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1
GDP
2%
1
GDP %
2003 6.85 5.13 4.49 5 2.76
2004 5.8 3.64 3.85 2.86 2.86
2005 5.31 3.07 3.4 291 291
2006 4.74 2.64 2.71 2.97 2.97
2007 4.34 2.21 2.3 2.93 2.93
2008 3.73 1.55 1.54 2.71 2.71
2009 3.4 1.43 1.36 2.39 2.39
2010 3.29 1.38 1.37 2.67 2.67
2011 3.36 1.34 1.31 2.56 2.56
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2003~2008 soe 77 56
16 149
2009 2010 2
1
deficit  soe
X 1
GDP ind Ei—&i -1
2 GDP y rat; —\—rat; -2 dEfiCiii z—l_deﬁCitl -2 ind; -1—ind; >
2000 CPI Yi -17Yi -2 fdi; !*I_fdiL -2 ﬁnz H—ﬁnz =2 road; -~
road; .- 2
2 GMM
3 fdi GMM
FDI GMM GMM
4 fin
GDP 3 1 2 xlr mlir
3 ~5
5 1
land deficit
6
pden 1 ~5
xlr
mlr
zlr plr
7 road glr
1
2
xlr 1161 |0.4494 |0.2996 | 0.0004 | 1.0000
2003~2010 mir 1163 | 0.5514 | 0.3000 | 0.0000 | 1.0000
ddr 771 [ 0.0121 |0.0358 |-0.0003| 0.3412
plr 790 [ 0.0832 |0.1024 | 0.0001 | 0.7778
glr 875 |0.3723|0.2655 | 0.0005 | 1.0000
3 deficit | 1191 |0.9642 |1.9217 |-0.4406| 42.8440
deficixtsoe| 1191 |0.3976 | 0.7651 |-0.2124| 16.2832
ind 1185 | 1.4380 |0.5560 | 0.0684 | 2.9413
242 fdi 1140 | 6.0192 | 1.5174|-0.7577| 9.3170
y 1179 |10.0307|0.6521 | 7.4484 | 12.1788
soe Sfin 1186 |0.9130 [0.3991 | 0.0604 | 3.8591
land | 1190 | 7.0051|0.9138 | 3.9120 | 9.8821
pden | 1190 | 6.6878 | 0.8481 | 3.7213 | 9.5506
1192 149 road 1188 |2.0705 | 0.6219 |-3.9120| 4.4450
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deficitXsoe
1
soe  deficit
dumsoe
dumsoe=1 dumsoe=0
4 3
deficit
3 1 4
e)] 2 (€)) @ ®) €} )] (€] “) )
xlr mlr zlr plr glr xlr mlr zlr plr glr
0.2341%#5 | 0.2203%%% | 00822+ | 0.3153%** | 0,346]%%* 0.23227%#% [ 0.2264%% | 0.0868*** | 0.3145%%* | 0.3388*
(0.0083) | (0.0072) | (0.0021) | (0.0076) | (0.0221) (0.0100) | (0.0088) | (0.0026) | (0.0069) | (0.0202)
L.deficit =0.0245%%%| 0.0284*** | 0.0080%** | 0.0404*** [ —0.0207* L.deficit 0.0035 0.0000 | 0.0036%% | 0.0290%k% |—(.0492 %5
(0.0068) | (0.0075) | (0.0010) | (0.0038) | (0.0124) (0.0040) | (0.0039) | (0.0006) | (0.0032) | (0.0101)
soe —0.0789%**| (0.094 7% | (.0202%** 0.0114 0.0287 soe —0.0176%**| 0.0181%** | 0.0057*** | —-0.0004 ~0.0071
0.0177) | (0.0146) | (0.0023) | (0.0108) | (0.0306)
