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Abstract

Based on empirical findings from A-share listed companies in China from 2010 to 2024, the study
reveals that: (1) A firm's “bottleneck position” in global production networks suppresses its overall
employment and demand for low-skilled labor, whereas no such effect is observed for firms in a
“hub position.” (2) In response to negative shocks, firms in a “bottleneck position” adopt asymmet-
ric defensive adjustment strategies, significantly reducing low-skilled employees and cutting over-
all employee compensation. (3) Financing constraints significantly amplify the negative impact of a
“bottleneck position” on employment. Corresponding policy recommendations are proposed ac-
cordingly.
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1. 5|8

FEARFRAE N 5N, A AE R 2% b (R B B AR L UG 28 5 . B8 TR 3R 5 97 80 ) B URNC &
FIRZ AR R[] [2]o MBI AR 4 R FE AR o B N3 P = A U R — SR R TR R B0
Il s EATTAS A W 2 ALy e (v PO 1) BIGRT F8 v A (IS AR o5 9 ), T D 4 v R
971 5o DA TR DL, SRR AR RO i e i, e B AOME g5 PRl B A AR P IR UK, X
FREE G BN P EARR AR [3] [4]. PRIE, AN “PIZRIE 7 X — MR 5 R ML A DD AT il Y
T RBRAE I HTHESE . S IR, Rl 8 20 OB AR AN 4 e (i ) T SR 2D BRI FM 1 1 A Ak 55 8 70
SR B R OUL SR AR 5] R BE L PRIEIE 1 Ak B SIaE W S50 5, fom 7 Y KR S R I RE
WA T A N AR S7 B REAE A I AR . — DN IRFFR AR R OB FUE AL 3R A R 2% 2 R fir
B SR AR. 57 R A G IR AR AT, ) s A 1 ] TS 2

R A 27 BUOR LR R TT 0 i T 7T, (AR SCHIT FE AT AR I AN Bk o — S X 208 S5 A PR 22 B ROME I
To TV STHRIESE, M2 oA BY T ol 3R EUE B BT (2t aUET6], JHEshpb AR (7], £
SRR, 5P AP AR O . ST R ED AL, BELUE AR SR IR MR BY) (8], JIF ek
HH ESG RILO]. BT M, A EHERMI 2% prC PEIRR Al 3% R A BIGEEMA[10]. 2Bt
LR G AT E) SIS T . SCERIIE TER I, SRRk B 20 R R (e it AV 3t i B Re 57 30 1 e, IF
MANTTEARLR[11]; R, SPGB ST 30 T4 SKBRCR T 12].

LOWBLA SCHR, RUE DA 8 7R 2445 BB 2 RS 573 /145 2 IR B 2 0k 0K, (A7
FEHRIAE. HoG, SR R X —Rp 2 S PR mU RGNS . HIR, HARKRE “ %%
LRI E - B LR - SR EBIRA - FEn sk BT A MriESE. BBt Ak E £
S AE R 5% 24 AR ey 28 3 FLARRR ) B AR AT O, o — N RBATIT I “RRA” . ik, WHSTE e
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A - AR - AT RS TEEARAESE, JFRIA T E LT A R SR AT SGIE R R, DR R 4
BRAE P W8 B G5 R A T AE R R 20O T R, Semi Al 157 80 0 LR SR 5 46 .

R LHUT 2 5 B S5 a R I, 58 =80 Hi e b [ L2 =] AU R
fEsg, SEIUM I A SHER R BoE 5 AR, RGNS R EFER.

2. RS AEEE S A TIT AN St R e iiEd

TGN IR BT I 2 s R A SRR IAYE, T RIRE G 2 MR 22 522 0 J53%, BT R
PRSIZER P 1 s SR PR 13] R IHI 2 T2 5F A7 iR R PR I 7 S Al 55 30 77 75 SR @5 /AL
il 734 o

2.1, LSRR ‘St Ae

AR AT 7 2 S R AR AR 77 X 4% RO PR AL SR BT AR S, U DU i B 1] I 5 2
ey i) RS A 3 UK 2N . Inoue & Todo (2024)8F o K IR[14], A= W 2% Hh i) /D BOCHE Y O RSV
(AL AR A AL M ORAE o X R WT, 02543 B I i o5 i M P XS % % 5 B mT Bk, S R 215 I 4
VPR R R b T 2% R R A ML AV T FRURR (0 R 2% S5 R A e, URRIE R I R R BUE RS
IR 28 TUAR T o X PR AL AT FLAE DG rp e Ny, 2RO S (1) 55 3l ) B L3 —J71h,  ABa it S
TR, REAER R ' B, RN EE 188 FEERIZ SR, a7 KR
1) A ) ik o
22. “HREmedl” BANERGEHIFE

