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Fiscal Reform and Economic Growth: A Quasi-Natural Experiment of Fiscal Decentralization in

Henan Province

Abstract: By using Difference-in-Difference method, this paper empirically investigates the
impact of fiscal reform on economic growth. Our major finding is that the
“Province-Manage-County” reform has contributed greatly to the expansion of economic
activities in counties directly governed by province government. This paper contributes to
the literature in that the practice severs the first try to use quasi-experiment to examine the
impact of fiscal reform on economic growth. The paper also has implication for
policy-makers in that our finding does not constitute a support to the on-going fiscal reform

in China.
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fExd LA, P E QSN2 DA TLBUR ) = B e A2 I B KAZ 4. 2001 41
JESEMER) “ARMBLR R KBS T 2 POBUR I URRE . TREJE LA, A HhREEETT
JET “HEER” BOE, PONIPARE RO . WA B, “EEE R BURSR
TR AR GBURFAEN . S B ST, BLURARBEAIED) . VBRSNS THT (R A BE 17 #6
Iy BT RS TR — W USRI S Y DA 285545 SRR T T80 23 BOBUR LA L 1 5 X
ACOREER” SR s, [HARERRE, OBUG RO, A EERT, st gl
BRI TT 2o SRR 0 b A7 W 5540 B ZOBUR B AE K ELZBUR I BARERT Tl
ARGBUNT ST, FA Tk Bz o “ LEsmr” o S99 ELBURF, sl i BURF IRIB0Z BEAHX B2
L M SEEL A SE) i B BN AR R Z2 B ANV R 2235, 9 AT BUSAS s B BEAR I D B S 4 A0
SO e FRMIUAT B B Bk, SO EUR R, SR B ZBUREH] -

WFELR 2009 AR 45 A SR 2 R EO)I I AEA b, A (O THfERERS B B AL I
BRI, EAAE 2012 SRR, 745 A RO F i DX 2 Ah 4 i S 4 EL R P AL
B NSt 25 LEEI Sk, “BEEE” der UM BB, A 2 R s
BRI NI AR 7y o 1 I B AR BRI 01 BB TS HVE R Bl
ANRISZ M GOBUR 1) B BUR e R s O 1 EL 2 1) (0 H R B ARG R, B
B EAE B BUN ERIER . S8 DA RO R SRR A, J7 sl iban DL AR
U AE AT BUR A5 BN T ZBURE T TR B 1) B BUR o i BSCE (B H ROAE T BEAS
LUNBUR TR B BE S AR, OB 2 i I B Sy, AT SE A s SR it 8 SR 55, 1 i Lo
LRGN 1 NS ISR B, “A B B SR AU T S U AN 25 #y A7 H EEE,
111y HX 7 BURFSE S A 3R S5 IIBE TT + XTEURF R M Ze5F A R IR 7 sURVRE L™ 2 T 58 mi . %
T, RESE AR E R, A NI ST A BV SR T A RO . AE
BT RE A T RCR 2, BATICILE GBS AT A SEUL “ g am B 5ris 77
KB HbR. i, SR el T e K.

FRAKT, BURYN S S H B8 — 2 BURT >k S Tl o) 28 5% 49 K 16 52 i B2 AN [\ 1)
“HEEE” T, BUR I BIR RV BLZ GE IR ) B2 TR T2 B I B
o B ELIBUR ) BOBRN TN S USRI 39 i o BB 2 [0V CAELE B T3
DLW 5 [ A\ &5 77 18 () 5 0K ] Rt — 22 Il o o, i A8 EL A A e AR s BB P oy
Lo ETbsift— b A TR AR Br I shbL: AR 5e RIS R bR 00w FA R ok 55
PO B LS4 THEZ . BUNSE4 0 25 KRR EE ) . (AR, 5%
G FEEUN TR, ART R AT SR, AWEdE & s, S4B RcE
HRTF AN 5K L 4589 (Keen and Marchand, 1997), Mt ANbEE &=, AR A
HH B SE4 ISP BUMRCE , T & BRI BUR XY T BN e A AR . 244K,
BN Fa g AN IR R 2 BF 3G o S 55 ATIT U ) B GRBURF A6 A%, ELRIBURT 2 TR 52
HSE g P AR I BRI ANR G 3o . b 5 BORF 7 St d b pk 2R, #hoy U
Z B RS NE BB 2 SRR KR T4 U E (Wheaton, 20000 . Hb7 BUR 2 1F] (1 564+ 2%
SEAE . YT AR E ST T SRR IR BAR R AR TN K

PR, WELE b, BURBO R e 5 55 et 08 K2 TR DR R I B W Y



gii. Ak, ZBWIREHe A8 Fll, (0i, 1992; Qian and Weingast, 1997; Lin
and Liu, 2000; Qian, 2000) TR I B RS E K520 T R E L5 & %, (Thieen ,
2003) 1 FH 75 BR A0 A SN [ 5B, R I 43 B 35 b R I = BN B R 2 R, (H
(Yang, 1997; Zhang and Zou, 1998; Steinfeld, 2000; Young, 2000; Jin and Zou, 2005)>% T
[, (Davoodi and Zou,1998) XA 7 & Jig v [ 5K AR IA [ S REA A I, I BLo» UG
ST AT SR

BOAEAEMR S, EECRIEAN 24, TEE “AES L7 SRR “ ARLK
(natural experiment) ” HIRATTHF I BUA S 58K 2 TR O R P TRl & . —H LA
K, TET B 2 5 B K 2 1) 56 BRI T 2 P9 5 T, P9 2B P 0] RBUZE [0 09 b 6 A 3 Clim,
2005, P451), 3 b, PARPENR DL RIEAAMELE S B B STk ORI, i, A—
FBE P BER P JRERRH B, 0 A 3K (A [P VA 28 20 T 3 0 B 48 5 M 4468 5 34 KK R 1) o 2
R, Hbim g B 225 0 B Comitted variable problem) & AT & %1 P A= J5i K]
BT A ST AR A4S A T AR SR AL B g A= M )@ (limi, 2005; Gemmell et al., 2009). {HJE,
BRI 2 70 AR B, UK FETH B AR A G R I BR 20 505 (1) P AR ) R AN 2%
Sy o BARINS TR R AEHE— AN HDX, W Bl B AR A b R BURFA AN ) 2 g 1) — 340 1
RBUNEFRS . BT IR FEEBUR T, IR O e FBELI 35 . AR, X —BURE1L
PR T — AN FARSZG o T XA ) AR SIS0 W50 3 B s i 28 B G Kk b, e Al BEARY
%7 (Fiva, 2006).

