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Abstract

Government procurement, as a market-oriented support instrument on the demand side, has at-
tracted widespread attention in academic circles. This paper selects A-share listed companies on the
Shanghai and Shenzhen stock exchanges from 2015 to 2023 as the research sample to empirically
examine the impact of government procurement on firms’ new quality productive forces. The study
finds that government procurement can enhance firms’ new quality productive forces. Mechanism
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tests indicate that government procurement improves these productive forces by alleviating financ-
ing constraints and reducing information asymmetry. Moreover, the positive effects are more pro-
nounced in non-state-owned enterprises and firms that are not in their mature stages.
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2023 4E 9 H, “JiEFaBidE R RILHE RN, & AR TR, 51 SRR s
KKK, TR AEF= IR o BAEBUR TAER 5 ik — 0B i A 7 R e B T BUR TAE+K
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IR R EIEN BN, BONEZ) o B 2235 ) i o3 2 R W BOB A% O 3R B) 3 [1] . AR R BRE)
HRATF NI RIBIAE TR, EMSGERER RIEOIER . B s & A= 1, X Tt g
U T R R T m A Ak RS B R DA e AR R 48 A B
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2020 FJERAATHIH RE T TAESUERH, FTAFEREMESMSMMESCEEL, BT RNEE, &
o fF R 5 S TR, KRFERRA QI OIE TR R &, DU T B RAE TR R BRI RS K i & .
H (BUMNRIEVEY WiAT AR, BUNRIGTE NBUMG BT AL 5 A 25 R B TR —, K
NECBINER” 5 “HER AULEERARAN, HaBCABUNAEG REREE TR, R ESHM
A 2002 4E ) 1009.6 12763 TH 2 2023 4EH 33929.6 127G, G4 EIMBGL 1 L E Ik 12%, #H4&xiiEs
WA AR T . NBUNT S, BURRIGZHES) T34 4L 7 58 Rk 27 P47 0 226 B Ths XA
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2. BRAHEWMRMB/E

PAASL R B, BURRIGIRIE RGN R F5 . TR, FLECR SN @ R %2 1) 5 (1
MR o BURF R T BT L 4 (R« TR PR 5 RR S VEARRAE , 58 L BB 0% 0] 7 37 0 (0 1 B P T 0 T Pl R 42 51 40
TE e R FF L R A AT (2] TRURRC B AR (3] (e 7= b 54 T G [ 4155 J7 TR #5 T FRGROSE . 5 BT
MU B AR L BUR R 7 R R, BURER I S8 T BURF “ B —HRFE” MERBEERL[5], A FTF
P v A R A PR R [ AR BB [7], ik & Rl 5 SRk 20 0% R JE B8 0P [8]. £FxF B B dr, 2
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S ST YN AR, I B A TR i R R A i, S B AR BT 8 1 RO R 5 X R A
Ko B, BUNRIMAFEATFNEHRIREFEARSNBRE S T b 5 BURF IR L A& 1T RB0A Rk, X F
CEVDLIA” RN AT EARFERERAT E ST R, SRTHRMR AR . SRR R Y], BUA ORI AE & 1Y
SRARMYSRIBRAT YA BE A1[9] o LR, BURRIGES 1T 595 57 AL A 285 5 R0 . AEREE ST ME B
REARBE ST, BUFRIT AR B8 Waife e . KRR ARAE[10], Bl FI
BERA, AT HRARAT UM AR R M T, PR TN B IRE . Rk, SRSEUN R
WEVT B PR Al B RESRAG BRARAT S A oA B3 G B2a 7 (KA AT, AT B8 5 3RAF R TR, Al fih B8 2 A5 DA 2R
fifo R, KIEARE BRI TT WIRR SR RE 0. BURME DL, HAT S R (R B W T B
BRI AL R A R G AR, S R A SRR BT A, A PR B 20 TR[10]