L.deficitxsoe | 0.1083##% |-0.1216%%%|-0.0263%#%|-0.0577#%%| -0.0295 . (0'0057*) (00054 (0'0012) N (0‘003? . ©.0109)
0otss) | 0016 | 00027 | 00078 | (00278, L.deficitxdumsoe | 0.0234%%% |-0.0243%%%-0,0063%**(-0.0129%*%| 0.0148
Lind 0.0578%5% [-0.0612%%%| 0.0038*%% | 0,0152%%% |-0,0553 %% . (0.0041) (0'0036,? (0'0008), (0'003?) (0'0105)“
00068) | (00068 | 00008 | (00036 | ©0088) Lind 0.0608*** [-0.0590%#+| 0.0030%** | 0.0208%%* |-0.0598%*
Lfdi 0.0183### [-0,0158%%| 0.0022%%* [-0.0097%**| —0.0087 (0.0083) || (0.0078) | (0.0009) | (0.0028) | (0.0097)
00017 | 00018 | ©0003) | (0.0014) | (0.0063) Lfdi 0.0141%5% [-0,0149%#%| 0.0027*** [-0.0093%%%| —0.0052
: : O S ‘ (0.0024) | (0.0021) | (0.0003) | (0.0016) | (0.0055)
Ly -0.0028 | -0.0057 | 0.0024%* |0.0188** | 0.0210
) Ly -0.0016 | 0.0059 | 0.0063%* | 0.0162%** | —0.0020
(0.0090) | (0.0110) | (0.0011) | (0.0062) | (0.0171)
Lfin ~0.05467+%( 0.0560%** | 0.0003 |-0.0266%%%| 0.0493%s* (0.0106) | (0.0099) | (0.0014) | (0.0061) | (0.0194)
0.0058) | ©.0050) | 00013 | ©.0046) | (0.0139) Lfin -0.0364%#%| 0.0217%* | 0.0018% [-0.0284%**| 0.0226
Lland —0.0191#*%| 0.0192%* [-0.0063#*| 0.0015 | 0.0103 (0.0067) | (0.0093) | (0.0010) | (0.0037) | (0.0164)
(0.0031) | (0.0041) | (0.0007) | (0.0028) | (0.0074) Lland -0.0044 | 0.0053 |-0.0065***| 0.0003 | -0.0019
L.pden —0.0178%**| 0.0186%** [-0.0036***| 0.0029 0.0025 (0.0091) (0.0045). (0.000?) (0.0028) (0.0082)
(0.0035) (0.0044) (0.0007) (0.0029) (0.0073) L.pden -0.0046 | 0.0093%** [-0.0042%%*%*| 0.0021 -0.0089
L.road -0.0047 0.0027 |-0.0064%%%| 0.0066% | -0.0276%* (0.0091) | (0.0046) | (0.0006) | (0.0027) | (0.0080)
(0.0073) | (0.0073) | (0.0007) | (0.0037) | (0.0108) Lroad 0.0085 | —0.0058 |-0.0082#%| 0.0023 |-0.0229%*
(0.0076) | (0.0077) | (0.0012) | (0.0044) | (0.0106)
AR(2) 1.05 0.97 0.51 0.07 -0.13
ans AR(2 1.03 1.00 0.53 0.05 -0.16
Hansen 137.79 133.12 111.75 107.23 103.36 . @
anset 139.03 134 104.5 115 108.53
932 934 567 590 679
149 149 139 140 148 932 934 567 590 679
#5p<0.01 ##p<0.05 *p<0.1 149 149 139 140 148
AR 2 Arellano—Bond ik <0.01, ##p<0.05,%p<0.1
Hansen AR(2)  Arellano-Bond
L. Hansen
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deficitXdumsoe