— MM, ARLRARMERA: —PDEBEERE (treatment), — /MR 45 R
(outcome), —/MXfHE4] (control group). 7EVEA “BURHIE” X “&5 07 2 RIEER I,
XHRA 7 — NS R A “HE FARSZIG” I EH AR SIZE0 ) DX T A 320 FIOon) e 4 1 3k
BOUEHRENL. WA “HHEEE” v JRUEE—A “HUEARSE (Quasi-experiment) ”
EIX — BRI W b, WS 2 5 g SEBLI R 80T BUB AE — A “ BUSK 5 it
(treatment) 7 o X TS I7 IS TEAARRI) EoR 3G, X “BURRTE” sl W
IRAE SV E HRR T A EAE M EL X B “45 7 & DLSZIBUR 52 1) EL A1 A 52
FH I B2 (MR T KO R b ) 2 okl i A5 Ul — NS AR I, & SO b B
LTRS840 G 1 TR 1) 14 sl e TR e e A A PR L

WHTpTIR, ot rig b, R EACCVERS R AT K A g . R
M7, R FH R HISOE, “EAEE R R MK St 5, F AR S MBERARE FAZ WL,
“HBEEER” BCRSE LS, X SCRERCRBEAT RV AR T R AR D . AT BRI X
SR BT HCRE B B 2 D SUR AV Ot B KRR &S o AT LS, ) B R R A
AN B ELBUSIMRE T EAME 2 o IR R TOVEHE R FARBOR B BAA e PR 5, A
TS TG SO SOSEROR . BRIE, SRITEE5E 22 & 11 M BCRRCR IO 2253 TR A
“HHEER” MR BOR ] E & BAT RN RS R R A IR, AR %
DITFA T “EEEE” SR ERATHA IR DA RERW], MR HE
L, BEA B SEPr GDP KRR S 2 1.33 AN o mie MRS, SR TR A 1A,
BATIABWITLERE]: 2RI E2 NS TUE, DUCE 2 I8 BT U R
HE BT KAT e .

DSOS O T [ RZBE AL SR AR T A T RIS ) R, AR A
TrRZE A B LA (19 1O 7 3K A A AT T B AT 2 B BRI B U e s T
IRF KT AREAS KO S5 A0 EL A0 0%, o Bl (0 = ZOBURF AR PREAT T REAE = IR SE . 47 % B BIIK 1 3%,
REESRER=EANIIEE & S-S E DK IDNS



SCEELUN AR B EER T T : 2 i o3 fag 2 T AN B BUR AR B A SKER T TR KA
H, RBEPR BRI T 55 B B3 =87, FATHeXE 273 J57%, JFksis
XDy R A B ESCRIIE I o 28 DU 0 A2 IR A v R 1A, 5 ok oy
A E PGSR FNE D THE IR SRR ) E AT BOR 5 o

. “HEEER” . WBESGFa RN ATTEKE
DL

IATEER R, R AT B K S5 OBURF: 1 AN RBURF, 34 M. EIRXAITE
#ETT, 333 AN, 2861 AMX BRI 50769 A~ S HH. fEHL T IFBUA R T, T ARGBUR AT R 2%
BN AR AR EZEIMER . LL 2005 S5 00, FEIABORN T T, AR B2 BURF— 2 AE
BERL BB IS B N8B B EEEE 20500 0 63% 62%. 55%A11 53%(HL 44
Bs WS —)o MAESZH T, X PBUR T 205 K. 15EL 2005 4 R, 7RO =
TR AR B SORSCH . #E SO AR SRR BRI T BUS B 2% 5 1HT, T AR
ELRBURF T b7 LE AR IRCH 60% 61%. 70%. 58%A1 68% ( ELARKHE WL % —).

AT ARG S B RBURAE A ST T 194 P B A 1 — MoK P58 . 90, 2005 4F, 3]
P A4 T R0 OO (T 4 BN 39%,  ELZIA BN Yy 38.5%, L R BT IS N HiL T 2%
5 42.8%, H200Y 34.5%, ANt 27.4%, HL200Y 45.6%. BN LB (4
HBL ENBL. MR, MRS g bt 40% 4547, 905 35% 447 (A
PRBE TR =D AHMERIL, Tl w44 M T 2R B BURF AN Z FILE AR N o EAR
K, BRI 80%. 1Ml 7 32 H 51T, 2005 4, Tl i 44 3 T 25000 ISt g Tl 1 44 A B0 52 HE 1R 24.3%,
ISR B T 48.2% . FEARFE RS HL T Y 30.6%, L4t 45.1%; fEHHE . BIT
PAz AN S A T LERRASE 259, 11 B 2R Ay E IR T 50% CHAAEIGE LB SRR DD o
MERTCAE ARG 28 R T 2R EL G BURS A2 A JE IR 55 foe B R0 3

W NAISZ H PR 15 DL AR T i 48 T AR AN L SR BURFAE 2 3K T b oA A, AR
PRI A 2 SEY) S AR 55 BRI RE o AEIXAEIUTS 35 R, A ORIERSZ I BitE, UUIRE B
2GR IR AR ST . B RBUR T TR 5 I B LA fE

WHrpng, “HHEHEL” B2 EH. T CRBRBSGHE S XAHETE,
TR B A A T B RACR S B AR o RO BRI g 4 A Fe s B Ee by, W R
PR T Zur i KR AR e B br Ul TR JETE 108 ML (), 2004 4F, A BUMAIE (it
T H A2 A N RBUR R TR R BRE Br i T ), R ZB D i 5 B BeE
(535, GEILD) W8 &R a5 18 % Bl e X A P oA ey b i . 280 B WTBEsic g
TMEIERT IR PR R R ), AR AR BURRSZBE ST, RSO T
W KIETT . EaGE XSINTAE 35 ANE (D §ORE RIS . [FEE, A R SRR
R (R Peg s TYORE Gl BB A BARSCE N 2. 2009 4F, 0T 45 BURF A
KT CRT5EER S B BURHIREE D h, 80T 2% 'S 15 MR EE .
FIHAT L, WAdeER Gl 300 49 4.

