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Is Participating Global Value Chain a Better Choice for Firms to
Improve Productivity: Empirical Evidence Based on PSM
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Abstract: Judging if participating global value chain is a better choice for firms to improve productivity is
a topic full of realistic significance and theoretical value. Based on Chinese Industrial Enterprise Database and
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China Customs Database between 2000 and 2006, this paper use PSM and a variety of productivity measures to
make a rather detailed answers for this question with the purpose to provide micro empirical guidance for
Chinese companies to go out of the "value depression” and extend to both ends of smiling curve. The results
show that participating the global value chain makes a durable and progressive increase in firms’ TFP, but it is
likely that this effect is motivated by a simple "improvement™ of labor productivity through innovative factors
such as the production process and the mode of organization and management; the productivity effect is
different for different participating paths. Among them, those firms who first export and then import
intermediate inputs to further participate global value chain gain more productivity than the other two paths; the
productivity effect of participating global value chain also exists before the event, and it may be explained by
preparatory work before participating.
Key Words: global value chain; productivity; path; ex ante effect; PSM
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B, S BR b Al Htfe R b B S AR O SRR AR DAL B T, Geitdabn ek, I
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SERMEBE RN B A FFIZER 2 194534, /2000 4/ 14018 K L FH51] 2006 £ 30391 K, 41
HEK 15.3%. FHILTT I, AAHY— 30 RS O 28 R & SRR ET, RIS 548k
ST N B S RBGEFR] . SR, ANEZBME, IAES 5 4Bk (B AR i A7 1 A i) 3%
AR, A TR AERIME B RN AR AR RN, (ELRIRE G T B8 B A R B N & e A8 ik
AN# o F 3XAE EERIESE LIS &F ARG T M St

OFB 4 Sk LA AR AR T KT 0 fE A OS5 EIPEAUKYE, BASCGANIX A HIEARES. £ Tk
5P, 2000-2006 4E H NAZ B E TR KT 0 4k 142144 R, B8R E, A H D F AL 214 267740 5.
WK, 1X 267740 K EA H el a8 A8 29— 40 % 5 H (a7, {HEL Tang & Zhang (2012) i A (&) [
EHR, HEREAREE IR, “HhE7. “TRH” A “RBIR” SFIREM2 )G, 758 265902 FAeAA7EH O
ok, B, BLH ERE BB AR a0 R 1 TR A AR A D Al B i ks

«10 -



Forum on Development Economics No.2, 201526

DAAHAEPIEE B ], DR op [ AV I AFE R T 0 D06 SFriRANE  IB I . RREHRANE AN
FREEARNE, Hoir, BTPISRAAAEIRAS IOREAS, 15 P8 MR RF A RS AL . RIESETHAE R, 3K
AT AS R RIE 2], AR, WHTITE, AR ESE RS FIBLAEZE R, EATTGIA, AR
PRI L EARIRAN G, AT £ 879% 1 Abalk U Frilfe B AE A BRI B BE 2 A, IR H., R R IAAT N
ik, A 18% 7 47 AR FRAE RN —£F 2 JE iRt R B . BRIEZAh, IRAEHR A BRI
AN FLRE B RN A SR 2 SR mT BRI, K o0 Al e 33 BB b I H RG] i gk RS i
PR 0 SO e ik E IR, AR AT AV G $ A8 Pt SE ik 1 e ) i P DL 11 B 5
H R DAEE 1A ) gt — 2B N RO ESE . R (el it — P9 i 55 2000-2006 <) B, IEK
AR [B] 245 FEATS REML 245 B Z BT, (EAERUMERE IR AR AT E I LR ™R, JFH, 4l
KT AR B BE 1R N A% 19 i S —— LA TG HE 1R 6 Hh 8] 2 1 IR S BB iR N A BR AN 1 B 7R R L
BREOWIR. B, B85k, Z52RHEREE H il s 5o iy, BT v EA
S HANEE B PR B A 1 o

