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B4 ,2015; B & B 2017, % B A F it 4 E 20185 & H ok fr T s, 2022)
Girma and Gorg(2007) # it Xt LA Xdh ey B 4 XA F A, % —, 484
%ﬂ@i‘%’ﬁf{W_&Lﬁﬁ?’%rﬁ]%@(Blonigen et al. ,2014), ﬁﬁﬁ%,ﬁ]\ﬁ{l}jﬁ%
MRFZEERERKRBRFE AL, SE S VI G0N EwE R E E A H
IR AR B A, TR AN M AT R B 7 DA SR IR R A AR R R OR B I
B, FZ UER R R A MR E &S s E TR, o, $OF Ak 7T 4
2 TN S s TV = N L e S I U 2 R N2l o < T ==
K F| 1 1 4% 4 I B ( Propensity Score Match, PSM) #2 f% 2% % ( Different-in-
Different, DID) X 48 % & B 34T 7 #F %, 4 Arnold and Javorcik (2009) , Chen
(2011) \Wang and Wang(2015) % 7 %t 61 & BV 38 | % B Ao o B A L 9647 T A0
FHF % . Kamal(2015) \Wang and Wang(2015) AR 3 & & T W 4 b fF A #] & 38
B ALKAR B ST IE M, B AN T O W o O Ak B R, R b ST
Feah b ARSUR AL b B 4h 0 3 4 b e A R O T B By BE TR T ST R Xt
E# AWV E, SUEXHMA L, AXH T EEZCRAERA T T,

- AXTERTARHARN) EREE, 58, KXAREEZT 4 H
Wt EE Hufd bR EE, T EE B RERER, RREEZ T 4
B OF M O R Fe B Fom, AR ARA, BRI E R LA
BEFEWF YA LEFRAH,BELR KBRS EALERAZR, A
HRRE,REREBLEGWAB AT ERAWLLNTREAAEH
PR EREOFTERAER(XE B EEH REMEE, TX
MRETERZER) N R EBRMT FEHF A LN LZN, XK A
RETEZERZERN A UWATREFSFEMF WL VFRA LB,
MET =R AH R, R EREEREGH XM BT WA b 8y H ™ &
AL, Tk E ETERKZE RN 4R AT #IF WA L w3 ™= & #5
B

R, 5 DU TR AR Ha, AR ST (XOIR A 40 BT R IR 30 B9 R /] 5 1 x4 Wb i %
AN, A AT HETAT AR K M AT I At A By e, DA ST A R AR
KIRH B B E AR o P EB R G MK f OECD( A& 1E5 R E4AL,
Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development) & & ( Kamal,2015) , £
ir b, B3 Sl at OECD B KA K o F AR iR, dn, 3 SOk o6 e A B o
& XS SN V3 B F OECD [ K B9 4h ¥, 52 FF £, OECD B A %X 2 7
L3R ST 60% ~T0%, T LA AE BA B B9 B R 2, A SCAI | BvD 248 £ it 4
EHRINGNIFTAL W RIE, BATHXAR N ERME, W, X TATL
AR M ZA T H X HAR S o, AU FE T — R BT HE®,

% = RS AT BvD 4 BRI W BHE R R A P E A Y A b g A TR T
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By LR T DU STk R A A B SF I B F . Kamal (2015) \Wang and Wang
(2015) I B Tk Ak o B30 B9 B #1 82 R R AW AR R, XA 7 R A
ERAFEA, &5, YA EEEBWETHT — 2RI YT EMW,
WA R MR AR R Rty A R R, Bk, TR R RIEEA
By 55 78 A T BT A b B SR AR B TR — R AN S, X S B A A
BRAERAMNIE, L — bV EFAHNELZNEEFENSL, BT
HXBERNECERE, TUEZ EEMAFERNEHREEFALZE T,
H L m TR B R R R SR AR R R, TR R AN A A R
6, Xt S BT A EBRIRA, & B3R ST B, A SUA A BvD 4 2k
I M B B A B A T SE P B A b B B R SRR R B R AR K A AL, BvD # 3
FERFT AV R Ak b S ERAEFHAEEE RAHTAR
By A X BAE VAT IR R f & oF, B A AW AT R A N R FE AL, B
Mo, RSO BERFEW W Z AT Z AN RS, F R T Z /A EMNTHRNE
oA T BR SURAE AR b T A A e R R

5 DU SCHRAR B, AR SO 8 B89 K 3, AT 96 T 3 o B B T A b A B K
5005 EFEHAPWHME NI TRFER AT AXEERIK A, 4 F
RSN O RRERAARFT NS A ETEZH, 7B K EF LN
MEE, AR GRENSRERIATEFSLENARREE KT E? R X
EEBMEH FRETAMENES,

BETRNEWNZHET . F1 B0 ERp M EARBE;F 2 B2 HH
W EEMARRI; & 3B ZERRERIN;KENERFBORAE L,

1 BB H5HE5HFRBEX

1.1 B E W H & fE 7= &R

g5 B S g 3t BT R 8 B m A R AR E R ALEL, % —, BE K E 4, Nocke and
Yeaple (2008 ) & 3., 41 7 3F W 3t 3 3¢ 1 4> b #F & B9 B v Bk F 0 07 #F & 89 B #b
Mo EAMMEHUTR U R T AR R SR A b BT R N R 2 & BRRE A R
BN T A R E A XA TR T WA ZE, mRBEAZHE
BAEENE N A RS AN A LS R AN IR AR, T Y
FLENEAHR, EXMHBFEAT BEEAG /(AT REHEFELL, &
HEBAR N FLAAEERS AR B HT FAANFALHMA
(McGrattan and Prescott, 2010) , 5 £ Z &k B Z A b A b, o E A W By 5K K
PR £, E, PEA LR EE R R IR A b E AT
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AR R AN R AT A R T TR EN, &5
KB AR R AE Markusen(2002) B9 #F %5, B [ A B ARAE B BB N k%
HA R L, Al EHFRLXRREENERFATHL, WEE T RRRKN
Mo EH A, o W AL RT ARG FEFHTFAA,
FRBAW BN, IR E A E, BN KRB 8 A fe R
(Stiebale,2016) , P, R B EER A B XMW WRTRERT FESLF K
TN