LR TEATBCRACR I CORE RS T, AL AT BRI R “BEALIE” R SRS .
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H A HER” BUERROWNEA . W, WARSBUR RS BAE B BU .
ARGBUF AN BE MR BRI BN s JES2 I SCES ARG » Hetgiiiit, B W BOics
HRBE AT AU MR B B B2 I, 582 1S SC55 A X 28 LK I B0l A L
BRI S HVE AN K 58— #EE BRAG TR 11T BRI I 28 5 e AT 5025 TR
PERC, M, X% HE BSOS AT 5 LG K —Bons, BOK
ST BRI =N RIE: SRR YR BRI . HNE, FAT TR AR
AR BE Y BT AR TELAE LK I B0 B o 5 BRAS PR T ] S i 28 7 18 K2

BATE IR BB B B, B EE B — A ERE R gEE R
EED AR EEBL. AT A BRI N PR S 2 AR 5 TR B L2, 1X L8l
HER, A2t (RIS A g E A T EAH L2 k), FARIS1 98 “ el A
PEER T, TAESCHAT N b, AR 2 B ANFEA Y, DUR A Ak ()4 5k A 5 | St Ak
BIAM, MNP sRARBIIE (FR5E, 2009).

O L BT T R R T T BUR AT IS EEUIR . JX R RD X S B
JEAMZE D W5 A A Y BIA SR T8 K 58 4 TR o X8 (K8 It DAL e A S A7 R T AR
LUFIY K. AECAT MY 9K AR SSGE T, AL R AT DUR T O T (R B
SRBURR, FRARAMY R A s B mT URIRDBr Nt g, 5 22 s A RE e 01 52, A Al
AR o 1O BURFX AN AR D, AR A A AL 5K

RS T RIBAS s AT VIR, B B BCRAEN 5 | APt Al Sy T A SR
A1 T IXEEHR, MR 2T PR AR SO o BT A L, B BAS DLARAS B i 141 e 5|
BELH, ARS8 RE ) I AR KON 3T, XS EOE T R, RO AR K. 4%
ERLRE , R o B3 Bt A T B0 St 70 B BB S0 55 22 R B SC i S mT by B ()
MBS L BURILE BB . AE VTR BT T, SO S AT A i S HEBAR A T A8
58 S PR 18 LA A ORI, X6 b B8B83 45 1 5 LB I BOR g 20 H A Al B 459 5
HIE ELIL 2 B K RIWEFTR ], BUBOS Ak (X A7 £ H 2520 (Buss, 2001; Dembour,
2008; Papke, 1991). FEIABAAF—FEATEDOL S, BICE 22 50T Al DX A 3 % HAT H 221
S AEDLSE, R B BRI b, SO SYBh T BOARUKFAE S T
RARAL. DRIy, BT o 9 S A8 S oF Aol PR XA B AT BB S AN AR
fift, RO AL R T F8 23 A A SR T 1) e B BT AR T

Fek, WH SRR AL R4k, S TR BRI 58 Sy XKL
BCAAE o B NS TR 1R AT DR I ) F R s S i B A I 1) AT O 1) A Ry ] 5 B¢
PEBEBEIH L HARBES AN A BT H | I L TR A BT R A, I
LA 48 5 T AR A R 8- E SRR TEUSUR LB Al 6 A 8 PSR, 3R X 28 A AL B )
PR R TR BSOS, AT RAE G, e b2 s K.

AMEE Y, BN S 258 PR G A8 B BAERIAH 285 MH R 51 587

bORARBIBON SO, R EARLE TAE AN TIYORE (D R B AL 2 A . XA
Jrmigyit: (D) HRIEE LR Q) MBUEREH, ) @ HERR: (D BBGRIY K (5) BH B #&H
s (6) AR (DIEME AT, 8) Zivh Bl (9 BUKESE#A; (10) 7 RE#EN .

U TR L, SR A (ST R T A BN N SR IR AR TR S T . B, B
A4 ELAE 1A L DRV ORI 28 8 B IK) R TSRS 1 SE 4 U o XTI 28 EL iy = AR ARSI, 8B i sl D A7
FENE T EL ) BB AT B MR . 5, TIARGUIY 0 (N B2 U i JOBUR (52 AT 2 BLK S H 45
oo TR B PR A BORRASE £ 9ol D T A BURT SR RE D, e i LA B AT T AR BT S DR T 92> o
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TR T 58 A0 A AV 47K LA AR Atk (i A 2 (R B A EL I 2B G ANl
WHEEBAEPAG AR FN, S Bk 7 — AR TLur R = fil,
PHEEE BN ARG BE 3k . A, M5 A3t dhfe s G B A KR
ST RBUT U o T FAd B A 1l L BT BTG Sl BRI T A G NI S Y, 7
WRBURN ¢4 P LA . S B AT RERT 0 MR R A, S 2 I 3RS

LR, T GRBUR AT RELE SR VF ¥ 70 B R 2R T BOR X L SO (R St s R B
MITH o 155, AT LA LLORAE BT84 00 I OB N T 28 P8 Bt o fle A BT ey o
2 BN T BURF RIS B SO, X BEATE AN DGR A 2 AR T, B AT S (52 )
Ab, WK, B B QBN 25 BRI, #5482 B 5e 45— i 2 B b £k
G ST R DRBEARIE, 5 Uy AT B AN REAS BT R (B, AT B 1 2
BRAZ AN LA TR, T S AR5 TSR A A B BT, IX ANy TR 2 5
FIKMATFIE K Zr LTk, MR A A SO 2t Bl et A BE A A i
WAFFEARI 10T, BRSO 5 ZEEAT & LR PPl

=. HR&IT
(—) WEEH 1 (Difference-in-Differences)

