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Abstract

Against the backdrop of accelerating economic globalization, China’s state policy of opening-up
has achieved initial results and the scale of foreign direct investment has expanded year by year,
which has promoted China’s economic growth. At the same time, China’s supply-side reform con-
tinues to deepen, industrial structure adjustment to adapt to the new economic situation, the
overall industrial structure is more optimized. This paper tries to find out the causal relationship
between foreign direct investment and China’s industrial structure adjustment, and proves that
foreign direct investment can promote the upgrading of China’s industrial structure. This paper
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first analyzes the current situation of foreign direct investment and industrial structure in China,
and then establishes VAR model to verify that foreign direct investment can promote the upgrad-
ing of China’s industrial structure through empirical analysis. However, its promoting effect is li-
mited and there is a certain lag effect. Finally, the author puts forward some policy suggestions on
how to use FDI to promote the upgrading of China’s industrial structure.
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U ROV, BRI fh . s RAGERFMEATERIG 2, FEZ A5
TEAIIRAEHEONE D) BTN, M B LR ARy A 2l (1 7 U B AT (T, 7E
SERIE I A FUBORE AR, IO R 5T WAREET S, AN BRI AMOVRIEEZ
FPRFEENT & BB, i AR I 7 sURR AR 51k B AP S BEROR 98 A RRAS, 7 3l = Al
BoRBE 3 TR DUIE RS RN 0 SRR RIS 80N 58ty 3 (] PAY ) 7 b 85 A AT TR OO A T, e
] PAY 7 b A7 = A o [ P sl b 2, BT 57 3l BN B, i e 2 e BN KT A I S N BRSE
TR LA A LA R X AR T ] 2 5 A R SR I T 2L, 3 X A [X 3 P X3 oA 7 M 85 44 52
VEHI T XS 22 B HE AR R e KT

PP EEERAE, B 1978 - M AN RINBER LR, BEBUF 7873 S fh i S gt A b E iy,
NRFEAE AT RN F7, S BB AR E BIREDIE, 257 Gk, e, BKng=
B MR E KGR AT 2020 FLFFEIE o, R 28 SCBRA AR B AL RIL 1444
375, [RILIEK 4.56%, FH DS BB IO 51 SR IRAE A J vh B SR AT X IR o BT I
AL, BE LA RO E Tolk 5 PUBEE . Dk e, A AN B, RIE LR B
SHANCER R LRSS, e A AR MR SRR T, RFERER TR, (H2]7T 90 A, &
A ARSI, MBUPER ARG, S BRI AN I N, XA R R e
YERPDT AR 8940 BUN N 7N 2 5r i B KR, B BRSNS, 558 Xt A1 B3 ik i 1)
AR Z 51, LEASNR S sh b, IX SRR O A BT 00 512 i AR AR Al i 5% 2O
B BBAAE T ST AR AN T 220, Az SR A e A7 T 5 i o s ] P b S5 R etk o 2R eI i
FHE AT AR RE, EERRZE RS, RED R E E N2 TR AT A S, E A0 bR E
HWRT, M EZER SRR a W X S I E 2 5F B o5 R RAEA T EAAAER, S BRI A2 %
EREAE IR E A AT LUK, AR B BT e (e it R — 2L R A P b g by, A (B A5 8 25 AN FE R
7] o

2. HERGRIR

] A Ao T AR i ELEAR BRI 8 AN TE AR, He 28 T R SEAN A A 56 T A i B 1 B8 1 5 S
ASOR AT BB PR 2 A% DU PR E SO SR LR 08— R 4% I [ e B T 2 < L 2 (IMF)
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SES, AN BB R S BB AR E A E KB A B R T B R A B, SRR
Flza, B AT H N TR IR X — A B E AR E 5 4% OECD & X,
WO B B e N “— MNER W EER R E L 5 — A E R BT AT i USRS AR 558 B
MRS [1]e AR T, 28 A1 ks b [ G ok A S b A0 e B o e SRR E 7 X, B
“CHNEAR AN T LA N (AR R G M DL R EE AN W Ak ) de R OCBUR . R,
FBUE . 2. BORSEAEIRE B A T R4 s st Aol 53 [ 58 3 0 Al BREG Gr AL 4UE [R 28 I b A B
ZE A SIEETE I EA VR K BRI 4 08 (R AR AR # BE WA 1) AR E), AR BURT A S0 1 T3tk
FRII5T H 7 S A MBS AME NI 4 [2].