BUFRMM A& WE R CBURRIEE) 85— 85— “BURBRIGKIE 28 2 78 BUM R
B AR 46 52 WA b R [k 2 AT R AT, ABPE R RD AR IR Sh . 7 BORBRE. JEZPRA K5t
ROEE AR PR IR, ADCENL 1 i AT LEABORIEAER &R, SEBIE VSR T AL A E B FE 6] LA
HEEA B T U BUR RIW IR BEASE,  38 B s BUR R 3 7 i 5 IR 55 AR 40, et A S
SERMERRE R, R TR AR, H, 5B A1 AR BB Al 75 352 T
B o BURRIELT 51 2 & T W BGE S BALRGH 73, BURAT B R 1 il W 55 IR DL RN 278 R LS5 o
VRO — Rl R A M F T IBURT o T RENS 2 R T AR5 B K o A1 xE LAE 30T, SRS 2:

H2: UG R e % 38 1 22 ff A Ml ik B3 2 RO BRARAS 2 AN 1B MR BE AR T+ Ak B 2B 7 77

3. =&
3.1 ¥iEkiEREATE

A i BB R B R T b EBURPRI N A 52, BREZT 6 B 2016 G4 R A
TFRI & R0 DR S T8 nT 4308, 1M 2015 SRRV REAR AR IR A, #7 2015~2023 4F IR
Hifade . BAREHRAAEINT : 1) A1 BRAF AL 1 EAER SR B HAE I L AEA 2) BBk ST, *ST edlk;
3) WHELARRMAT 1% M4 FRACTE, I BRI S R . B AT B A R AEEDIINME IL 18,904 4.

3.2. {REME

N8 BBURT R M of A MV 5 2 7 S BRI, A D R AR .
NPro =a, +a,Proc_S,, +>_Control, + >_Indu+ > Year +¢;,

R, NPro ACR AN R AEr= 11; Proc_S AR EUR RIBIT B4%; Control A% 25&; Indu A
Year fAFATML [ 2 FIEAR [ s ¢ RN AR | At ARFAMAR LRI 8] .
33. TEENX

1) HifERArE

WA B A AL BT A 72 J1(NPro), SRS ME, B HT R A= Iiabaik R, RABEE
BT .

2) fRpEA

AR SC LA A T B N F SRR R VAR IEURT SR T B 4 0 114 X6 25 (Proc_S) ke i & BUR SR I

3) A&

ASCRECL N fH A g A F SR (age) L& (ownership). #E7P= Ffii K (lev). L5 Q EH(Q)- A
— K BRI L il (ownconl) Al MU (size) fF iz il A &, HAAR R L% 1.
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Table 1. Variable definition table
F1 BTEENFE

HA A B AR RS e X
MR e WA ) NPro
R AR R R <53 Proc_S AP SRAF U SR 1T R A A R0 4
P A A RS age AW BTSRRI
gl gt owns EESEAERN L, SO0
R lev AR R U LA B
BRI aud PHELRE RN A 1, HIA 0
A boa HEX N
A lb AR size ST (NS P/ B3
ST 2 roa VR PT 2 6

4. SBEERS S
4.1, RS

TR PGSR WA 20 Bl R AR & B A b 53 A= 7= 3 (NPro) () i KAE S B /IME 73 AN 43.17 F
0.0464, FriEZE A 2,585, EoRFEARMNY M AP K FAAE RS E R

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of variables

2. kgt

VARIABLES N mean SD min max
NPro 18,904 5.381 2.585 0.0464 43.17
Proc_S 18,904 0.690 1.398 0 5.981
lev 18,904 0.466 1.332 0.009 78 178.3
roa 18,904 0.0282 0.0735 —-0.307 0.219
boa 18,904 6.738 3.727 0 14
size 18,904 22.58 1.369 15.98 28.64
owns 18,904 0.432 0.495 0 1
aud 18,904 0.952 0.213 0 1
Age 18,904 14.17 7.150 0 32

4.2, FEERVILER

LR ILF 3, TR AR, BRI REUATE 16T L BB NIE, X
BRI T4 85 eV 2 7 ) LA TE TR . B 1 S

4.3 REMRAEERE

1) B
DAl R A B (A ESR R I LT 5 B0 B (Proc_N) & s iR A8 i, 3% 4 mha)(1) 45 R B R BURER G
FH0H 01812, 1E 1%H/KF LR ENIE, BIRGERAKESE.
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Table 3. Benchmark regression analysis results
2 3. FEEIAZHEER