W R HE R RS T AT, T B LA B B AR BOR S S P AN TR
BB i KR AR . SR, IEQIRTSCHT R K, SEm SO Ja B B BF IR N 3 AT
Zhh. HZHIMANE. E2H S THE, 2 RAUTE AR N Z 20 i B B A i K
Mo (HE, — T EST R RN R M APt N5, LR BRIKESLN. 7
an, GERARI BT MBGK . BURAI R X P s A GHE R AE ST M . T T4
SIS AN KR 2, ANTIRZE AP Ko it 25 W, AR H 4 A i PR 28 0 o B o
IR SCE R R R . — A “HEE S ARENAETFHEE, WE KR IFARY
UG 73 B, 1 Al AL 2 MBI B s TR A 2 PRI, IR 2 SR Ja R,
Mg it b oy, BT 51558, . DI, FIHAB VA BORRCR BT,
g CREA R BRIt TR E A B AT, AT A DT N 2 ) T

I 4771 (Difference-in-difference Method) 2 — T JE % B8 2L 1 R4 B SR 88 i WF
T ENAME REIET MIVER A5 % 0k B BRJ71H, ) A 51 2 (Eissa and
Liebman,1996) 15T, FIHX—J7i%, PIAIAER KINL, 35H 1986 Bl mddm T8 H#
TIN5 812 5%, (Card and Krueger, 1994) F AT AU R 5 A7 VAR (R B 4T L 0 s
R AR T 58 (A i A sl (Baker et al., 2008) 8 X — 7AW ST T ) LE ISR AU
X LR RESE 57 B A5 RIS BEAR A 520 o 5 18 Y SCRR DT T, R B2 RIBRME, 2005) BIFFT 1
Bl A A 9 SO AR IO NSKZR  m . (FRIAE, T B0AIEY I8, 2007) 19T T4 KAZHL
R PIETR L Z AR

WUHL 7 3 BB K HAR T %, w2 Mt el A BURF B “ B 4L AIA e e LA
(XA, A HI R, O BORE 5 B A IR 2 1] (2257, T4
BORBCR . FATHISERS GDP K AH (v MR, AR “HEA (directy) ” K
WP S L TR A 0 A A, B 1 AR B R e A E, B o AUCRIFEAE B
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AR RL “OCI ) (time) 7 SRSCERIERE, 18 HAE B BOR SN 24 SR A0 5 B 1,
WA 00 Ny TR BCERCR, FATBOLAZ T, “AEE B SR BOE (didy”, e “BEE
Yl (direct,) 7 A1 “ Ot E] (time)” HIAZ X I XA XA LS, “HEA”
AR )7 AN AR B R I 1 I, X AR RIE Y 1, HA RO 0, DMiTE “4AH
T BRI THROR R GAGRSANE, AR,

R, FATRAEALI D 4 41 SR EE 4l (direct, =1, time, =0).

SO AL (direct = 1, time = 1)+ BRI AL (direct, =0, time = 0) 1A
(%t AL Cdirect, = 0, time; = 1).
NIPSE yiy  SIEYSE
Yie = 8o+ Bydirect;, + Sgtime;; + &didy; + & .

Forp 6, #EHE AT A S50 A Z AN, 8o F4S TS T o) T /B 2L MR JE 20ty ok F) 36 [l e
i & RFATHIEIROMAL R, AT AR SRR M R 8. HAARMERE R

XFTRIRAL, R direct, =0 i3 (1) AT, A EAEE ORI S 2T K0l

E o i—/lﬁmeit=o E&Eﬁﬁ
Y = e Htime, =1 K

DL, FECSC i e 0], X IR et B AR BN 800 6o S W T 1245 TR 2 M A 3%
BT AT o A DR BN 22 T A 5

=

X FEEA, W direct, = 1, W30 (D w43, A EEESCURRERIETHE 7 0)d

B 1+B 0 i—flﬁmeit=o E&iﬁﬁ
Y, = Bo+ B .+ 8,4+ 86, Htime, =1 KPS

AL, FESCRRTE N, B AT S KIAZE ) 8 + 61 DL, 44 EE B BRI
SRR “YF52m” Ky, 8o+ 61 - 60= 61, BIAZ X didy I FREL 6,0 AR EAT BLOCrn 2 5F I
AIERRN, A 6 FIFTSHUE RE NIE: RN G XPEAEELS, RSy 4248
) —FECHE DR B WK . DA R UM FRBE AT 22 B B 10 s st 2 e i ok, R0 vT DA
HERAAL VT B 285 70 BOM B LS B2 B IG5 i

(Z) REENTIEER TR

an ERTA, AR ZE 3 1K) H ot 25 R LA F BRI R M52 . it =, 25|
BRAFBCIE W, 1 2RSSR IN B B BRI . WiRAT CREOW I 21
) 5 BATIOR O A AR AL R AT DG Y IR R Rl iy 21— S B A e LA IS A Bk b i



B A AT RS I AL e A — A RBE AR 4R B A “HiE” KSR, #a)ilil,
X 2N A A S TR AT AR DRI o 2 SR 0 2T PR R e AT T AR A 8 R
BRI T BA 73 AR X P AN B A TR o

1. RikER—: FEEERENEERH

TR EAE CEOLY P 7 e B obnute, A8 Blrfe Dk AR 7 I A Ji rh (K3 A7
faPrii . ML)y TVFEGL . WK B3P ORI T, LR AV BU) 7
SRES o ARSI B RFIEEAT AT I, BATARDLEE b B B Gl o, ARYE GDP
R, e 35 AN BB R Gl AT 24 /M5 GDP BT 30, AR E (i)
W TP BKF o ARYE BORN B B fabe s, /i 40 IR ()H, SN B BI01T 28 14,
BritEA721 103, FEEGES AN, Mg s ANE Gl -444E 50 1) 60 2 (8] PRIL, T4 725
—HEBCET, W T AT KPR, SR N E, ATEERE G AR SEERR
mE.

TATTRH Logit FBEAURAT IO 1 4 1B B e B (e B bnifE . B HL 1999 4F 3 2003 4RIk A
SUAT R AT IA B T B CREA i R 4 4 108 AN BT, YIRS A I OFEAE 2003 AEREAT),
AL, “RAABEEL” ANATE, EIBUN SRR & X A= Sl o “ AP
P AE = BE”  “TBORON”  BLR CNIYIFBURN” iR B ERIX SN R Y
M — AN B HE . 594, IATCIEI “ EUFGKR” SR E kB psE R # . SR, &
LUK R I — A BRI B, A PR e DU B N AR . 54, TR
(1) logit [F1J A, RATHBLL “HEARBAL” F“H—r I E” AR, “HEFR”
() U B AL R 45 Rk 1.

