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but also affects the social and political stability. South Asian governments have taken a number of policy measures, which

are partially helpful in curbing inflation but still hard to recover their economics.

The Plight of Indian Economy Growth in the Post—Crisis Era

Liu Xiaoxue

Suffering the global financial crisis and constrained by the home structural difficulties, Indian economy faces an obvi-
ous slowdown despite the anticipation that India still maintains its growth potential in a long run. What India needs to do

currently is to launch a new round of economic reform as soon as possible.

Urbanization and Impacts on Rural Poverty Alleviation: The Indian Case

Song Zhihui

India has modelled after other countries to push for its urbanization, which causes a huge flow of migrants from rural
areas to cities for seeking jobs and the significantly dropping agricultural production. To address this challenge, Indian
government has to increase the investment in infrastructural sectors both in cities and countryside, improve the sectoral

environments and create more job opportunities, and enhance living standard for the poor.

Economic Situation and Challenges in Bangladesh

Li Jianjun Wang Hongyi

Bangladesh has maintained a sustained economic growth in recent years. However, a double — digit inflation rate,
sharp currency devaluation, imbalances in international payment, massive government export subsidies, and the effects of
the sluggish European and American economy top its problem list. However, its export, overseas income and foreign aid

are relatively secured, thus the prospect of economy seems still bright with an expected GDP growth of 6% to 7%.

Some Reflections on Constructing China— Pak Railway Network

Chen Jidong

The issue of constructing China— Pak railway network has been brewing for years and it is eventually put on the a-
genda. This paper argues that there is a technical bottleneck in the construction of the transnational railway. The long—
term benefit of the project could be huge despite the short— term benefits restricted; there are indeed uncertainty in terms

of safety and security in Pakistan but the improvement is quite promising.

Corporate Bond Markets Managed by Government:
A Comparision of India and China

Zhang Zili

The development of the corporate bond markets of China and India is lagging behind of their stock markets and treas-
ure bond markets. There are many drawbacks in the corporate bond markets in the two countries. Comparatively, howev-
er, India’s corporate bond market is more market—oriented in issuance pricing, information disclosure, and supervision.
To enhance its position in bond markets of Asian emerging economies, China should make its corporate bond market more

market— oriented and internationalized.

Indian Report of China in English Media since 2011. An Analytical Survey
Yin Xinan

The China reports from Indian English media show some colorful features. Main English media differ in their approa-
ches and attitudes towards China. Of them, few mainstream newspapers including The Hindu are of relative neutrality
and balancing. This article is an attempt to explain why negative reports and comments regarding China are rampant in In-

dian media.



