can explain both trade and
FDI. By adding a time dimension to the theory of monopolistic advantage, the PLCM can explain a firm's shift from
exporting to FDI. Initially a firm when innovate a product, it produces at home enjoying its monopolistic advantage
in the export market, thus, specializes and exports. Once the product becomes standardized in its growth product
phase, the firm may tend to invest abroad and export from there to retain its monopoly power. The rivals from the
home country may also follow to invest in the same foreign country's oligopolistic market. In short, a synthesis of
international trade and investment theories can better explain the complexities of international business and
marketing behavior.

3.4. Eclectic Theory: Eclectic theory, propounded by Dunning (1988), is a holistic, analytic approach for FDI
and organizational issues of the MNCs relating to foreign production. Eclectic paradigm considers the significance of
three variables:

1. Country-specific

2. Company-specific Internalization

3. Relating to trade and FDI.

4. The country-specific, i.e., location variables refer to:
1. the geographical environment

the political environment

the government's regulatory framework
taxation and fiscal policy

production and transportation costs

cultural environment

Research and development advantages.

. The company-specific paradigm relates to ownership and managerial variables:
managerial effectiveness

structure

el e T O T

process
4. Technology advantages.
6. The internalization variable refers to the firm's inherent flexibility and output cum marketing capabilities on:

Peter Drucker (1992), the management Guru, stated that: "it is simply not possible to maintain substantial market
standing in an important area unless one has physical presence as a producer” in a global economy. FDI rather than
foreign trade, in modern times, is a major driving Force and an engine of growth of an economy under global setting.

4. Trends and Patterns of FDI:
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From 1979-2005, China has total no of 552,942 foreign invested companies with a foreign capital companies with
cumulative of USD 1285.7 billion, in which USD 622.4 billion is effectively invested. FDI development in China is
divided into three stages: 1979-1991, 1992-2001 and 2002-till date. From 1979, China adopted policy of reform
rather than self reliance policy. FDI in China grew rapidly in the second half of 1980. In the second half, the growth
rate turned out to be negative after Tiananmen massacre. In that period the growth rate reached 20%. In 1991 FDI
soared to USD 4.36 billion which was largest FDI, a contracted FDI based on signed contracts but not the actual
inflow. In 1992 China’s reform and open up policy again increased. New investment categories like export-oriented
& technology advanced projects were created. FDI increased to USD 11.7 billion and USD 58.1 billion from USD
4.3 billion (paid in FDI) and USD 11.97 billion (contracted FDI). This jump was more than 150% and 380%. Due to
the financial crisis in 1997, the growth momentum was slowed down. In November 2001, due to WTO accession
China received USD 52.7 billion in 2002. Due to this China became the world largest recipient of FDI. In 2002 china
surpassed USA accounting for 9.88% global inflow of FDI.

India

Since after independence, there has been a long change in the Indian government policy. After independence, an
anti FDI environment was prevalent and there were two factors. First was strong nationalistic sentiment in the wake
of independence and secondly three fourth of narrow based industrial base was British owned. In that time FDI was
discouraged by imposing severe limits on equity holdings by foreign investors and by restricting FDI to the
production only of few reserved items. Attitude towards FDI started changing in 1980s by adopting policies of
liberalization of industrial approval rules, incentives and exemption from foreign equity restriction. In 1991,
economic reform was introduced by Indian government which affected pattern of FDI inflows. During 1985-90, FDI
was less than USD 2 million per annum. In 1990 the stock of the FDI in 1990 was less than USD 2 billion, while
inflow was USD 100 million. This data shows that before 1991, India was a minor player in global FDI flows. After
1991 the economy opened up to FDI policies became attractive. Table of FDI Inflow in India shows that it was high
in 2001 with USD 4 billion. In 2004 India was 5th rank in the developing nation with FDI inflow of USD 4.6 billion.
China, Hong Kong SAR, Singapore and Korea were larger than India. India was underperformer in global
competition for FDI. It is estimated that on an average 35.8% of approved amount has flown in India from
1991-2000.