Bofiefn I MECRBED BRI, BORBED SIRTIR i e 57 30 TR 7R [15]. 4E AL SECTALIR
T, X REROINE I R A [16]. X TR R SRR A ROR IR L T, Ho
BREBOAR SE BN R AT RE s 08, SEOLERES M 2O “JF R FHE. SR, mBoRe i AR
Bl A m, FEBSHUR ORI A b AR P B HUR B R . ARk 157 80 ) TR — R AR ] g A s BRI a4
b7 Rl BEARURS RE AR5 UG Bl S B0 I b o I IR RE 55 B 1 A S BURG P, T B RE A BN
Ve, 973 IR R 2 R AR AR AR R o

2.3. MBLEHTHIERESSFH S

BT A R R, NIRRT A 2 B2 m Ml B v . 8 W & RBUR IR B & ) 17 4
ok, JuHANE T N FEIEE S 17] [18]. BCHTIE 58 T 06 S 0E P 48 45 K 5 Rl 8 240 SR AR 28 ELAE P
AT S R B R R R e R Al EAE DAL B TN B TR PR R R [19] 0 X T I8 T AR B
ik, B BHARIERED L7, HAEERINEIIES STz BA, M3 s L oM Rl o oA (e
N SA FE¥U¥ =). Hadlock 1 Pierce (2010)#2 Hif) SA Fi& Bl i ke iy & A\l /b 8 il o8 LR A2 FE[20]; 4
b e S iR T R BRI TR (A, ) B BT, AU e B R, LS IR
HEL 8 RO 155 2 0 5 RIS, TR 2B 1R S 3R BRIR A . AT DRI AR 7= 56 R e R AiE 2

LR LERTR, OB I g ERLIRT OB IR 5 CRBT AR = E A TR,
LRGNV 55 3 J1 TG RAT . W 1 FoR, TEMSSSEMZ R, ORIl B E i S5 8T
RIBOR T i N ERBEL R T, mBREfl S AR 7 A AR R AR 7ERL TR 29577 18,
W2 R R P 1 MR AR Bt A, AT o7 s HMEE 2R . —FH AL “ M
x TR < iR dEie” SRR 1573 )R SR B A A
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Figure 1. The triple mechanism of production network bottleneck positions shaping corporate labor demand behavior

1. SRR Bt A EBE Rl S5 RN B RITRA=ENSF

24. FrERY

Tt 5T K F Burt (1992) 1 285 #43 BE 18 v 1 “ 29 5 A2 2(Constraint Index) ” K AE AL 2 X HEFHAL 7 [21].
LR REERE S RER . TURBAR. nTEARIEZ, M RN 45 ) IfE 55 715 e R e BE
FERTe MRBANE” 57 S TR AR AN B AH [F) AEE TS T I A v ) X s AR AN B XU s AN [ AR T
CRITARY” T R AR E AR T I AR AN SR R OGBS R B A, S A S IR B
AN TR AL FTREAHE IR B B AREIRAS, ARREE RGN . ARG 2R
B AL RN I @ BT EREIR AT, $RH DU Ay A

AR 1 (28 A b T B AR ) s A R AR T I 28 v Ak T R 5T 7 (14 oMb, R JHG T v 1 i A R B i AR
RIS 588 4 DO 2% ARGRE E , E T S T et B FE 57 80 0 5 SR ) U 8 R M 6 3K T A T AR A A P Al o

Al 2 (BE R e : A M B P FH TSR R AR I 4 DK e 577 3 77 51 TR DL A PG 01 37
SR X A = I 28 B AN e

A 3 (Rl LR BRA ). RlEE 205 5 S X 55 30 ) 75 R A 35 i fuml e, Hahs 2950
Jal 5 RS A M I R USC 46 2K