R 1 AR E R R

[[]J5(1) [BJ5(2) [E (3) mH (4)  [FE G
TABURA 0.000315

(6.32)
A FE R 0.00000490""

(3.95)
AN BUIN 0.0193™"
(6.26)
AR B 0.000454"""
(5.05)
GDPHE K& -0.0367
(-0.25)

F—r=HhE 411,55 -13.51"" -10.78"" -11.86 -18.25°

(-6.73) (-7.74) (-6.24) (-6.68) (-10.31)
B HIR -1.136 0.0117 4280 -2.939™ 1.456

(-2.16) (0.02) (-4.57) (-3.19) (3.47)
Pseudo R2 0.4749 0.4236 0.4424 0.4029 0.4029
4L 540 540 540 540 432

W FESNAEE, * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p < 0.001.

MELEIBNAEE R LR I, A 1T SRR — b LU i, LA™ S
WA BOBN - NI A B E . BRI I BN 1 R A 1% R85 E R0 1E. XK



2t RE . W BOCESE I RAATD A S ek R HAE . AN, MR 1 e — 42 “Ial)

(5)7 AR T UG, 2 5H 8 KR T R BN B3 I 148 BURF PR IS S B0 A
EIPAGE S R o e o i FERATIBE T 50 GDP KK, iy — N B2 5
BN, W BOBON R AL 285 B KA IR LR R o FATHIILHA S 7 A SR A 1k
PERIBERLPE, T I —BEALE 1 2 R 22 3 7102 Db 005 A2 (1 AT 4 o

2. BEErR—: HEHSXRANERSLR 6DP B FEH
B MRS

£ 2 JERATEEA B AN A DI RS2 Fr GDP BRI, NP IRATTAT LUE H
PR B A P34 52 B GDP 3K R HR T 4

F 2 HEAMXHAFE PR P HKER

FEAy 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
PEEHESHE  0.089 0.097 0.1 0.113 0.143 0.154 0.157 0.153
HHEH 0.094 0.1 0.106 0.126 0.165 0.18 0.178 0.163

DID S HI A ATHAR I — U, RS HE A S AL A2, He R SCE T EA 1)

R JEaTA—E, BB RO 2 2 [R] ) 22 5 0 [ o2 140, mT RAIA K IR AN 6 B2 e A 4L 1)
LIS SIS 0 AL . B RN R ZH 2000-2007 4E 11 GDP B % AN & 1 fros:
K 1 HEE4MN R4 LR GDP K2, 2000 -2007 £
0.200
0.190
0.180 /-—zﬁ
0.170
0.160 /r S
0.150 / “ L
¥ o140 A
;| 0.130 o / ——
& 0.120 P
© 0110 - =
0.100
0.090
0.080
0.070
0.060
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

ERE—E, BATLLFY SR GDP WA KR 22 EAE WA &, PAEAS Y (direct)
VE Ry R AT B, RIS EAS LRI IR AE 2004 4F 2 R R SEFr GDP BEK KA RS
[l 45 0L 3,
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R 3 WFEAPIA LR GDP KR ZER(EIH

GDP MK 74y
HEH 0.00227
(0.37)
BT 0.00823*
(2.09)
LIIE 144
A 25 B B A A BT e O 2 A S A B A B = R, BAR, U

HMETEIRA G e E— AR RIS .

DO el )RR % s R EHE S B
(—) BIAREEE

MRPEHTSCITE, AT (O fEARNTME “AHE R SORSCR T &
o N T LR “BEEL” MBERHMER, A TEEEH] T SCHR a7 1K 52 2855 3K 1)
HA K ZE . LL(Mankiw et al., 1992) 4 FEfil, FRATER T HuX BN 3G (poprate;) 51l
55 8 IR F0 T R RE s G HC ] e $ Bt SR T GDP LLEE Cinvy) SReds B Y KR 20 5 4
K sgmy; EIHCER L E (gdpstrucu,) JRBEHLE () MEBFEi, — Bl s —
P bR ) X S TR AR G X ks 54k, BATERGAS BT 1999 4 GDP i
(gdp1999;) K Jx WL/ it i &5 K R ih il .

KW B 22 5 BURBCEHSE M A EIR N DG $8e98, DLERIIRAST 50— IF %518, &
AT S0 TR A 20 R 220 3 4 P 30T 28 T 4 K PR 52 -

Yi: = 8o+ Bidirect; + Sptime;: + 8,did;: + B,poprateit + Bsinv; + 8,g9dpstrucu;; + 85gdp1999;: + € (2)

b, PARERSAE, AR [BIRAE (2) BN THERIACE,  DUE R A T
B . B (20 RN SR, (HR I a5 B AP, A A T )
IFARE R Z P R R TR B, X B AT IR A oLs BEAT kvt

(=) BRAWEBG

ASCHEI AR R A TR A e BRI 96T 2000-2008 49T 48 S T4 5 HH 1 4%
B Ol Gort-dla ity . kA3t 108 N8 (1), 2004 HEITRIATECE, YA E
B 35 AN ETT . AR SO LB, D T PR 22 53 TR I R P i
fefiise, AT 35 A EE A EAIER T 20 MEAEE A, M 73 AN ESCE E ik
27 N ELAE AR IR, FETt 47 ARG o JRATTHE SO T 4 AR A SO 1o DY A i 3 )
BOPBIME. 3 4 ZFATER T 2R M gt

T AR R L R N S IR R
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R 4 TEREMR

R WWE  HE PRz B/ME  BKE
SR 94 0.13 0.04 0.07 0.21
HEH (direct) 94 0.43 0.50 0 1
B TE (time) 94 0.50 0.50 0 1
BEEEYCEBCE (did) 94 0.21 0.41 0 1

WX B APOHEKHE (poprate) 94 0.00 0.03 -0.10 0.17

B e B AT gdp HLE (inv)  og 0.29 0.22 0.03 0.82
F—THE (gdpstrucu) 94 0.25 0.12 0.03 0.53
1999 4 GDP & (gdp1999) 94 324878 165730 99345 680166

B, BIHER

XEE (2) HHTIRS OLS A4 R, ZE¥EH] T 1999 4 GDP. [f] 2 H ¥t 4l iy GDP
EbEE. M N AR, F—ralk 5 GDP thEEAL i,

