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#WoE OAXRELAT HBEAEE, PENARLS AT
CHEHBERGIRE AT RRAEREABRAEENRER, &
BMEAEAAHREF AR ARENRKE . DREFEHEAR
BAMIAZYT HEFE, DL T e BRELEKIRA
EAHERANER, AATEKETKE O HE, ROEALIAX
G (Bed#tde) MERREARAZFEKRKTALENE
MER. ZEREER SRS, A EFEKEER. 24 Mt
MM ERIL, FERAT ZMANERENARE. FRERFHEN
ERAWERAEFMITEER R ERAZFAEKFAEENEA
ERMERMAE, T, 5ERHZ ML, BRAE#RERE TR
BRAAHEEERY ®E T HE.

kikiE MR G, a@mKE, LAE, ZHHK

BAWT A THRBRRETERW AT K AL EHEELZNEA
(Nelson and Phelps, 1966; Barro and Sala-i-Martin, 2004, % 8 &), & ¥
Acemoglu (2009, # 18 %) MR Fra R BB AM T UH % 5 H REF
FER, REREIERRANEE2BMRESE XA LA REAE T,
MTTEBERAR# S MEFHE K, AE, BA-LXRRXARRY B #
FERBANWEELXHAT (Findlay, 1978; Keller and Yeaple, 2003), 5 4
CRUAHAA I REAS B EBEREPERY A BT RS (Gross
man and Helpman, 1991; Coe and Helpman, 1995; Coe et al., 1997), & it
BATAN, FREXNFEARA#A S ARBRA T EXAAH#HBT AN R E L, TR
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RTHRAWT s, WAEZOEREHBIATHRK,

REARFTEREFBNEARHSHFTLBAE. 2BAERTHKREF
HtTRAZLEFERNBRRESL., W REFEH#BARABLINIHA ST &
B ZRARFER, LT aolmETRROEREH#HBANES. &
AV, XAA M@ REAMKFIFRIFFAEMELRHENER. Taylor
(2008) BIRTZELFMNAH THBEERNEFELZR., EEWNLHRZ X Z
HpFMNEIEEE, UFE A, PEE 9T8FERT —MEMEHRT
fo, BUAT PRI K BH BT E OO RERTHRIR, FPERFF
MAFENTHERTZHINSTRE, TEHBRETHRENTF I REELE
EHaemER, Bk, AXFARAFPERETRENEE, TEAIHA S E
NERAERNEFHKESFEMELRANER.

PEA IS FURRABTHENEFHK S EH N FERRSGZHi Kk
B f T (%% Lardy, 1998; Naughton, 1995; Shirk, 2003), Ar bL 4t 4h
Roafme@hENSEFELFEANBEEAMRRZEZR (ZLE D, EX4H
G, WS RmEREL A, el sXde 5ENE®EE (GDP)
Wtk B 1986 £ 4 %4 23.000H0 2.500 (W@l 2h 9+ 1), 1227 th ] 5 1998
FREY AR T 221, AHFN, TEXAWLBRENHABFAEARANZE
o RMNWEIELEEMA A X LE RN p 4 et H Z73, UATA R R AM
TWARFERFENXH,: —XHARFTENZEFHKE T L b F E 5
AR, MALZRAMNITA G FENEFH KA RH#EA (4 Chen and
Feng, 2000; Yu, 1998), {24 & X & % H & Wz & #1EH (Frankel et al. ,
1996), % — X #F K & B % ¥ 5 K E L 5 ¥ K 8 A (W Brandt and Zhu,
2007; Lardy, 1998; Naughton, 1995; Shirk, 2003) * 4B & {1 fr &1, %% A X
MARMN A ZEAN LB AEERENEF R KT RS FEME RN
EA

HTERHRANNA A G MENL B R EARENEFH KT T FAE
MERFWERAGZFFREE, ET Acemoglu(2009, % 18 E), H 1M =K
BESABIAT HRELABAH# I NARFERWEFHKEA, A ZEL
HALH: —MREFERWHA# S EEZRMC A BT ARNRARE S
ATRBEHREHBTAESGNRR, 2BAERURAZENI AR KE ).
EAXBMAAMSIHAZEEH#HBAFREE RS HEAXEFTERN-—IEER
¥ (1 Grossman and Helpman, 1991; Coe and Helpman, 1995; Coe et

' MABRREMNTEHER A AL TR K ENENEANE L. H5EEHNIELX.

PO E 19812004 fE ey IR LN A RCF A E A B (GDPY B KR E Y 8,

S B EWNAAE R EERR — L E W 5 (4 Krueger, 1978; Sachs and Warner, 1995;
Frankel ez al. , 1996) # 4 & X & (4 Demirguc-Kunt and Levine, 2001) 3 F £ 8K W15 A .
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Wi

‘J #11/GDP (%), F-Reform
Hl FE NI TAGREMG@ R ERBLEF (19811986 )

al.» 1997, #eZ, MAHZTUE W -—ETRENARTK N EHBEAN
b, BERR, ANHAGZMENLBAEERBIZETE RN UFT 2 4 F
¥y 7= 1 (output per labor) Wy 3K b 77 78 A8 B 12 3 w9 1E A
MFEELEA, ENFEEEZARELNEAFTE, BREL2FHRIRE
HATHEMN, RNFHUT oz ahE (HAKF) FHHSH (output
per effective labor) By st 7 . KEAFBHP R, AHFH (X EF out-
put per labor) W KFEEZF T UF s A T s HE (EAKF) FHE & H
(output per effective labor) Wk HZEfZ RS HE WA, Hik, RMN&
BT EAR AR K E A8 7 2 5 Mankiw ez al. (1992, p. 423)
KW, EEHFHT - LHEERAH#SIHNELE, LEENNAZEANLE
REERWRAXR., EFTEXABAFE, KXEAA & EN S HEHRATRIE
AT .