3. HE_Edl Mg R FFHIEER S

TEAZ 2 3 AT (SNAYH, 19 RU7E B A 28 v (1) 5 B nT 38 22 Moo VR FE A AN [R) 48 P 4047 200 1) o 4
BRAz = X 26 5 1) B R G M (Degree Centrality)-5 24 3P (Constraint) A2 i 5 A1 Ml 0 26 437 1 79 A S 81 A 7]
MILERE . e O M S e A BRI AR A E, A AE 28 o (1 mhC A7 (BROPRAX 21
A7 E Hub Position)k™ 2, 3% MK T2 1) B4 SR SR BURTEAITE ERZI0 7)o 290 R 5007 & Al
W2 R R IR SO . — DA R R 8w, BWE ARt R R 5%, Bzl
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AR T — AN BUD BRI R XA SR R R BT s, M
R R A T % Hp T A () BELZE 0SS R R TBOR A . X B A R R B A B e SO S Al
(Bottleneck)”

Hub 353 H O ) GE i (12 Al 78 0 4 v B B 7 B2 (R A B s R s P i gl . B Al Aot e M 5%
AR A 15 77« Bottleneck £33 (Z0 R REO M & 12 M EB X R R EMETE ., EAMUE SIS
BT KRR, BEHLEBTEKBE—NOL)RES . REMV AR — K, 3#E ) AE
VEAK Al EAH B8 R4 Z A ik 2= 6] B4, ZAi Bottleneck 1340wt . IS ZAE I £ B kLR
BRI Ak, (BHAEA R FR e FmEi ik, &5 2, Hub 30212 I B,
RFFUFIRIR)WE 7)1 Bottleneck 7570 & (12 AV SZ RATRE S, REHEE Mg,

FactSet $&flt | 2 4L B 25 W4 &k 5 A EdE, & RBICS 175 W Fi A b A8 5 KBt 547
M EE R E T H . R EUE SO AR 5 2010~2024 4 [H] A I 1T A R R ARV 4 0B . A ERA 2
2B IRIKFE FactSet Zdi i, I FRHUF BEZNA I LRI R, M T E BT AV 55 4 BRIE R 001 5
BT . o E B P 5420 K BT A & R ZS AL IR R I, Ab T “HX L1 B0 B Hub (B H O M) HALIFTET 100
FAN AT A A B 2515 5 EE 14%; B O AEF=RIERO 5 E 12%; YR ZE Y A EE 1%
ARV B AR MRS, A4 @ ] otk 20 5910 15 B 9% 38 FH B8 &k 5 b 8% /K Eisginlk 5 H 6%;
gigUREE . MR 5 E 4% HoAt KR4 A E 27%.

Xt 5420 K LA F G HALIN S R B, AT “RSAL” (Bottleneck) I RT 100 R AL FT#E 47k 50 A
N FEML B TR G 5 B 10%; A EURE R Ak S Y 5 B 7% B i
by B AR S AR S5 7 ) o B 6% B AL lil, BEZahliE, By, SITAEFE AR 2 T
5%; S J@Hl L G E 4%; oAl 7SR E ALK AT A H 52%.

2026 4E 2 H 28 HE K Gt R A A (h NRILAIE 2025 £ H REFMESRIBSGHTHAR) 851,
WAl 2025 [ BT E TR AL BT R B, v B 38 A5 A A L s AR B 490 K,
PR EATEE —; TEGIF TR %L 500 dAkrf, tHEHL. BERAERE LA EER 109 K, AiFlE—.
2025 AERUAELL BTk, THEL. GBS R Al R A A T AR K 10.6%; AR R RIAL
i) gL I K 7.8%; B B HIE K 4.3%; BB HEIEK 8.0%; B4 B IR G IE
TG K 4.5%; VRESIEIEK 11.5%; HANUA M HE VG 9.2%; HJ7. #O74 =R Rk
WK 2.2%.

AHERIL, ZATIWEE Rk, SRS “HERKIX” o AT AR E R, Pk, &~
R Z (5 Hub_Pos), %5 N E BATGEAS i) s HER, BT st . fre i
1484 2R G0 e £ OB B AMIE RIS, BROKZE P (A0 Sk 38 it R AR vh il iy, RO 2% 0 R
ZHU(Bottleneck_Pos) AR, JER “ KIfiAGER . EMIAIE” (RS X [ EDIERT SO0 AL, BRI £k i
S A E R T (Hub_Pos), 1 A& 4% 81 52 (197K FE (Bottleneck_Pos).  “IRSMHLAL 7 5 E0ZAT b AE T s
SRR BE b o (B AR BB, RIS SRE B A TS .