NPro NPro NPro NPro
Proc_S 0.2404™" 0.1471™ 0.2457 0.1093"™
(18.02) (9.49) (18.14) (6.93)
age -0.0601™" —0.0427"
(-19.59) (-13.24)
aud 0.0891 0.0984
(0.96) (1.14)
owns 0.6916™" 0.7074™"
(15.44) (15.27)
size 0.0216 0.1157™
(1.43) (6.57)
boa 0.0043 0.0044
(0.85) (0.95)
roa -0.3188 -0.4337"
(-1.19) (-1.67)
lev 0.0016 0.0179™
(0.11) (2.71)
_cons 5.2155™" 5.2799"" 5.1694" 2.8736™"
(250.84) (279.23) (15.73) (7.27)
N 18,904 18,904 18,904 18,904
r? 0.0169 0.2352 0.0392 0.2520
year i & i &
indu i & 4 &

e WA LSRN T ERIRTE 1%, 5%, 10% K N, FRIF.

2) Z4i GMM J7i%:

AR SCAE FEE (] VAR PR Rt b S 0 A b o A 7 g S — BRI (L NPro) BT ATl ih. % 4 H1%1(2)
SRR, ARLIpfE <01 H AR2 (i p { > 0.1, M RS IAAEAE A% . Hansen () p 18 >
0.1, RIEAJFME, BN THRAAERR . Ui BRI AV H 5 A 7= J 2 ik a8 2%, B SIE
T REAE A S R A AR A

3) Bk FA

RN DA, S1ER 2020~2022 4F =4ERAE R I, 7% 4 F80(3) 45 B RN BURFK
T 2 HAE 1%7KF ERZE AT, B BBUR RIS VB s A 7= DA et e

4) THARFL

IRV B BUR SR 5 387 3 A2 7= 77 B a) BRT 5 0] 8, SR Al BT 7E 48 4 11 98 6 35 B9 28 T 40 R %o 4
(In_Disaster)fF >y T HAS & . A8 &l i §5 00 5 BER BT 5E, K-Paap Wald rk F Geit & K Tilm 54E, HE
Fris THRAR R, 425 $15)(1)8n LREESBUFRE A, & 5 51(2)R HBUMN RIS B AL 1)
MIRCIRTE 1%/ RENIE, HEMESR 8 UWHNAEMEANRE ZH KA.
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Table 4. Endogeneity and robustness test results
F 4 NEMRBEMRINER

B R Gmm S B 7 S A
NPro NPro NPro
Proc_S 0.022™ 0.1058"
(1.96) (4.77)
Proc_N 0.1812™"
(7.08)
L.NPro 0.860™"
(30.30)
In_Disaster
N 18,904 16,541 11,815
year £yl ) )
indu £yl Eitl Eitl
AR1 0.000
AR2 0.341
Hansen 556 0.200
Table 5. Instrumental variable method
#5 TRAT=%
Hbri BB
At
Proc_S NPro
Proc_S 1.101™
(0.172)
IV_Disaster —-0.0681™"
(0.0055)
Kleibergen-Paap rk Wald F 151.321
Kleibergen-Paap rk LM 149.983
P A & et et
AR AT 2 Eetil i
N 18,858 18,858

4.4. FERERE
1) kA BUsE

TR Al BUR PERSFEA R 70 9 AT folk S AR EA kPN % 6 45 R &R, AMedlb)E
THAGRAEA, BURF R RENS AV 54 TR e At A . A BT, AEEA kK
FEEE T EA M, RYIBUF RIS AR E A V75 AR 7 0% e iR 8O 35 00 T A Al .