MHAHZTHRAMNEFHEKIRREANEN, BhBEEFRERAMERE
SMTHA SN S, WHEHEEEANFX S W T E LT E (0 Frankel and Romer,
1%m4$X&L%TRAﬂEE%¢ﬁ S IARE, XER/RRANTUA

ERAGKRERBRIETETEN AR S, FHAHEETELTETR BN
T fe, KXAHAREELE &K AMK Mt % (limited information maximum
likelihood, LIML) } % # T E % B W |5 & (% # Stock and Yogo,

COPLET— % T o E 8 HF % (4 Chen and Feng,2000; Yu,1998) 3% & f# 5 51 5 by )9 A& M 15 # .
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2002) " &A1 OLS fu LIML 5 3 # 3% F R A 5850 5 (R B 35 3 i
0 MENSRAEELFH KT EAMERANERN. W, REXIH
R THEIANEFHEKAREER, ELEZERELRH T LRAERL
Ne ATHBRBNGRWARENE, RONWETT 19811998 F th A 5 4 M 5
W RS ey EAR B T A A T o o r RO R AR K oL
XERTHAIALA LT F_HrrarEBARA R HENATE; £
EHo B EMMRELE; FEHLLRETER; FRH 2 BEH W
BERR, FREHOEANIHGRENEE; FA BB HE 0.

=, EREEA a4

AXTRT —NMERXEFEREZFHKNBEAYT HHEAE (5% Acemo-
glu, 2009, % 18 %) RIK K T H R BBy 4b sk b AR An Hab T 4h sk Bt
AEFRE A ZAEFEXOEAR# TSNP, wEATFREAN, &
MRBUIAA I T ZFERYT HHE L HE A (Grossman and Helpman, 1991
Barro and Sala-i-Martin, 2004) ##5Z3FiE #% (Coe and Helpman, 1995; Coe et
al.» 1990, BERERY Z ZENL#ABEAKBHARLEFTERN - M EER
M., A8 EH LH (Sachs and Warner, 1995; Frankel and Romer, 1999), #
MERABED EEAAE"E M (GDP) WHERNERT SN EE, T4
Trade.®

ZHEEWARTERS TARE#BEARANEREIRATRIER. &
M4 2R Acemoglu (2009), 32 H &L E Aoy & @ B EH I RK L3
HARHFEFREEFTRALIREHEANE. M EFEFEHXERY
HFHEAMA A HAEFEKE (Easterly, 1993; Borenstzein et al. , 1998),
CWAeBAERTIHR XL EFH G RRIALC L ROEHGE (X TE L3
BEAWEG) QIFED.

BRMEE-ANTBHLBEFRA (steady state) WHEF L, BEHE %
R &)

Y, = KiH!(A L) <7, D
KEK, HRMLAMNETWRAER, AIREAFMESE T H. A RKAK
F(RNEFTLABEBTEN). g=A/A REAEFHE., UFH
A s E (AR KF) FHE & E Coutput per effective labor) %
V=K

° Stock and Yogo (2002) JE ¥ . % # 7 5 T B & & i, LIML 3% b W B B 5% /b = 9 i (2SLS) 4 M .
S RMES LY QM LIEINNERLFAAH N D s GDP WL EFAERT F N HEBE A HETE L,
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ABREHAR—FHLE L MAERAANFARA—FFHLE L RETK
A

b= sy, — (n+g+ok, (2)
h= sy, — +g+Oh,, (3)

KR s, RTIMWHEAARRERMANRAREE, n.o Al KT A0 KHE
A A E

RMNBEMRABERARAKT A UL g WEEH K, TREFANE
RABBEARABTHZL BT EREF . RAVE T EE 2, 7Ty A7
REABRET A Trade HEMERH Z. Hih, RINBREZLKRETE XK K
AKFHEFHNELT:

A, =6+ (A* « Trade — A,). (4

KEAFKEBANEERNNERLT, Y THERNAE T ZHEEE
FEHEWBERNF . FE (4) EH#H KT Acemoglu (2009, p.614) By % Ml .
cEARER (RMNXEXEHELE) BHEARAZENEEFAELTREKMHBH
ABUHBHKER, #H Freform X r4 @R ENRE, K118

o
oF-reform

%1 B Acemoglu (2009), M Z X ZEHZABH R M EH AN IE B W A
B H

o = ¢(F-reform), H > 0. (5

A
A

t

a, —

FEFR (b, HAN114%F 3
d, = o+ Export — (¢ + g“)Da,. (6)
R 6) R, KMNTUFE, ZAEFERNFEAA S EERRT E R
A% (Trade) Fas gk ¥ (F-reform) B9 FAIT, B X,
NEBMNMNABERAFLTUREFTFENEAI I FZ., EREZRA,
ZEFEFNEAHR L AEE (9 FTHREEZARSIHREE (g9, BRER

A, BRINE k=0, h=0. WS A REHKE (ERKE) FHH > H
(output per effective labor) ¥ DL #& %

yo= G P (A g A g) P, D)

TETRAEVERER A EARSUBEAT UL ER R NEFE XL X,
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EoERERSHATEELEN, RNBARGEEZAA=U—a—p (ntg®
+8). A Mankiw et al. (1992, p.423) B #HF B, K153