F 3 2000-2006 FEANEERMEHERNBIE

2000-2001 2001-2002 2002-2003 2003-2004 2004-2005 2005-2006 2000-2006

WA E 431% 2.95% 3.06% 5.65% 2.25% 2.98% 6.63%
FFFa O 5HE 85.58% 65.81% 68.31% 87.45% 50.30% 70.53% 95.59%
THiE 5.15% 10.82% 9.19% 3.43% 13.14% 7.08% 2.01%
FrahHE 1 v A 9.27% 23.37% 22.50% 9.11% 36.55% 22.40% 2.40%
FREEIRANE 5.78% 8.07% 7.79% 5.48% 8.57% 7.28% 1.81%
1B 1.81% 2.12% 2.14% 2.00% 2.91% 3.15% 2.08%
FREATNE 88.10% 86.87% 87.01% 86.87% 86.27% 86.59% 89.48%

e KPP AHEDS PSS H AR T B SR CHRMMERD il Bt

T4, X EeAY IR A 7= 22 KT S W 2 DA LP VA SRA5 3 (1 42 B2 38 A = A A g Al AR P 220K
FRBTERSE, B LW AR A A RO B . SRR R, BIHE SRFERAE
WA FRPRAE S, MABEFEARNE BG IR, (EARBOH RN E R A ISR,
R AT L, H A AT A VA & T e i 30K, HETHPRRRRR—F
PERE A A BER A S ERYHMEEE (B BEFERN) 2 RN MBS BUE - R e (2]
RO TR ME . 2D, A7 RN BEAR 0 Al A B AR 7R s AR — IR 58 LA BR A
AR NI RE R AL, 70 B Beit N B ERE R R A Al B A R BB A0S, (BIXA L%
A AR TR G =i A0 B B 2t 11 22 T R 308 2 Fh S A 58 AN S ER e B P S 0D
78 B IE
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B 1 ARRE 2R I R A

B fEEss A THER

454 2000-2006 4 H [ Al Hc 3 2E A H RE DG gt 00 P ¥ DT O A, A0 3 6 TR T
FCVERRIT T R T b A BRAN B HRNAT J AR = N 1 A T 2% o FE RV AT A8 v, A4y 3
PisB it B SIS Al TR NAT A x4 B R AR = e (R DR SR8, 4k T IE I 70 Al A 7= R i
Fabm . Ao A N B A% DA R 28 42 S i R0 DAKT 2% ol R Ak H B 3k — 2B (1 i

(=) FRARNY RN A BRO BB 0 A 7= R AR

WIHT AT, AR A3 B I A —— VAN (B FFEREARN =45 (HMFEA I A e — 4
T FF AN A BRI B 1) AL LA B 5 2 M IR A IR RSN S BRI RE A, FEeh, AT A
WEERH, JEF R RRA . FA, H R BN AR E R 10 AR 2R R0 TT g 2 BN S B A 8] T
FTESR, 1R, FATURE RN F R AL B A7) 7y 2003 4F, 2004 4F, 2005 £EA1 2006 7T
AR AL

FFHHT— B MAFE , FRATIE 5 20 5 Al N S BRI ESEROMER, B4R Probit {1145
RUR 4 FioR o BRI, B4 BRIZAAS R A\ D5 (1 52 ma A2 52 K [F) /57 2002 41 2003
AP A 7= F K T DL R RS 2 25 (R 5 A 2003 4R A 2004 4756 T 75 i N A BRI E B 19
YE, T 2004 AFAL A FUBEED FE AT I 2005 4 (kN PRS2 A W25 00, {5 2005 4 1% 2 SO0
H: 2006 AR AR H A R, I H, WSRO SO N RS R 2 — .« AR,
X LR O AL RN PR IR B ARR I, AR B KT SR UERLT . RUSTER K 1) A 55 A

O FHAm RS, FATEIER I ALTE 2000 4 LART 2 B A AN SERNERERT N, WEA, ZETHRAS
PHECVE OO He A 72 3R A T S, s TR BATA TN S BRI E A A A 7 SRS R IE R I (P 1 BoRiB e
FERANCESREGARANE MY, R THBRAE ). HIRIAE BRI KBS, 2965 7.9%. 2.5%. 0.9%1)4k 77
TETEIR Y BRI ESE — 4 A = 2 J5 N EHHR N B BRAE P2 RE B ARAT S, AT I, AR IR 2 7Ok K.
L2 TR Ja, AT LB i I —— R AR R AN Z BT B/ =FERARRAZ S, LU b BRIE
HE RS I TE 1% LA N Bl 22 /0 0] LA 20 5B LS B R NAT SN BT ist B (R AE 7= SN
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b BT ) TR B AR R AN A ERA B