ST I I 3k A Ak T PR B F B 5 e = 5 B B 4T B # R 1E AL ( Stiebale
and Reize,2011) . B 7% B A 8 M % 8 % 2 8 A A B3 316 T 405 56 i at
BOEl AW H P HRAFHBE, F—  FHEMAAT LB EBHA &
EFH B R U RN T LR FE AR W T B b By F
5 JF & f& 7 ( Branstetter et al. , 2006; Bloom et al. ,2012), % — 4 W 3 W 5 &
N B HBE B T AL S B8 % 4R AR I T A b 8 3T R 8 A 3T 8 7 (Guadalupe
etal. ,2012) . AT, % AN R#E EKH I WA W BA — %06, Bzl
AR EERKERS L ZH, gt EAFERKE, LA TR EEHR
MG T GHFE, TN, E AN TRAFE, BERE, FERKNIHE
BRATEROKREBR G EERKZE R, A2, X LSRN
E eyl a 2wy wRA e, A1 E AL o A E A
#T 7

BRCREREBALGHAB AU S L HAZ R MEFEZF K
BORENMSVFES I —EREG, HANT HEREEE G XA LR
ARz, B, BEBRa L AWRE AL G, KB REBEGHXE
AN O A HATE R AR F R A R, (B, X KSR RN
TN E, BE 2, HEBE G H XA b R3Ol A b8t E 4 2k
EFNELTT BRAYT ATHE O ERAEAUH, XREHE W T mA %R,
At A b HT PR A TR AU B, IE 4 Manova and Zhang (2009) #F % & 3L, 4T
HENRNINGEGT AFES VB o BERETEE e FRefE, B
o, R B R E A G X AN R A N S AT R [ P 3 I T A b 4 E A TSR B A
THRRT EERFRFESIIITERLT AT MBEERTHE” 5B EAHES,

HR,RETEEZRAE RN E N A LA A ZHR? Garcla-Vega
etal. (2019) #FZE A I, ShT 4 b 56 1 B R A °T fk I8 (K 08 O T £ b oy A R 3
N, BB F AT RN ERMATURAS LW H = RAFEH, 8T 5
BERAERGE—ENTEAREIE, EE LKA E RS A L #E T 50 m f E o
Ny P & B RN T e il R b1 S S E 77

ME BT R R R E, T KK E KA 2 8 B3 M, R Kk B KA
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WAk EFERAY, FRHAREMRITHFA WL LA H &K
(Guadalupe et al. ,2012) , FEEFANZ, TEZ L X E XN+ EH b W
ELHERAFREAETERARRA IR AR RENESFEURA WA A
W AF RN, F LR, &6 B I M XA A B R A BT RS R
FATRH T EAE L.

Hla: k8 £ XX B RGFHERT F BATEH ALk AT LN,

Hlb: k& 8 & BAR G K 5B T T BAGE 8 4 Ak 69 37 = 50 4] 37 4k
kB EEREBARALGFHRIT FEALGZ R,

12 BEAWS & FEH#SP

MEEXATMXFARRE, BEATETHERARMY, B WHATR
A g iR Hy 5 A (RS T R 4 8 £ 75 F 35 (Amold and Javorcik ,2009)
SRT , A B 50 T SRR A B IR T A 4 b R R S 4R IR F B % R (Chen,
2011), FARIAASE MR TRAPH AL A FERATESFARAM
FRFEH X XA THESCLE K AFEEKRFZE, FEBELT
B ABSNERIBE AL EFERF SRR AANEE, &
— NFBARKFHERTFEEAM M RESHZ R, MEZF LR
EENGE, PEL W EFRER -ERERA, Bk ESL SR FE
BREHX DN, XTI AFEERFZHERAN, EEEERAEX
M, EHFAEBRAHEAR R MG AT £, Frbl, 8 1 8 d 3 AR fn g R B
B RETEERFERWHUARGPELC L EFENERAEMAL,
FRETEZERAZERSPEAR G MR AW E R LT FRTH
B, REBRGSWHIFMENTREFNAFESVIA G TIFHENESE,
BREEFRAMEONERTMTR G, X REH LG FELLHNEHMN
BHMARIT G, EAEFERAAR, TERFERXNET T FRE N
FAARTHHE ALY R AR ERF W N I E TR E TEMR
& HATROR A R A 5l N BT e A i, o T A R BRI A
Hb, EHE A - RE LR#TFEPE AL EFEHF, F LA
ROARAXAAZRRAE XN P E AL £ Ry RAEAE WAL, &
B, AR SR A T E R Rk

H2: & RA0K B 69 51 W xd b B A0 4 e & = R e 3RIE R LA 2

13 BE Y Hofaikdx
A KEN T RAETERIABTRANEERRE, B LHEA
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BOARGS W7 A € B % RIR, o E A 3 A A K B8 57 5 A R
A A PR, AT A bt E A b B3 T T AR R B A R AR M A
PARATESE NTOT AT WAL E e, ENHFARELLA, SAEL L
AH P, AT A b 2 B MR K (Manova and Zhang,2009) . % H R B A # A,
F— St e, PEBFWALRBE S E 0 R T HHANNS, ATH
RT AN EE, %= SR E, B WA 7T 6 4% 8 S0 5 e T A 4
WS A E A ARAEFNEELATREANRT S 5R25k N E#®L T,
EABANMREMERAET FERF WA LAY O,

FEABTAFEGRMAFBEAAL  FEALLEHEFIAREL L
MERABRITRABTONEERK, AAARKLAN, FEL LRI FRRAFE
9% f B 27 K B 35 AL (Huang et al. ,2008; % K 3t 2 PR #6,2011) , Huang et al.
(2008) AR A, B T AR TH L TL, WHMF b r it EL AT RS
HABFHAWEZ R EEZE, Manova et al. (2015) EFF X P E ALy 24T H
A, AT R B BE N T DA AR A b By BRI A R (R EE T AN E KR R K
Tl bHe, FRAXRBE - BELEEFELLI TR RR
e & M T A R s AL, T ELAE B NSRRI R, M T DA I AR R R A SR (R
#Ho, NEEASHARE, MELCLETTUNBESR TR, BT @
I B S A R B/N X BB B T FH 1 LA T, 40, Desai et al. (2008 ) #F
RER,LEBENTEFATHOF AT IEHBRA R LS LFE AN,
Wang and Wang(2015) Fl | o E W ey FEARE A T LR A, FEEEH
2, BT KA R (2011) \Wang and Wang(2015) #1875 7 SM B #2092 & 4
GEMPESCYHBTARER EES ERIBARMATEZR, A LR X
R BT 5 7 i AR R A BN AR MR D] R, AR SCHE BT AR R AR A b R R AT b Bl A A
RF FHATRIERZSEN, & ik AR TE AR