4. SRR S
4.1. LB EHA

TEAZ OB E b, R 0 & (Degree Centrality) i & AL “HXA A7 E 7 (Hub Position), Bkt
OBz . 5% Burt (1992) 1945 #4H BR S K 715 20 23U (Constraint Index), FZ&brEAb AL EE 1S 2]

'ERG R, e ANRILAE 2025 FERAF A2 KBS AHR.
https://www.stats.gov.cn/sj/zxfbhjd/202602/t20260228 1962662 .html
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“EznAALE " (Bottleneck Position)¥g 4R, FUE BRIl B e FE bk vy, B AR . 7R A
THERE B, RS R TR e R 72 42 S PA_B) SARERE (AR L R, PAZIE A ) A 451
FIAHOE % . B FCREAIATE 2010~2024 4E (0] A B BT AR R L AERECET (WLE 1 Fin). )2 1 K%

AERHE R T CSMAR $d 2, s 1 T2 Ay FiK-T K #8280 55 164

Table 1. Variable construction methods and calculation descriptions

F 1. TEMERARHTEIRA

Baesil A E AR s ¥y Ty 2/ HIR
O ERATES ’ i ;
R MSAAIE Bottleneck Pos & FactSet i}é?%{i%%;z;z% (i)l-lgnskfonstramt, % FactSet
. . b
XA YT B Hub_Pos BT FactSet PSS D%;E;Eentrahty, BB E AL FactSet
FH R In_emp ISP IRWOISEAS TR CSMAR
KH568578) 71 In_low_he ARBFLUT 557 5 TNE 1 8 SR xT 4 CSMAR
WA B SHBES7Eh 70 In_high he WA S BA 22 3 5 T NE0n 11 AR 4 CSMAR
G PR T In_wage GEP I 3TN ) 1B AR R M e LS AU AR CSMAR
B HMAKT  In_exec pay = S S A B AR A CSMAR
B AR lev ISSRi 0SS oas CSMAR
R BRETRE Tops_ratio HIF LKA 17 i EL o1l 2 A CSMAR
Al A In_assets PEN AT = EATOE A CSMAR
mAEARE  REAR SA_index —0.737 x Size + 0.043 x Size® — 0.04 x Age THHR

FEAABRGHREILLE 2 s, FEARE# ) TR (E (In_emp) 5 RELRE T 51 F1 73 A1 BBt W]
W ZE AR . RS FE AR (Bottleneck Pos)IH{E A 0.210, XRIILA T 2 — I AL AE T BRI
W28 L R o IR L IR RE 55 3 0 B A, AT I AN ) BEAR SR B AEXT R A, N JE AL
T BE T B ST A

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of main variables

F 2. ETETEMMAM ST

N Mean SD Min Max
In_emp 28866 7.819 1.284 4.852 11.405
Bottleneck_Pos 28866 0.210 0.407 0.000 1.000
Hub_Pos 28866 0.251 0.433 0.000 1.000
lev 28866 0.433 0.205 0.053 0.898
Top5_ratio 28866 33.683 23.466 1.410 99.160
In_assets 28866 22.477 1.315 18.832 26.043
In_high hc 28866 4377 1.894 0.000 11.104
In_low_hc 28866 7.646 1.387 0.000 13.743
SA_index 28866 4.406 1.675 —0.694 13.704
Data source: CSMAR and FactSet (2010~2024).
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4.2. MEMBMNEX T FRA T AHREAER )RR

B, WEREERIEEE IR
Emp, = a+ fBotteneck, + B,SA,, + yControls + 1, + 7, (1

() AR FEARMMAEEE ¢ 41k /KF(Employment);

