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Abstract

Drawing on China’s actual circumstances and utilizing relevant data spanning from 2002 to 2022,
this paper first conducts a multivariate linear time series regression analysis to assess the overall
impact of foreign direct investment (FDI) in China’s producer services on economic growth. Sub-
sequently, a dynamic VAR model is established from the perspective of various sub-sectors to ex-
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plore the relationship between FDI in each producer services sector and economic growth. The
research findings reveal that FDI in producer services positively contributes to China’s economic
development. From a sector-specific perspective, in the short term, the increase in the actual
amount of FDI utilized in leasing and business services, scientific research, and real estate within
China’s producer services sector significantly promotes GDP growth, while the increase in FDI uti-
lized in the financial sector has a relatively limited impact on GDP growth. In the long term, how-
ever, the actual FDI in all six sectors contributes to economic growth. Notably, the growth in actual
FDI in transportation, storage, and postal services; information transmission, computer services,
and software; as well as technical services and geological exploration emerges as potent drivers of
GDP growth. Finally, based on the empirical research findings, feasible policy recommendations
are proposed, including formulating appropriate policies to guide FDI, promoting balanced re-
gional development, and enhancing the level of human capital.
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1. 518

LUF KR AR BB, AP EIR S AR N S G K TR IR T B, O B KK R SR AR B . S
R, HEIE AN AEN . BOSCRE L RN P ROR AR R, 2P OR T B E AR S5 ML AT
TBGEH, AN BEAEAR S5 AR A R B3E T A MBS A, 2020 SRR CSAMRBEE Al H %)
BEER T NI GEIRANE 55 R 55 A5 8 7 55 e 55 TS I B BRI H 5 L AE B A AT U R A i 55 U ) 2 L ATt
R AR R S AT, X LT R A B T HEsh b 25 A R, it — b hd b [
[E PRse s 71. AW IIT R RS, HE O R 7RE IBERSC, REESC R # S TR oh 3
BENAEPAPE RS VA R S8 o Eeln, 2020 4R 7 43 “ DU R BRI AR H 3R WM I S 5h b
5 T ARG AR T], B AT A TR eRRgs . SN EME R RS . (AHRSHE%
DX A1 e 450 3 1 N A i) A PR e (TS B0 ) (2021 4R) 9K 1 AR P M AR 55k 2 BT OGS L, B 17— e
FEERR AT W B AR BEHE PR, (51 5 At BN B [ 22 G

H T — BRI AIECR, A B LR A P AR S5 Mk A i BRSO, M e AN
fit. WRAEHE G SR RoR, 2017 4, FEA SN BRSSP 739 14380 LT El T 2021
SEI) 1012 423500, (EIXIANE, e mIMIEIA R T 36.9%, (A, o rE R IE S BRI A SRR BT o LA
WA 54.2%32 T T 55.9%. X WA MR 5L 5 A1 BT RO RE JEAN TG 08, I H 4 oy LRI AT AR
WX, RN s s BB . mbar UG, AP RS LR e IR B R 7
IZ25F S FRARIL o (RIS A BT 10 A 7 42 e 55 ML AN ik HLAR T4 B, T o 25 7 T AR il e Bl e
JeA AT, WERARIRIE, N T SRR, NIRRT T A B AR, R SGE b B T
o A 7 Al 55 b R B A

2. MHRGRIR
%F FDI 525K RHFTFcH, EANKES %A FDI W LAESN 2 58K, Ciobanu Alina
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Mihaela (2020)R A ARDL £y VAR T o B BHAL T . R 5. 8 TG K 2 IR R .
g5 PR WA E B AT R G PO 55 ) 112 B 5 Je A W12 Br 3 K 1) S 2 g R # [ 1] Asongu Simplice
(2023)AJF 55 2 T A1 [F B 45 % 6) [ 4 26 72 BB (GDP) K. A Y GDP FIAEAISZRr TFP A B m[2].
Avisha Malik (2024)#F 72311 FDI 755 H N A sE 5 250 KA B35 A O PE[3]. BN 2:#E X F FDI 5%
Tt K 2 (A58 R IBT AT BRI, FDI R E A B K WS CRCoy B A 5. RI0HE, R HE(2016)
FIH 2002~2014 474 X %48 X TGS , A SR AH B (TR T IHER AL, BEFC KB, FDI X T4 K
TEAE T35 I HESH AR I [4]. X135 %5 (2018) LA 1985~2015 £E 8] ] FDI i AW 75 R @ 57 VAR #7573 41f3
N FDI X E A G KR, EERR R [5]. MR, PV (2022)%E T 2003~2017 4 30 N I Bk
b, Az H T DI RL 2 A 4  BE R E 3R 5 0 5k A T A TR RS . SRS R,
A BB NS o [ e G K P A AR [6] - 5K KM, 254 (2023)i8 AT I 4 1991~2020 4E A1 <% ds
B VAR AL, 4T T FDIL. XHAMNR 5 SR A AT K 2 Mk R, 455K H, FDIAEE 5 5 %A
B AT K e BN BT,