plr

xlr

deficit

mlir

glr

zlr

xlr

2003~2010
1
2008
2007
2008 11 5
" ” “" ” 2009
2008
2009
9500 1949
60 4
5
i i ) i i
xlr mir zlr plr glr
0.2301%%% | 0.2312%%%* | 0.0870%*%* | 0.3150%** | 0.3356%*
(0.0104) (0.0089) (0.0014) (0.0050) (0.0201)
L.deficit =0.1607%%#*| 0.1581*** | 0.0082** | 0.0536*** [ 0.0120
(0.0162) (0.0170) (0.0032) (0.0148) (0.0352)
soe —0.0827##%| (0.0750%* | 0.0183%k* | 0.0229%*<* [ (.0362%*
(0.0163) (0.0173) (0.0018) (0.0069) (0.0169)
L. deficitXsoe 0.1258%#% | -0.1186%%*%*|-0.0244%%*%*|-0.0618%*%*%*| —0.0371**
(0.0180) (0.0195) (0.0023) (0.0043) (0.0147)
Ly -0.0014 0.0065 | 0.0060%** | -0.0079 | 0.0399%*
(0.0083) (0.0109) (0.0006) (0.0048) (0.0129)
L.deficitxy 0.0145%#* |-0.0144**=*=[ -0.0001 -0.0019 -0.0033
(0.0020) (0.0023) (0.0004) (0.0017) (0.0039)
Lfin —0.0254% | 0.0273*#* | 0.0017* |-0.0148%*%*%*| 0.0232%*
(0.0100) (0.0101) (0.0009) (0.0027) (0.0103)
L.ind 0.0673#%% | -0.0653%***| 0.0034%*#* | 0.0187*** |-0.0560%**
(0.0082) (0.0083) (0.0006) (0.0036) (0.0087)
L.fdi 0.0141%##% |-0.0158%***| 0.0017#** |-0.0083%*%*%|-0.0101%%*
(0.0022) (0.0026) (0.0001) (0.0007) (0.0037)
L.land =0.0107*#*| 0.0122%* |-0.0062%**| 0.0033 0.0050
(0.0041) (0.0048) (0.0005) (0.0024) (0.0054)
L.pden -0.0087%* | 0.0098** [-0.0036%**| 0.0043* -0.0047
(0.0040) (0.0043) (0.0005) (0.0024) (0.0056)
L.road —0.0266%%%*| 0.0258** |-0.0089***| 0.0069** | -0.0202%*
(0.0059) (0.0060) (0.0005) (0.0027) (0.0087)
AR(2) 1.03 1.04 0.6 0.04 -0.14
Hansen 132.39 131.34 121.11 127.2 121.6
932 934 567 590 679
149 149 139 140 148
##kp<0.01 ##p<0.05 *p<0.1 AR
2 Arellano—Bond
Hansen
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2008
2010
2010
2008
1
2
3 2008
1
crise L.deficit soe
L.deficitXsoe
2008
2003~2007  crises=0 2008 2009
2010 12 3 crise
1 deficit
soe L.deficitXsoe
2003~2007
6 1 2
L.deficit soe
2008
soeXcrises  L.deficitXsoeXcrises
1%

2015 4
2009 policy policy  L.deficit soe
2009 L.deficitXsoe
2008 11
2009 2010 2003~
2008  policy=0 2009 2010  policy=1
policy  L.deficit soe  L.deficit  soe
6 3 4
L.deficit
soe 1 2
mlr L.deficit
1%
policy  L.deificit  soe
L.deficitXsoe
1% xlr
6
1 2 3 4 5 6
xlr mir xlr mlr xlr mir
0.2095%** | 0.2084%*** | 0.2071%** | 0.2013*** | 0.2187*** | 0.2289%***
©0113) | (0.0103) | (0.0090) | (©.0091) | (©.0098) | (0.0099)
L.deficit =0.0278*#%| 0.0234%* |-0.0350***| 0.0205 [-0.0317*#*| 0.0333%**
(0.0083) | (0.0095) | (0.0084) | (0.0129) | (0.0112) | (0.0138)
soe =0.1296%%%*| 0.1064*** [-0.1245%*%| 0.0812%** [-0.0887*** | 0.0845%**
0.0216) | (0.0255) | (0.0187) | (0.0230) | (0.0232) | (0.0226)
L.deficitXsoe 0.0945%** [=0.0835%**[ 0.1199%** [-0.0793***| 0.1092%** |-0.1088***
©0.0193) | 0.0227) | (0.0197) | (0.0292) | (0.0274) | (0.0339)
L.deficitXcrises 0.0013 -0.0027
0.0029) | (0.0029)
soeXcrises 0.0399%** |-0.0345%**
0.0102) | (0.0094)
L.deficitXsoeXcrises 0.3572%#% | -0.3181%**
0.1312) | (0.1395)
L.deficitxpolicy 0.0027 -0.0074
(0.0070) | (0.0063)
soeXpolicy 0.0199 -0.0114
0.0183) | (0.0186)
L.deficitxsoeXpolicy 1.4935%%* |-1.3709%**
(0.3861) | (0.3798)
L.deficitxyr2009 -0.0067 0.0028
©0.0150) | (0.0162)
soexyr2009 -0.0394* 0.0389
0.0230) | (0.0240)
L.deficitXsoexyr2009 0.1565%** |-0.1468%**
0.0336) | (0.0397)
L.deficitxyr2010 0.0959%** |-0.0945%**
0.0146) | (0.0176)
soexyr2010 0.2616%** |-0.2345%**
0.0238) | (0.0265)
L.deficitxsoexyr2010 —=0.2080%#% [ 0.2029%**
0.0323) | (0.0396)
AR(2) 0.78 0.81 0.82 0.81 1.05 1.12
Hansen 134.36 133 131.16 128.82 129.52 129.93
932 934 932 934 932 934
149 149 149 149 149 149
##%p<0.01 **p<0.05 *p<0.1 AR(2) Arellano-Bond
Hansen
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GDP