Botteneck,, N LR R, RRMAER « FRIMSHITEE, BURT S 8-), BRI T
AR R TR B A . RS, gt Be 132 IR . SA, ARERAAESE ¢ FF IR BT L RFRE, Tl
W5 R 0(—), RGBT £ o)™ B (SA (B, B EYT K IEMAEL . yControls A&, F—
ROV Ol P AMRRAE, QiREL . WS, ARIRE ). WARBEES, DHRHME RN T g oA
AR ] 5 BB, 48 i) Al J2 A B B [A) AR A0 R R R (b SC Ay shERAT B 4E) . 7, IR, S A i
A AMARFAE AR BT 290, BRI “ g A MR 2t Ao b A7 i . iR B w3
Ju, Dl BH B ASEHE RS b 0% 29 (SA, sz, AR AR FE A P2 2 R I 5515 AL R SR E K
Z 7.
HR, BASLSRUE AR R E S RG . B — XAp4ERE, FEEEHERDAGE 3, Rl “Is_hub_pos”
F1 “Is_bottleneck pos” o 5 . KIZER, H40[ Hub (B M 2 /) HASSFE M E R KA 24 Bot-
tleneck (WIS, b A L= A BHHPE DR 53 o 5 = HHATARUELL AL IR, XA RIGFRPRIEAT “HEREH
FrHE4” (0~100)0 ALK H K29 T ik MEARZER — BN T HA R e, J5 80 208 AN4E 52 1) 520
VAL DN

PR, SRR B IR TR AT REAEAE R PN AE MR M. 1 T [RIAT b A b 1 1 35 I 28 A 52 22 AT ML ARFAIE
o, SR BENLTRIUE G, MRS AMENE: BCRH ATl - 27 4ERERT I M g fr
BEEN A BEN T EA R (iv_is_bottleneck ). SZiEMEAI A 2SLS 41F -

First _Stage : Bottleneck = o + IV + yControls + Z FE+e¢ 2
Second _Stage:In low hc=a+ SBottleneck + yControls + Z FE+¢ 3)

4.3. EESCIERVALE R 94

Table 3. Regression results of network position and firm employment (IV-2SLS)
%2 3. MEMNE S EREYALERIV-2SLS)

(1) 2)

Hub_Emp Btn_Emp
b —0.077
Is_hub pos
- (—0.442)
0.257"* 0.240"*"
lev
(4.551) (4.663)
-0.004"* -0.004"*
Proportion of Total Value
(-8.973) (-8.914)
0'656*** 0'646***
In_assets
(33.487) (36.162)
bottlencck -0.171"
Is_bottleneck pos
- (—2.078)
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Bk
Firm Fixed Effects Yes Yes
Year Fixed Effects Yes Yes
Kleibergen-Paap LM 58.882 145.368
Kleibergen-Paap F 63.612 162.371
Observations 28933 28933

¢ statistics in parentheses; Standard errors are clustered at the firm level. Within R-squared is omitted for IV regressions. “p <
0.1, "p <0.05, **p < 0.01.

EE 25 R BRI 3 BR), AbTAX A B AL B I A b ol s e HEAS 5 325, I SR BH I 28 T 42 1)) iz
A BN R A T3 ). /M, AT Ar & 1)l REAE 1%KF E8ZE N7
(—0.171), X AL T~ 45 fife 55 07 B (1) Aol 23 7= A B S5 B i e 4 A8 o 3% P 28 B AE 43 1) 1 5 72 B e 6
JEORLER v B R AR B S AR e, IR 1 8 W 5 4 FE T 8 SN S AR AR AR, 15 W N 39T ) 2 5 Bl
b 4 ek RS I B LR A) 75 B FUBE 1 A4S ABRE. S 2, Saif T FE(Hub)FF A Re Lk b SR e,
FIE R AR 75 AP, 2 B LR ) 2% H B i A 1 FE B (Bottleneck) o

4.4. MERTUBAIEL M N ENSEHHEZERN I

S 5 IR 250 A b G e s R R X A e g (B i 2), A 43 SRR T 55 B 0 A R A T 1 22
WIBL . 2 4 WISRIESS RAB7R 1 HLARXSFR BB 1 1 B s o

Table 4. Empirical test of the impact of network location on labor structure and wage adjustment

F 4. MBALEF M F DL S FEEE N SERLE

(6] () 3) “ &)
High HC Low_HC Ratio Exec_Pay Wage
0.044 -0.206" 0.015 -0.341™* -0.132"*
Is_bottleneck pos
(0.244) (-2.143) (0.947) (—2.983) (—2.843)
—0.111 0.230"* -0.034™* -0.176" 0.027
lev
(—1.055) (3.837) (—3.745) (—2.001) (0.945)
-0.003"* -0.005"* 0.000" 0.001" —0.000
ProportionOfTotal Value
(—2.622) (-7.528) (1.951) (1.806) (-1.507)
0.642°*" 0.655™" 0.002 0.256™"" 0.288™""
In_assets
(18.419) (33.405) (0.930) (12.088) (22.879)
0.068™** -0.376""
In_emp
(3.463) (—26.389)
Firm Fixed Effects Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Fixed Effects Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Kleibergen-Paap LM 145.339 145.339 145.337 145.264 145.013
Kleibergen-Paap F 162.363 162.363 162.350 162.098 161.951
Observations 28750 28750 28748 28895 28927