T AP RSk FDI X4 588 K520, Ivarkolstad . Espenvillnager (2005)87F 5t 1 5 32 55 % i o
KA P e AR S5, 48 SR R BRI A P AR 45l FDIF AR AR LR JLANR &, BV GDP. il
Ah BT R RS, RSN K. HE G 5 A RS W oM E BB B 2 [ 58 R AR 1S
#£[8].Leonard Cheng (2007)7EM 7t 1985 4= F| 1995 4F 1 [E 29 /M4 117 2L P~ PR AR 55k 51 HE A B3 16 1 D
TSR A P AR S R E VAR DI, SRS H R T P K XA A DR K S L S S U AR
W EBNEEME , AR & BTSRRI 7 i3 7 B30 WA [9] o 7 MU 55 (2009) 44 A 7 L IR 55 1. 23 AN [ e 7
A, R 2 R REE P F 07, WS R MR EAT T 00, SR BRAT RS
WA Bt 251k GDP W4, XTI &4 55 7\ i 2 55 91 3 A B AR M [10] . Fr3¥(2014) F1 FH 3%
24 NMETH 2004~2011 4[5, S Bh S A TH 2 7V A2 e AR 25 Mk FDI 2 [R]85 58 1) 48 5 8 K 0w 14T 5
AT, RIAEF= M R S5 b FDI X455 39 K i (2 dE A FAE AN B TH[11] . X341 (2018) £ X0 AH G SCHRIZEAT
B BEAD b, RIS L FDI X &L iy e £ Z A AT, 55— TR AT 8 BB AR
HASORE, 55 AN T 3t TR EE N P S0, ke ) 2 b s o o1 el R 338 [1.2]

gi BRnA, BUA MES AR K H S b TR FDI S B K i, 6T AR MR R 550k FDI A
RISCHRAR D, AR DA TR G IR /& NG AT b (0 A BE A 58 A2 P PE IR 55k FDI X B AR GH K IER], &
S B AR 7 M IR S5 M 8 AT M J 5 ) 42 5 B K B s i = SCUFAG B0 5 B AR . BRI, ARG — B4
AP PERR SO Ta L, KR (EREFHATIE R ERE) , R PLT 6 NI4T oA = P AR 25 by s
[13]. A= MRS LRI 2 AT iBizt . SAEAIRENL; Spol; Bl 52 A, it5
WUIRSS FNER AN s BT BRSSO s 8 2l FLBEAIRS 55 M5k [14]. ASCE A 2002 423 2022
SRR BAE AT SLUE 53 BT, AMNAE 2 W2 T 6 25 7= 14 il 25 AR A 5347 M (7S R AT M) o 28 5 388 K P 5 M 4
BEAT T VR AT, HAEROWE T EAREAT T BB RN AT, DUEAS B BN IR S5 AR AT SRR
MR . AT BRI DTBR E B LN = A — . R 2 04 MR R A 23 A A2 7 R R 25 Mk A1 v LA
P A GF KM AR = RHZIE VAR BRI M AP M RS54 A 7= R 453811 FDI W48 5¢
AR IR s = MR R R G K (R s B AR B PR X SR A

3. & MERRSFWFIA FDI &S BRI SEIES Hr
3.1 MNEFREAREMERSWFIR FDI HEFHEKAE R

1) HAEE
—MBX AT IR 573 A FIRSEE R, KRN — X 2 T R R AR <R
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FREER” o P - A% LT (Cobb-Douglas) £ R H A 17 R SN ERZ KRR, ACLRMG -

AR A TR BB AR S, X IRE 25 R R AR I AR AT 1 e, ASSCE R AR SR BRI

EPER 5L FDI B EE SR bR, IR S e A RIEHIAR R, En T REU .
GDP=F(L,K,PSFDI,OTH) (1)

AR, GDPAREAHK, L 3Rd s, KREZALN, PSFDI F5 A r= 4 Ah 7
FLBEHEA A, OTH IR A, ACCibiE T OPEN (L3P HUE)M EDU (AJ1¥A). T
il 38 s $3237(Cobb-Douglas) 7 B BUZ A J 2 e 36 3R, 7 LA SCEEM (1) B SE R 10 SLEAT 8ot
B, SPHPE R RN SO (O TR BT LA B OB 1 R Q)

LNGDP = g, + &, LNPSFDI + &, LNL + 2;LNK + &,LNOPEN + ¢, LNEDU + & )

2) AS TR BB

TRSCAS A PR S5 LR A R PSFDI A L RS i, ] P2 77 14 (1L (GDP) PR N B R AR
A5 PP RS L SV K R PR Ml OB N £8P OPEN. A J3¥i A EDU f Ayl
Ak, HASRE USRI 1 R

Table 1. Variable definitions and interpretation
* 1 TEENSHEE

TR BEAIK A B Ui EA
WA 5 2 G K (GDP) ] A A 77 Al
A 7 IR 25 R A1 5 S8 (PSFDI) NANEBI 1AM A AN
fRREAR & ] N o
BABN(K) HE PR R S5 b [ A R
FHEEA(L) PRSI MO T E
A 2 255 FFTUE (OPEN) HEH 5 B BAUGDP
AN 184 (EDU) TR A

a) WifERAR R

ZUTIK s AR SCR A E A B (GDP) R AU K, N T R R — B, kA ke
H, BERET (ChESGHHES) .