R4 VRN ERNEEMEN) Probit 141

2002 2003 2004 2005
TEP 0.125%** 0.0866*** 0.0469*** 0.0194*
(6.08) (5.24) (3.30) (1.92)
. -0.00214 -0.00377 -0.00709 -0.0201***
Finance
(-0.19) (-0.38) (-0.87) (-2.67)
. 0.794*** 1.014%** 0.880*** 0.898***
Foreign
(19.31) (31.88) (29.61) (39.19)
0.124*** 0.101*** -0.00319 0.0336***
LnLabor
(5.83) (6.01) (-0.21) (2.97)
Dum_Sector Yes Yes Yes Yes
Dum_Area Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 29380 30190 30362 32638

TE: RAEH (2), (3), (4), (5) FIMIFR 2003 £F. 2004 4, 2005 4. 2006 FFF4A RN A ERAME HER) 4>
A, BABRNET—4F -1 bR CRSE— I, JE2E3 5 fsk 6 HRFAMIFERIbR R %) 365t 5B 2 thAn ik
TRIFBURG Z Ay 7y o7 F xS0 RRAE 1% 5%A1 10% /KT i3 .

N 7RSSR PE o UL RS “ PR, FEREAT RSN TR /T, AR SO UL RO 45 R 1 P i P
K, BAREERUINIE 5 P, SRER, EILRCZAT, R UL BRI IR ) XHE K 2 1L
20%LL L, FRH AL B AR AL A A ARFEAEBEAT “BER” Z BRI Z ], (HAILRZ A,
X —ZE KA T SUE IR, FRREAE 4.7%-99.6% 2 [AIANSE, JF H., BUES 13 2 AR i i 40t
EIHTE—BISNAIRFFE 20% LA R, st A 6.2%, HIWe, & NFEIRILRE SR
MR, W ABEA R — 2B T

®5 PEHERKRLER

EAy Nl (Biased Unmatched, Biased Matched, Reduct |Biased|)
TFP (41.3, 0.8, 98.1)
Finance (-2.8, 0.1, 96.3)
2002
Foreign (86.6, 1.7, 98.1)
LnLabor (29.5, -0.6, 98.00
TFP (27.3, -6.2 , 77.2)
Finance (-6.9, -0.2, 97.1)
2003
Foreign (106.1, -2.6, 97.5)
LnLabor (24.0, -09 , 96.2)
TFP (10.0, -0.8, 91.7)
Finance (-5.8, -0.1, 98.2)
2004
Foreign (87.1, -3.2, 96.3)
LnLabor (-2.0, 1.3, 36.9

«13 -
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TFP (6.1, -5.8, 4.7)
Finance (-3.2, 0.1, 96.6)
2005 _
Foreign (79.2, 0.3, 99.6)
LnLabor (5.6, -2.7, 51.1

74: Biased Unmatched 1 Biased Matched 7373 7= ILC BT J A5 #E i 7% Reduct [Biased| Il & 7 VT AT J& b vHE A
RHAE B %, Dum_Sector 5 Dum_Area ¥4 K2 A0, [ TisiEMRE, 76 A T4,

FT EIRAEFA TR, AT G THS BN A EROE BE R Al 42 T ER A A R R AN, 43R
R 6 fiam. WTLLER], RPFARATT X8 KT 0, RUIMIIR A S EROMEBEI 4T 9 Se A
EERARKAE T ET. AR EE A E FHRE) 7 AT BLSCEE G e E] gt
AT RS AR A R RWUERE (GRANSE, 2009; #8455 2011; MRS, 2012). H
W _ESRYE, BN RERMESE A AL R R N Rt 0 Sl 0, ARA AT Re A e E R A R
FIFRTE, AR SCRYSCUEZE SRAT AR R SR — S AR IE R PE . BARE), A ar gt BL N = AN IR 1E Sl
EEFARPRG: (D LN EEERT Y, AT TS ARIE R 22 SR
AH= f AR S BIFTRE /s (2) VAT DISRAGOAS AR, PR . MR AP RN,
HARNAE 7 DAIR i RO R BRAR A (3D 2R B [ B 7 3 1 [ K 3 A8 Aol 3R i AR PLER RE S5 40 )
SRR, BN A BRI BB X A 4 BB A AR (S M R R 3 H B S ) IS [ S 58 P R R P A
HARR, BL 2003 SR N S ERUHMESE R A o] G LT3R 2002 TR IZ5 ), 32 48K
IMEE, AR A P AR I KT 20.3%, ILJ5 & 4F AR 4R K T 28.4%.37.4% LA &% 40.9%,
VUSRI Rk, A ZERAEFRIRG T 125.9% M8, X —4erEH e =4l g b
B3 TR A 5150, FATEERER], AN ERARE, AR R R
23 PRI A LS 22 901 7E HRN 24 38, 2003 SRR IR A B AV 3RAT T 20.3% ) 4 EE 3 A7 R 4R T T,
{H 2004 FFHFERIRARIAAAGRAT T 15.7%, 1 2005 45 2006 FEH-4H AN HI L EI3R1S T 24.1%
H122.8%, X—IRITZAETIHEN—F. WE, EHAER.