Richard Caves (1974)% 37 [H AR B BEAT STUE /0 A, B INEEK 1996 SEAE ik _F (R 35 8K H)
WREATHAERT LG, TR BLAE B B R B T R M B ARG, B A T ARSNGB, AN
SERII S5 B A= SR T IR 2R3 0 2 4w, IXRE e VR F IR A AR FESOC RN, Bk Richard AR40
P LA R AR T [ A 7 S5 K %43 ] Blomstrom M (1989) LA S8 PG B B 7T %5 4, #EHUH: 1965~1984
EHN B BRI AL A PR B TR I, BE G SRS BB A R I Al AR re e g A, AR B
PO S8 P B A P T R B TR HEEF 4]0 Barry 25£(2001) LA IR 24 il i N S SR I
5 [ b HEN 2 J5 2 sl 2 1A 3 B 55 4, FDI 3 HE 248 N 97 . Hunya (2002) BAZ 5 JE W6 il i b Ay
WA 4, TEIVE FDI [ M R B FDI £ EE AR ZIE O 4 B A R4k, FDI i N iZ%4T
MV EE Al At — 2B Ra [ [5]. Akbar, Bride (2004)iz [ 2245143 M7 10 7 :00F 70 &0 F R AR AT WL R g, R II
FDI A KIS AN FAE IR E,  F36 S 1 (0 A0 95 56 4300 [ 48 5 1 Ko R R AZAE BRASAE . T T3 51
[IA B0 AR [ 22 2 AL R B G R E A, BTLAARTE EANREA N A 4y 5t & H 513 FDI, 1 /& A
IR RS &, 209 R B AT, g AR FH B4 BE[6]. Eva (2005)
DAHE B (1) 7= b S5 R VR AR FERT G, R IAI R B4 % e % 1 4% 5 B N 2R T [ 2 ) R B O R I AT
AR, KA s E R SR ) Al i, HES) T ARIE E P EE (T

TR 51 AT, 20 4D 90 AFEARE] HEAM B A H IR K, b5 FDI X P2k 25 44 2
A BN EEAR G B SR I T 2 F KR (1998) U N Ah i L AR B 51 RS BB AR I i 3B i E i 3 5 A
PAKHE AR N R AR AE [ S 17 se 4 0 20 R 2 1 0m, AR = 85K T 28] YT/ (1999)
PAR J B ORI FER 4, Ny FDI 3@ e 0 S A5 7E AR B B S8 Ml F AR BEAR R AR S HE, {2
BT AR R, PR AR E (9], AR, SEHEN(1999) X = T A bk K Tl ) A = 2 AR
IR IEAT SEUER T8, 13 31 = 58 Al R Tl 2540 B A 2 A B 2 S /R T RO 4548 [ 10]. SR 525(2000)
3 I A e A AR R [ = IRk o A (R BE AT X B M, g L (R AR, R R BRI
FIAN T B A B AE AT 21 A, A2 R R RS miRt, 2 SEER E =R KT
ZEPRIE PR R MR R, A0 i BB B AT IR 51 S ATELAT 1], XH R (2003)0F 5T R [H &5 &
JRET R, FIFHAMGERAN T TS 15 Atk 1, dd SR AN S T IR P g R T R [12] B
(2005)XF TR E 1983~2003 E [ 8] 7 5 BUHE B4 T A% 22 AR RAG 3G, R BILLE b [ Ah e BB 0 0 28 — 7=l
A TTEREE B R RT3 — . = k[13]. #hA (2006) A BLA ELRH BB LT . Se 4. KR AR
TBNVYAS T B AR RS P2 G M TH e P2 A A N[ 1410 W% T RN 7K3%(2015)5] il Moore 45 #4745 %)
FEHOR L b A T AR B L, 38 I SRS 38 R I A R BB B AN b S M TR AN — Bk
AR[15]. IMNEEQ017)Z IS KEFG AT IG, 5 H A BB 0 e 08 (L h 2 [ 7= b 45 440 A )= (R A Ak 42
EHIE R T Pk G I ShIX M E L A 16]. MR, EERQ2017) UL T & AR A%, @it
TR FDL AR T I 78 P g/ TH a3 5 PR35 . 28 Fpi(2018) KL AN i B B4R 7 577l
SERRAG Z TAAELECU BY7 6 &, BDHT A AE 2 I, J5 3 SO A o B R BEVE I [17]. XINI(2019)
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WU A RIATI T, KIS BRI L G5 M LA 2 TR A4 25 B AR ELA2 BEAE FI (18]