b) filFEAL &

AP BRSSP A0t S CEAR SO, AR PR S5 LR A B A R T A D, AR S
HZ . GREFAIREUR S (5 B . FENUIRS B, SRk, FEMEIRS L, 5T, £
AR5 55 b 55 9 Ml DA K% 5 Ml 7S AN S D S A R 4 R S RTSR A AR SC A O AR R AR . B SRR
THERGHREM.

c) FEHALE

FEARBEN(K): B SCHR— Mo xof Az 7= 14 AR 25 b 1 [ 5 5 08 Ay B2 AR BN AN R, (ER A SCH R H]
AP AR A [ s =4 R T ANE BB, T AAR SORE B AR BN (K) R R A 77 1 AR 45 b 1 [
SELFOR Z A E B . N T ARIE RN — 8ok, 0 LT B

FHEHN(L): ARIEVFZZE 00, SN AP RS ) “HERE RS (ERER. NT
TR R — 50, ST R .

ST TFIUE (OPEN): 3k H BB 7R E 5 0L L2 BT Mt s s ml oy s ml, RAGFIT
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TR 7 vE A AT A0 E B A RS GDP B 2 b BN AS SR O R AR B A 4k
E AR T 05y, O T 2 IR, A SCIE R LR GDP 1 E 4y B R RN IR E A BT
B, RTARUFENE—EE, XTI

ANFTEAREDU): AN FTRAMHE A XIRAE G K BB AR, FERPLE 8 S AR A2
E(EEMEEE, 2019) [15)MH A LLB(FG4%, 2012) [16]. AT LT, A EASTER 24 FERe s A
A, BT AR SO 8 i AR A NBUE N N T ARS8 br, T ORUE A — 3500, AT R b 2

PAEPO N EAR I EEE Y R B T ChE S5 .

3) HALARAR LS

AR SC T B BOHE st 8] 5B, CEREAT 51 UA 43 BT 2 T e X 5 A AT ST A P A 6 Sk e O [
IR EE, K6 7 A SR B ADF KB, RIbst BAnE 2 Bk,

Table 2. Unit root test results

=2 BRKIEER

A ADF 56 1%t S 5% ]I FHE 10% It S ghit
LNGDP —1.51 (0.258) -3.738 -2.992 -2.636 E| S
dLNGDP —6.47 (0.000™) -3.753 -2.998 -2.639 Fha
LNPSFDI 0.037 (0.961) -3.738 -2.992 —2.636 IEFEa
dLNPSFDI —2.664 (0.008") -3.809 -3.022 -2.651 TR
LNK —2.223 (0198) -3.711 -2.981 -2.63 |l
dLNK —3.402 (0.011™) -3.77 -3.005 -2.643 Fha
LNL 1.315 (0.997) -3.724 -2.986 -2.633 E| S
dLNL —2.704 (0.073%) -3.738 -2.992 -2.636 Fha
LNOPEN —0.47 (0.898) —3.859 -3.042 —2.661 IEFEa
dLNOPEN —3.203 (0.020™) -3.859 -3.042 -2.661 TR
LNEDU ~5.882 (0.000) -3.753 -2.998 -2.639 Fha
dLNEDU —3.054 (0.030™) 3.924 -3.068 -2.674 Fha

e TN T AR 1%, 5%, 10% 1 3 KT L

WPEE 2 Wa, BRI AR E g, LNEDU &2 ERrFFaft, i LNGDP. LNPSFDI. LNK.
LNL Al LNOPEN & AFRa . HEd —ZEa )G, Fra B sd 7R e, soh—AFRm
BFEF 5. X B, EiiEAs, 6 MERWE —MZ0 2GRN R, Fitl, TP
R, IR UEIX R OC RAEK N & BT

4) WK S OLS HiAI S fhiit

R AR B TR, A SOEEC /S AR E AR R AR, TR E TR, H2
BT A SCIE B AN S 2 — B 2250 Z G B EIB FRRE Py DLRR S0 — DU AR e, DA 50 mT DA R
i 2 (A K HRRE RSO G R, MR IR M4 RO IE, IRt R vk AR i (A1 A B[R] AR AR E A AR
ERIBIB R R, XRPENZAAEIELEMORE, AP TR, ik, st irg MR E##T T
Johansen F PGS, 4175 3 P, DASSUEAR &2 [AAF AR R E IR R e

7 3 N Johansen [HREEATES, M DUE H Y RN B OC RIS, 75(148.621) > 5%lln FE
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(95.754), FUMBELJERBL, WHIAAEDERR. BRERNRE —DMIERARN, & > 5%IniH, 18
YR, W AL . BEEONRE AR, 2 < 5%l e, B2 RERBL, W R E
PP EE . PTUL BRI R TR, AR R, REWANERR, FHRARAWESR
Fo PTUARTCLHEAT R — 2 B B 7304

