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Abstract

The party’s 20th report puts forward the requirement of “leading high-quality economic develop-
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ment with green development”, and promoting green industrial development is the key to realizing
this requirement. This paper studies the influencing factors of green development level of industry
in Guizhou Province based on existing research, constructs the evaluation index system of industrial
green development level from three different dimensions, and uses the entropy weight TOPSIS
method to measure the industrial green development level of Guizhou Province in 2010~2019.
The measurement results show that the level of industrial green development in Guizhou Province
is rising slowly from 2010 to 2013. From 2013 to 2015, the level of industrial green development
in Guizhou Province has decreased. From 2015 to 2019, the level of industrial green development
in Guizhou Province has increased significantly. Secondly, according to the measurement results
of the level of industrial green development and the theoretical analysis of the related impact
mechanism, a multiple regression model is constructed to effectively analyze the influence factors
of industrial green development level in Guizhou Province. The empirical results show that the
level of economic development, technological innovation, educational investment and environmen-
tal regulation intensity have a significant role in promoting the level of industrial green develop-
ment in Guizhou Province. Finally, according to the regression results, the countermeasures and
suggestions to improve the green level of industrial development in Guizhou Province are pro-
posed from the two aspects of technological innovation and environmental regulation.
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1. SIE5xmEd

T AR, ‘M RE, (A ARANEILA “BEAR. WM AR RPA
R, RAmEEHSE CHMLERMAEER” . HEDGORBAMUE M ERS, B —XT
ST ERZVEE . EFR, EERKBERMRICET, SNEET RRRE, Rehle REansEm
E SR 5OW 5 AR 1 RO AT R S5 AH DR P M R SR B K s o {HL 5 M 8 5 1 v ol A JR t B AN TR IR
g, K. LT BE. BRSES L, XML R R R T SR EAET A 8, o]
I TSR ERER T UB5 2.

KF TG E KRR, BNIEEETR, KBUN=AH R, BTG EREF MR, PER
MHFW N 2 o A R 2 5T IR AL A 2 A Hou Tl &k (8 % Jg 1200 . Eiadat (2008)38 i B 7 &
LR BT S B 2256 Tk &tk B KPP~ E 52 mi[1]. S, Honma (2014)38 FH B AL AT # B AL BE R 4> B 3R
18 BCRBAT SR AT, R IR 5 YR 2 0t B 105 A 2 3 {8 P AR 7 A 5 i B PR 8585 G il ek 7
P54 B SR IR R R PR AR [2] . Jorgenson et al. (1990)iA Ay, FREEHIHINGIN T b A 2 A, AH754:
PR TR D, AR GHHRAA L, T2 4 23 A4 P2 2 1 K [3]. Carrion-Flores Inners (2010)i&
o TR S AR T W SR R T S 6 5 U5 G A7 AR X E] 520 56 2 [4]. Borchesi et al. (2015)id i iff 5845t
B R T S BOR B3 [5].

E N ML T KT Polkgifg . BHEAIH . NDRR. FRREE. W reE . SHEmH sy
TS FTITFC . A% 7555 (2018)K Hl SBM-GML fREE R 2011~2015 4EAIT Lo Tk 4k (R 3%
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#, RA A Tobit AT KL Tl Gt R AR R 2= . RS R R, KILATw i Tkt
R L2 SO ARG IR, Mg N8 BEIRSE #4 LA KOG AT T80 J5 TG 12 0 X
Tl gkt A B A P e Kt B SR [6] . ZRE 7245 (2018) % [ 283 ANt g i (1) Tk AR A5 3k
(RsZE R R HEAT A 7T, 32 B DX 254 . TR 0% . BHE AR Tl AR TR /K P 552 TR
A RN AT T[] 2B (2012) S5 R FH RS s R KR ] R B 420 — A4 B AL 1 SR B Mok 5t P 4R
A3 RTINS AR RIS A P2 SRR, B 704 SR, SR A IR SR rb o 350 b X (¥ 5 i A7 7
ZE5[8]. FEYER(2014)55E 34T T HLUE T, TRACIRIE 33 AN LAAT M A RS 5 Tk SR 0k JE (52
SSRGS SRR, & B A E A I Be 0 5] SRR 7 R, AR 3E Tl ¢ 6k J iR [9].
BB 2 WNEAR BB T RORE B 5 TR 72« X1 PH4(2019) 32 FH I AL-TOPSIS VAT g i Tk 4Rt %
J&KF, 12H OLS [l 34k Bilg i Tkt R RACTH IR 3, WA RE: S RBMIE. SEm
ARG LS Tl 45 K RO PR S5 85 1) i P 2 6k g iy Tl S 8 Rk JE K P2 AR s, b St B R BT
W xf LT Tk SRR KPR oK [10]. [REE(2018)2E T R&D #E NAWL A FR 1 X 35 Tk (1 ¢ Kk
SR AT 8T, G5 R R I R&D BN FR [ Tl 43 R e 2505 7= A B 3 I IE [l 52 . 1) R&D
PN LA Sy R&D 6 SR 57 A4 PRI 25 J0I 7 A A ) 520 [ 11]