I [ A Ah A HEAT BT S AT SRR, BRATATCLE A e — R AR BRI BTN b S M A7 AR A
PER, ELEAF A AR AT B IX I BOR R A — 3 R BB B A BT A 2
R FERAU AN, GEAEH T i R =R SR BHIE IR G B e A R B R 45 4
AR, AP B U R8I DU RN R AT I SR e AR R AR, R AENE IE I HORN RN
HRIE FHESN A, (kb 85K T 2, AH AT RE i Ty R BE 5 4 o 5 L AR802 25 i oI 7 T )it 2
2, BLEARII AT AN BB LSS T IR . RIS AT BUAR L, H AR SR B R
b 2 R B S R ORI 9 2 S IR T A FE Xl X, o A vh E R A SR T AN 2, AFAE ORI AL
M0 FFHITEFEREEAT BAR SCHIE 7T 3 2RISR 7 M AT FU 7 i, RS LB F R e /b

(K A AP0 AR BB P M 5 R TH R IR e AT AR 2 (ELE SR iR 7 Jld 8 v B A R [, [
PIAE I TS B T X2 — A s XA X 7E, S0 T B SEBR G M 5 50 = T AT 0 M i)
WERAZ o AU FL 5 B & b [F PR AT R B RE OL 5 P S5 R BUIR, 38 T2 G T a4
YL M 5 SEIE 7 AT AR S5 A K7 ST FUAT BB S R B S TR ARSI, DASEIESS RN
HIRSCHE, S5Ah E AT GRS BRI, DUSE SR SEBUA A A1 i BB sl P L S5 I T

ARG A EEA U T LA —RAGHEE A9 T AT AR EIE, KRR 5P E B S
FONRYGE. HIHBTETT FDL e [H P b a5/ s s — ey X R M, AT B REE =0k
W A X ] PRS2 7 SR A T R PR AR B K, o B =y A o R B 7 R P A D R A TR
MRS AR Z AL, FESJEHIB TPk, E5, W Hui R IR PR 1A SR A 1%
FEFEMAHR, PrGSIEN T8 AAEAN B HERRI T REVE;  RJ5 A SCHUAT 7T 20 32 EEAE AP iy BB =
UL SR 22 57, A R XSSk [ 22 57 A, o o ey EL B WKt M 54 52 i (KU F FEAN I TR N 4
i AL R U . Fon, RERETHIRAAAE AR AL, FEF M EERERNSE.
AEEH AW, KRB AR B — 7.

3. FESMEEER B ERE LIRS
3.1. RESMEEESR IR

Bt 285t AR BERE AN DA B ST O, b W R Ak B A SR g g . Tl A
Rl 2R GE v =) A BB T LA, 31 SERrof] FH A0 i LR Bt iR R i ah Lot iasy, JTCHAR TR
IR KRR SR B BT, R 2 RTINS, BRI 1 Frs.

B RPN AP BRI S R EAFAE BT 22 5, XA BN = R AR LEAR R, S — 7k
THONRIRI P M BAT EARBR AT 2, XA BB 5] J0 855 i = = B AT R e R, Xt
S ELAR BRG] J . X B T A BB BRI B AT B A R, AN HR
BRAE = R BUE A IR . a1 B, RIEE =k SE BRI I A BB e
ForIR, kb, HIX A A K AL