In(y,) —In(y, ) =— 1 —eMInly ) + A —eDIn(y* ). (8)

BN ERRTFRXTHAFH AT RE (HAKF) FHHFE (out

put per effective labor), 1% ZE ¥ ¢ % # & A ¥ ™ H (output per labor),
A H (output per labor) % F Y/L, M Ew%ETF yA, EH®EANA

Y Y
(1) —In(1) = DG = InCrDI+ ) —InA DL O

EA (8 KF (9 K. £11£3

hl%)‘h%%) (1 —eMnly, )+ (1 —eDn(y") +g. (10)
t t—1
ZERETPEHANE AL S EE N

A, 7@_’_gw:a-'l‘radeigl an

g:sz—at a,
£ AD XF (D KEA Q00 R, RINABETFHEENLEENA
R

ln(%)t *lH(%)I = (Lrade*a* (1—e"Inly, )

a;

+Q—e*) —%  In(s))

T —a—3
T d—et) —B gne)
T —a—8
—41—ewiiiﬁﬁmm+gw+m, (12)
—

(12) R &y 5 W H A Mankiw ez al. (1992) "A—F. 55 @MW #NZ @
TZRAEFERATERA#BEANTIK, FTRENE -—AEXALBRE
AN H G ERAZFHEKETFE - ML RHIANEA.
FRR VL, RATR B AT A A
Zios1—200 = B 1 B In(Trade); 4 B [In(Trade) X F-Reform]; + B F-Reform,
+ B In(GDP/L) 1951 + B5 In(School); + BsIn(n + g + &),
+ 3 1n(I/GDP), + g In(FiscaD); + g, In(FDD), + ¢, , (13)

31,% gi,mzlfzo(m%%v t /I\% 1981—2004 ﬁéﬁ)ﬂ }‘}\_\Ui/\ﬁ "?’ﬂ:} é"] 9% fr GDP lﬁ’]ﬁ

B KAEE ., Trade A 0 5 GDP b R K &3 F-Reform T & Bk # #
B HERAF. LN BEHEEEEKRE Mankiw er al. (1992),
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In(GDP/L); 105 & 1981 £ AW A R-FH O EIRE N £~ BB CGREH &
N $1), School 2 A S HAHKKE, (ntgv+o) HEFZH AWM KEEZ, (I/
GDP) = 4 4 % A 4% % &, Fiscal #n FDI 5 & I B30 fosh 8 A # 3%
EGDP WL E, D - LW BEITETELARE R, FURNEAEEEN
WHLRBEABEEENER., FLT P LRELA TSR EANEREFENER
fHEM A REERR LR, TERA E LA BE,

=, % k72

(=) X5 5 A0 o fh k5 o0 B3R

Rl frak, HATARE A X ¥ Trade 92 A 4 L 0 & 4 L GDP # it
X, PEHOWHAFEZUETHE, LERUANLFHART X £ 0L X455
MARTHENH D, REHEXH R E L GDP #1472 Trade Wy £,

FEH LB EREF AR ISR (FPEREARKUREFAERE
(1978—1998)) % F 7T HE 19781998 FEZMBEH K. LA L HBEKR
EW—REMH, PEREL L k. RINWLBRAERRREZS “MIHK,
bRARE” —F, EHGBRTEBNOMEEERE, RINKBEFELZFERT
197 FAEMMNAFF AN FESLBAER T2 LR 2048 K EHK
HATH S REAFEEN2BREF KRR ATHRRE. BNAEREN 4
FTHEREARNOEE., TERFRZCAXRAGTERT GERIT) 24
Fok KW o T HATH EFH K (% N Demirguc-Kunt and Levine, 2001),
ENe@ERHBERIPARTRAAAENERTALRE. RITARAESL
HEHLRATMERERATWIA, RITEANEH, NERTERF TSR
A#EiL EWER, EZENBARITNTRME. BRNALTIFERIEARN
B (XTHUEFTESETHLAE, 2009,

EASREKERREZEET — R M, MURNEEELT — RHEN
TE (HITEE), AERMNETANENTEUANACEARNEH#HATRE, #F
AEFWENTEHE.

bt E 4B £ 1990 FRAMEINLEE T e BERK. HLFT—RH
EMEERZ, BIH 1, MAENHMGRTHEO, EEENFENELER
MENEE, Ak, BRMNAABEINRE, WUAEINHABTRU RAHEA
HENRE, ZBRERUNLIBRE FEHNENLTEME, wREBRELEESN
JTRAHAT, BN RAMME 1. XA, RIOES K4 1990 £ 45 2] 09 & A

CRAARTARFHEIRERN TR TRMAKA B EE NN AERETE, T LEERERN
WENHERERSF. A0 KERACPERTHITF L),
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FENEM 1990 FMAANENTENEME, EH) K4 1990 £ 8@
(AU 2B A EREMALMER) ., AT 19811998 4 ] oy 4 45 % 114
HATE ORI, IFRNHFET PELE 19811998 £ M 4 B K E B K
TR & &

(=) HEtk EmdE

School Al AT fog P AR F EH R UM L AR K3 Kk#H &, Fiscal b i
B E GDP &, &t In(ntg+0), &AMEE (g+8 %TF0.08, H
BEFEH2NWEREA# S AE (g°, XA ZELLFEEFENTHEA
HFEAKFZEFL) K EFEY 620 IEE, wFE Mankiw ez al. (1992) 45
B, MITWERFTRAETRENAESN (g°+0) AN, RN EELBELF
Bk TZ g, FDI &4 A #8H  4 XMk U4 X GDP,