road
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GDP

h
GDP fin
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g
xlr mlir
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2015 4
rat;,-1Xsoe;
GMM 7
1 2 Ingsr
3 4 Infdi 8
3 5 1
2 Ingsr Inlfr
3 4 Infdi Inlfr
7 1 2 xlr mir
8 1
2
7 2 4
(1) (2) ?3) )
Ingsr Ingsr Infdi Infdi
0.4637*%% |(0.4563%*%* | (0.6924%** | (.7203%**
(0.0654) | (0.0704) | (0.0275) | (0.0236)
L.xlr —2.398 1 #** 0.6164%**
(0.7641) (0.1662)
L.mlr 1.6643%* —0.6143%#*
(0.6645) (0.1687)
soe -1.7164 [2.3908%%** 0.0661 —0.73897%**
(1.1360) | (0.4193) | (0.1672) | (0.1659)
L.xlrxsoe 4.6172%%* —0.9606%**
(1.5388)
L.mlrxsoe —2.8329%%* 0.7790%**
(1.2396) | (0.2218) | (0.2292)
¥ 0.4678*#% | 0.4817##% | (0.4485%%* | (0.4066%**
(0.0841) | (0.0886) | (0.0495) | (0.0493)
road 0.1551%* | 0.1488%* 0.0098 0.0142
0.0707) | 0.0699) | (0.0521) | (0.0538)
h -0.5187 -0.4370 0.6596 0.4711
0.9735) | (0.9894) | (0.6350) | (0.6267)
fin 0.0847 0.1173 [ =0.1252%s%% | —0.1520%3*
(0.0889) | (0.0854) | (0.0452) | (0.0513)
5.0938%#% |2 839k | —1.2155%%* |  —(.4452
0.7910) | (0.9386) | (0.3684) | (0.4083)
AR(2) 1.04 1.33 -0.55 -0.55
Hansen 17.83 18.99 63.76 65.24
553 553 913 913
144 144 145 145

Arellano-Bond 2
2 Hansen

##p<0.01 ##p<0.05 *p<0.1  AR(2)
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4
2008 2008
2003
8 3 5
1) 2) 3) 4)
Inifr Inifr Inlfr Inlfr 1999 2002
Ingsr 0.1155 0.0982
0075 | 00699 41.8% 38.1% 30.7%
L Ingsr  |0.3516%%%| 0.2100%%* 24.1%
0.0489 0.047 ’
L2. Ingsr |0.2829%%| 0.1491 20.7% 23.7% 31.6% 47%"
0.0559 | 0.0522
L3. Ingsr |0.1406%%%|  0.0641 60% 2003
0.0525 | 0.0455
Infdi 0.1354%%%( 0.0382%+
(0.0244) | (0.0159)
L. nfdi 0.1096***| 0.0151 2003 2006
(0.0246) | (0.0158)
2. Infdi 0.1044%%| 00339+ 25%
(0.0239) | (0.0153)
13. Infdi 0.1132%%%| 0.0057 50%
(0.0222) | (0.0146)
agr —5.7210% ~1.8842 0%
2.1523 (1.1096)
¥y 0.5793%% 0.9668 20%  30%
0.1868 (0.0629)
g 6.6885% 5.4154%%
1.0135 (0.3656)
-2.6029 | -2.7846 |7.3611%%| 0.8615
1.8394 | 17004 | (0.3775) | (0.6270) 2003
FE FE FE FE
298 296 677 668 2006 8
149 149 142 142
R-squared| 0.3549 0.5685 0.2536 0.7071
##4p<0.01 ##p<0.05
#p<0.1 FE 2007
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