RAEL 1 I BAEIRATAT CLE B, BRI S — 7 M SE BRI T 0 A0 i BBt A — AL TR, P
R B EHREIR /DRI, RS LR T HE TR, KRB THE R E K. A
TR, XGRS T BE /s 55 = b SEBRA T A1 A B B ) U L S DR IR AE T RE RS, (i
RAWETUP M N R BTG LI, FRA TR IUHE AT R A BB i v R R Wil KTk H=
P SEBRA A BB R L B A i g 4, AAE 2018 SR IUECRIEEN, JEA IR ARIE KA
o, REH=EEFERA R PR R FE A2 SRR AR B 0 B AR
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Figure 1. Actual utilization of FDI (US $10,000)
E 1. A AIEEEREEFM(AET)
Table 1. FDI in China from 2012 to 2020 (unit: USD 10,000)
% 1.2012~2020 S ESEFRFIFA FDIEA(BAL: FET)
Hrlk o F=r
Fr
FDI teE FDI e E FDI =
2012 206,220 1.85% 5,245,768 46.96% 5,719,626 51.20%
2013 180,003 1.53% 4,956,886 42.16% 6,621,731 56.31%
2014 152,227 1.27% 4,394,333 36.75% 7,409,596 61.97%
2015 153,386 1.21% 4,359,480 34.53% 8,113,794 64.26%
2016 189,770 1.51% 4,021,285 31.91% 8,389,087 66.58%
2017 107,492 0.82% 4,094,889 31.25% 8,901,132 67.93%
2018 80,131 0.59% 4,831,461 35.80% 8,584,997 63.61%
2019 56,183 0.41% 4,230,015 30.62% 9,527,264 68.97%
2020 57,567 0.40% 3,659,351 25.35% 10,720,008 74.25%

SR, PR AN B PR AR R RIS, AN E RPN RE L5 R AR 1 iR B A
RONE, VHERBE ok o (O, JRIE AN BRI AT ML 0 A AN B R AR L i DX 70 AT A K 4 ) R
W51 A% J Eh A R R LTS, AT T e A b 5 A8 1 i

3.2. hE~IERE A RITRK

T EA I DUOR R A5 Rl K, GDP IR ORFRAE 8% LA Lo JLrn s = b i o 5 7 (B A LE 4512
MG, AR IR E E R B R R PR R H

MR E R GE vt 5 A6 (9 LR TS, RE S — Pl BB SR K, (g i T 55—
= B = R R E HR e AR R, (HAT AR S R = g =
PALFHE S S B R ZE AR K. BRI, R R O e, B =Rk
&, rolklal ZRIEHR K. BRI 2 Fis .
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Figure 2. GDP from 1983 to 2020
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Figure 3. Composition of three industries (%)
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4.1. BRBGER

AL A E R (VAR R BT SUER 70, H— R =N
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4.2. YIRAIE SIERRERE

Z T E S S S R PR AN PN IR 55 S e €21 (3P4 2 STl PR B S s 1 A S P ey
b o AR AN AR Bl T R i — AN S A R B B R bR, H =k AR R B R,
PUBOR AR El o R S R P R A RE B e o TRl N Bt vl 0, Al B 5 =7 Mk
fEXF GDP [ oTk (E UG K S, 2 2012 455 =7l 1 S BEs =k, By GDP MK ) E 25t
kP, AR R A2 SR E AL, PSR 2 28 =7 b6 o [ A AR S B AR
BRIV ST RN, C1E Cy s MR BB SR 5 R T e TeiE R B ML e
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X=WnFDI . X,=InGDP . W E3CHEARTED TR LURIL, 52 B R 45t “ Pl BOR R AE e R 55
R, RELTIEHE L T, AT A S, AT FEE . AR I EdE 5
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Figure 4. FDI and GDP in China from 1983 to 2016
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Figure 5. Proportion of output value of tertiary industry in China from 1983 to 2016

& 5. FE 1983~2016 FEFE === E L

43. WEERS S
B SEX RS IR R (i i B BT P, AR 2 WAL 2 p HX 2 IR S ERZ, mIUE R BN 2.

Table 2. Judge the optimal lag order
2. IR EM

Lag LR FPE AIC SC HQ
0 NA 0.001043 1.647590 1.789035 1.691889
1 265.5966 4.74¢—08 —8.355585 —7.789808 -8.178391
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Continued
2 35.61098" 1.79¢-08 -9.353577 —8.363466" —9.043486"
3 13.72136 1.72¢-08" —9.455064 —8.040620 -9.012078
4 7.278547 2.28¢—08 -9.289284 —7.450507 —8.713402
5 12.30553 2.03e—08 -9.615173" —7.352063 -8.906395

JIT S 22 [0 A M B0 10T J5 PR I B B
4.3.1. BRI
R RAZIT 8] 7 B PR P B, AR S B s AT AL ARAG 3G . AR IS Ah Rk 3.