I/GDP 2 4 X # ¥ %, Young (2003) %5 H & E & A F 9 45 ¥k 7 4 5] & .
At F GDP, #i77r it A i TR AL T . Bk, K BEKE AN
FPEE, 5Bl X AR, AR E & %A GDP 5 48 303 # 48 Bl k3t
HERHAE (EREREZL AT,

PEASIAY., BB KM EESR 21997 £, EXAZT)H— A,
FroAX AR A CEARAE, BRBEEME AN -0, EZEN
FERATENBEE, TN ARKRIENRAE, BREABER KL S TR
AHEFAEERE,

BT XRB G HIERE, AALARTHE GDP, AN F AR E.
MBI, WRAREERE, o h KA E, oM FDIWHFEH kB
(FESZITFL) hBEARLEERITFLEX 1990 F 5520 A BHFEHBIT, L
Young, 2003), HATHRBM T & 27 N4 24 F (19812004 ) W HHE. xf
THABTHE, BT InY/L), . 1981 FHHE, KL 24 FHFEHRATTH
RHBRAEF R NEH. T 27 A4 18 F (19811998 ) W@ R H .
BT In(Y/L), hEME —F M, RATREZWH K o B W EAT %
(% I, Aghion ez al. , 2006, p. 14), 12 18 4F 3 3F 3 47 7~ 4 F 3 R H R & 5F |
B, XA Tao (2003) £ RF MW FENKELETFAN A -6 E.
mRRNAFFHEE, D2WEEHNT 28 M B RN, &5 E K
WERAMTHRELE. XHERMNBAARRBREENY W, BAHZPHRAELTU
g, TUERBATNBREZASZF FHNBEERBREFARMNER. k1
ST EAR B A ST R

CBRAXGHAE., ERAANEETMAANEBER,
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F 1 EAHKEN I EHE

# 18 1R £ & ME &K
Annual growth (%) 6. 47 2.26 2.00 12.00
In(Trade) 2.02 0. 90 —0.11 4. 49
F-Reform 1.41 2. 24 0 11.49
In(GDP/L),—, 7.39 0.62 6.21 9.42
In(School) 2.25 0. 24 1.76 2.84
In(n+g«+8) 2.32 0.14 1.93 2.61
In(I/GDP) 3.67 0.22 3. 14 4.32
In(Fiscal) 2.51 0. 38 1.68 3.48
In(FDD —1.31 2.40 —7.86 2.72

EHEA SIAUME, BERAKRNOEREE LT 27 Mg 18 F B34 (3 486 M £, 2
R AR £ LK Uik B 8y # AT BUR (B L Aghion eral. . 2006, p. 14), HAT#4T 6 £ F H Kk H Ik & 5 A
W%, BT Annual growth, F-Reform 2 In(GDP/L),— 1, 7% & # 2 J L 100 4R 5 B B 4 A 40,

(Z) T EX &

RMNAAATELTERLEMI T ZHNERFAR, F-402ANT
ATE, —MNEHELEWEMNTE (krx k) Coast): WRZERIFESL W
T ECAE K 1, EWW@%O BN R—NEE RAW KRB O
B, AAMIH g TEEA RSO HT, RNERTEAAAWHE TR T: K
#. RE. LERN, RNARA 2044 (—BRETEFH) 2 xEW
AADMTHREETENRLERANAKB O THSBEESR, — M40
EoBRAMABOMTRE, CHRGZRARHT. ZEEREFHE
ERAANRAG ., o HRBEFTENEE A Z MW E SR EERML. KA
BOZBE B E BN REMLENEE, H Railway X 7. EHH Railway E&
REZE NG S BRI A O T,

F_UATETERTRALRABALESN, TH#-—FAETHZHENA
EEE. ROAFTERFRGEAREREE (KA CASNRD) #2554
AR, CASNRD ® 4T 2 &£ B & H 8y 600 A& oy & LM 38 85 |
HE., BENAALIM LA 19511980 4 16 F 6y A H IR A0 B B 6 259
RN A Z WM 5 oy B, AT E 2R LN 358 FH A E (Temper) ,
S8 # (Tempvar). H B # % (Sunshine) o Fl ¥4 H B 489 % # (Sun-
var), FNEHARKA 20 MELT 20 A TR ENAEAME., RN EFNIE W
S LMk FHE KB FZ4L W Temper. Tempvar, Sunshine 1 Sunvar
W%, R CASNRD, RNRFELH 1997 FHBEKERTCE ZFTFHN
Z7, HUBAEWMLFFHEAKE (RainfalD.

4 jﬁﬂ:%

BEAEAXX AN HFE, RINIWEETREFES ELX LA, HN
#H,H XL # (Borenstzein et al. , 1998; Alfaro et al., 2004), HAI X EFE A 5
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(In(Trade)) a4 g% # (F-reform) W IEHATT F O (centered) 4t H
(BRFRRHEA O kB EFELLENEA, Hib, ATHEHHENNINH S
(In(Trade)) fu4 k% (F-reform) WEFEWHEHZE,

REOLS I RZE MM ZNERBA T W, HETHK, KM
Mk e CMELR2 Eh 215, £MNT L, 4% % In(Trade) Wi+ 2
BHNE, BEINAFLER. RERESHRAAZ A TRH&AZE W E T
K. @@ % ¥ Freform Wit A H HE, R E 100 KF EF B #.
In(Trade) 1 F-reform &8 X MGt 80 i %, AT R F.