India’s share of global flow of FDI is very small compared o China. The inflow of USD 6.6 billion in 2005
represented just 1.9 % of total inflows to the developed nations. China had USD 72.4 billion with a share of 21%.
Indian statistics are believed to be underestimated as it excludes reinvested earnings, subordinated debts and overseas
commercial borrowing which are included by some of the countries. Chinese statistics are believed to be
overestimated with the real FDI inflows in view of round tripping of Chinese capital to take advantage of more
favourable tax treatment of FDI. The round tripping of Chinese capital accounts to be 20% to 30%. China and India
have different FDI strategies. So far the absolute amount of FDI going to China is still larger than India but the gap
in growth rate is narrow.

5. Source of countries for FDI:
China

After 1979, more than 200 countries have invested in china. But in past most of the China’s FDI came from Hong
Kong or Macau, then USA and Japan. Now a days, South Korea and Taiwan have become important source of FDI in
China due to the normalization of politics and economic relation. NIE (Newly Industrialized Economies) like Hong
Kong, Taiwan, Singapore and South Korea are major investors in China which accounts for total 66.28% of the total
accumulated FDI inflows. The industry involves small & medium sized businesses that are export oriented and
involved in assembly and processing operation. Hong Kong is the most important investor amongst all. But now its
share is declining from 70% in 1992 to 46.6% in 2005. China’s success in industrial FDI is because of the role of
Hong Kong. It is stated that Hong Kong is overstating for the large proportion of round tripping capital. USA and
Japan have been far largest foreign investors among developed countries investing in China. They are representing
17.33% of the total China’s FDI. As far as EU is concerned, UK, Germany, France and Netherland constitute 6.3%
FDI in China which is very weak.
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Mauritius is the top contributor with 37.25% FDI in India from 1995-2005. Thin is due to the double tax
avoidance treaty entered with Mauritius and benefitted foreign investors. So other countries like USA invested
through Mauritius to take the advantage of the tax treaty. USA has a contribution of 15.8% and Japan has 6.79%. EU
countries like UK, Germany, France, Switzerland, and Netherland have contribution of 21.7%

5.1. Source countries of FDI inflows to China & India

China is having clear concentration of FDI inflows. Maximum Chinese FDI comes from Chinese owned or
overseas Chinese owned companies located in Hong Kong, Taiwan, Singapore and other NIEs. The increased FDI
from this region is due to relative geographical and cultural proximity of China and other East Asian countries.
Although projects from these countries are mainly in labour intensive one, small in scale, low level capital and little
technology transfer. As far as India is concerned, EU is the major source of FDI inflow to India until 1990. But it
declined from 66% in 1990 to 31% by 1997. USA emerged as the major player with share of 13.75% in 1997. India
is also getting large share of FDI from developed countries like USA, Japan and EU which accounts for 44.3%. In
comparison, China has a share of 23.63% and EU constitutes the world’s largest base for FDI. There is a weak FDI
position of EU in China and it has affected the competitiveness of the EU companies in the Asian markets.

5.1.1. Sector Composition:
China

Around 65-70% investment comes in manufacturing sector. Next highest share is in real estate which is 9-11%.
Apart from these two sectors, FDI in China is scattered in all the sectors. The concentration of investment in these
sectors is very low. In manufacturing sector, FDI is concentrated in electric and electronic equipment sector, textile
sector, chemical and pharmaceutical sector. There is a shift expected from manufacturing to service sector because of
liberalization due to the China’s membership in the WTO. The liberalization is in financial sector, telecommunication
and distribution. These sub sectors are expected to have increased FDI.

India

FDI inflow in India has largest beneficiary in electrical equipment which is a great achievement for the Indian
economy. Other industries are transportation, service sector and telecommunication and their share is 30%.
Comparing FDI before and after liberalization, manufacturing sector has declined due to the opening ups in
infrastructure and service sectors. The preference pattern of FDI is shifting from heavy to light industries.

FDI in China and India have opened gates for new industries and due to this there is increased investment in
service sector. The share of manufacturing sector is decreasing. In the manufacturing sector, both the countries saw
steady upgrade of FDI inflow from labour intensive to capital and technological intensive industries and from
traditional to information technology related industries. In coming years also both the countries will keep on
attracting FDI inflows.