H3a: SFRF MBI T FEHIF B ke d o,

H3b: SFBF W& M T & Bact ke ak it R,

2 B EEAH R

2.1 FHAFEHW

A XH R IRT BvD 2 3OF W #0048 & fo o B W & 5 #0E E 8 R 4
BvD £ 45 B T 6 W A5 B R R ol BB R 4k RIR 3 R o7 K
I BA B SF TR AT ke 3k AR Al k5 R o B O£ 0 BdE £ 18
A R A 2 R A = TR O A S NSl Ve
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M A REMEFHE, URB R E HER LN T F &
EREEFRERTE, PEMNEFEELE N AAHFERRTERRITAK
(TGt fEHE)MHATN TV EER T, BE T 2WEHEAEU E3E
BRI VMV HE aFFAENNINGE T LT AT SE ETAF, A%t
AR, B TUAMARA AL B TELTAE FAFEMNEFHRIEE
WERGEHFEAREARES, MANBT RXA LT AFKFEHATHLEH Ry
HARERBENEAEFA, EXATEMNZFHEET AR T REC EHR
F 2014 4, {8 R 4R At 2005—2007 45 69 #F & % N 3045 ,2007 £ 2 5 1 B R A
A W BB Z AN B B A, 2000 4F 2 B R E AR AR AR W o H R R E R
W, H 2004 FHF - REEBEFAERKS, AARXFE, RNERT BvD 23k
FF 0 B AR E P 2005—2009 SF A E A I HE AT SR, RE,
Ao B W A b 5 B O 2 G 2k AE A9 R G P xR A b AR T R, A T 3R AR
FRAVE M S HREEEFEERE, P, AXKAUTREN R E B
K, &—  FREFWEUZMWAEE, RAXH R T 0B /DT 10%HHEAK,
B AT BN AR, AR R T EF WA EEFEESTRA L R
REGRYF BN AL, F= B TELFEMRNZEFHIEEE RN
BEHFLREES A, AXFEREEHAE S0 7 ARTUT ALY, #it
R ER T, AT R AIKF 623 KRS,

5 VR R AR, A SCH B B A b g 4 B OF W R R T TR BT o A
A Wi Z T BvD BAEER A M HE S WO, WEH, AXRKE T 8RB
AN, EAE L RA AR NS, XHAENTFAAZ R, &—, A8
THBMEEZMEEHNIRGEET SN A EREA, § = a0 HTH I
EWRRLEE, MANREL B RAAFNEN, BT b T ABEZRE
REANT SRR R F A, %=, B E 4 7 B HE ) A T A b R R M Ao
FrAE AT K5, B RANT R IEH £ 7 AT W 4R AE 2 57 B ol ok th % v 2 ({8
Fl, RAEDS Y ERBA B WHEE, RATR T UFFZ R RER TR
TG K A Ja XA By SRR, AR XA A 2005—2009 4F TR I R OR A A
LA AP ENEN E AR T A ES HEAKELEREE,

HAREHR ALK 1, MAIERFERRE, F—ARERREALEGH X, Fik
160 o, 5 - AKRBEREEWN 142 X, F=ZKAKFERZE AN 63 KX, Bk
ENBREHEIEEFEREAREGHX MELAABR T A LE B AF
B, HP FERFAERAERERA(ZE BA ZE EEMEE), &£

@ FEHRA b FAEEE R LKA FEE A T A B E 7 F RS FE 500 B
AR BLE 2011 42 2 /5 % 2000 7 o AR M ML,
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284 Zd b, F BAEAN 45. 6%, 5 oF E RS E A RIFEH — B, A
fTharfiks AFAT AR FMITEN XBEREAEX 3 MTLE S,
TEQAABRA T ERARE ERAT L, X KB T ST 4 b 72 46 5 1y oy 4T Ak
FAE

®1 HEAHER

#HEF AT
FEBEEHK 160 o2 b T H] & 71
*E 142 AT A EAL 65
2 63 BT Rk 53
I 41 B A AL AT AT 40
| 27 [E 7 4] & 37
b | 26 &2 &3 36
#EH 26 A 33
FE#Y 23 o ARG A 4% 31
HE 14 KAl im T 30
fr = 13 PROBH 30
A& 11 & RBH & 26
E 11 % B 6 W 26
BEAA 9 A 4 3 26
HAE R 57 KNSk 25
JIR % 457 4 fn gk v 22
HAAT 67
623 623

22 EERY

KXEELZSH LW FE SN G LR F-EaH EFE B
BOEREARM Y, ERENEE LK 2,

[\*]
K&t

®2 TEBRRREY
XELT KBRS EE L
LRFHE rd AT EHNG T H R RT D LR,
R AHD  new product FH B PG BEA B U B A KRR A BT

OQF - HAERKAHFAARRE R ITHETN LN eH & AN MR . TEEE—TH
WRAEFGEAR K, ATEFRG - BRERT AERAGRNT &, F- & EREELBITH X
WITARAERRB NN &, QFLL BATHTR, REHF XM ITAZ N2 HR—F
Z R
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gk
B4R TEMFE B E
s o I/X‘LP % (Levinsohn and Petrin,2003) it & A Z F &£ =5 UK T4
P,
4 Ak ALAR scale RAEHAEABELR L AHE,
KAREE capital FEERAEESANLARZETHEREE,
e E export Ao s HERN b E Rk B EE,
B P b fliq RRAFF GRS AR EZHE RF W ERET RS M,
ALA % fdet FEL M SR B TP A R R R R AT AT

23 HFREIT

ALV EFRETERNNERALHATHY AL EG AEEK
%407 W R RO B 89 4 3 (Blonigen et al. 2014 % B AR 21 % ,2018) , W
REpH WAV EEFEA YAV R THAETENF RN ELERR
R, WA EFE AR B R TR ER WA L AR R T, B
., Arnold and Javorcik (2009) . Kamal (2015) . Wang and Wang (2015 ¢ >C ik 47
5K A7 18] M 13 2~ IC B 3% ( Propensity Score Matching, PSM) & 2 % (DID) 45 &
By 7 kR AR IR B AL, I M AF 0 IT R Y B O B T T £ b T R B 5k A
da ok, X A b A TR (BOFMAT) G pE R 4 Mk A A A B R AL
Wy, TR T BN VW E AL, BT A T B R TR b B A A
HFTH, TURAGEERAEN A FEA, BEUEXREAR, KX
AAME B/ EREMEEZEMEGWN T ERFR LR EAA, LEFR
it T

§=E{[Y (1) -Y(0)] - [Y/(1) -Y/(0)]} (1)
Ha (Y1) -Y(0) R TAE A VB A WA ESHNEA, [V (1)-Y(0)]
F o X B AL A b BT JE S R AL, A SR R 1A M AR 4 I T O R A ok
WHEMEAE, BAXERRALCVERF WA ESA TN ZR W% HRE
AR EH R, B, ETOUHFWhERRER, ZFEFMEMHLR
AR ERHAL Y GERENEER, NTAB ZEFE T ROATDH, Bmo W
ABRFERT O, N Ut W =4 B E T ORIk By 5T