Table 3. ADF test results
5% 3. ADF ISR

A5 K

(C. T.K) 1% level 5% level 10% level Prob. Result
Y (C, T, 0) -4.262735 -3.552973 -3.209642 0.0034™" T
AY (0,0, 0) —2.639210 -1.951687 -1.610579 0.0010"" T

X (c,0,1) -3.653730 —-2.957110 —2.617434 0.3275 e[5!
(0,0, 0) -2.639210 -1.951687 -1.610579 0.0200™ Tz

X (C, T,1) -4.273277 -3.557759 -3.212361 0.5227 E|
AX, (C, T,1) —4.284580 —3.562882 -3.215267 0.0916 i

*RIRAE 10% ) B2 VKT FAELE RS **RIRAE 5% AR ZF MK MR R #*RRfE 1% B F MK T
TELE B

LR, R RSO AST AR 8 51, PR REEOE 1 T A, AN SR — I 8] 7 51 AT — B 22
7y, A5 10%MR KT TR R B, IX U I (8] P 2075 & — B PRI (8] 2 81, XN Ja ST ST 0T i
Rt 7 RSl
4.3.2. ThEERRTS

ASCHE LA B A R R S B I TR 51, 12 N SR O et AT T AR 6, KU S5 SR 4 T

Table 4. Cointegration test results

4. WERINER

Hypothesized Trace 0.05

No. of CE(s) Eigenvalue Statistic Critical Value Prob.
None 0.588369 33.26038 29.79707 0.0192"
At most 1 0.139898 4.856313 15.49471 0.8239
At most 2 0.001055 0.033784 3.841466 0.8541
Trace test indicates 1 cointegrating eqn(s) at the 0.05 level.
*RIRAE 5% R FMIKF R R .
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HsaE AW, 15 S%Il AT PR IR, AR = AR A E—MIEX R, Xt
FORA SN ZAE R BA KRG OISR R, SN A SR A0 50 B e M T e
BT veem MY AT 1RHE PEAE OC R 8L, B SE RN 5 PR:

Table 5. Vecm model test
%% 5. Vecm 1R BTG

Error Correction D(Y) D(X) D(X,)
-0.505791 0.528926 0.087307

CointEql (0.08307) (0.74426) (0.16820)
[-6.08867] [0.71068] [0.51906]

0.075930 0.992500 -0.365270

D(¥(-1)) (0.11887) (1.06500) (0.24069)
[0.63876] [0.93193] [-1.51759]

0.038115 0.820812 0.130569

D(x(-1)) (0.02067) (0.18518) (0.04185)
[1.84404] [4.43248] [1.359831]

—0.349145 ~0.865030 0.265892

D(X,(-1)) (0.09657) (0.86518) (0.19553)
[-3.61553] [-0.99983] [1.35983]

0.064620 0.121432 0.089244

C (0.01353) (0.12120) (0.02739)
[4.77664] [1.00188] [3.25800]

SRR A T & DT RRREAT RS, RERAE R 6, IEMIREBIERAEA —ERME K.

Table 6. Test results of each equation

6. BRHIERBER

D(Y) D(X) D(X,)

R-squared 0.645857 0.573857 0.622461
Adj. R-squared 0.593391 0.510725 0.566529
Sum sq. resids 0.011195 0.898600 0.045898
S.E. equation 0.020362 0.182432 0.041230
F-statistic 12.31008 9.089767 11.12893
Log likelihood 81.92252 11.75642 59.34719
Akaike AIC —4.807657 —0.422276 —3.396699
Schwarz SC —4.578636 —0.193255 -3.167678
Mean dependent 0.021965 0.172953 0.144580
S.D. dependent 0.031933 0.260810 0.062623

%, RAEREBIEER, aTRER BN

i
;é
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D(X,)|=| 0992500 0.820812 -0.865030 | D(X,,) |+|0.121432

D(Y) | [0.075930 0.038115 —0.349145]| D(¥_) | [0.064620
t t
D(x,,.,)| 0089244

D(X]l) —0.365270 0.130569 0.265892

4.3.3. BEARERKEE
M LA F e RAGIE T LA AT, InNAR B X R T2 A VR B8 Xde Xt Y R T . A% 2L A IR R

W aE RN 7 o

Table 7. Granger causality test results

=7 BERERKRBER

Dependent variable: Y
Excluded Chi-sq Df Prob.