5.1.2. Regional Distribution:
China

The geographical distribution of FDI in China is uneven and shows the liberalization, deregulation and
government policy. The Chinese reformers have targeted coastal areas as the region for the economic development
and established four special economic zones (SEZ) in Guangdong and Fujian Province. The analysis says that
Guangdong and Jiangsu are the major locations for FDI inflow. Other locations for FDI inflow are Shanghai,
Shandong and Fujian. There are two things which prompted MNC'’s to invest in China and they are development of
cities with infrastructure and easy access to markets. Other things which contributed for FDI inflow are close
geographical proximity and tight cultural and linguistic link between south China and other overseas Chinese
communities in Hong Kong.

India

The FDI inflow in India is mainly in economically rich states like Maharashtra, Delhi, Tamil Nadu, Karnataka
and Andhra Pradesh. They accounted for more than 66.65% on FDI inflow into India. This shows the economic
inequality that exists among the different states in India. The reason for FDI inflow in these rich states are
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infrastructure availability, business managers perception of investment climate, educational qualification of
manufacturing workers and productivity level of manufacturing industries.

Locational benefit is the prime consideration for foreign investors for FDI inflow in India and China. In China
there is uneven regional economic development due to the selective economic policy. The forces of convergence are
very weak in both of the countries and states are showing divergence rather than convergence. The geographical
distribution of FDI in two countries is due to the local government’s efforts like equity capital components increasing
industrial clusters. Indian economist Kurian states that the rich states are able to attract private investment in both
domestic and foreign to improve their development potential because of better socio economic infrastructure. Both
the countries are concerned about growing polarization of the country which is damaging national unity and harmony.
There is wider geographical spread of capital across the country are active. In China west development strategy was
introduced in 1998 to reduce this gap. In India, the 10th five year plan addresses the need to ensure social justice and
balanced development for all the states.

6. FDI Determinants:

A determinant of FDI is presented by PESTEL (political, economic, social, technological, environmental and
legal) analysis of variables that have direct or indirect impact on FDI inflow.

6.1. Political Environment:

India is a largest democracy and China is still regarded as communist regime where there is only one party rule.
So we can say that there is a comparison between world largest democracy and world largest autocracy. Both the
countries have different political system but both have soviet styled planned economies. Both the countries have
gone significant reforms in 1980 and 1990’s. As China modernizes, it encourages free trade and capitalist based
economic model and as India modernizes it is getting its democracy under control for the betterment of nation. India
is 25 years behind China in terms of launching of reform. China opened its door for FDI in 1979 and since then
progressively liberalizing its policy regime. While in India, FDI were introduced in 1991 which aimed at reducing
the government control over domestic economy, increasing the role of private sector, redirecting scarce resources of
public sector to areas were private sector is unlikely to enter, and opening up the economy to trade and FDI. India is
such a country where political system is dominated by political leaders, who base their appeal on castemanship,
regional factionalism and personal greed’s. Here businessmen cannot become political leader. There can be no
meaningful national FDI promotion campaign in India due to fragmentation in the political party life. Due to this the
FDI volume of India is one-tenth of China during that period.

Another reason for China’s success was its strategy to create special economic zones (SEZ) and coastal
economic zones. The decision makers in China creates environment for the FDI inflow in the domestic economy for
coastal areas of eastern and the south provinces of China. So the attraction of FDI inflow in China is due to SEZ and
CEZ. Indian SEZ was launched in 2000 which is after 15 years of China. India has not employed fiscal incentives
like tax concessions to attract FDI. Only in 2004 India initiated the reform of Foreign investment promotion board
and established the Indian Investment Commission to increase FDI in India. There is one field where India is better
than China and that is software technology where FDI inflow is more. Software development in China is in the
negative side. Till mid of 1990, Beijing could not build sophisticated software production capabilities and even
Chinese government provided little support. India’s development in software technology was started by Rajiv Gandhi
though liberal economic policies in 1984. Government policies can play an important role attracting FDI inflow in
country. There should be some specific policy for foreign investor like SEZ in China.