EARXHAREM, A= M BAKFE TR, & —, ENKRBIF WL
Ak 4E A 3B 4 . Arnold and Javorcik (2009) & Kamal (2015) A %7 : AT 1 45 4~
TEHRIERAE, LT E R KB AT A AR A R A, B
MARB DY 2 F4, &=, BFHE NS YA EA,
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Wang and Wang(2015) 1A 4 , 36 5 4 B 1 4 b I W 09 4 b 18 3 B4 oy Ao 36 2
S BN, RE B E 0 T Al o W S, BT ) PR AR OB R Ak
BRUEIFHAWHRR, B RFWAF YR B D LELEAD, £
JEE| Sh T I 1 X I M B AT A B A AR e, A R AT b B b b SR A
] R AE 0 4 A 77 78 I W e 4T, R R0 T O W R g A b JE Oy xR AL, T DL
AR L ] A0 R A Ao R AL SN R I R E R B R L BANE Y
WORW SR ER, AT, Wk 3 BT, BN T I W 2K KBy A b 1E Oy 3 BB 4 Y
REFFHR, ExTBAKFR AT ERNFRE TN T KB A
VEHERFEHSVERE, EREEE EREE RS, EHRFH X
A HEBFREHTDNTAEAS L (HAE R A L) WFERE, M H
MRS E T ETEE AT, BA#RTLIERL N, EFERET R URHER
WA, Fb, ACREEH LT Z, 25 AR W oy b 18 f x4,
RENTHEERAGNBARERETE X, CREZEDN, I THEFRET A, TU
R T EAEE R AR BB X B A A, AT B A IF I A AR b B R I kTR
Aoy  BNEME TERL EERBAS LW ER, Fi, KR XTHEF AKX
Ké%ﬁ%ﬁ oA A AE B4, AR R M AT B, AR A B A IE AL 1R A
XA HATRE L,

£3 FRMBAKARE

45 M A T A BB P 5F 1 4 R RN ]
2005 11345 450 13
2006 11372 585 19
2007 12306 788 12
2008 13501 1080 27
2009 13931 1661 26

R AREAMEAE, A AT FE RSN ARE, FRATNTEME)E 3 F
G BT A G AR A R AT, BE D Y R 3 T AR

24 Rk

HAS Y EENFAER TR 4, RAH Y CREHFAR, Kb LIEF
KE,CEANEIGHRA L E T B4, X H X IE T Blonigen et al. (2014) &y

OEBD AUHEES FACETREAXGIRAN RS, ELEBAVEL, KX GRAKA
28R BB ER AT RR-EET, E I, R R B R B R A B R A R R R £
Ao AR AR LK AT I T K B M PR RS E SR AN E A R B AR W 7 B UE AT R I Y E
PRk,
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SR OF I oy 1 M A M IR L B

R4 Rt

. ) A 32 4 (] Ak ) Xt PR (AR IR )
TE/E  REAKR BAE — —
W AEZE RAME RAME HE AEZE RAME O RAHE

rd FREN 170 1.322 1.104 0.040 4.152 1.136 1.032 0.032 4.253
new product # = &A% 392 0.04 0.17 0.00 1.00 0.02 0.12 0.00  1.00
tfp - Y S 589 0.88 1.06 -2.38 4.8 0.05 0.77 -4.64 4.00
scale A #LAE 589 6.21 1.59  2.40 10.65 4.69 0.99 0.69 11.67
capital HAREE 589  4.93  1.43  0.99 11.49 3.90 1.160 -5.19 8.63
export W% 580 0.15 0.34 0.00 3.97 0.12 0.35 0.00 18.71
fliq wEhMtk®E 589 0.53  0.23  0.05 0.99 0.42 0.19 -1.34 1.02
fdet ALATE 589  0.54 0.24 0.00 2.23 0.53 0.28 0.00 8.48

EiRAARREHAZTERITEE R, PE NS00 A& TR0 A BT L
R, BT HEEAAE RS,

3 BESAAERAE R

B AT G F R I 2, K XA T S0 I8 0 3 50 1 4 o R 5 A
TR, T EMRE R R AR R AL L 2005—2007
S0 R ANBHE BRSO R B A0 T I W A R I A b B K AN SF I 4R R
FWE1Eh%m,

3.1 HFRHEN

301 PR

TRAE 1 18 M A% o~ IE B %, W 56 i — A Probit A 48 B 1T B A AN 4k
FH G By = . Blonigen et al. (2014) FF X K I, £ F R E g AHEM A EKF
WA E A T W I, Amold and Javorcik (2009) 5 Wang and Wang
(2015) R, M0 % B RF AL RS E s F 0, Hik,
AT Probit A thik ¥ R EEF L TR AWHAE FRAEE B BE,
TR ALAT R AT AwEt B B R MR, bR EMER MR —F
B BAE , DAS K IR AL 8 70 A o 1) AL, A& it Probit AR AL oy A b it E &
A b g IF 1 B BE (MR AR 4 ), FE TR A AE X B B K & ( Nearest Neighbor
Matching o Kernal Matching) HAT T,

HABAGMATL LW L W AHATER RRERLKS, BERS T
G WA AN W A, A E G, AT xR A TR AR K —
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A EEEEI10%UN, El, B FEARTCE, £ ANE4 % &, A4 HEHF
MEBAHFTRELER,

R5 TEUERR-FR

RE HAE SLER A Xt 4 T B B (%) 1
tfp 170 1.048 1.016 3.8 0.45
scale 170 6.214 6.291 -5.9 -0.60
capital 170 4.748 4.786 -3.1 -0.37
export 170 0.174 0. 162 4.4 0.50
flig 170 0.552 0.531 9.6 1. 14
fdet 170 0.548 0.539 3.3 0.45
rd 170 0. 0072 0. 0073 -0.5 -0.06

E ;5K JH 4F 9T T B2 ( Nearest Neighbor Matching, 1 : 1) By 7 3k I, A SCH 2k A 1 : 2 01 : 3 By I th
Bl B RMARE, TRBWREBRELEAEANHEEE",

312 AFRBEANELE

FRENERERNLEZ 6, B4, KERRERILT SHHFWLF LN
F—SMéZAHBANE, ELEE AT UATFLNRARN T EF,
HERETHARERN 2 XRE, REBR G X EIH ML FE R E
—FWM S RKBELAE,ELEF R K BB M M X oy 5T O XA R
RFYNALE, REZTERFEZNIHHUWENYE -FWE ZFHEF
AFCRAEFME L, REETEREE RN EFRKT & E# ML
W RN, X 5EBEE Hla WHMER -8, NBEEXIHEXE, Y
SR A G o E A R 2 R A M, B A b B9 TR AN R A Ak R
FRMER, B TP A 5L ZET RN, 0L, S A ¥ f
HRREB TR TRE ROFE, MOS8 £ LM ARFH LT
GE RN AR Y

x6 HRBAEK

Nearest Neighbor Kernal Matching
S R L T B 2 4% S FH (1 I B % 4%
EES 0. 0008 1.31 170 0.0019 1.41 170
14 0. 0005 0.27 170 0. 0008 0.49 170
HE S A X A
%4 0. 0009 0. 64 51 -0. 0002 -0.26 51