X 6.036627 2 0.0489
X 27.63213 2 0.0000
All 33.05125 4 0.0000

MRYERE IS5 R AT I, AE 5% EE VKT T, PIRMENT 0.05, B4 EEB WA AR H X2 ¥ i)
AR, BATCLRWr, 2P AR RSOy 2 B, BrRART DS E5E . Hie 2 S, 7£ 5%
R KPR, AN B P BE A P L S5 A TR AR o ARFESEIE S T4 2R, JRATAT LA
B i BB o Mk 5 W TR AT A IR AR, HL D B 5 P AR A k] v [ L S A R
Wi XA T R EBNTE PG HARBEN R AR, REEANZRRIIN. 8%, S 2R
JaAL 97 A R AR RIS I], JCHE =M R 2 HOHA BN . A R B A, 2t
SISHD NIER A IR 5 B8 G ) BT A RN A REAF BRI .

4.3.4. BKAmR 4>t

AL 30 AWK, FDI X Mh 5w i /E R, SRRk R85 5, X AT R IEHRCE & X
Xt Y fe g5 AT . SEIREIR, 7E 1~7 Wl XX Y b ER A B, 7~13 B X 6 Y e R A
1E, 13~30 ¥ X b Y (b T 0. 28T 7 00 X %F ¥ b AR O Gy, HRIE AR B R R ] T
PN EER AT 7 M R ER AR, PIRAKHIRE, i B 0T BRA% X o [ = b 45 ) 2
BB R . X ATRERZ RN, FEAMR B4R NI, PR AN B S B IR, K
WM B TR E N RSB AG PR, AR b ol il B A R L A R A,
PN EE R TG R R AN B s (4 BB R e WA G, PRI T RE B4k
T, REWIRRYEIEIR, FoNbiE 143 CLE , SRR AN TG RIEAE T, BrEoR i B S S5
FINFAN, FAFR BIEIRS) T ALE 13 25, s ikam N T2, Bl WA B R B =l
SERI TR E AN & TCBRAELE R, 3X A2 BT A1 5% ity Sk PR 58 A S80S A0 4/ 2057 A A7 O BRAEL, 4R gt
A& T A PRI FHE T, (R EE L ARTRER, AR B B 7 b g5 M AR Ak T+ 25 (0 4 FH O 3130 B
435. FESBROWH

T3 72 53 R H A SR A AT S AR mh g e PR AR AR B () 25 AL s R DR BE o AR SO AR BN 22 00 AR
NEER WL 8 Fik:
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Table 8. Variance decomposition results

=8 HENMER

Variance

Perio. Decomposition of Y: S.E. Y X X,
1 0.021125 100.0000 0.000000 0.000000
2 0.026589 86.75318 1.019367 12.22746
3 0.029386 79.38960 6.012280 14.59812
4 0.030381 74.57585 11.50231 13.92184
5 0.031191 71.53238 13.55427 14.91336
6 0.032545 67.79845 12.54837 19.65318
7 0.034289 62.59682 12.06785 25.33533
8 0.035953 57.35739 13.48329 29.15932
9 0.037229 53.49454 15.66393 30.84153
10 0.038053 51.37099 17.29132 31.33770
11 0.038516 50.49943 17.98080 31.51978
12 0.038763 50.14826 18.05570 31.79604
13 0.038947 49.78554 17.91260 32.30186
14 0.039187 49.18497 17.69570 33.11934
15 0.039542 48.32266 17.38502 34.29232
16 0.040005 47.26367 16.98423 35.75211
17 0.040531 46.10904 16.56162 37.32934
18 0.041061 44.96686 16.18090 38.85224
19 0.041556 4391852 15.85617 40.22531
20 0.042002 42.99466 15.56778 41.43756
21 0.042407 42.17785 15.29482 42.52733
22 0.042791 41.42661 15.02782 43.54556
23 0.043172 40.70122 14.76371 44.53507
24 0.043565 39.97781 14.49962 45.52257
25 0.043975 39.24965 14.23311 46.51724
26 0.044400 38.52173 13.96488 47.51339
27 0.044831 37.80432 13.69896 48.49672
28 0.045263 37.10776 13.44036 49.45188
29 0.045687 36.43916 13.19265 50.36819
30 0.046102 35.80107 12.95716 51.24177
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WRAETT 2RSS R AT, X Y BTSRRI ART X, 0 Y Aok, RIOAR P B4R B0 R b 45
P TR TR AR T GDP KX JE M S5 T DTk - X X Y DTk S e s ik 2595, R
BT BB AP [ P SR TH R IR R 4 P b YT R PRI TP R I R . kT S g, Ab
Fe ELFE BT RT oy [ b S5 A8 T R 2 2 A AR AE I ) 22 53, AR BV Y 2 AT oK, T s i i
T PRz, WAL a2 051, 2 RBANON P M 5k T G AR O Bk At it
VeI e 2 4 1ml %