Wbk, mEERER TN A, WHRANKTEEIT RN A EE 1IN
AKFPLEREZE, BXNTELE G AT HKEERFN A RS, BEZRH LMW
HEE, RHERNEAREKER. I RFAEEE ndI/GDP) f A %
A HFE (n(School)) Wit A N E, FHItAL, EEEMNTEF.
FEHAWKAENEITRBNA, BEINATFLEREE, XMHME -, R
PR 0.82, E, (13) REFWHRT +EHHKE.

ELEXT In(Trade) TRAEN N EME AR, RN T LK LB HE
PUEE A In(Trade) X X MEHAEMW, FHAE AT ELEERBER
In(Trade) Wy WA, LIML ity 2 RICMAXK 2 8 2.2 7] 2. In(Trade)
WETRBMANE, BAEINATLEEZE, ERGHEEA. XEREALHS
In(Trade) #y P 4 #5278 OLS it £ 4k A, XAIAXME L — &K
(Frankel and Romer, 1999), 4 g% # F-reform Wit 2 H% HE, EELHF
RAE10%AF EE#E., In(Trade) Fo F-reform X X F ey it 2% h f. W H
MEFEE. BITEALTENRRIELTETERGH, HTUKR LIML 1t
[ 2SLS B bt RATH T TRAERAMERSTT i, KERRN:
iRl B 4 35 (Sargan over-identification) # p {E % 0.33, H & M1£E 10% 8 #
AFLEZTATEZHAHZNERE,

F 2 XA A AR KR o E I A
B & B M A RT3 8y 5 B GDP 48 34 3 K 3 JF 19812004 4

Regression number

2.1 2.2 2.3 2.4 2.5 2.6 2.7
it 77 %
BERE OLS LIML LIML LIML LIML LIML LIML
In(Trade ) X F-Reform —0. 04 —0.07 0.39 —0.34 —0.07
0.18) (0.15) 0.61) 0.21) 0.15)
In(Trade ) 1,347 1.71%%% 1.95%* 1.80**  1.71***  1.59%** 1,67
(0. 38) (0. 45) 0.77) (0.52) (0. 55) (0.43) 0.51)
F-Reform 0.52 0.59* —1.35 0.93" 0.59* 0. 49
0.37) 0.3 (1.84) (0. 38) (0.32) (0. 24)
In(GDP/L) 1081 —2.81""* —3.08** 0.32  —3.29%* —3,08%"" —2.96%* —1,82"**

(0. 89) 0.77) (3.07) (0. 85) (0. 80) (0.74) (0. 46)
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(&%)
B B A A A B2 8 52 FR GDP 48 3 3 K 3 L 1981—2004 4
Regression number
2.1 2.2 2.3 2.4 2.5 2.6 2.7
i it 77 %

BERE OLS LIML LIML LIML LIML LIML LIML
In(1/GDP) 1.92 1.69% 4.08 1.23 1.69* 1,88 2,47
(1.12) (0.93) (2.67) (1. 04) (0. 95) (0. 88) 0.89)
In(n+g+o —8.16%* —8.48***  —6.27 —9.53*** —8.48*** —8, 16" —7.96"*"
(2.64) (2.17) (4.37) (2.41) (2.19 (2.07) (2.24)

In(School) 1.07 1. 14 —1.75 0.85 1. 14 1.19 —0.05
(1.05) (0. 86) (2.57) (0. 93) (0. 86) (0. 84) (0. 63)
In(Fiscal) —1.927F —1.96"" % —2.43*  —1,66** —1.96%"" —2.02°** —1,99***
(0. 56) (0.48) (1.00) (0. 54) (0. 48) (0. 45) 0.49)

In(FDD) —0.54  —0.80** 0.32 —1.02**  —0.80* —0.68*  —0.37

(0. 40) (0. 40) (1.18) €0.47) (0. 45) (0. 36) (0. 33)

Endogenous test ( p-value)

On In(Trade) 0.013

On F-reform 0.149

On In(Trade) X F-Reform 0.078

Weak Identification Test Statistic 7.72 2.24 2.35 8.39 7.89
Stock-Yogo Critical value:

10% maximal LIML size 8.68 3.90 4,18 8.68 8.68
20% maximal LIML size 4,42 2.52 2.73 4,42 4.42
25% maximal LIML size 3.92 2.35 2.49 3.92 3.92
OverlD Test (P-Value) (0.33) (0.37) (0.18) (0.09) (0.52) (0.15)
R-squared(centered) 0. 82 0. 81 0. 48 0.78 0. 81 0.82 0.78
Observations 27 27 27 27 27 27 27