“HEE BSOS THE

4 0.0133,7F 10%/KF- N 0 IE . AR BN 5 #0 A THUIANAT . Biltn, [ € BT
5 GDP HLEE AR E N IE, FREME N 0.0342; ML RN DI KA T RBARE: H—

PV R AT R EON-0.077, HAE 1%KF R 23 1999 LT R /K- IXANE TR

MRECH 7, BAE 1%KP FEi B2 CGUAHBRILE 5.

x 5 WEMNEZESEHER
Bl iR AR gdprate

direct 0.00633
(1.02)
time 0.0371***
(4.14)
did 0.0133*
(1.73)
poprate 0.00659
(0.09)
inv 0.0342*
(1.81)
gdpstruc -0.0767***
(-3.91)
gdp1999 -3.53e-08**
(-2.37)
constant 0.128***
(13.79)
N 94

e F55 ST, 10%. 5%F11% 5 & 7K1 73 7 FH *
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FEFEH T EAT SO R T R B KA T AR 2 Ja MU ER BT i L 1 B AR
b, #EE L 2004 fFE 2 JE AT K EI 1.33 M. X RILERM, WHEANA EE
ELOC i font gl B BN 2 DR AT (e HEVE I

N~ WRIER: MBOERZF 2 ?

2T TR ] g e P A R0, AATT R 2 1) A7 0 L S 2 1 )
1.33 DA R IUTERE T B, B IEZE T RIS RS A B B 3o
A 133 A R KU T BB RIS ST AT ARG 0 Nl BGOEU, %
AN B BURF IR e S RE S A M U5 A AP PR 75 5K o T HLX— TR T SO I 1 A T~ A 384
b SEPEIIRCR, B i A GOBOR S BT R IR 22 5 YRRl Ze 5 DL KB e R (K e Ak A
XREREOLR , XA HRONERE 2 RS BN H) o 5 B ISR AR IR BT 0 B WIR W] 2235¢
BT e R L DRSS NI L iy B B EL T RS o I, 2 SO A AROR B i AT B 11
I, ST R R RN 23T 2K

JEEL i M AR SRS — AR DR 0 A, (R R A P e i i, AT 2 RE AL —
Seble. WRTHTIR, MBI G, EZRBANTAL Fisa B BN SEAxN, B2
(SO DR RS T35 T3 2R R A TR A8 R BRI FBOA SRR B
A DOE B T B2 Tal ) 7 e bl PRI, ARSI RER, B EA o, Bialnlds
BT . WTTET U, BB B BT, ABUD NI A B B A2 T
B, TR BSOS “ Tl ARy 1o BRI, N — (AU R T8N 2502 T - BURF
RFEAZETE BN, SHILRIEAIBZ BB TT, ASA A KRR 1 7 I FBAT W] S

.

ARSI, SRR IBOF AL AR E A L BT RE D AT B T b 2855 i shd 5K
(e Mgt AEURSEIEd B, RIS A8 BATRE I Wik, AR B 7 SO AR
TR S TS R 2R R, BABEH E T Sb ARG o 25— N EEGIE I (8] #5 L .
Ffi1ame, Fed vt AT ERK IS e . FET A EE, B 2004 SECEZ )R,
T ST BRI R n (4 I D0 TR SO o TIE RS . MR RAE RO REAE  LEEZ N e E R
NGy o IXEEBEEL BRI A AT, 2 Brad K2 e B, SE R BRI e+, BUR
ARSI F G e PR B e B A, BRIR BB IF SR S 18 A A — 2 .

TERR 5T, LA Solow AR AR KB AT K IR, BUNBUR CRLFEBLICAN
YD KPR IF T E L. BA0(Judd, 1985; Chamley, 1986)IA Ay BURF U Y 52 [ /&
FEHACEIMA R KIS KR . 510, (Barro, 1990; Barro and Sala-i-Martin, 1992;
Mendoza, Milesi-Ferretti et al., 1997)25 0T 57\ Sk BURF B G2 B K — ) &1 — 71,
BURF I BB H 4 R340 >k HBOBON , TR S 0 55 B kg . BEA T e DA S B AR T8 7 A
BRI FE, T RN Br K Iy — 71, BURF AR =1 S B e FH T4 AR A8
ToFEA BB ALY (s s s, O DUE AT HETE, P LA e K I 5 1
KREGIEM M. K, BUS IS5 IF 5 S5 K IR — MfE YOG R .

FELIGWTFTTT I, A SCH RS 2 WS R WA — B giie. Flan, fEBUN
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SZH T, (Landau, 1986; Barth and Bradley, 1987; Barro, 1991; Jones, 1995)45 A A BUR A 352
ey BE SCHAERTT S AT AE R AN R E 1. R, WA A BUR AL T
O SR A A T A IE TP T X L U R A 35 IE 52 (Barro, 1991; Easterly and Rebelo,
1994; Kneller, Bleaney et al., 1999; Bleaney, Gemmell et al., 2001; Romero-avila and Strauch,
2008, Devarajan, Swaroop etal., 1996). %4b, AWFFTLE R BIBUR I % 1 S HI & 3 K
A W3 520 (Landau, 1983; Grier and Tullock, 1989; Alexander, 1990; Barro, 1991; Kneller,
Bleaney et al., 1999; Romero-avila and Strauch, 2008).