Table 3. Variable cointegration test results

=3 LTEMEREER

JR AR FRIEAR (I KAR) 10%IIf 5H1H 5%l FAE 1%IIf FHHE
TR R 0.94 148.621 91.109 95.754 104.964
%z 1M 0.912 92.406 65.82 69.819 77.82
wZ 2 M 0.647 43.742 44.493 47.855 54.681
5) [EH 47

T B A AR KRGS 5 VM AR IS Y, AR ST AR B 2 S [ B OF HAFAE PR BESC &, i DAT DAt AT (el
H, HEASER I 4 PR

Table 4. Regression results

F 4. EALR

A 4 t Guit i PE ghit
LNPSFDI 0.216 2.982 0.007™ ArE

LNL —3.586 -3.75 0.001™ e

LNK 0.643 8.117 0.000™" e
LNOPEN -0.128 -1.485 0.152 ENTES
LNEDU 0.14 4,325 0.000™" e

c 42432 3.959 0.001" e

e LN TR 1%, 5%, 10%[) 3 KT 8

FH25 R R? = 0.999, % R? =0.998, F itk 3287.898, P =0.000"", 3B [AlI= 75 FE 1Ak
T B RS, S HP A SR AT T AN S HOR U, WF 4, LNOPEN [ P {5 KF 0.1, Bl 45 LNOPEN
REZF, HMZEHEEZFER. LAIREE LNOPEN 25 B {TRIH, 4558 u%E 5 iR,

Table 5. Results of the quadratic regression

F5 DREINFLR
AE 3 t 4= P1E ghig
LNPSFDI 0.227 3.082 0.005 B3
LNL ~4.431 -5.614 0.000"* e
LNK 0.634 7.819 0.000" wE#E
LNEDU 0.153 4.797 0.000"* e
c 52.465 6.14 0.000"* wE#E

e TN TR 1%, 5%, 10%0) 3 KT 8
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RIS R R? 9 0.999, % R? 2 0.998, F {H N 3896.001, P {H >4 0.000™", Wi BH[RIH 772 %%,
HHAE R, BASEREANZ 5 FR, PAEES/NT 0.01, SHHANET 19%M B35 L. iYL
513772

LNGDP =52.465+0.227LNPSFDI - 4.431LNL +0.634LNK +0.153LNEDU (3)

MAF(3) AT LAE H LNPSFDI [ RN 0.227, BIAF=MERR 5\ 0 i B e 38 n, S48 py 267~
SVME, R HAEFEYEIR S A BRI 1%, EWNABESHIN 0.227%; AR AT A LAE %R
5%, LNL A% R¥CN-4.431, P{E N0 H/NT 0.05, B2 5750 3N, St Py A= S 2 A 40
FWEA, XM TREAGHE—NANOKE, —EHAAAES SR8, BT 20553077,
St T AP LNK /%08 0.634, P {EH/NT 0.05, 5B B AT B A 72 5l A I A f (e B
fl; LNEDU Z#4 0.153, P /T 0.05, 5B A )55 A% [ P A2 P BB A TE 1] AR 3EVE A

6) AHICIHE R 50

Table 6. Correlation tests
F< 6. HHXMRIE

LNGDP LNPSFDI LNL LNK LNEDU
LNGDP 1 (0.000™)
LNPSFDI 0.987 (0.000™) 1 (0.000™)
LNL 0.77 (0.000") 0.7 (0.000™) 1 (0.000™)
LNK 0.996 (0.000™)  0.979 (0.000™)  0.81 (0.000""") 1 (0.000™)
LNEDU 0.891 (0.000™)  0.823(0.000™)  0.925(0.000™)  0.907 (0.000"") 1 (0.000™)

e TN T AR 1%, 5%, 10% 1 3 KT

ARG LG, " LA %] LNPSFDIL LNK fl LNEDU X4 5FREmEE R, REER T, 8 kT
FHE> T, M 6 Fis, LNGDP 5 LNPSFDI. LNK 1 LNEDU f#H < £ %073 %4 0.987, 0.996, 0.891,
MAGHEKHEA EREEER, 5 FREIAZS ORI

7) RS F T

Az PR R 5 ML R FH A B3 55 48 B B K R B2 R 0N 0.227 (A SCH GDP R B4 3 1 K, PSGDP it K,
VU FE AR 25, X R AR PR IR S R A B N 1%, FRIEIZ SRR SN 0.227%, SHUGTHE
T 5% R E AT . AR E T AP MRS R FH A T AR BRI K. S Ak, A B R AT
MR E A, SEsFEd s — e et ER .