E: 2.2 WAL L E N Trade; T E L & H Railway F1 Coast;2.3 # iy J & & & 4 Trade, Reform
F R X ; T E A& & K Railway, Coast, Sun, Sunvar, Temper, Tempvar, Rainfall;2.4 F 8§ & % &
# Trade X # 2z X 7 ; T &% & # Railway, Coast, Sun, Sunvar, Temper, Tempvar, Rainfall;2.5 & #
W4 % EH Trade; T B % & # Railway, Coast, Sun, Sunvar, Temper, Tempvar, Rainfall;2. 6 7?11 2.7
Ry 4L E A Trade; T E & & 4 Railway, Coast,
U AEO.0LAKFEF, A0S KFREF. AL KFEF (FEFEHFRES),
k223782, RA14# In(Trade) . F-reform X B 114 58 X 30 # A 5
WEW, FAF AT AR ERBAENOAEREFE, RNAX25MT
HEERAT # AR T4 (under-identification) . R & %‘Qﬂ] X = AN FE
’}Zgéﬁﬁﬁxgﬁkﬂﬁi%fif?fFEZ 27t —%, LIML it HMmEREH, X
HHE A A4 In(Trade) HEHAEH. XL E (W ﬁﬂ%ﬂﬁ‘* NI
GFABKEE NEHRAEASETELEE, Wi, XTABRENNE R
W p A 0.149, XX ARMN T IEL S B E R & WERE,
Eldh, RNMELUTHEEIF R LB AEEHEN, EMAH In(Trade)
FEMERX AU ALELTE, CREXRIENI LI M327ENE B
EHEREZFATIATEASUAT LA RXFAEEEA, Tk 10%KFE
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# In(Trade) HEZEEH ., LIML ity & B ERLRAER 2 th 2.4 7
2, £RE7F, In(Trade) WEHZFHRMBANE, £1X%AFEEH, Bt
A 2.2 5| WM. 2@ KE Freform WA AR NE, EREXFEESK
KELEEZE (RHABERERFTRENZFH LK), £, In(Trade) fr F-
reform T XAME L Z BN A, TEHPRKTEE., TERNBLBWN pEH
0.18 (KT 10%), KU T ELTERHMN,

£3 WHAHAFAEFHLE LIMLEHEHE —HEgR

First-stage regression number

3.1 3.2 3.3 3.4
Corresponding second-stage regression number
2.4 2.4 2.6 2.7
& -WEBEHETE
HEE In(Trade) In(Trade) X F-reform In(Trade) In(Trade)
Railway 0.20"" 0.67""" 0.23"" 0.19*"
(0.09) 0.17) (0.08) (0.08)
Coast 0.60" —0.28 0.55** 0.64""
(0.28) (0.53) (0.24) (0.23)
Sun 0. 0003 —0.0012*
(0.0004) (0.0007)
Sunvar —0.00002 0. 0001
(0.0001) (0.0002)
Temper 0. 009 0.14~
(0. 04) (0.07)
Tempvar —0.001 —0.007
(0.004) (0.007)
Rainfall 0. 0007 —0.003**
(0.0005) (0.001)
F-Reform —0.28 0. 30 —0.18
(0.19) (0. 36) (0.15)
In(GDP/L) 951 1.22* 2.27* 0. 69 0. 30
(0.65) (1.22) (0.4D) (0.22)
In(School) 0.17 —1.44 0.03 0.49
0.77) (1.45) (0.53) (0. 36)
In(n+g+o 0.14 0.09 0. 36 0.29
(1.44) (2.72) (1.16) (1.17)
In(I/GDP) 0.74 —1.94 0.28 —0.02
(0.83) (1.56) (0.55) (0.48)
In(Fiscal) 0.12 0.59 0.15 0.19
(0.30) (0.57) 0.27) 0.27)
In(FDD 0.11 —0.93"" 0.22 0.12
(0.20) (0. 38) 0. 17) (0. 15)
Test of excluded instruments ~ Prob™>F=0. 06 Prob>F=0. 02
R-squared 0.93 0.95 0.91 0. 90
Observations 27 27 27 27

EUAE0.01 KFEF, VA0 AKTEE.EOLIATEEGFHETENFES),

HTH—PRRERNBENE, EX2H 2578, RNXAF_4AT
AEFEREL 2.2 MWEHE (L@ E#H, R In(Trade) HHA £, &
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REMEREARFESL., EFHKNWERN T FARANTE LT ERME.

® 4 In(Trade) #1 Freform WX XA A B A EF, TURMNECAE
HEXHERLZEBAPEF R & BAEZ WY In(Trade) &+ R H W,
TR E2W 26 27T WER, RNAAL AR L BEKELFH
In(Trade) it % #H % k.

HATERFEH AN ZEREATEFEKOERANAA, ETF 2.2 2.5
FlWER, A ES Y. In(Trade) W — MR EZWE e 5 8HFH K
FLBAENERNFHARFHKALE W 1.8 NEL A, LB EN—
MG ZW R I BB FH AT 45 5 In(Trade) B4 4ty 48 3 2 5 3
KHEER 109 ANEAL A,

EANE e g S @

F—HALRTAAEATHEFANEAER, E2F FHE&THKE
HATEEH RN EEZEHN 2 EPHEARE., AT Z SR EITREFERZ.
A, X —FHEANEL—AEE NI W E AR K E (time series pro-
vincial data, B panel data) K= 24 #0208 30, AT T 07 4 @ 0 B9 4R
WARFET fo, RANW AR K ELEA LS 1998 £, FH W EAT 0@ B IE N 27
AN H 1981—1998 F M KA. KEZFH KU Z W — K #E (51 Aghion
etal., 2006, p.14), & AT4 18 4F 4 i 3 A~ 6 4 #y #f A £ (19811986,
1987—1992, 1993—1998), KEHAT6 FFHRHREF RS W B 0. XH
RATHY S F AL N

gi.= B+ piIn(Trade),, + B[ In(Trade) X F-Reform],, + 3 F-Reform,,

+ B In(GDP/L),. .~ + B 1n(SchooD), , + B In(n + g 4+ &),
+ B In(I/GDP),,, + B In(FiscaD;, + g In(FDD,, + T, +u; +&.., (14)

HKET, fu, RTEENEEfQE BN, T, tRri MNEWe 8., £
TEA 13 X —#.