6.2. Economic Development:

China’s GDP adjusted for purchasing power parity is ranked 2nd after USA and India ranked 4th after Japan. In
the last two decades, China’s annual average growth rate was above 9% and annual average inflation rate was below
3%. Chinese economy continues its development and total growth exceeded 10%. India’s growth jumped from 3% in
1950-79 to between 5-6% during 1980-2004. So, if both the countries sustain their growth in the future then them
likely to attract more FDI inflow.

Data on comparison of the above economic indicators states that India’s current state of level is what China was
in 1990. Hence there is a 10 year gap between China India’s economic developments. This shows that economic
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reforms were initiated much earlier than India and proceeded at a faster pace over last three decades. But in certain
fields India is better than China like IT industry. As far as economic determinants are concerned, China does better
than India. China’s total and per capita income is higher and making it more attracting for FDI inflow. Its higher
literacy rates and educational levels shows that its labour is more skilled, making it more attractive to efficiency
seeking investors.

6.3. Society:

The different FDI theories do not take into consideration of social factors. Social factors are considered by MNCs
and they have tremendous impact on the cause and effects of FDI inflows. The FDI gap between two countries is
partly a tale of two Diasporas. China has large and wealthy Diaspora that has long invested its money. In 1990, more
than half of the China’s FDI came from overseas Chinese sources. Foreign investment in Dongguan, Guangdong
Province is stemmed from overseas Chinese entrepreneurs. The competitive advantage for overseas Chinese funded
companies in Dongguan is their close relationship with local government officials. Indian diaspora is that it less
willing to invest again. Till now India has accounted for less than 10% of the foreign capital flowing to India. Indian
government has noticed that problems and organizations like (TiE) The Indus Entrepreneurs ae established to provide
platforms for formation for social networks. Another thing this is personal relationship cultivated with local officials
considered by foreign investors from Hong Kong and Taiwan. Some open minded local government officials have
established communication with foreign investors. It is regarded as advantage for foreign investors as it reduces the
information costs for understanding new policies. In India, foreign investor says that India’s vast market place and
skilled workplace do not compensate for poor infrastructure and corrupt bureaucracy.

6.4. Technology development:

Due to the better English language skills, India has an advantage in technical manpower particularly in
information technology. China is a key centre for hardware design and manufacturing and India specializes in IT
services, call centres, R&D and business back office operations. So India and China are different markets from
foreign investor’s perspective. China is regarded as the fastest growing consumer market and global manufacturer
and India is considered as world class service provider in business processes and ICT enabled services. There is also
awareness in the global investment community that India’s service oriented development over last two decades has
bypassed is weakness like poor quality physical infrastructure. One day India’s soft skill and technology will
overtake Chinese manufacturing industry.

6.5. Business Environment:

The overall business environment continues to exercise a major influence on the magnitude of FDI inflows, for its
signals to potential investors the growth prospects of host country. So giving attention to overall business
environment and climate will increase FDI inflow. According to Global Business Policy Council (GBPC), both India
and China is the centre of the FDI as they are considered as 1st and 2nd most attractive FDI locations globally. This
is the fourth year that China is in top position and India rose from 3rd to 2nd place surpassing USA. The extension
opinion survey of 2004 put China at the top position with score of 2.03 for having best environment, USA at 2nd
with score 1.45 and India at 3rd place with score 1.40. The world investment report of UNCTAD says that those
who were surveyed regarded China as the most attractive location with 55% of the CEO surveyed were willing to
invest the most in China followed by India. This survey covered 1000 largest MNC’s of the world. These 1000
MNC’s contribute to more than 70% of total FDI flows and represent all major regions and sectors. The survey
included the impact of political, economic and regulatory changes in the countries by global investing community
and preferences of decision makers of these MNC’s. The confidence index ranges from 0 to 3 again both the
countries are considered as most favoured destination. The world development report 2005 says that for government
at all level, the top priority should be to improve the investment climate environment of their societies. For that they
need to understand their policies and behaviours shape the opportunities and incentives facing firms. From the above
information we can say that in overall business environment, India is not much behind the China.