I SRR, BATAT LURIL, A B GO R L SR T R A BEE I AEAE A 2 ST A
W, A EAER TS TG AR BB v [ S5 TR e I TE BRI T
FHUERIASYS, RIFERTIHIL (e AR m /LB Ok, AT B rp iRm0 B s gz, B Ja b B2 RE
Bz T, B RMEREER, TR IIRE X et AR BIANAE BBt
SR PN EERI TR AR, ABASE PSR THRRE R R, AR BRSO v P S R TR B
BRAE L AN [z GDP Xt 7 MV S5 44 T 2% (¥ DTk B K

5. SMEEERFRE W EHFAREIFT R
5.1. ML SRR, ARSI FEAE

R T 9 AT BATRI R, 1 LA B P e S5 T A AR AR Y, LR SEBRA A1
FAER BT HIZERK QW R, 5T ORI 5 & b BUE R RY A i BRI B it — D {2 gk 7= Ik 4h
T, R A — A RAFIBIBIAEE, RIR S| 2 AN B0t IR Ah B384, MM RENS 5] it
U R AR

AR GRIASE 1 e B — A X AN IT T, el A0 i EL R R BT 0 N R T 7 (R B S AN A . AP 45 8 22
Hon R AR et MRASERER, REE BRI S B F A5 g K E, SN AR
DS REAR AP AT S 08 (K R 4 5 o BRI DAL XS SR TSR E LU AR R B B A it [X, Al
T T R B 2B XAMTI, SCRpSIEANEE, RS T X =57, KSR NRELSE, etk
LUFRR IR, T — DIk B LR H Y

FR B RGN 583 B A AR SRBORANE R ES, @570 2 I a st KT RN ER R @ eE
b B 5 RBSEASS S RO ECEEOR, KIF HBOR RGN MR IEhEE, AN BRI
BEANAVE S 3G RAF BRI E. [RINE AL Ay &, R0VE 51 AR B8 (R e A 7 3055, i
SIS AT ERAE VRN SR, AN E NS — A RAFHVE AR

5.2. SESI#INE, MLRHEEN

Fe [ 51 HEAN  EAR SR B AR, (SR L rp BAR R 3t DA Mk 7 A B AN 0T . BT A
BT I, BRI A

I FE Y A e B 08 B AR A AR AR I L X, TP PG AR R b, G T T 4 X3 Ak T AR X A
FERPIRAS, LA BRI BT I ZE B KOG Dl . EEWI AR AR L, R A B AR BE AR R et X
W rh A, PUERSIEE; SEAEVEAIX AT . (5 R SRR RO B, AR BB RN E G R AT RSN
PREE; Ik b G AR BOR R R R BE AR, o vh DU AR B A

e [ Ao P A0 o BB AE A b, BB . =0k, P A AT BB
JEIAFAE B R 1, BRI SN ELERA B 5 T+ A BE A FH A EE0E 2R i B B 1 2 — 7l
SIS BRI R ER S IR R I, (e R FERIEED, 45555 — 7k
KRB o B R HERESN R ELR BB BRI, iR e e A i BV B BRI e 1

DOI: 10.12677/fin.2022.121012 128 G


https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2022.121012

MR, BT

K7 BEARIEAE, KA EESBE GIN STEOR UK, T DU e R E e 5 R R RCR, et %
FAME R JE M B S KT, R B 5 TR B (e R

53. ROFIRARAML, UEARESWEFAR

WRIEHT S AT, AR BRI BT A BOR AR RO K T I AR BEARN,  HAR O AR 5 4E,
DR HAE S Y A e B 4 B8 I S S IR N2 30 S 5% ISR T 808, R A iy BB B 7 M 5 A AL T 2%
(I BEAE P A HE BIRRE . BRBIF AN BLAR BTN RN SRR RS, K R AR A SEFRAR 45 5
AN SOERI, feidt Ht Al BRI 5300, Sl RTINS, 2 e R AR
FEACN B G S, SRR AN EZEE, AERRTABME ML, 8 R7em,
WA T B BREREEZ ML, BIRERERIRE, EdEsh 5t St BORSTHL N 4L
Moo S ESNMEE BB S . NA TR SIS NA, T o R 828 1. 80 A
W7 SE PR, WO A AR BT R A S8 4 08, LI = i lh AR AR sCER T B 5 SE 77 REX T
Wysa g, WA TSIk G RBTRA Y, SELP LSS NI R R AL, AR E
MR TH R RR

SE

[1] OECD (1996) OECD Benchmark Definition of Foreign Direct Investment. Organization for Economic Cooperation
and Development, Paris.