HT RIS T Z In(Trade) By 99 & MR AL, AT R 3 B B 18] & By
THTE (F_HoWENE - ATETEFHME TN, HERES =
WaREE CASNRD (F# Ik EA K RBEE) M (FEALFL) B
MANEHEEMORAERENTELTE., RAATHRBIZWANS
EFEFMEFRES (R A ) MIRBHEOWES. XAMKAIERA
In(Rainfall) , In(Temper), In(Sunshine), Sunvar, Tempvarl F2 Tempvar2, *
#, In(RainfalD) , In(Temper) 1 In(Sunshine) 45k crEHETE. EFFHEK
A H e St & E. Tempvarl #1 Sunvar ZRAE 12 A F #2048 K H
Wz, KRBT 6 FFH., Tempvarl ZARYE 6 F 6y A E B4 1H £ 52 1
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RETE,

MABREE, RNEFGITEELTEN A S, EF HEZEH OLS £
WHERBLHRAXR AW A 1FE, In(Trade) Wit A% A E, HE 10%KF
LRFE. XRXRVUAAT ZNT KA TRHAZF K., 28 KE Freform By
it RBEHNE, EREE 0% KT EFEF. In(Trade) Fo Freform & X I #y
it RBANE, EFAEF., RINAE 427 BEH —FEH 24 %0, In(Trade)
BT REE N s, HAEI0NATFERREHE, £ 8K E Freform # it £
BAHE, HE10%AFEEE, In(Trade) F F-reform & X I &y # it % 317
K"AEE.

K4 REERDR WwARBEEZAGEZREEEER

& F Mk AR P38 PR GDP 48 393 K 3 % , 19811986 47, 19871992 45, 19931998 4

Regression number

4.1 4.2 4.3 4.4 4.5
Estimation Method
Indep. Vari. OLS OLS LIML LIML LIML
In(Trade) X F-Reform 0.08 —0.16 0.21 —0.25
0. 14) (0.2D) (0.18) (0.19)
In( Trade) 0.64" —0.58 2.89 %% —3.04 3.98"
(0. 36) (0.59) (1.27) (2.02) (1.27)
F-Reform 0.34 0.68* 0.08 0.79
(0. 26) (0.38) (0.34) (0.34)
In(GDP/L) 1051 — 2,437 — 4,717 — 4,37 —3.45" —4.61""
(0.68) (1. 96) (1.30) (1.96) (2.16)
In(I/GDP) 2.61"" —0.75 4,26 —4.59 5.32""
(1.18) 2.7 (1.62) (3.87) (2.12)
In(nt+g+o —5.17"*" —4.95*" —6.30""" —6.38"""  —7.18""
(1.96) (2.25) (2.35) (2.24) (2.88)
In(School) 1. 15 5. 14777 1.38 5.01 %% 0.83
(0.78) (1. 86) (0.92) (1. 60) (1.1D)
In( Fiscal) —1.767*" 0.57 —1.92"~ 2.27 —1.50*
(0.58) (1.88) (0.68) (2.1D 0.79)
In(FDD 0.05 0.08 —0.34 —0.05 —0.52
(0.16) (0.24) (0.28) (0.23) (0. 46)
Province Fixed Effects NO YES NO YES NO
Time Fixed Effects YES YES YES YES YES
Weak Identification Test Statistic 2.49 1.43 2.44
Stock-Yogo Critical value:
10% maximal LIML size 4.45 4.45 4.45
20% maximal LIML size 2.87 2.87 2.87
25% maximal LIML 2.61 2.61 2.61
OverID Test (P-Value) 0.19 (0.06) (0. 06)
R-squared(centered) 0.68 0. 85 0.49 0.78 0.22
Observations 81 81 81 81 81

F.(1) WAL EH In(Trade) .
(2) 4.3, 4.4 fn 4.5 th T B & & # Tempvarl, Tempvar2, In(Temper), In(Rainfall), Sunvar, In(Sun-
shine) ,

(3) " £ 0.0l KFEF. “£0.05 KFEF, "£0.1 KFEF (FFENFEZ).
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FAWAIA A AT 2 F W T = H BB B R B B E A A
MELIML it £ R, 43 7AFAATAEXEEARAWERM 4178
OLS it & &t i, KM A In(Trade) W ZAH HE, HAES%ATF L
PF, 2BEEUXREA In(Trade) WX XFWFE I Z2HAHTEE, TER
FIAI pEHRO0.19, RAKBMNITELTERARN., N4 47 FEEHT
B B An 4 R By LIML i 3 4 R L&, In(Trade) 83T £ H & 10%
AFPEFRE, BB ENHEITZENE, BESKN AT LEEFE. In(Trade)
fo Freform R XA E T ZBEMALEZE. TERIBRN pHEH 0.06, %k
HRMNABFWTETERF AR R L EMK, EHib, 4.2 71 6 OLS it
RMEMmERS, RTMEESXE. W, BHLRAS L3 FINE
R, RMNTUEFH, HHARERZRKEL B K E 25 In(Trade) W1+ R #
K,

Bz, ERMNARERBEEEHN T 24t BRI E, FENE R0
—WHER-F: BNEARALBREMAN A ZH TEFHEKAREFW
A EAR SR A .

e, REHOZREWARGENNAARWRE, T EANE, #0
R T ARG RE, FHAA XK G L EL 3 axr TREAY %k A
(Keller and Yeaple, 2003), AR ZFEFFEN S - RE FZKE
HOBRBRALCENE T RERE M X EZHHELIAN, B, £XE, &
TMAEWHHO s GDP W ER BB TFHNEE, K- P RIERNE
i, ZANA EXIM kkr 4 L th#t o B 5 5 GDP &, FHeEH T4 R
LCRAERS B,