14 0. 0056 0. 66 51 0.0022 0.11 51
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gk
Nearest Neighbor Kernal Matching
% 0. 0008 0.25 9% 0.0041 1.43 96
14 -0.0047 -1.99 96 -0.0010" -1.76 9%

7 : (D7 Nearest Neighbor IEEE 38477 1: 201 : 3 el R PARE AT T AREFENR
% (@Kernal Matching i+ 4 # 247 % ( Bootstrapped Standard Errors) it Z & 100 %, @™ ™ “ 4l %
T 1% 5% 10% 8 L F AT (TXE),

3R K36 % | Nearest Neighbor(1 : 1) 8% R IE ., 5 Nearest Neighbor #]
VT fi, A6 b, Kernal Matching %5 45 39T 89 % B8 20 AT A kX, 1 181 45 20 2 BB i 3 U] A &
BN EAME—SBELEBETY AW %3 N ZE (Plesca and Smith,
2007; Chen,2011) . A7 LL, A& X &k A Kernal Matching #y 77 3% #E AT 4 6 14 247 .
Kernal Matching IC B A6 36 45 R W% 6 4 U], 4 30 245 R 5 Nearest Neighbor 4 % 25
K-,

32 FH R RAEH

321 RHpEARE

BABEAGHBAR LI WLARTER, RRERLEXT, X7
G A A A BA A B AT AT R B EAE 10% 0 A, THREE FAEH
FMBALRGEEREZER, RUALIHEACREE, AW WA HAL L E
A ALY

x7 TEERE

ZE HARE AL A pagil T % £/ % L1
tp 392 0.947 0.942 0.5 0.06
scale 392 6.529 6. 670 -9.7 -1.01
capital 392 4. 885 4.956 -5.5 -0.70
export 392 0.170 0. 166 1.3 0.16
fliq 392 0.526 0.517 4.1 0.51
fdet 392 0.529 0.529 -0.1 -0.02
new product 392 0.122 0. 140 -9.3 -0.87

322 #H 7 RAH AT

HERQUFARERNELS, B HEACEALNEALELERL &, &
S ABERNIE AL F VAT I xR E A R
RIHEEREYH, ER, ETHABREHOFRICEAL, K8 FHREH
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RHGENE3FSRBEEZNA, AN E — B, REBREHK
AT IR TAVEFmRAUFRIARE, REARGHRXHIBE S
K B T A o B A R A AR R T, RO AR AR AT S S A e 4 2%
AEHOREMER, NTHBRT FRAFHRINAE, REETELXLERN
HUEHE2FE5R3F S ABREFNE, XWNEHMEHNE 25553
FHELIHHmRHESHBATHK, B TRETEERAALXERNEE
NEEFA R EE PR B E X T E RS A A
WA LY MR HAT EHNF = R F N ZE, B4 Garcia-Vega et al.
(2019) #F X KA, ¥ B AN 5] 3 W B 4% B AR T B IF Tl 4 b 89 B K 4%\, (8 38 3F R
AW A RS HATURAF A LT =R FED, LRBE
2R T #i R & Hlb,

®8 WrEmtlFeR

Nearest Neighbor Kernal Matching
S FH t 1A I B At 3 S5 F ¥ ¢t 1A I e, 5t 3
EES 0.022 1.17 392 0.008 0.70 392
14 0.011 1.01 392 0.015 1.03 392
24 0. 002 0.08 392 0.023 0.73 392
34 0.029 0.97 392 0. 040 0.45 392
FE B A X A
EES 0.018 0.76 116 0. 020 0.99 116
14 -0.024 -0.70 116 -0. 037 -1.41 116
24 -0. 003 -0.95 116 -0.035 -1.18 116
34 -0.058" -1.78 116 -0.022" -1.99 116
FERKERMK AW

EEs 0.023 0.16 140 0. 002 0.15 140
14 0.045 1.05 140 0. 058 0.30 140
25 0.006 " 1.71 140 0.007 " 1.73 140
34 0.091* 1.98 140 0.090 2.20 140

33 A%

331 AR

B EA G EA L1 LI, TR ENTEERR LI, X9
Ao, CREAEHAMNBANETERXAME, ERELE 6% UAN,THRE A
FWHAZEALEZZR, WAL EACLCEE T ANHTEA, A
DL, 78 B3 W 2 B P 40 4 b 2 AR LY
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®9 FEMEWRE

TE HARE A7 4 Xt B 4 (%) 111
tp 589 0. 896 0. 866 3.3 0. 50
scale 589 6.302 6.363 -2.0 -0. 60
capital 589 4.932 5.003 -5.4 -0.92
export 589 0. 147 0.115 5.4 0.30
fliq 589 0.530 0.521 4.4 0.70
fdet 589 0.538 0.529 3.5 0. 66

332 ARG

EFERERERNKX10, B4, FELRBRNAEKLRERE T, #F
W JE %35, LR NS RE A 0.16 5 0.126, L4 #£ 5% 5 10%KF L&
o XRYSE I B A R R b B RO B R EEE A

R0 EFFFRQW

Nearest Neighbor Kernal Matching
Nearest Neighbor Kernal Matching
S R H (e G 12 3¢ # S FH & UG 12 3¢
EES 0. 062 0.28 589 0.018 0.55 556
14 0. 051 0.64 589 0.019 0. 46 556
2 4 0.073 0.65 589 0. 026 0.56 556
KE:S 0.160 ™ 2.26 589 0.126" 1.87 556
hEBEA X
LH4E 0.124 0.53 148 0. 036 1.01 146
14 0.114 1.17 148 0.014 0.30 146
25 0. 147 1.39 148 0. 007 0.09 146
kX3 0.157 1.1 148 0.110 1.22 146
FELEER

EES 0.032 0. 61 268 0. 006 0. 46 253
14 0.021 0.33 268 0.034 0.71 253
2 4 0. 003 0. 04 268 0. 020 0.37 253
K3 0.174 ™ 3.10 268 0.144" 1.89 253

HER,ETHHRFEHAGFLCRAL, R B AR S XS0 w
ICEA T 6 REA A BE, KWW, K BB IE G S E F W R E ORI A
WA FRNERAERTEF, KEZERLEZWS TGN E T RAR
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ORI E I FSRBBENNE, XEXW, REEERAERNIHE
B ERHAT FEHF AN AEF RS, REERS VB W F
EAl#8 T AR MR REREERE, NTE— 2 RE LRI T #F
WA b B A PR B, R S ARIRIE T BN Rk H2 B TN,