6 A 8 WIHHH A AT RSB R T 0 A M B A “A AR OOl e B
AL, P REA N FA BN i) 47 A T. —J7i, BE ok e it 2 fr ks
T I B 2 EAE AN AL ORFS — 8, HAESCR S #A FRsEs T, fESCET,
X HEZAN LA A A RS o WP BCE UK A — 20 JRRF R, BeE)E, |
A AR BRSO e TR AL N BRI T UG, A AR e sext
HE RN RIGER] T EH, BATRBL 2 B 1 B8 e 7 REASEE B AR B
SCHR L. AR, B B AL NS A RS W B 2 LEAE 2005 4FIE B 1 R i fE
(11 7.9%, (HWAALEXT AR T 2.2% 70/, 25 8 IR B I 2, BATTIA L
L] PN X AR A HE LSS i) 1) SEAR 22 3

F 6 FAHBSCH B LB i (E

direct 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
X A - 0.039 0.043 0.069 0.054 0.057 0.057
HEH - 0.033 0.049 0.057 0.056 0.079 0.063

® 7 AT GO L EE

direct 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
W4 0.33 0.30 0.27 0.25 0.24 0.22 0.22 0.24
HEH 0.23 0.28 0.27 0.25 0.24 0.22 0.22 0.25

® 8 RIS T IBCH L PEIE

direct 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
W4 0.02 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.03 0.02 0.02 -
HEH 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02 -

e 7 AEREE K

MR AR, BATACG IR A SO BB iR 2N, s, i
IEREEs NIty SRS AT S E

AR (20 “TIME” TR T RE LM fE 4248 KD I, AR A LUK
XVT R AR P A A BRUE I SRAE R 3R o IX BB bl U B CAT 2 ur s 8 ok M R = 4
SRR WA KB B E B IXSEPIR IR “ B B 87 Bk 1.33%
NI RS

BRI 1.33 > [ R, BATIEAT — Mk I R —— 2 P BB I R e [k F3mT
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P8 A ELAE E OO P R A B A T B B DR B, LU I SERL RN s e HL
ELe R SE LS MR MSCE T THE s Bl 28 T i 2 DF i BB . i
IRLEAE X HEAL Ccontrol group) FRIBEAT A ELE IO B BEATIXLERL PR o X L2057 35 BALR
Forp DY IO 255 B O D) o 28— Tt P a b i Ao AE 244 v [ F e A+ 20 S 5K
TR, BOHE B I USRI R AN 7 BT R A Y Ml AT LU AS A7 G R T] o
7 BONEER, RIS EBUNMIRbR. 5, SO BRG T HIRATBOER, UK
AP EAC T HALBR o B =, [ TR BRI N H SR B AN (R B H B A 4 A R
Hidlo SHDY, Bilefis side . RBLIAER M. #EEE EIRAG T Wbt i B e, Al
P Bl e« ENBUESRIE S, LA BOR BSOS H AR o b Fr A B HA/p PR, Jf thi £
BT LR RLE BB

EAFTIE SN, RIRBE R BRI DA 2 O A SR A AR e Bl /R FLA AR 8 B
WA, AU ERTEF LR AN E, SRR IR 2 A A R RS 1
FERR T A GLBUR R (0191 5 IR0 W o eSS TRAT I A P W5 I8 2850 1 1 T SRAK (R 4
MV A = MR FR B K ) B AR B EAE o MR ARk 810 ARt 22 AR BEAR AR
b IR TR A, DTS At B 7 PRy eb A PS5 0 o i 5 B8 I AT ) A8 T 17 2 BBUAT HH
IRAL 2R AMV RIS TR A, B HAR R AR AP B A IR E LU A b A8 o T B 9k
XS ANVRIZESTT s IR, LRI B IR A AR . 35 7% L& B A B A
5 SAMGRRX 2 W, X DY IR ) 22 UL 2 AR MR X A, B, A2
MR IR R R B, BRI I ZE AR B E SRS ). 4 IR
Mg st FATAB A, AAELTHES N IAL S TR 219 B B mT et 48R, R
FLANIE, ASLERENS 2 32 IXSL BRI A b 2 FE R IR IR 18] YA FBL B TR AR B o 2955 7>
U RS PR 228 53 B 2 T 1 L O I T 2K

BRI RS, ORI (2 b ias o il oA B0 5 YA AR, AN
FEIAT 5 DA R 25 1 ) AR A TR R R AT 5 A5 B e 2 BB T X iy, T 6
Ja B MNMEM TR, 0 RECK Bk BN . BAR SR, FRATIEE 4 NG B R
SR AE S SN T R SR AR . FRATTLL “(did200i,i= 4, 5,6,7)” 43 illR NSk
K20 (0 BT R 2000 SEHUE 1, NG 0. AIEIHZE (20 8, AR T HAL
WIS A B K AR . IRATR AT T B [l 5

Yi = 60 + 61dir€Ctit + 5otime,'t + 51dld2004,t + 62dld2005,t + 63dld2006,t + 64dld2007,t +
B,poprateit + Bsinv; + B,gdpstrucu+ a; + € (3

N, ATRRZLG DAL s Yoo = 6o M ELE AN DLIE: Yo =60+ 610 )T, t=2004 4,
X HRAL TG DAL s Yo2000= B0+ 60, B AN ILIE s Yi2000= B0+ 81+ 80+ 610 AMERIN, 1= (V12004
- Y10) - ( Yo,2008— Yoo) WL AL BURAE 2004 4FE IR o JLABAEAR 15 00 DAL SHE

M Hausman K6 45 8, FATRABEHLENAAL . [RIHERERN], A TR 2T
R, $CEE B ASEPs GDP WK RAFEAAT Tt . (ERERRZ: 2B, did2004 [
REAEFE; did2006 REATHE/NT did2005 I . 1X 3% B U I RO A 58 —4F4 BTk
59, Rl “did2007” AREBANEE, RWBORKFFLERCRN 3 4 CHAREILILE 9.
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R 9 PR EASR (MR R. SFFHKE)

direct 0.00851
(1.49)
time 0.0367***
(6.36)
did2004 0.0132
(1.65)
did2005 0.0231***
(2.98)
did2006 0.0179**
(2.31)
did2007 -0.000597
(-0.08)
poprate2 -0.0809
(-0.86)
inv 0.0380***
(2.85)
gdpstruc -0.0592***
(-3.16)
gdp1999 -3.80e-08**
(-2.54)
constant 0.124%***
(14.01)
observations 376

e FT WS R, 10%. 5%A11% B K20l HI* . **FI*** KoK

€. &t

MHE 257, BTG TR 2004 fES204E HAE B O 2 Ur B i) s .
MEEARTR B I R4 R SO I B0 BOR 2 BRI i i 77— 2R A8 “ A
SRS o LEATITAN, X SCHR A2 KPR T (Fiva,2006) 3 Hi IIIFT 20 B 22 8 SR S
(IR o BUFE e T AAERT ST R AR B N AEPEZ A, RTS8 s, JAI T34 K
S T WP AT 5 R B8t 5 Hh A £ 1 B SO 22 57k oK ) 5 e e il 3K SRE 9
o, MRS IE K S G H A HE LA RS BRI RE . SCAGAE R B AEAE M B T A TR AR - 6T
RPN B, AT BO L5 KM I SCRRAR L, AWETT IR A o485 R D T