#£6 HT LPEK PSMfEiHER

2002 2003 2004 2005
ATT, ATTc ATT, ATT: ATT, ATT: ATT, ATT:
g 020302037 OISR QASTON 02410 02417 02287 0.228%**
(5.33) (5.33) (4.94) (4.94) (9.90) (9.90) (12.557) (12.557)
g 0284048207 03007 046l 0335 0567
(5.58) (7.87) (11.70) (8.71) (14.083) (13.35)
(o, O3TAUT 0853 0374 0831
(8.63) (6.65) (12.65) (9.65)
0409%F* 1250w
(8.82) (7.91)

.14 -
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Nt 578 1184 1477 3744
Nc 27765 28458 28060 28654

TE: ATTI SRR ATT {8, ATTC FISR REN ATT {H: s FRanmf HESAE; NT A1 NC 435 R IR fir
FA B b B A R A Bt s 455 R EUE /2 4 Bootstrap50 UG BT I t{E;  “xxx”  “xx” fl «“x” 4
R IRTE 1% 5% 10%F/KF ERE (7. R8MEIFD .

(=) BHRAWVRAERMEFER A= RN

TEXTHRANAT AR 7= 820N 1 R ki Th 2 )5, A7y SO iz v ft 1 SEE— 2D b B
PRI, BATZRE T ST A R RS, BN R R BRAR N AR A 77 R A0, JF R
MV AEIRN Z HT 2 AR R A2 V7. fElt, FERBN—aS, Rk Eimgr-
R RAFE DAL S AR ZE AR, FEREIRAT L 2003 46 N B A 9 B BEAT #0873 17

1. FET ¥R A R A8 TR

AR R SCHT T R BT AE , 5 A DA A B3R A 7 S T B AR A 77 3R K — FR R A7
T2 PP mfs 7 B XK. MRIETRASE (2009) BN, AE SN T Xl 55 sh A= 3 (Db
IMES e RSB, BEARA = CLHINE 58 € 5t LA B (JE5E 5%
PAE S JE AN B 5 &, DU A2 S bt — A s b 78, BARMG T4 R sk 7 B

SRR, TEMRNEERMMEEE A, SRS A - R EERIN T 9.56%, Hj5—4. PIFELL
L =AEHZRIEK T 9.77%. 8.18%7111 8.18%, DU RiHHEHN 36%, mubml W, AT vxf4bs7
ANAE TR TTER AT A DR DU . 55 AN AR T AN 5T AR A O B, AR AR, AHEBUIRAAT XS
AV EOR . AL T 50 (BERAF) Wotak, X7 RIS B A BN Mg, A4
BRAMMEBERT AL B3 A A 7 ZR G FE M R 2 JITF 6 BN JG = 4F — EURIUH N R3S, AR A2
W 3.24%Ek % -2.4%, DU RIHRN o, (HAE & RIHRSIE & BN, 45 RIGA R,
TN A BRI BB R 8 25 (Al B A A P R (R e o BRA AR 77 30 S R 2 Al A P Ve 2R
FRRLE, WX EERDE, BRAAT AEVF o a8 T Bodb Ak i AR 7 ek DU L R is i s FE RN
EEROMERE I, DR BEAT SRR T 6.04%, b5, BEARTEARI A ZE BIMIEr
#hn, Bt EARE, RIHRAAT R B A D7 30 B IE R 2 A PR TN 24 3. BEA 57 3)
P2 BEARACRR BE AR I, FRATTN g ialb 2 e BLEE RN A 3R A B AR AL, 2 BT Al /7 22K
I E AL B LOE R BRIME R A 7R R o DL E=ANRPR A0 45 SR AE — E R AL B4 i