AR 45 R S F Amold and Javorcik (2009) B9 % &, U BH 4 7 A b 8 IF 1 77
BT 0 A P AR SE L, Pt — A T Kamal (2015) 2 Huang et al. (2013)
AR R I, A X4 5 Wang and Wang (2015) B #F % H = 5+, ¥ 8 & H o
T.:%— BANELE, RAXEARZNKBIF WAL, X 5 Wang and
Wang(2015) Wy 3 B Al B AW B AR, % =, K E LT F, Wang and Wang
(2015) LA & B T4 e BT 8 FT A #l 3 R R A WA B OF W A R A T
FE AT AN N TR A B 5 AT B B R AR T IF W 2T R AR T, Ol iR
BERKTHET 10%, EFHEHATHT 500 5wy nal, B kAR TH
HAEZE/NT Wang and Wang(2015) 8, % = KX RIAEHF WG & 3 F 4+
FEIARE MZMXMARAEHFMLUYFE UE1FRZE2HFEFXY
ELRFX—HRFTAR, W, RCET R S KI5 0 A b
i P IR 2 e e N i (sl Pl SN o S o L 2
WEFEAS AR FRIFEN ERAFCARKAELTER LI RNST
i

34 HO5EAAK

v, AR, BRI BECRLL T 2, B WENLYFRE3S
FORBABENE, RSB GRS T FEHFUWLYHE, SFERN
TaALAL, AESLEFERAG LT HHNEYE THWNEME P RIE,
B AP E AN LM, SRR T HE O, U AR T E
B % H3a,

HRBRAXEE, ERIERBLT S ZBEHEFNE, HHSTL L
HWGRAT PERFES VAT E, NTEBT SV BEA K, FALF
Eheled WAV HWE 3 F.0 RBHRENA, AN HBERT F
WHG S AT E N TEBET DA AR, T, A EkE
ZRTHAMS YRR ELGR, FRITFEA(2011) A A HR B E S
R AR AL TRRT 2 rA e Rk, KAXUE LR Tmey s ERIET
SR A AL S SRR T E T E A B R R, UG U AN T A Ik N R
HENTHANEAET A G, WEAEZ B LSV WRA AR, ULk
I B 7 3 88X H3b,
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F11 HOMBEARKE

Nearest Neighbor Kernal Matching
o E

SR t 1A I e, 5t 3 S R H t 1A T e, 56t 3
s 0.038" 1.71 589 0.038 ™ 2.69 556
15 0.054" 1.76 589 0. 057" 3.70 556
2F 0.064" 1.90 589 0. 069 4.20 556
k-3 0.114* 2.21 589 0.101 4.16 556

kRS
4HE 0.021" 1.92 589 0.020*" 2.50 556
1% 0.033™ 2.48 589 0.033 " 3.30 556
25 0. 041" 2.86 589 0.034 ™ 2.99 556
KE:3 0.053"" 2.77 589 0. 048 3.05 556
ALAF &

s -0.018 -1.55 589 -0.015 -1.44 556
14 -0.034™ -2.37 589 -0.026 -2.13 556
2F -0.030" -1.87 589 -0.025"* -1.80 556
34 -0.038" -1.88 589 -0.037" -1.76 556

AR SRR IEAT T R, R RN BTV ARES R, AT AL FRE,

3.5 #E—F o

MW AE KRR A A SRR BB AR KRR BB AT B B
W TE] 2% RL, W T 2 BL XCER A TR 7 AT Ak By AR K M, AT Mk A Sk Sk L 38 R T DA (R
J S JE W7 BOR AR B AR R R Y R T A S B AT R R IE
A TR R E R AR A FE AN AR E 25 (Bertrand and Zitouna,2008) o i 4,
o RN BT AR AT, I W 7 o & 8 Fodk Bk W B E R T R K 1R
“WhREIBRL”, E M, 5 3E A K AT b I WA B e RO R A A AR kAT U AR
% 4>k ¥ A F| ( Akbulut and Matsusaka,2010) . PrbA, 3k B 48 % 47 W 09 4 77 5 1
MAAVSEFRAFHEAR, AFETATLAXME, FHFYS Y EFL H
FRAH EFREL T BEBIHTT 2 ARE,

12 AT ETAT AR K M0 4 B I A A b B K v B 2K I R A I
SR, EMRATLREY 6 R ARE LT RZE, UL XAT L8 1% H 9
DR ERIHzER, EFEHATLRRY FWYFERHFWE—F0 6 R HH
RERIE, UG LSRR T P E WS Y FRFZ N, A R E
R I T X T A e B R B 5 e B A T HF K B B A} £ (Nocke and Yeaple,
2008) . FEAHKAT A, 3 Wy X7 J& A Ao B AE 2 R B AL, I T DA 32
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A#Z , ERERWT LN, A RAT L, I W &b FF LN E A
PEBCHR, BT, O MR HE T P B R A e BB R AN

F 12 TAAXMERNTR MR K
Nearest Neighbor Kernal Matching
AFRAT A
8 AH a1 I B A # 8 A H e T B 3
RS -0.0017 -1.47 63 -0.0011 -1.14 63
14 0. 0009 0.44 63 0. 0009 0.48 63
Fe AR AT
EES 0.0041 ™ 2.36 107 0. 0046 1.88 107
14 0.0004 1.89 107 0. 0007 * 1.79 107

3 WA T B TAT AR K M 0y S B I AT R R T Y R R R e 4
R, AHERATLRE S 6 ZEH L BF VWK E BAT LA 05558 1 3t F &
WA AL HAFNPRALE, AEHEXTLERY HFWE3FHho R
BRENA,GALEATLE G EART PEM WAL= &AFE L, 8T
TN X7 B AT B A R B AT 3 A, AT L R AR R, I R R R T
Bt 5 %, Nocke and Yeaple(2007) AN FEAT R =A% E 5, FRATLFY
AR T A E W B, B, A BAT 8 75 0 AR T o B 3 4 b B 7
R I

F 13 1Tl HE KRR @O R NG I
Nearest Neighbor Kernal Matching
A RAT I
5 FH ¢ T e, A %% EES t 18 IC B % 2%
EES -0.001 -0.01 240 -0. 006 -0. 49 240
14 0. 065 1. 06 240 0. 099 1.38 240
2 4 0.015 0.17 240 0.078 0.07 240
34 0. 068 0.18 240 0.081 0.01 240
3 A RAT I
EES 0. 042 0.99 147 0.027 1.48 147
14 -0.092 " -2.50 147 -0.066 -2.33 147
24 -0.014" -1.86 147 -0.045" -1.88 147
34 -0.023" -1.79 147 -0.021" -1.83 147