KOFMERE R, AEF T o Efod KM E, OLS B 76 B & 4 &
ENEIT AU EEREILFAKR 40425 —4, MHHE T EHE GDP
Bt (In(EXIM)) MABKENIXANEITRAHAMATEE. £#—F
frag T¥E o B H 5 GDP ] (In(EXIM)) #y g A& & 5 & 5, LIML [H )2
B R &Y, e BB 5 GDP Wkl (In(EXIM)) 14 g % # 65 X XA
METRABERNESR, ERMAFEE. XTI EZENARELRH Sar-
gan A HE pEH 0.13, RHIT AT ETHEMARN. KTEZX, H
HERMKT LR UHEB O LA E GDP LAl B A F i fn b gt %
ZEAFERBEFHRKEK IR,
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x5 RUEERR AARORAEEASIHZ (BN EEEER)

BB Ak AR ey 52 I GDP 4R 338 K 3 %, 19811986 4, 19871992 4, 19931998 4

Regression number

5.1 5.2
Estimation Method
HRE OLS LIML
In(EXIM) X F-Reform —0.09 0. 16
0.17) (0.29)
In(EXIM) —0.33 —7.23
(0.73) (5.28)
F-Reform 0.58 0.21
(0.37) (0.55)
In(GDP/L), —4,91%" —1.27
(1.98) (3.740)
In(I/GDP) —0.16 —4.89
(2.69) (4.96)
Intn+g+& —4.92%" —8.79""
(2.27) (4.12)
In(School) 5.04" 0. 66
(2.0D) (4.18)
In(Fiscal) 0. 37 3.49
(1.90) (3.39
In(FDD 0.09 —0.30
(0. 24) (0.43)
Province Fixed Effects YES YES
Time Fixed Effects YES YES
Weak Identification Test Statistic 0.97
Stock-Yogo Critical value:
10% maximal LIML size 4,45
20% maximal LIML size 2.87
25% maximal LIML 2.61
Sargan OverID Test (P-Value) (0.13)
R-squared(centered) 0. 84 0.51
Observations 81 81

#:(D WAERE R In(EXIM),
(2) 5.2 § T A4 & H Tempvarl, Tempvar2, In(Temper), In(Rainfall), Sunvar, In(Sunshine),
(3) " EO0O0LAKFRE, "EO0BAKTFEF, " EO01KTFEEFGFHEFTENFEZ),
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AR, 1978 £ 46, FESMTTUTH FH MK EMIT K, FH
R T ##EANWBREF RS, ZEELFEFRTE IS EUXRFENE
HEFHK, PENERAERAMERAEAZENHLERE X

Eiiiy&M%i%%&iﬁ%ﬁL%Aﬁﬁmﬂ%&%%@ﬁﬁﬁ
HEFHKWEAER. BEXG, RNEAMNALRT HERATN, +E
WEARHES AT EAEHBEAGRKE TR RN R EEEIREELN
KR, 2BAERAIHBREFHAERARENR KRS, wREFEHHA
BAMH G HEFE, DA T e REEE KPR FEMER
HOER, ARFERETHENEREE, RNEAXAMNSIT S (B0
HH#AWO) MEBAEARAEFR KT HEEFNEAEA., ZEREEH
Sk, RUEFHKER, 24 PHEARNERL, ZERERIT S
WM R A R

BiZgRAMBENCAAWLBRAEMIHEAERTERAZFH KT A
DEWEAMERAEMSE, T, 5ERA ZMHL, ERA#FEAETHREL
AHMEERTRT HEPEH, XTHAHAZETCEZRART HMNEZRE, B4
XA FIF&FTRHAE (5% Rodriguez and Rodrik (2000) 3% X &
BAFD . W, AXBMAA, G ZML, IHEERTERF MR IRA
By An 4 # (I 4 Keller and Yeaple, 2003), AR 4% # 7 & 3 H 42 &, ﬁﬂ%
AHFEFINEREH#BATESRBLIAAT ZT @B FEE, 2
BAEMMIAZERFEKT RS FELAEA, MW%%YﬁﬁZaﬁ
RALBBESHA T ZRAM KN EAER . EEE L, 7T FAXS
RaMmSb AR X R RHFITFENEFEK., KEEARETHS
— e B ET A E T AR E S E AR, W B4 k&
ABUBRKERARE B T £ H U FZE BRI ET B R AT Z
AR B, DU B AP 2B P AR A b 3t E B SR R B0R Bk AR AL B ) E A R
K.
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Trade, Financial Deregulation and Economic
Growth: Evidence from China

QicHUN HEe

(Central University of Finance and Economics)

MENG SuN
(Beijing Normal University)

Abstract We use a technology diffusion model to show that China’s technological pro-

gress depends on its absorptive capability and the available pool of world frontier technologies

for its absorption. Financial deregulation raises China’s absorptive capability by eliminating

economic distortions. If world technologies were transferred to China via international trade,

then there would be a complementary effect between financial deregulation and international

trade in promoting growth. Using the reform period Chinese panel data, we find no evidence

of a significant interaction effect between trade and financial deregulation in promoting

growth. The results are robust after controlling for conditional convergence, other growth
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determinants, and time and province effects. The results are in contrast to our existing find-
ings that there is a significant interaction effect between FDI and financial deregulation in pro-
moting growth in China.
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