TTRPTRN EERAEEE, (IR Z 5 75 A6 A0 A T 2R ML U B AR QB MR A 3R
“ U XA B A R M AR R AR T B AR A P R B TR B AR AR L N R B B e S
J1, AE CNELR” FRR KT RT, B8, XML SR Al Rr A e I .

RT ETHROESRERTTIEN PSM 4R
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s=0 s=1 s=2 s=3
(A) ERZE: HahErER
ATT 0.0956%** 0.0977%* 0.0818* 0.0849**
' (2.81) (2.14) (1.65) (2.45)
0.0956%** 0.192%** 0.275%%* 0.360%**
ATTc
(2.81) (3.36) (2.83) (2.89)
(B) EREE: BAEFR
ATT 0.0324 0.00513 -0.0198 -0.0240
' (1.27) (0.20) (-0.65) (-0.81)
0.0324 0.0371 0.0174 -0.00647
ATTc
(1.27) (0.86) (0.26) (-0.07)
(C) &RTE:. BAFH
ATT 0.0604* 0.0318 0.0495 0.0184
! (1.83) (0.97) (1.30) (0.44)
0.0604* 0.0922 0.142 0.160
ATTc
(1.83) (1.63) (1.53) (1.31)

2. ETAFERMERRABZK 2T

WIRTFTE, AP AE R A AR R FE 05 T AR AR R R A, P E, 20 7T1.33%MI i N # ik
FEE R IO AT ] gt PR D S R ) 1 A3 D R TRl BIRES T 34 A 8.14%
AN 20.53% 75 A7 [ 4l 5393 6 45 LA S AT v ) s (00 226 0 M TN S0 M 10 PR AT m ) i AR 32 1T R 07 5
RN EEROMEEE. Dy 1 EUEAS BRI B AR T kAR AR AR s oK, AN AR 70 AR Al iR AT
H AT R AL B Alb 3 i = ——TE 57 5 CROARTR o 18] g AT E 11D oIl [T e v T ot i
FURITES F1 o ] it 2k 1 ARME IR a6 H 1 DAR S Al g Bk e a) & O 75 (e 0L, DA RRES 1 28
Ay B N AR ES TN ik, 5y Ik HBEA TR P4 IURE, S5 RN 8 iR, R AR H
e, T At R AL AR A ACr, BA LA M T R P RN T X7 s A A Bt
PR R AT X =AM R AR % & .

RPEREIR, MANT AW B FH AN AR A FA T2 5. B S, NeZERE
PRERARIIRTE , ANVE RPN, IR BRI, S I SEANE TR A AR AR
7 M2, BRI, BN SRR . Y R A B AR P RN AR AR S SR BT R
FE—il, HITBEORNISIG . W) SR A — AN A 24 2218 e A DR T A 2 77 5 20 (R AR 3Rt 5 2L
FE B — € [ [E] B A (Baldwin &Gu, 2004), {H -5 2 X F o 8] di 2k 10 42 R AR P AR RO A2 “ 57
FUHRT 1, EAMERA . @R ZR05ER Pal gl ] DARBRBN A, AT Al ] DL PR =2 52 2]
b R AR =28 “48H)” (Baldwin & Yan, 2014). MIHRERA = HMTEIRIRE, FaNEKE