6.6. Legal System:

The legal system of China lacks well structured and transparent system. The clear and strict hierarchical system
of norms does not really exist now. The different ministries and department of central and local government have
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issued much diverse regulation which results in the failure of the foreign companies to find out which regulation
exactly apply to them. But India has strong legal and accounting system, help it to attract more capital from western
countries. So the absence of reliable legal and secured property rights and vast differences in culture put China below
par performance in attracting FDI from western countries. India’s long history of private property, democracy and
similar law system with western countries prove an attraction for potential foreign investors. Without the proper
property right and contract enforcement in a country, no one can do business in country even if the economic policy
is liberal. In China intellectual property rights (IPR) is improved one. But full IPR regulation is weak in China.
According to software piracy study of business software alliance, China has a very high software piracy rate (82% in
2006). But India’s rate is little lower (71%). The introduction of patent law has removed a major obstacle to attract
FDI in high tech industries. According to Business software Alliance (BSA) which tracks the software piracy of more
than 100 countries, India is in conformity with the required standards of WTO in 2002. But now a day’s both the
countries have tightens their enforcement of IPR with improved judicial performance of contracts and other business
codes which include counterfeiting.

7. Conclusion:

According to the PESTEL analysis, we have find that FDI favours to China over India in the following areas like
pro business government, overall business environment, incentives provided by country, quality of infrastructure and
macroeconomic management. India has better English speaking workforce, software talents, rule of law, cultural
affinity and regularity environment. Although given the choice to investor to switch, investor will switch to India for
FDI because relative FDI attraction is now becoming better balanced. There are multiple factors rather than single
factor that influence the volume and pattern of FDI inflow which includes political and social stability, sound
macroeconomic environment, well developed soft and hard infrastructure, competitive supporting industries,
availability of skilled labour and open trade and FDI regime. These are fundamental factors that create an
environment that enables foreign firms to enter an economy and contribute to its growth and development. Another
important conclusion is the changes in a country’s FDI policy regime are not enough to ensure the desired inflow of
FDI. In the FDI policy, the policy coherence, consistency, transparency and effective implementation matters. So
both the countries should streamline its bureaucracy, simplify approval and remove restrictions on foreign ownership
S0 as to create a environment of certainty and friendly policy towards FDI inflow. Another major part of conclusion
is the study about the recent improvement in the image of India in the global investing community will affect FDI
flow to China. Although it will affect little and that to the part of FDI which is originated from MNCs which is small
portion of total FDI going to China. Due to the 2008 Beijing Olympic games, 2010 shanghai world expo, rising FDI
services and high tech manufacturing may increase the FDI growth in India. As far as India is concerned, in spite of
lot of opportunities available for attracting FDI, several challenges remain to meet for the economy to sustain higher
growth path and enhance competitiveness in order to position itself in the global competition for FDI inflow.
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Tables:

Table 1:FDI Inflows in China 1979-2005 Table 2: No. of projects from 1979 -2010
Year Contracted FDIP Pald-in FDI Year Mo. of Projects Realized FDI Value
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—004 2000 22347 407.15
2008 2001 26140 468.78
. Py 2002 34171 S527.43
ID[H:' b"z'llb 2003 41081 535.05
Sowrces: Bureaw of Foreign Capital, the Minisiry of Foreign Trade and Economic =004 2001 605.20
Cooperation (the M of Commerce since March, 2003) =il i e Lad0h
~DopEraton (ine V& THE & Since Wiarch, JUL3 TS AP e
2007 37892 835.21
2008 27537 1083.12
2008 | 23442 | 940,65
2010 | 27420 | 1147.34

Table 3:FDI Inflows in India, August 1991-2005

Finaneial Year (April-March) Amount of Pald-in FDI®
Augusr 1991 -March 2000 15,483
2000-200 1 4,029
2001-2002 5,130
2002-2003 50315
2003-2004 4,673
2004-2008 5518
200 5-2006(up o Dec. 2005) 4,719
Tatal A5,

Sowrces: Department of Industrial Palicy & Promotion, Ministry of Commerce 4
Industry, India