2) Ak A= i A 3
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AP AE A [F) A i o BT B I ) 0 BRI ST AN AL, S BRI BN AT 2200 o F TR S S [12] 5%
TV A BRI 73 0573, R BRI K BRI IR I =N B, 3% 6 SRR, G
WIS, BUFRW W] 825 (e b A B A 71, (HRBUE M R E A P25, BURRIET
TR A LR ) A R A

Table 6. Heterogeneity test results
F 6. REMREER

] £ E|EET JpaS:t RS IR
NPro NPro NPro NPro NPro
Proc_S 0.0464" 0.1524"* 0.2204" 0.0707™* 0.1255™
(1.98) (7.12) (4.01) (2.44) (6.19)
_cons 2.3379"" 45132 2.5626" 3.3526™" 2.0368™"
(4.03) (6.59) (1.86) @.72) (3.73)
s i AR 5l 51l 25 il 5l 5l
E BRL il el el il el
N 8173 10,731 1898 5795 10,084
r2 0.3234 0.2420 0.2911 0.2740 0.2754

4.5. MBI

AR R0 3B, Rl % 24 RCLE ISURT SR I R e o 92 i i 9% 240 SRR A TH 3 o7 A 7= J17KF . RR A SA
T B ol % 20 SRR P AT R A N B, R 7 FI(L) SR EIR, Proc_S R%Ch 0.012 AAE 1%/KF &
=, RPBUNRIGREA UM BB L0 . WG BB VLIRS, BUM R s BT b B R RE
W 5| # B EH S MM, TR T ML, AR A3 S5 07 B R DA AT 0T N . ASIE
X—HLH, BFFiZ M Balakrishnan Z5[13]189771%, LAOREARMEATUEZ: 0 A I AN E0N 1 J5 (1) B SR04
(1_attention)# &5 BB E. £ 7 5245 R E~, Proc_S 2% 0.0271 HAE 1%/KF 53, KHBUFR
et AV AR BB A BE R THER . 27 b, BURRIG T I8 T S Rl Bt 29 ORI H =5 507 BH B2 2% B 4%
SN BT A T, A8 B IR W AL B SEIE S R

Table 7. Mechanism test results
= 7. WHIETEEE

SA |_attention NPro
Proc_S 0.0120" 0.0271 0.1093
(8.93) (4.86) (6.93)
_cons —4.9278™" -8.9395™" 2.8736™"
(~102.00) (-67.47) (7.27)
Pt A il £l F il
SE RN il P P
N 18,904 18,904 18,904
r2 0.4239 0.4535 0.2520
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5. ARELESREINL

FAEARJRN BBy ON 25 i R SR AR L RN 0, BURFR I B TR R He B 3
THREONETT 52 2R3 « A SCHE T 2015~2022 4F L A0 M et SR A - BURF R S 25 A2 8k b B A2 7 0
ZRMENE S WA TER IR G5B AN s USRI A Aalb K A ) Aol b B8 3 25 5 S 7 e B 20
S s RO B AR B RIEIER . 6T DA ERF LA 18, BHELTER.

=\ R RIEBUN RGBT RN 51 SEM . B 2R, HarREBUGF RIS S5 GDP LB
OECD Ji& 51 [H (%) 1/4, FHIBUR RIEE 7 W42 L BAT B A BRI B et 2 /), R E— B KRR IE
BURERT TR . Eean NBURFG BRGERE, & N va BEIACAL BERE , S8 TR 3R $AT L B
WAL, LRI UM A BE AL RE SR A BUR R IR BR A% 520

T AEHEEARIE TR Sl BA IS (A AT I S BCRAR  BUR R AN U 5 B AL K4
(ORI, TR A “HETIAE” o S IBUR ST ISR AL I SR R ANE O PR 0L, 15 7 LA
ANV EE, AT R TR RS T 2R BURFRRZS T bRl B 2 M5 HISE
£, HESDARAT IR e HEATIE 2 B0RE,  ABURERIGRIE FON S A5, AR AL AR (S 5T T3 L 32 BB o

=L TS REFERANE. ReEEEYE. BUFNESRIWERE AT, KEERFam. &
I AERILATE, IR BIIUE B BORSEHLRIAE B P A AT SR A, JELIRTHE SRR 221
37 ARG SAKIFRI @ MRIATAMNEE , N 772 it s O30 5 ST B BGREUR, @i
NV SEG TG SR A LR A, RN R AL RS ), SRR O R R AR, T
JRAE TS S8 B AR B B DR .

E&mHE
RETH SRR ETE AL R N A DB R Y R R LS AR B B
(TIYY19-006).
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