F 14 T FETAT A K B9 ST IR WA A b PR R B WK R LA B 4
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R, BHXATEYR BT o, EAFHMENE 3 FSRAELFNE, BRE
Kernal Matching ¥ 2 Z#fn i Z WA T, B4 K 10%KF LR F HIE, X
WO, R R T kR EARXATY, WA E A BRI T FEMF YA LA
FRmk, mEHEALRB TR BALRRD Y REERSHNE,
MAREF, XU, FN T R EARAT L, NI W G 3+ B4
WAEFEHS R AR EWNRHIMER, KRAFBEXFTALEZRZ W HERK
B RAE AT T A A RN K E,

R4 TUEXERNESRQE

Nearest Neighbor Kernal Matching
A RAT I
5 A% a1 I B At # 8 A% 1 e e AT %
EES 0. 004 0.10 360 -0.026 -0.68 334
14 0.033 0.58 360 0. 051 0.51 334
25 0.201 1.50 360 0.041 0.74 334
34 0.301 " 3.36 360 0.136" 1.79 334
F A RAT L
EE2 0. 069 1.16 219 0. 050 0.93 209
14 0. 061 0.02 219 -0.028 -0.46 209
24 -0.073 -0.85 219 -0. 008 -1.16 209
34 0.027 1.09 219 0.119 0.20 209

3.6 RBEMLN

% BB B A Xk, 4 Wang and Wang (2015) , A >C A 6 %0 B A 3 1 89 4 18
Hy xR 4 HEAT Bl M AT, MR4E Huang et al. (2013 ) 7 Kamal (2015) 4t 4L 32
O, HATIRALT 2005—2009 F 3 F A A b 3 #y 4ol DL AR Dy ot BR 4L R AT
AR AT AR SO BT 5 B A AT T P A 30, 40 38 4 Fo 3 PR 41 9 & F8 AR 3 A A
M ATHEE, FAEREFHERLE R,
361 FERBAKL

FRBENNREERRER LK 15, REBR AR BB 6 H X5 HEH
BB ERE T MW WLV TR BRNR AR ED N, kT E
RAEEFW ST RN A 1 FEEFRRT O AL W RN, K E M
KATU WS EHGEA WL ERELT I FUH I T WAL EFREN,
REEWALRFARIE T 20X Hla,
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F15 MEBRAKIE
Nearest Neighbor Kernal Matching
5 RH t 18 I e, 3t 3 S FH t 18 T e, 5t 3
EES 0. 0005 0.31 170 0.0012 0.94 170
14 0. 0006 0.41 170 0. 0004 0.31 170
T EE G X
EES 0. 0007 0.51 51 -0. 0005 -0.62 51
14 0. 0058 0.17 51 0. 0036 0.23 51
EES 0. 0004 1.29 96 0.0034 1.2 96
15 -0.0045 -1.71 96 -0.0029° -1.91 96
M KAT
EES -0. 0044 -1.13 63 -0.0019 -1.01 63
14 0.0019 1.26 63 0. 0002 0.38 63
A RAT L
EES 0.0052" 1.72 107 0.0040 " 1.71 107
14 0.0003* 1.81 107 0. 0007 * 1.89 107

362 FFSb) A

FERAFNARERRER LK 16, BRI R K EMXAT LA H*
WA ERE AT AUV N F - RAFEEEEY R, kB £
ERAERNATHAUAEH UGN E 2E 58350 ERATHA WD Ly
FAESAIFAE D, REBEEGH X G M XAT AT N 2 R AW E
ME3ERFUEIEBRRTUF WLV FHZBAFEL, LRBBLEH
5 AT X HEAR — B, W E ORI T E it % Hib,

x16 FHEmEFEE

Nearest Neighbor

Kernal Matching

S F% 1 JC R 3 % S F ¥ A T e A 41
s 0.028 0.91 392 0.011 0.09 392
14 0.041 0.38 392 0.018 0.95 392
24 0.023 0.98 392 0.016 0.35 392
34 0. 005 0.35 392 0.043 0.65 392
A G X A
EES 0.028 1.19 117 0.025 1.27 117
14 -0.016 -0.24 117 -0. 006 -0.20 117
24 -0. 006 -1.10 117 -0. 003 -1.15 117
34 -0.033" -1.83 117 -0.029 " -1.96 117
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gk
Nearest Neighbor Kernal Matching
EERA®REELAER

8 R L VT B 2 2% S FH {8 I B 3§ %
EES 0.029 0.37 164 0. 006 0.38 164
14 0.068 0.54 164 0. 041 1.45 164
24 0.027" 1.79 164 0.003" 1.81 164
34 0.042° 1.71 164 0.061 " 3.07 164

A RAT I
EES 0.013 0.61 240 0.017 0.57 240
14 0. 086 1.00 240 0.034 1.10 240
2 4 0.042 0.43 240 0.051 0.07 240
34 0.031 0.04 240 0. 081 0.05 240
Fe A RAT &

EES 0.041 0.45 147 0. 009 1.13 147
14 -0.052" -1.66 147 -0.001" -1.65 147
2% -0.012" -1.69 147 -0.035" -1.86 147
34 -0.022° -1.71 147 -0.026" -1.81 147

363 ARk

EEEMAEESR S RILE 17, SER B R DT A
WA ERAAMBE ER YN, EHWE NS 3 FL B, A HURT
HHEERAEF G R AT DT, E RSB T b AL H2,

R17T EFERRE

Nearest Neighbor Kernal Matching
5 FH L1 I e, 5t %k 5 FH L T e, 5t 3
EES 0.097 1.13 589 0.033 1.03 589
14 0.075 1.61 589 0. 026 0.78 589
24 0. 089 1. 60 589 0. 046 1.04 589
34 0.170 ™ 2.37 589 0.156 2.59 589
FEE R G K AL
EES 0. 159 0.96 147 0.012 1.26 147
14 0. 162 1.60 147 0. 026 0.45 147
2 4 0.133 0. 80 147 0.014 0.17 147
34 0.155 1.35 147 0.114 0.87 147




294 % 5 ¥ M 2022 4£ 9 H

SN
Nearest Neighbor Kernal Matching
FERKIEX

S FH L T B 2 %% S FH L1 IE B % #%
EES 0.052 0.90 247 0. 043 1.05 247
14 0. 026 0.40 247 0.031 0. 66 247
2 4 0.030 0.39 247 0.054 0.26 247
34 0.195* 2.00 247 0.157*" 2.11 247