ASCAEAE S AW TR R E, IS FRB-TOPSIS BRI 51145 2010~2019 4E T4kt Kk J@ /K
SRR AT WU FEE AR AR ) P 4 SR (el R AR A R B M A8 Tl SR R R AR (2 M R 2R, R4t R N PR 38

2. it HIo
2.1. BRSO

2.1.1. TSRS

Tl A A RS i T BITE (TRl Tk R R IE Y MSC v, ZENR T a4 e —MIaT 250
MR, BANREAGAEEFY. TIASHIRRERER S B, SFRE. TIRE. (L&
WIE L) AR ERIAE R OARTEE, BB AR RIEMHL. £, TRS. AKHe. BRES
ARG M EMEAAESG—, TIASERRHEEMLST. o, B2 MR RE, Xt TikE
Al X R AL SR .

2.1.2. EHEFER

ORI MR RSUR T RN, ER R MR SRR ARHEBON 3 BRRIE 1R B
o HERA[12], XA FF R AR L “BHE—— S —— AR ORI, (515 R TR
FRRAS N EIR[13] . JEIRL G R RGN A “3R” JEI, BIFEIE3F (Recycle). 57 (Reuse).
#E¥ (Recycle). &1k (Reduce) [14]. FTIE HI k¢ (R fE a2 B IR PG AR, Jilsb Tl AR P2 g
T IAETIE R ITE G, R IR B Tolk gt to Rk Jg B BB .

2.2. M4

2.2.1. THiERRIE RAQEYLEI S5

BB E AR EAE S SO B R g TSR A siiE, e g8 Tk A RS Tl 2tk Jit
ZIAMFAER R R M ZE S, RGN TR SRR S T bt K 2 1 H 2R B IR S AR (75 %
fe T b 2 G A BB SR PR 22 7 A i S A B0 s O XU, ARVEE 1A — N HIX Tl 2R e R KT,
FEARDL AT R PRt S R FL L o Xk R AT DA 25 LR BR) DX sl M 2 B PR SR R R I, B A
B2, AR, YO, BT ROZAS "k, 28 =l e 3 = b g e xR e 2
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Ab, FENCUBSLER R R AR A, DLRIEIR RS ONIKEE, ABURBUR SCRENSCHE, DIkt
WK E N R RGROEAT AT R, Rk, XIS R R FEHOT APl S K . BRI R ) F
R B S ) =N FESRH BE[15] 0 FE T, A2 238 78 BARAI 78 Tk SR 6 e IR i 1) DL Tk ¢ €3
KR T RIFEHEEE 1. BUN ISR SRS R 484 [10] [16] [17] [18] [19] [20], ASCH:THFFixt R 5L
BRIG L, TR IX = AN SR AL 8 5 M1 48 Tl 8 kS VPN P AR A 2R

2.2.2. FERYHISH

ST OADI I STIRAOF B AL, B AT A A2 80 B 1 TR Rk B Tl 2t 5 KT 22
Bb, AEAE S S HE— DR AT I AR B R o i Tolk xR RO 2R, f1 STRIPAT R, 73 i AR A 2
Tobit HIACEAR . 2 (B AR AR 4% o L dn 23 52 B R F S A AR T BRBERUBIE 7T 17t 18R KT it A
AP NFTBEAIKP AR A KX Tk 2t & AT OS2 [21] ;. 28 SR HT Tobit B 73 i M2 5 45
Feg s 1 RE AR BARDYANTT 04T 1 Ho Toalb & (R K- F IFEma[22] o A SCERT B TR EA b, JET T
WA PSR LT IS, S8 2.2.0 A SO EE T 2R R e K- () Tl 2R K Tl BRI
71v BURRIZRE SR =ANERE, IEIZETERIER . BUTRIER . M BER . Al . BRI LA BIR,
o3 22 7 [ AR 2R 23 A HnS B M1 48 Tk R SRR ROFEME ,  Hr s (B E X

3. BME TR E % RKFRINE
3.1. TukiRE % RiTMiEAREREIGE

TV SRR RARBL Y I TT IR N — 7RI S “4rtn” , SGRERIE TR R R 5 458
MRS, IR R R AN RS SREER: Al y KR, RIERIUE
TV ZE 5 B R R RN R R 75T TR SR R R e v 1 B AR N & T SO Bebrfe . b4k, b
TSR A FRIXTT T, FREEAEAL THIHB B, AR 2 Tl 7 i BB SR 4 5F R ai i Je i3 A o8 Sl
SR, U, BURR SR R BRI SRt 2 2 B R M b A, TOBUR X Tk 2 05 FR 1) 52
F 71 R AR NI EE S