BRI E A, BATVEAE S8 AT N S5 5 e G BA TR T W BUN45%
BN AT RAT € M o AR, FATHI TR, B BURE 2T B 1k
BB NN S T H (R I OGS, AR5 BE I BUH R, i X IRk
PRI B EAT L I 22 5 0 BT BUR I 28 595K, 32 LAV N7 252 i
o IBUHER IRV N %2 RS I — B T o 2 e, 7B R AN e LAFF A
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BATWTFER YT, A B AR RAR KRR EAU T R By o Al e B3R 0 S B 51
LGB, WA T HARR 250G 3 FATAIBTFUES R DR L ICTR SR ey L oo ) 4 [ 44
7.

fisR— BB AN RARERIME

FRA TR B A RO A B B AT s, BT IRATOIE S, R AR B« SEbR
GDP MR M Bl 1 AL 5 BAT AL I 2 A, $dleEh 2000 £ 42 2003
o

Bk, WA E B SEES GOP MR H T I N Bl e b Lk, SLHERR T
25 ANET GRagel, BulE. WEHE BEHE. SRR Ml R, MR, TRE.
MR HEA ZE, Jali B IR, B g8 v kR, el i
BRE L KRR R Wi, IEFHE. R E);

B0, VRS DR R R Bl E A 4L 2000 4SS GDP S K EAF I, XHE
AL O BT MBI I BT LR 25 B, 5 BRAS I S F GDP M i 2 211 2B 60% % LA
EHEER AR U,

B0, TSP R PR BT E AR 41 2001 SR SRR GDP SR, X HE
AL O BT RO I BT LR 25 B, 5 BRAS v S Fe GDP M i 2 211 248 60% % LA
ERRE AR R, EREMTE Uk, BRIPTH B AR TSR GDP MK AR AP I
N 60%LAN . FEAFER 6 AN ELT (EiT . KAEE L E . FEE L BT ;s

VUL, WX HAE 4 2002 421 2003 R EIRFEIFEGAE, JLHERR 4 B0 CBHITE
DU ekl wE) .

AL, W 2 2000 FE 4 2003 R H IR [ REEE, —IEHEER T 24 AN Ea ()]
BOGEER, JPEE, 2R IR SR mHE, e B SR FHE. HER.
PR KB R R R RBCE. EE R VERHE. b E CPELE D
WL WRHE . BracHD

WL L FAPR, AR T 20 N ETE N EAE DL, 27 NETEAX AL,

MR 1, 2005 FFEEM BT H >R SEREO (L. /276, %)

B HoTiT 2% Ao SR
KT H gl —— . . .
Bogn | bbE | Bowl | BeE | g | EbE | B | EbE
HAER 2644 586 22 962 36 721 27 375 14
EALB 4103 | 1123 | 27 1500 | 37 | 1020 | 25 460 11

AV 7B 1745 639 37 627 36 335 19 144 8
NS 838 315 38 268 32 174 21 81 10
SR P I AR 2006 )
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MR 2, 2005 FFEFEMBCL IR B R EHFERSEN (BhL: 1278, %)

T o AR Hh T2 Ha 2
gl | e | Ao | LeEE | B | LR | B | R
BEAWSZ | 2675 | 1045 | 39 993 37 | 601 | 23 | 36 1
YR 1645 425 26 294 18 | 713 | 43 | 213 13
IEE 40 3730 629 17 726 19 | 1889 | 51 | 486 13
FEos PREE AN ) 1581 649 41 588 37 | 329 | 21 | 15 1
AT B 2419 314 13 663 27 | 982 | 41 | 460 19
Kl (b BUT %5 2006)
Mz 3
LT PN (1 DIE HiWigk  2H%
WA 8.8% 37.5% 38.4% 15.3%
LCION 4.7% 40.0% 36.2% 19.1%
HE 3.7% 40.4% 34.5% 21.4%
B 2.1% 43.3% 35.7% 18.9%
AR E ] 20.2% 39.2% 28.4% 12.2%
MWK 45.5% 37.1% 17.4%
BEIEBL 10.4% 37.9% 51.7%
W e Bt 0.2% 46.1% 39.6% 14.0%
I 27.5% 55.8% 16.6%
ENAER 30.1% 42.5% 27.4%
W A Hb A R B 29.3% 49.6% 21.1%
o G (E 24.5% 60.8% 14.8%
TR 44.9% 30.6% 24.5%
B AL 8.0% 61.3% 30.8%
R 67.6% 24.6% 7.8%
A 0.0% 15.3% 84.7%
FEBIAN 19.4% 31.0% 44.3% 5.3%
LI 40.1% 30.0% 28.0% 1.9%
AT TR 22.4% 31.0% 36.9% 9.6%
N TION 9.1% 21.9% 67.0% 2.0%
A7 B AR E N 0.2% 46.4% 51.3% 2.1%
Pl A7 B U (08 ) A A T RN 5.1% 42.6% 47.6% 4.6%
HoAb N 2.3% 17.5% 63.6% 16.6%
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PR 4

AR DIES Bl S
XAt 17.3% 24.2% 50.4% 8.2%
— M RS 18.0% 18.9% 42.5% 20.5%
ANtz s 14.7% 38.8% 46.2% 0.3%
HE 10.6% 17.0% 69.8% 2.6%
BREFHR 20.0% 30.7% 45.6% 3.7%
SAAE B AL 20.7% 36.8% 37.2% 5.3%
AR VN PRI 4 21.5% 29.6% 43.1% 5.8%
=97 A 14.6% 19.7% 64.4% 1.3%
B R A 3.4% 16.6% 78.2% 1.9%
W oA X FH 5% 0.2% 39.3% 50.7% 9.8%
RMIK =5 19.0% 13.8% 54.0% 13.3%
A IHIE K 22.6% 13.6% 61.6% 2.3%
T e < i 45 2 55 41.3% 31.9% 24.5% 2.3%
HoAh S H 12.7% 31.7% 40.9% 14.7%

SeVs: GRS 2008)
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