A RAT Ak
EES 0. 004 0.09 360 -0.014 -0.40 360
14 0.051 1.49 360 0. 057 0.37 360
2 4 0.097 1.19 360 0.078 0.74 360
KE:S 0.204™ 2.44 360 0.221" 1.98 360
M XATY

EEs 0.141 1.53 219 0. 066 1.29 219
1 0. 096 1.26 219 -0.025 -0.42 219
24 0.089 1.07 219 -0.018 -0.56 219
34 0.158 0.88 219 0. 055 0.56 219

364 Hvh5gFY RbE

HOEBAARBBEERENK IS, RRERETHABHFWEERHIET P
EwAua b o XBERBRIEENEEL H3a, ML ERENFRN AL S
RWEFAEHAGAEFYEN 3 FELFRET B A6 G4 K, X3 —
I T #E8 R % H3b,

F18 HOSMBARKEE

Nearest Neighbor Kernal Matching
W oo
S FH L1 VT B 3 2% 5 R L1 VT e, 2t %%
EE-3 0.064" 1.94 589 0.063 ™" 4.62 589
145 0.057" 1.87 589 0.074 " 5.14 589
25 0. 065 2.11 589 0.084 5.65 589
3F 0.115 ™ 2.69 589 0.125™ 6.02 589
B M
EES 0.016 1.62 589 0.019 ™ 2.55 589
1% 0. 045" 3.77 589 0.035"" 3.81 589
24 0.037 2.73 589 0.034 3.38 589
KE:S 0. 060 3.62 589 0.043 " 3.31 589
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gk
Nearest Neighbor Kernal Matching
ALAFF
8 R L IC B X 4 5 A% L1 IC B2 X %
RS -0.017 -1.31 589 -0.017" -1.71 589
15 -0.030 ™ -2.06 589 -0.026** -2.22 589
2 -0.029" -1.77 589 -0.027" -2.06 589
3E -0.031" -1.83 589 -0.034" -1.71 589

EAHRERMALEXERBBRE, N TVHRE, TEXPRE,

Bz Bt PR REESR AXHEETHABANTATRE, HHE
BT R,

4 L Fe B R AL

ARSCEE T o [ A A B 5 T OF B v B AR S B, R e P AR A T TR U A
ZEFARTRTHWH MLV Rm, 5UEFRMAL, KXTRHRTHE
Al B FE T G B A R AR B AR AR R G, SRR T IR = O A
ARG RIF R A R, A, BT IR MAAERIFERAT U EFZ R B
R, Bt WAt ZRERHATT 2A0E, A ERBE, FEUT
B, WE,NFRBNNAE, SN OF WA B (R 300 W 4 I i B R
N, EE R EFOF R BIER T #OF A  0 gF R AN, T 3L A
XE,REETEREERS VIR T R LB~ &a 3, XA
o B R & b IX A b B OF T U TR A OR T A b 8 BT &R, Hok, K Tr
Wi b A PR ARHEE ST O WA o E ORGSR R
AL EXMERETERRTEERLE RSB, P EER S H X5
M R RAERATEF, I ETRFRAEE LN &
PR R TAFE G W ARKF, RALNFEHERKFEREG R, LR
HEBHF WAL E T REHER A TRAN, TR, A THIMETNE,
AR FERE TR AV MR F AR, AR ERATH T, XERAE
BT BT RSO, RE, N ERAERE, M RAT L W B
(Rt T b BB A iy £ P2 R P | JE M R AT b B SN R T BOE A
A B R BN (B0 AR T B T A b 8 3 A

REFEZRFHFLTAII N FRRAREZF LB TES SR
FERTRAREANIN NS T AR EEZFE M BRI, B, N
T —REBRFIAERF S LWF L QT 5 LR, HEAEA K
REFHBREWIFE, XBE UM FENERE, AAFEHNREE, L L
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NI M RBNERRR, LA, FERLEMI HIT BT H RS
®ow B AR AALH . Am, #E%ﬁ%‘*ﬁh[ié’v%ﬁ%ﬁ@i VDL Ao R E R £
s B AR R A R, (B VT RS R E O A e R A R AR B L 1
WH R R NESR, Sl EREREE XM AT P EHFY
DR AT, BT R, R A E AT R A A
PR b 3 o B b B B R R B R R ALY, R RS AT R A
FERISFRET AN ENELTERKE,

WEE, R, XFM#, %2015 shFIFMERHE T RFEAHFD? [J]. &itH
% ,(9): 68-73.
Chen Y G, Cai H B, Liu Z J, et al. 2015. Cross-board M&A and technological
innovation: Evidence from Chinese listed companies [ J]. Accounting Research
(9): 68-73.

TARE, B — L, AL, 2008. FDI ¢ El P 4 b AR G 37 % v o0 B i 5§ TAE AR
[J]. &A%, 43(1): 89-102.
Fan C Z, Hu Y F, Zheng H L. 2008. A theoretical and empirical study on the
impacts of FDI on indigenous innovation in China[ J]. Economic Research Journal,
43(1) . 89-102.

WBA, BIE. 2018, SEIEM G B AR £ F 3 E A B ey E R
fELI]. BREG, 41(5): 99-124.
Jiang D C, Xie H J. 2018. Cross-border M&A and productivity of the target firm:
Evaluating causal effects based on Chinese manufacturing data[ J]. The Journal of
World Economy, 41(5) ; 99-124.

ZKit, Bak. 2011, FDI &% 45 Z b B W RS 29 R [T]. R, 34(4):
42-61.
Luo CY, Chen L. 2011. Could FDI alleviate the financing constraints of China’s
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Do Foreign Acquisitions Improve the
Performance of Acquired Companies

—Basing on Quasi-nature Experiment of Acquisitions Events in China

Feng Hu
( Teaching and Research Center, Xiamen National Accounting Institute)

Abstract Based on the characteristics of foreign investors’ origin and industry
relevance, this paper investigated the impact of foreign acquisitions on R&D and
innovation, productivity, export and financing constraints of Chinese acquired enterprises
with the “ Quasi-Natural experiment” of the transformation of Chinese pure domestic
enterprises into foreign enterprises. Using the PSM with DID method, the paper found
that first, foreign acquisitions from Hong Kong, Macao and Taiwan had hindered the
innovation ability of new products. The acquisitions from developed countries had
weakened the R&D capacity of Chinese acquired enterprises, but increased the sales of
new products. Second, acquisitions in non-related industries increased the R&D
investment of enterprises, but decreased the innovation ability of new products. Third,
the acquisitions of Chinese enterprises by developed countries improved the productivity,
and acquisitions in the same industry improve productivity. Fourth, the export and
financing constraints of enterprises had been improved. The paper expands the research on
the impact of foreign acquisitions on enterprises, and provides a theoretical and empirical

basis for China to “introduce” high-quality foreign investment.
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