3.2. TS ERRFZIFIR FDI X E KRN

5 3.1 7, H OLS Jidfliih 7 AEF= MR 45l FDI 54 5rib K 2 [ 26 &, BPAEF=PERR S5k FDI A2 {2
BEL TR . SR AT ML A BER B, I FR B — 0 7 W A i B AR B A BRIS K se . fEE
Fent b, @ ST FDI EA A E E EA(VAR)BR, J82/04T\k FDI X4 5 & R II1E T .«

1) FEAIERE LS B0 kIR

TEE ) TAHRSCBRZ S5, AR SCEZEIRICCA TR LA S0 AR

B P A2 7= S GDP: LA I AR 7 AN A (R F b Sk i 2 20 5% 1) R SR /KCP Can B 9 AR 7= i . A 3811
WA= BB T RE . P RE . A SE) . AR SO BRI [ 4 AR 7= il ok S 28 B 3 K KT

Az PR IR Sk B AT ML B AR BLIEIE R A PSFEDIXI: R IB AT SCHR 2 (E RA AT 2R 5R00)
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WA IR SSL FHE 7y s AMAT Ik Al EAEATIEREOY, 5 B THEAUIRSS AL, SR
Ak, MGTANRT SRS, BEEARTTT . BORR S5 AN BB PRV A B3 =l RIS AT SE BRI AR 51
BHERAE RS R S AR R E LSRN L 7 Fis:

Table 7. Definitions of the variables
=7 TENEX

AR AR R AR

GDP Il P A 7 BB (LA 427T)
PSFDIx1 ACiEIEH . O AEATHREOLY
PSFDIx2 5B, THENUIRSS AL
PSFDIx3 Citi 4
PSFDIx4 AHGE IR 55 R 55k
PSFDIX5 FEARTFL . BORRSS A H p ) Al
PSFDIx6 7 =k

2) BB E SR R
9T RSP IS5 ML FDI S35 K 02 A A 81 12 M 2 IR 56 R, K715 B GDP AIZE
P 45 AL FDI K ABFIE %, KLU VAR BRI i

PSFDIxi PSFDIxi PSFDIxi
=a+p + 5, +- 45 4)
GDP ), GDP ), GDP

FHH, o« pIRERTT ISR, o ZRIRERE, xi OREERFLE 6 M7k, t=1,2,3:-+)
3) MEARIR LS T
FEHEAT B B MR, X FTA AR EREAT T BU A TR SE T, DORASHEE B ACRHE . 1042 8 R

Table 8. Descriptive statistical tests for the VAR model variables
# 8. VAR R T BRI M Gt

Y, FAR TN /MA I ME bk iz £k Ji %
GDP 20 121.021 7.18 46.39 36.67 34.85 13.44
PSFDIx1 20 55.88 8.674 29.59 16.258 25.203 264.325
PSFDIx2 20 238.685 412 55.185 72.298 24.867 5226.973
PSFDIx3 20 330.862 15.89 98.487 95.394 60.781 9099.944
PSFDIx4 20 301.816 0.51 46.887 75.503 16.736 5700.729
PSFDIx5 20 149.689 0.383 30.141 40.039 5.726 1603.145
PSFDIx6 20 346.261 46.585 156.624 94.186 168.556 8870.962

H%% 8 I LAE Y, GuF K/ ME N 7.18 JiMC, SR 121.021 Ji42, XKW T HEIRME K% 5.
B 225 R R, G RGBT T IEFEY K o BARR I PSFDIXL (B idig i . £ i FHHRE il %), PSFDIX3
(Rlll) A K& PSFDIX6 (55 ™Mb (bR #E 22 /N T 2801E, KX =N R4 A F2 € . 1 PSFDIX2 (5
BAEH . THEHUIRSS A L), PSFDIx4 (FHLEE AR ML AR 55) A1 PSFDIXS (RFEWFIT BA IR 55 R -5 SR
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M) BB HEZE K IR, R XA B BB BRSOk, I R R IR
RANEIME.

4) AR

A TR LA B IO R, DLOREREA PR I MR E MEX AR IR 45 R 152 m . O 7 K
ST OG 2%, 38 S PR e VAT 51 A2 () AN AT SE R S5 5, AR50k ADF PR PERL 36 . 25 R W1 9% 9 Bz : LNGDP.
LNPSFDIx1. LNPSFDIx2. LNPSFDIX3. LNPSFDIx4. LNPSFDIX5. LNPSFDIX6 [ t Gt it ##5 KT 1%,
P KT 001, Y 7 X-EMEBIOATENE, a2 AR x4 3o 807 S AELEAT — B 20
I, FREAT —RER ARG S, Bt SRR T S%MB{E, TP EW(KT 0.05, KW ENTFIIE
SO EfE L T vk, i, XEAR R AL — I E D MR R