Table 4:Comparison of FDI inflows to China and India

{Amount in US Smillions)

1991-2000 20HE2 2iHE3 2004 1008
{annual average)
China 30104 52743 53508 BOAI0 T2406
India 1705 5627 45838 3474 k]
Developing 134670 163583 T5138 | 275032 334285
BOONOMiEs
Waeld 433391 617732 TIO75S 916277
Source: UNCTAD, Horld Tavestrrent Reporr 2008 (awowunctad orgiwir]

Table 5:Top ten source countries (regions) of FDI in China

(Amount in US 3billions)

Table 6:Top ten source countries (regions) of FDI in India

{Amount in US Smillions)

Sowrces: China Fore

Rank Sactar Pald-in FIul “.-‘b:th of total ehina Rank Recronr Faid-in FI»I Swage of toral India
L FIy
FOl | Mauwritiug AT7.285%%
[ Hong Kong JRE 948 40.62% z Linited States
2 Taiwan 62119 9.58% 3 Japan
G Metherlands
z United Kingdom.
3 United States 54 3RS &
3 Japan =
= Souih Korea IZAparS
= Singapore & France
7 United Kingdom ) Sowh Korea
8 Ger - =
o = 10 Switzerland
(7] Sowrces! ent of Industrial Policy & Promotica, Minisory of Comm

Tnvestmenr Poli April 200

India. Foreign L
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Table 7:Sector-wise FDI inflows in China, 2000-2005 Table 8:Sector-wise FDI inflows in India, Aug. 1991-2005
{Amount in UUS Smillicns) {Amount in US Smillions)
= ) Ei ZLir iy AWM BRRS Rank Sector Amount of FIM % age of total India
National toral 468 GO6I008 | 6032569
Agriculture & 11143 1526
Mining and P 15208 !
guarrylng > S 2
AManufacturing 4301724 | 4245201 3
Electric Pawer, gas :
and water Fo - : - -
production and EETLTE Eit 13 AN b
supply -1
Construction PE22 BO6TD TOR7?T &1176 TTISE 49020
Transportation, =
starage, postal, and e = i v e :
telecommunications | '° RHEN) | DA | nSaEtn | LaRERs 8 macsuticals 948,54
services a nt Giypsum Taa. 79
Whaolesale amd Products
re(xll. trade x.nd B3731 1163 93264 111604 158053 159871 o Memllurgical Industrics 3 120,
catering services - =X —rr
Theathlig sond TE2e 3527 10665 23199 25248 21969 j,l, : L)
insurance 12 1.51%
- - . o T 1
[Real estare 468751 E66277 | 523860 | 395015 | L4180 =
Other sectors IR0 403481 | 587364 | 499857 | IRAIID =
Sowurces: China Foeeign Investment Report 2006, Ministry of Commerce; China y of Commerce &
Statistical Yearbook, National Bureau of Statistics

Table 9:Province-wise FDI inflows in China, 1979-2005 Table 10:Region-wise FDI Equity inflows in India, 2000-2006

SAtER A t in UUS Smillions)
{Amount in US Sbillions) i L PR

Rank Hegional office Srate covered Amount of Yaage of
Rank Province Amount of FDI Yeage of total FDI inflows | votal India
Enflows Imdia FIol
I Guangdong 151.657 24 345% o
= T — = 1 Mumbai ARs.6 34915
2 Jiangsu 2O E48
1 Shanghai 5354 i R
= 2 New Delhi
+ Shandong 52.932 :
5 Fujian 47 8% 3 Tamil Nadu, adicheary
= = = — = = = — - ! angalore Kamataka
Sowrces: China Foreign Investment Report 2006, Ministry of Commernce 3 ApraRad Andhra Pradesh
& r;
Sowrces:

Table 11:Comparison of software industry in China and India
(Year 2005)

(Amount in US Smillions)

Software industry FI Software Indostry
inflows Exparts
China 012 3500
India 1451 1 0y

Sowrce: Ching Foreign [nvestment Repornt 2006, Ministry of Commerce;
NASSCOM, India™
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