[2]1 &%, PhEMN. PSR PR PRI S M), )N 2R TR S H kAt 2009: 8-15.

[3] Caves, R.E. (1974) Multinational Firms, Competition, and Productivity in Host-Country Markets. Economica, 41,
176-193. https://doi.org/10.2307/2553765

[4] Blomstrom, M. (1986) Foreign Investment and Productive Efficiency: The Case of Mexico. Journal of Industrial Eco-
nomics, 35, 97-110. https://doi.org/10.2307/2098609

[S] Hunya, G. (2002) Restructuring through FDI in Romanian Manufacturing. Economic Systems, 26, 387-394.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0939-3625(02)00063-8

[6] Akbar, Y.H. and Mc Bride, J.B. (2004) Multinational Enterprise Strategy, Foreign Direct Investment and Economic
Development: The Case of the Hungarian Banking Industry. Journal of World Business, 39, 89-105.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jwb.2003.08.001

[7] Eva, K. (2005) Sectoral Linkages of Foreign Direct Investment Firms to the Czech Economy. Research in Internation-
al Business and Finance, 19, 251-265. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ribaf.2004.12.004

(8] Kk, FIHANE 5 rse g /M), Jbat: dhas b Tk i Rt 1998.

[9] YL/NE. RSB R R PR AT, T E TAE&T, 1999(2): 10-14.

[10] oR%hA, %esfy. = WAt 8 E Tk g5 H 340 5 s M i SEUERTF 72 [J]. Z3FIF 9L, 1998(1): 30-36.

[11]  SEFLyb. Shi B T F0E = b 25 s ma it o (1], E° ER 5, 2000, 4(2): 34-45.

[12] TR, Eoek, sk, EERE sl R SEITECE 4], B E IR, 2003(3): 61-63+71.
[13] Z5. S B TP 5 RUR[T]. &5 5 EFE AL, 2005, 12(1): 15-18.

[14] BB, Hhw B BN b S5 A o ) (B BN A3 B[] XFAME BR 5255, 2006(1): 41-44.

(151 #%, THeNl, 5K Hhi E 8 GO TR 7 i 454 T+ 9 R i ) i AN 7 M (0], w22 50 F 7E, 2015(1):
116-118.

[16] FMEFE. S EECR T R E P g M e AL T+ e ma o A [D]: [ 12246718 30). JLBH: 305 K2, 2017,
[17] ZEERIN. SFANA S A BLERE 5ok g0 T]. TIkEARZ 5, 2018, 37(1): 86-92
[18] XU, &HriaK 5= k4452 FDI s20a Y SEIERF L [)]. B &5 5T, 2019(23): 179-182.

i
;é

DOI: 10.12677/fin.2022.121012 129


https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2022.121012
https://doi.org/10.2307/2553765
https://doi.org/10.2307/2098609
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0939-3625(02)00063-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jwb.2003.08.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ribaf.2004.12.004

	外商直接投资对中国产业结构的影响分析
	摘  要
	关键词
	Analysis of the Influence of FDI on Chinese Industrial Structure
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 文献综述
	3. 中国外商直接投资与产业结构变化的现状分析
	3.1. 中国外商直接投资的现状
	3.2. 中国产业结构的发展现状

	4. 外商直接投资影响中国产业结构升级的实证分析
	4.1. 模型选择
	4.2. 数据处理与指标选择
	4.3. 检验结果与分析
	4.3.1. 单位根检验
	4.3.2. 协整检验
	4.3.3. 格兰杰因果检验
	4.3.4. 脉冲响应分析
	4.3.5. 方差分解分析


	5. 外商直接投资促进产业结构升级的对策
	5.1. 优化投资环境，增强引资能力
	5.2. 合理引进外资，优化投资结构
	5.3. 充分利用技术溢出，以技术带产业结构升级

	参考文献