OABLE, AFHB5rEHCA T ZRFEAAME 0 BT Al REAI IR 2 IR FE A RN R BRIME BE I C R 5 Aol
V5 ity 3 11 ek AT H 1Al
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AR TS SR BN, B8 1 AR N A BN B 11 55 20 AR 7 26 3008 J0 18 A2 7E R I R AE KA
BENIE, HH, MRNMARIERE, S mEEEg, SRNG=F4F Ik, ER
THRBIIE 73.9%. 15 | ZRANANAE RN I 11.6%1055 shAE =5 “Eith 7, HIUGE Rk RvA B
F AR N RN IS AL B | A LT, BAMUAER NG — - 3k1F 1 18.6%I¥155 ) 4 7= 242 7,
H YA SR TRy 60.9%;:  HEAAE F= B ARFR AN 1T 45 R om, TEMRAN BRI AR Y G — 2 =
L B R EA PRGN R L N, BN RN IE, EREREEEEY, 4
T ESAREE . H N BB AR RIERN SR AT 9.67% M EHI, MG BERA R,
FAST BN LLFRARAIAG TGS RToR, 58 11 A b A A BRAN (B B SR A I 5 R IR R doe v, IX 2R
AAERRN GBI AR T 8.92% 10 A7 AT, PUAE AR 33.9%. 1M 56 11 2R Ak 1 il v 485 SR EROWIE,
HARZE, 51 R0V g RN IE, kA, HIRAARE. L2400 IR,
K, 55 N KAV LR G R, RIS H 1 F gk e ] S 7 A0 A8 RN R 1 At
ISR A =20 g . SRR, ATRETE T, Ho—, X BALAE R 57 B AL 77 5 2 R IE He
FIRMTEA: H =, 2T D20 9 H 5 SR e v 8] g Al T A, A9 AN e AR Bt 1 e )
B AR RN . B
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®8 ETARMABEHK PSM T4 R

(1 JE 52 Gy A MV RIS T4 v 18] itk 15 Y

QDR SR A mEes |5 /e e |

CHD H E Al FFaa 3 D A a] &

s=0 s=1 s=2 s=3 s=0 s=1 §=2 s=3 s=0 s=1 §=2 s=3
(A) REZE: 2EREFTE
ATT, 0.221*%**  0.293***  0.381***  0.449*** 0.139 0.261**  0.347***  0.371***  0.235***  0.398***  0.499***  (.505***
(3.91) (3.64) (5.39) (7.08) (1.52) (2.33) (2.71) (3.26) (3.74) (5.26) (5.90) (6.46)
AT 0.221*%**  0.511***  0.887***  1.327*** 0.139 0.397** 0.742** 1.110***  0.235***  0.624***  1.118***  1.622***
(3.91) (4.73) (5.40) (6.54) (1.52) (2.23) (2.37) (3.58) (3.74) (5.82) (5.91) (6.38)
(B) SRR HHETE
ATT, 0.116* 0.0718 0.0231 0.0949 0.0730 0.186** 0.195 0.160 0.119** 0.209***  0.222***  0.196***
(1.80) (1.13) (0.26) (1.38) (0.67) (2.08) (1.62) (1.17) (2.26) (3.17) (3.38) (2.95)
AT 0.116* 0.187 0.212 0.304 0.0730 0.258 0.450* 0.609* 0.119** 0.325***  0.544***  (.739***
(1.80) (1.52) (1.22) (1.21) (0.67) (1.25) (1.90) (1.71) (2.26) (3.18) (3.58) (4.15)
(C) RZR: BAEFR
0.0397 -0.0329 -0.0320 -0.0283 -0.0967**  -0.0264 -0.0739 -0.0745 0.0435 0.0714 0.0487 0.000679
ATT (0.90) (-0.79) (-0.66) (-0.45) (-2.23) (-0.43)  (-0.91) (-0.82) (1.07) (1.46) (1.30) (0.01)
0.0397 0.00710 -0.0246 -0.0525 -0.0967** -0.123 -0.190 -0.258 0.0435 0.115 0.163 0.163
AT (0.90) (0.08) (-0.18) (-0.34) (-2.23) (-1.15)  (-1.07) (-1.11) (1.07) (1.53) (1.41) (1.13)
(D) AR BAFHH
ATT, 0.0374 0.0134 -0.00460  -0.0272 0.0842 0.106 0.186 0.138 0.0892* 0.0451 0.0937 0.111
(0.84) (0.24) (-0.09) (-0.39) (0.57) (0.89) (1.47) (1.10) (1.67) (0.87) (1.38) (1.60)
ATT 0.0374 0.0508 0.0462 0.0191 0.0842 0.191 0.376 0.515 0.0892* 0.134 0.228 0.339*
(0.84) (0.40) (0.33) (0.09) (0.57) (0.76) (0.86) (1.07) (1.67) (1.35) (1.29) (1.91)
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3. IRAEERYMEBE ) A SN Al RN 2Z BT A7 72 1