Table 9. Summary of root of unit test results for variables
9. TEMRMRKIEERILA

A ADF 56 1%FIIEFE  5%MIEFE  10%FHIE FAE ghit
LNGDP —1.51 (0.258) -3.738 -2.992 —2.636 E| S
dLNGDP —6.47 (0.000™™) -3.753 -2.998 —2.639 FHa
LNPSFDIx1 —2.145 (0.227) -3.889 —3.054 —2.667 P
dLNPSFDIx1 —4.579 (0.000"") -3.738 -2.992 —2.636 FHa
LNPSFDIx2 —2.729 (0.0691) -3.889 -3.054 —2.667 [
dLNPSFDIx2 —4.358 (0.004) -3.750 -3.000 -2.630 Fha
LNPSFDIx3 ~1.402 (0.581) -3.77 -3.005 —2.643 [
dLNPSFDIX3 ~5.478 (0.000) -3.738 -2.992 —2.636 Fha
LNPSFDIx4 —1.387 (0.248) -3.889 —3.054 —2.667 E|
dLNPSFDIx4 -3.925 (0.014™) -3.738 -2.992 —2.636 Fha
LNPSFDIX5 -0.806 (0.817) -3.711 -2.981 -2.63 E| S
dLNPSFDIX5 —5.009 (0.000"*) -3.724 -2.986 -2.633 Fha
LNPSFDIx6 0.167 (0.970) -3.924 -3.068 —-2.674 E| S
dLNPSFDIx6 —4.528 (0.000"") -3.889 -3.054 —2.667 FHa

e TN TR 1%, 5%, 10%0) 3 KT 8

5) Wi

6 22 A (1987) B4 HR 1 U BH G 2R — AN AR E P SRS — KR M OC &, B0 5 dh i gk
AT EFE RN I, DU 5 A6 508 1) 22 5 7 AT e M A 85 SR = A 22 o DR AR S 4
Johansen ¥4 5% LNGDP. LNPSFDIx1. LNPSFDIx2. LNPSFDIx3. LNPSFDIx4. LNPSFDIx5 Al
LNPSFDIx6 #1720 #7. #riess Bans 10 fis:

Table 10. The VAR model cointegration test
= 10. VAR B I

JRAR % FREAR (I KAR) 10%llf5 FAt 5%l S8 1%lIf FHE
TR R 0.967 133.374 120.367 125.618 135.982
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7 10 &y Johansen PpEEATES, MR LUE H 4 E RN LB RIS, #5(133.374) > 5%l FHHE
(120.367), FrLAIE4EJ5R%, BLRAAFIETMER R

6) VAR i BUF2 5 k4

VAR D625 S A R 8] 7 41 ke g, BT AR SO A 2 i, W R 54T T ADF SR AR AN 42
R, ARAE LTRSS SRR, AR R TR AR SR SE LM S R (ERIRA T B AR R
TEZAR TR 75 ELA A 0, AT DA B MR AR PSR B AE AR R ) 25 o T P 1 AR (Y B AR AR 56 TR T
T SR AR LE PR P, 2R B AR R 2 ] 1) O R o B ] R HE RS S Ao 1 o

2
1
® (@] [@) o
° o)
0 = e
® o
® ole ©
-1
2
-2 -1 0 1 2

Figure 1. Root of the unit test
B 1 BRI

7) FREIHE
FIH A& LNGDP, LNPSFDIx1. LNPSFDIx2. LNPSFDIx3. LNPSFDIx4. LNPSFDIxX5. LNPSFDIx6

7 VAR A, VAR LAY (B 5 W ARSE LL. LR AIC. HQIC 1 SBIC Fi./M5 B bR KA 2 .
MR4E 11 v, MaFE N 2 15, AIC. LR. HQIC. SBIC #ENIZ &/ . RILHE VAR ()5,

Table 11. VAR model lag period determination
F 11. VAR #ERGH R HATRE

bt =1 V1 logL AIC sc HQ FPE
0 —32.847 -16.914 -16.578 -16.814 0
1 128.841 —25.468 —22.759" —24.688 0
2 195.916 -27.138" —22.019 -25.719" 0.0"

e TN TR 1%, 5%, 10%[) 3 KT 8

8) VAR 7l £k
MPE iAo MR AG I6 . B A I6 DA R BRI 52, A SCHR 4 LNGDP. LNPSFDIx1. LNPSFDIX2.
LNPSFDIx3. LNPSFDIx4. LNPSFDIx5 f1 LNPSFDIx6 £/ VAR ()7, 45 B Ak :

LNGDP =10.133-0.044 * LNPSFDIX1-0.015* LNPSFDIX2 +0.273* LNPSFDIX3 5
+0.233+ LNPSFDIX4 +0.095* LNPSFDIX5+0.17 * LNPSFDIX6 ®)

G ARG R BT A AP AR ML B X3, x4, x5 Fil x6 AR ANAE#EB LB K, Hdshwg
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BT x3 AT S ARG N 10%, Z5F k38N 2.73%, 24 FDI7E x4 7Pk i S E BT+ 109%F0,
A S E BT 2.33%, 1fi 24 FDIAE X5 72k A RS A B BT 109%0 , 127 Ml s AN B E T 0.95%;
M4 FDI 7 x6 =Mk A iR AME BT 10%0, %= R s E BT 1.7%; B2, 7€ x1, x2 4, FDI 5
GDP 3K 2 [AAFAE 4 WA M AR R R . X RISMERR THM LI H SR AP rIsE .