¢ statistics in parentheses; Standard errors are clustered at the firm level. *p < 0.1, **p < 0.05, **p < 0.01.
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B, RSN L, RS R R T, MR ERRER T W& 4 hHIQ)FR, i
H A7 (Is_bottleneck _pos) S fE 57 2 71 (Low_HO)AEAE i 3 1 7 [l 5218 (R R -0.206) 5 22 T B B T
PR, Hoxhm B RE D7 3) /1 (High HO)MIsmafESE it EAEZE (WA 4 1950(1), RECH 0.044). XEH], M
gt DX 2 geprt B, AP ABT ) T I 3 1 8 AR IS I RE B A, TR s Bl Re A 0 T Lk, ZE B Ak
A b, A SEE T AT R E AR, BmE PR IR S, RELT R . 4 131(4) 5515 M4 R BN,
T A FRAR T 38 73 TP (R EUN-0.132), BB EIEK T &8 HM(REON-0.341). XFP“H
BT N <3 7S S P o 2 N O s v A = U D g = a9 e 5 Y = O 2 o P ol 1
REFE T A (In_assets)TEATA B 35 8N IE, R BHAUSE dug FH T AIE KT 1 3E A R 3% .
BJh, LEAEERMAIET. A RIER Kleibergen-Paap LM il &1 K+ 10, H F gl =il
A8, A REHERR 755 TRARS R, fRE 7 BRAGTHE5 R a T g1

WA 2 PRI 3 = MR B 57 8 J1 R SR FAGE . RS AFER B 58 e “ AAGH 17 SR e HREn
IR, EE OSSR —— IR AT AR AR —— s H IR (R vs R D) E R RS 3]
AEXBGAE . NI RR A e AR, AR TT AT R A BT R B (A 72 N 5 B BOH I 2 o B0 AR AR AR AT
R

Zib, RAGR-FERY], Mamsidilamn “Bg(CERe R T 5 “mbEH Ot E k)" 1
H A RIS SR N AN vy, X IRAE TR ECUE 2 B B AT N .

4.5. BEBFLIRINBIRBUE AL B F R D EM R R IERE

Table 5. The moderating effect of financing constraints on corporate labor force restructuring

5. ABEARX Al ST NEREEIETER

1 2 3)
Full Sample High SA Low SA
-0.262" -0.366" —0.258
c¢_bottleneck
(-1.979) (-1.837) (=0.970)
0.321°* 0.351™ —0.194
c_sa
(5.346) (5.577) (-0.279)
—0.001 —0.002 —0.006
Is_hub pos
(=0.043) (=0.098) (=0.176)
0.270"* —0.026 0.404**
lev
(4.192) (—0.268) (4.698)
-0.005"" -0.005"" —-0.004™"*
top5_ratio
(-7.331) (—4.082) (-5.236)
0.277°* 0.261°*" 0.867
In_assets
(3.613) (2.794) (1.134)
N 24406 12141 12004
Firm FE Yes Yes Yes
Year FE Yes Yes Yes

¢ statistics in parentheses; p < 0.1, “p < 0.05, **p < 0.01.
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(6]
Non_First Tier
-0.389"*
Is_bottleneck pos
(—3.090)
0.216™"
lev
(3.086)
) -0.006""*
ProportionOfTotal Value
(—6.588)
0.649""
In_assets
(30.667)
Firm Fixed Effects Yes
Year Fixed Effects Yes
KP-LM 88.910
KP-F 95.968
Observations 21061
¢ statistics in parentheses; p < 0.1, “p < 0.05, **p < 0.01.
Placebo Test
60
40
20
)
- —— Placebo
0" = True Coeff (-0.206)
-0.2 -0.15 -0.1 -0.05 0

Randomized Coefficient

Figure 2. Placebo test
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