TENHEHLRH LR ZENME, S RRFAEAEE TAT3), AR, ZWMElEwAs ik A
SERYME BRI R FARA T RE A AAE NV SEBRIRAN Z T, B4, WAL 5 07 A 1 Alb 2R P2 2“3
W7 We? st AFETHFBIRNIRATT—4F (s=-1) PARHETPIE (s=-2) AR08, Bk
ZERUWNR 9 Fom. B4R, O 1 F0] H BOEFANL, Z AT AT S EAT— B AR RT— S 1 4
M AFHEAR BEEAT A B XTI UL IS, (EIXAUEHC T 302 T B B Xt R R A GG, )
A A BRI RN Z BT HIAE = 28308 . 32 %] Eliasson etal. (2009) (1) &, A% #8344 DT A% 5 )35 B
I 18] () BT A HRONAT =4 (t-3), tBEILL 2000 4 A AU 2 Al 2002 AR B OAIL AR B . )
b, NTEREGEI, AEIAER 9 PWMFEIRESIR 1AM RN SR S — 2 = E R A RSO

PR AR, RN BB BERT folk 4 B A R KRR AT NSl e 7 AE, BEFES
HIRONE . BARE, FERRARTGE, AR E R A R K T 12.3%, Hj5—44, KT 23.8%,
P R THE K 35.1%, RAR, AESERR RN Z AT 7 A2 ORI TAE, DL T A A 1A
R BT R A A R AR, BATEW LULIL,  HRAAT R 57 s A2 7 SR e dE A T
HIHERIRART— 4 (RS SR T A 2VE #5504 T2mmARsiifa 50); ks A
RIERATT—ERE T REN TR =X E R s, EE5HEN “Ba” did, &
MALES A B AR T AR D IR A ST B AR R M HAT BN . H4h, AT 4k
TR S B IR =F kAR R P E ISR 6 MR 7 A ELE AT BUREL, WAt B 3K
PR LA, A, Ablb B SRAG A2 7 A RONLHRE 1T s B et A AR Al R XU, R A 7
HRATEARPRIN L), AR T IATHER IR 7R AT AL F 08 o

RO ETHIHEFUMK PSM B RE

§=-2 s=-1 s=0 s=1 s=2 s=3
(A) GRZE:. 2ERETE
ATT, 0.123** 0.238%** 0.272%** 0.284%** 0.371*** 0.373***
(2.48) (4.93) (5.18) (5.92) (6.78) (6.29)
ATTc 0.123** 0.351%** 0.622%** 0.904%*** 1.268*** 1.633***
(2.48) 4.7) (5.62) (4.81) (6.25) (6.65)
(B) &RRE: FHFhETH
ATT, 0.0446 0.0952** 0.0846* 0.018 0.0257 -0.0197
(0.87) (2.02) (1.69) (0.33) (0.46) (-0.34)
ATTc 0.0446 0.134 0.219* 0.237 0.262 0.241
(0.87) 1.5) (1.88) (1.42) (1.29) (0.98)
(C) HRZE: RAESR
ATT, -0.00412 -0.0631* -0.0696 -0.0573 -0.0956** -0.0996*
(-0.12) (-1.67) (-1.46) (-0.99) (-2.55) (-1.90)
ATTc -0.00412 -0.066 -0.135 -0.191 -0.286 -0.385*
(-0.12) (-1.10) (-1.29) (-1.32) (-1.64) (-1.66)
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(D) RZE: WAL

ATT, 0.0398 0.0607 0.121%* 0.0391 0.0705 0.00955
(0.64) (1.29) (2.45) (0.59) (1.08) (0.14)
ATTc 0.0398 0.101 0.221 0.26 0.331 0.340
(0.64) (1.1) (1.41) (1.18) (1.36) (0.95)
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BNGE R N RPN R, RN BRI B RS S A b I A B A O “W 7, JFH, X
P RO R B IR I IR e (/DR DY) AFRREM et R T2 RA~E, M5y
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RN 6.04% G4, ORI, Alk 4 TR AR P SR AOER R P REUR T 57 30 28 7 A (1 ] R
2, IFEAT FDERAE B AR R LSRR A FE = A AT 20, 4% LU Y 1 kAT o 1)
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