9) ik el I o %

N T RN A AR AR A FE VR A AR B A S, TR D HTIIBNAS VAR B, IR FHm
52 B bRIEZE I, e R AR ) 22 A AR S AN A AR o SN ke . bR s PR A 2 S e H RSl I
S AR L, MR LSRR B 2 MIE RO R . — BRI — M ER e S e g AR &, i
[ PR o U RS A B A2 B R P 200 . S5 31 B A oI ESHE R AR EG, FRATEILIERE N VAR 7 5 55 B 14350
gy, Bk R, fEIX—#4r, A2 GDP, iafi. MBS PSFDIX1, 158 &%. THENUIRSH
ol PSFDIX2, 4l PSFDIX3, G AIFL ARSIk PSFDIX4, Wt HARMRSSFIHLF Ak PSFDIXS Al
Sl PSFDIX6 2[RIk o ARAE AT ORI 90 3 AT 43 2, 4% T —SeSC B2 AT S i R o i
TE R T, R R R B2 i B AR (P B )\ ), U 7R 12— B At A 5 ) 5
FRPE . N Bl ST 00 Jk e S5 o) B8ORSt H IS SRR, R N AR E . BRI 2~7 s

-O-WRLE R -O-95% CI(LL)  95% CI(UL)

N

4
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Figure 2. x1 pulse response to PSGDP
[ 2. x1 Xt PSGDP Bk Bz 4% R

~-O-MRER O~ 95% CI(LL)  95% CI(UL)

-9
-12
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Figure 3. x2 pulse response to PSGDP
B 3. x2 %F PSGDP Bk fz 4% R
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O~ mapfERA ~O-95% CI(LL) 95% CI(UL)
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Figure 4. x3 pulse response to PSGDP
4. x3 % PSGDP Bik e Bz 45 5

~O-mapAER ~O-95% CI(LL) 95% CI(UL)

0 //\

-3

-6
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Figure 5. x4 pulse response to PSGDP
[l 5. x4 3 PSGDP Bk Rz 4% 5

-O-MRfER O 95% CI(LL) - 95% CI(UL)
20

15
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5

0
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-10
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Figure 6. x5 pulse response to PSGDP
[l 6. x5 X PSGDP Bk Rz 4% 5
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-O-mRifEF -O-95% CI(LL)  95% CI(UL)
12

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Figure 7. x6 pulse response to PSGDP
[ 7. x6 % PSGDP Bk Rz 4% R

M 2 AT VR, ARG ASEE . B iERIEBOL A B R — b E, 24T A B
VRS — M R BRI K LT = AR RN, B o W B K 7 AR B3 B AE RIS, 7R S8 IR BIROR, A
2.5% 70 A7 o 5 DR 2 18 A AR A I AR Y SR IR RS 22 5 R E (1 R TR i 28 DA S B TR IX A e it )
e, ARARRAE RO, REERCAR D, R A ST K.

M3 TRUE tH, UAHS S BAR THENUIRSS AR — bk 5, 028 Bl = A 3 s i) 47
SON, R TE SR I AR SN AR IR B R, e KBIA 4.5%E 4 fEJE LI x2 X2 5F 13G XF
Gk %, RATESE-CIE /UMY 0. FEFERELETE BARIS T2l AA BRI &, BRg
FNA BARFTEAEAE T 75 B RN, Fir DA 3 P 428 G 498 e 381 7 T e L AR

W 4, ARG S —A i E, SRl @K e R B, H2 LU 1~5
MAGHIG KA RI AR, BT 5 B 8 IR I H RN . S A &Rl AR T2 5K,
KHkE, Sl Fl T2k,

w5, MAAL GRS MRS — A bk fa, A SRR 25 iR 25l o e BB B A e DR K )
TERRARAE S A K, (BHRZ ZIIE RN, SRR IE RN T, KATE 3% A4 . X2 m TR
R R 5538 T B W S DA BB R BE T ENBR il i B A AN k. SRR AR PR B ORI N, BT
DANATTRE L B 75 SR AT K, BT DARE (R B2 UF 11 K

WK 6, MARMAGRIE T BARMRS A TREI B — A rhiifa, BHEEF TS BB 25T 1
KIEHBRRAZER, AT 2w FiEs, A ZWIFEE b, H=0T 0, BV
OB, KA 7%/ A7 . SEIUALLRIEAR R EAE T% A EN . PRI A RBEAF . BRI SS it )i
B 2 pr i K OR R AR . KRB R 7T HAR MRS At 5 B b 5 i K SR 2 B
FEIERR .

wE 7, SRS LA R, L B K OV AR R A B R, (HARERRTE O
CAE 33N o R s = M AT Ml 28 B K 1R 5 it Y 3 11 IF R

10) 5 Z 3RO AT

N BT AR A E B R RN AR IR S AN R I S G I Tk, SR T E MR T
AT BARD T — Ok, EX AR AE RN T R, — ANMEPRBEROK, ZI AR %A & ) Tk
MK, W 12 FioR.

T3 ZE S R B R, 7N AR B 1R ZE UGS 565 8 3 ] P A 7 S AR T () b 1 22 1) DT R 2 2.343%.6.861%
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34.609%. 28.961%. 10.522%. 4.689%, %% F3 B &xmll(x3) oM i K, vk AL BRI RE 45 i 45 Mk A sk
ST (xA) s BARNRS FIH T L (XB), BEJS BT Z 0 R ARG E, X 5 kb B B A . R
A7 RS & AN A 4 AT AR SR AP X T2 BRIl K I RCR AR, AR 4 E B3R 5T AN AR 7= iR 5%
MVAS[EI R T I 2 BFEK RS M AN —RE ), (AR SR U8 A K BT 28 5 186 K A 5 R S 1 P

Table 12. Decomposition of the variance of economic growth of various industries in producer services
= 12, MRS ST EFIG KNG E D E

B4 x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 x6
1 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 3.946 0.877 0.356 2.423 5.942 0.607
3 7.017 2.053 0.343 10.087 14.767 5.279
4 4.816 1.529 5.765 17.398 15.722 6.515
5 4.569 1.289 12.75 22.032 17.496 7.612
6 4,014 1.624 20.838 25.34 16.282 8.157
7 2.965 3.431 29.284 28.161 12.989 7.053
8 2.234 6.861 34.609 28.961 10.522 5.793
9 1.615 10.449 38.063 28.471 8.643 4.689
10 1.267 13.66 40.225 27.249 7.355 3.79

4, i ERR

ASLHE R FH 2002~2022 45 (1A S E i R 22 0 28 M B 18] 3 20 [m] A A R 72 17 A 7= 1 R 45 Mk FDIIREN
] BB K. MOk N R L. G355 T8 OPEN A J1 %A EDU X236 -K i . R4 [ )1 45
BRSO ANE B TN, SR s E WA A, IR B AR RS LA A R R
1%, R4 SE SN 0.227%. A TR FUAR PR PEIR S5 7S RAT MK 51 3R A B B A5 T A 22 1 K 2 ]
MIRFR, BT —A VAR BAL, TEOMEE T o4 25 P= MRS R 43 7S AT, B B2 B8 37 4 b A R B
B4 [ S PR AN A 6 PSGDP 36K AT Sebrigmi . STIEMISE R ioR: © BN, REE~ RS
I 6 LR R RS 45 B 45 b RIURE 24 T 72 (xd) K s b 7= b (x6) i 52 B el P FAD &b 8 450 A 42 T T DA i S8 M i 3
GDP (f{t, 3 H AV (x3)FIFHANE 3R T GDP I KEmA K, @ WNKIIRE, Tilickh. &
g AIRBOL (L), A5 B THEAUIRSS FIER AT Ml (x2) R A iR 55 FH 5 85 250 M (xB) 9 SE B FDI 38 i 2
GDP MK MsE Ik 77, #itk, PRI DLG N, RE S @EE . SERmEl(x1), 15845,
THEHUIR S5 AR AL (x2) FH 5 A i 55 R 3 i 89 25 b (xB) #8. R 26 AR 3 R IV E T 3, XA B IR 23 I BA
W MR R 5K RE R BGERIX = ATk R R FR i 7T

BT LA, ASCIR DL AW Bk, HlE GIE BRG] FDI: WA SO SRS SRl H,
AP IR SE FDI FE K SHAN 22 5 K R e, (R AR =R AR 55 AN Al o AT ML S 56
(K0 T A BF K R AN, AN E B R R TN A 72 IR 45 b AN ) 358 1D 6 28 5 1 K 0 S i A —
M. KERE, iz, SmmBok(xt), 5845 THEMURSS AL (x2) R4 A iR 25 A 5
0l (x5) 1152 br FDI FI3E I & GDP 384 (1 KUK S o B LRI A SCHISIESE R, RO e 61 1 BUR
a5 FDI #ENIX =AMk, Bk SR E k. W, s XKImiARE: Bk RE, REM
ST ZEH T IXFE— AN, REUTHX LR IR, TP AN A 0 W LB s - 7R IRSOR) F 41
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AR R T b, R O BV X B . DL, AERA ORISR IR & X R 2 0 T R R R
RIRTHE N, BUT AR N 1% 5 2 1 [ P Bt R, DR AR 51 2 R Rkt XEAT F I 51 5. ARm s fe
NIRRT S BUFROZ NN T A W5 A N T BRI A B S R o A7 1R AR 55 Ml )
i R AP IS RN, B FEE AW BRI A St R (G S HoR. BRI, Vs
SEGURII NI BHETT R, GRS /R, MR BRI SR R (R R I EE RN, R
UAEZ, B A RSUEEEREEAI, TP EE Mm S E A5 e, Ses 5|2t foR.
MERVEHIE T AL SR M, AR RN, I B AT MR KRR e st e BRI, O 1 HEsh s Rl
A4, BUFRAZX AT T E5E, ZARAAR LV R, SRR & 520 W] BB
Z; i, AR R SCRR A L AR R RE 1. 5 T5 T, DAEZONEE Y, SRtk S E R
EE SR, SEBUANRAA LAV B FA RS, SREBORINERE T . I N RSN, (et
RS, XS RN RE KR 3 -
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