B, ASCRIET 2.2.1 ISR AR A RITEEBLR AT, RIS Tk ax A R SePrfil, UL S 4
BRI ORHE . BORL, MW TSR IR T RIEA L J) . BUF RIS R = AN J7 TR PF A 8 b
R, R RGN ZRATEIR . BARbs AL B IE, J0A 24 DRI 1. IR R RN Z AR
XA Tl SR R AT AT INEE , BARIRFRA R WA 1

Table 1. Evaluation index system of industrial green development in Guizhou province

F 1 BMETIRELRITNIERER

HRR W B R SRR LA fRbRLE
TS K2 (Xyy) % *
TN 5 GDP L (Xy,) % *
JRURELL b T £ 7 TR 2 (X 0) % *

Tibsge Tolkggta, Tolkggts

P LA b MV R Bl 57 8 e B (K s) (RI4) +
HIBLLL BTV P2 R&D A T (Xz1) NEIRK +
P LA _E TV A 2808 9 M (X ) (G5 +

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2023.136621 6292 BE 51


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2023.136621

s

MBLLL B T B R&D 289 15 £ E
Ak B EE (X 25)

UL E AV 3™ i BN 5 2
A SN I EE L (X q)

%

%

Continued
Tkt
KIEE ]
Tk FIR
VHHE
Tk B YR
Wi )
Tolby5 g
Hej
Tolk&ge
KREKE
Tolby5 g
e
B R 2Rt
MR
FERb
i

B TV B NE BEFE(X 1)
AL T A L (Xa2)
B TS NE F 7K (Xa)

TR K HERSCE (Xan)

Tk = AR HETCR (X42)

VA Chr) AR HE TR (X a5)

M A PR A HE TR (X )

Tk 7K COD HEBUR (X4s)
Tk = SR 25 B2 (Xsy)
T HRCB) A2 25 B2 (Xs2)

T 5] s PR A 255 A P (Ksg)

Tl e iy B 58 AR TR
ok AP AN LE 2 (Xss)

BTG G BSR4t DX e
FE . (Xss)

N T G TR AR (X g1)
X SR AU 15 (Xe2)

W bR HESR 70
TR T
SEJTKRITI TG

JImg
J3mg
Jit
J3mg
JImg
%
%
%
%

%

FIK

%

3.2. TR &% RKFMES ERBRELE

3.2.1. MEFH*

AR RIRL-TOPSIS V3 7 $7 M4 2010~2019 4E Tk &kt K /KT, #5HL-TOPSIS & H1 /i {H 2
F1 TOPSIS EM A 72454 B — FloE i BRI HE T i, &R T 2485, 20 RIeH. MiEE
A [F]— 48 b A [EDUL AR 1) A7 76 (19 2 e X FR AR EAT BCE THEEL I 75325, FaAmBUE 1) R/ S B T HE FR i fit
SEERADN, BERMEEERA, RZIRR. TOPSIS vER i T * % 5 1IEFARAR 2 1A (05 36
RV RUFIRE . 4258 TOPSIS VELE SR bR A S R AU A74E — 2 M E M %, K RfEi%k S TOPSIS
G UAE—E R LB k4548 TOPSIS iEAEAEN AR . Ik, FHXTT4E48 TOPSIS AT &, ML
-TOPSIS /& —F B AL = VPN 777 MAL-TOPSIS AR A G BRI T

1) WA E AL FR AR AT AR AL B, KB AT
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BOEFAGSME C™ IS j MBI v c), FORARAR COMZE j MBI N O,
IEFEAEAE ¢ =maxc; j=1,2,---,n,
' 7
FILAESE ¢f =ming; j=12,---,n )
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3.2.2. HiEFkiFEiRAR

AR IR KB RIET (M GHHEL) (2010~2020).  (FEGHEYL)  (2010~2020) .
(HEARSESTFHES) (2010~2019).  (HEFRHESTHEYSE) (2010~2020), AN FREIR A R B2 8 bR 20E
T RIEEIEAC TS, BT 2010 EREL DL E TN R&D £ 2% . $URELL_E TV = B S N
TR Bk, MOR P S A
33 TWFEERKEMELERS DR
331 Tl EARKFEMNELR

1) EPRAE LR

MRYEPE Fabr ik 2 2 _FIRTHE AR PR A E (2P JR B 45 & Do M4 2010~2019 5 Febn B it 5 1 %48 bs
(AL L5 2:

Table 2. Index weight of industrial green development measurement in Guizhou Province from 2010 to 2019
% 2. BNE 2010~2019 F TR E L RNEIEITNE

PR ifE 75 R M &

TCalb 3 e < F2 (X 11) 0.9868 0.0132 0.0495

Tl A0fE 5 GDP L (X12) 0.9898 0.0102 0.0383

FRAEE LA _E b Aol e 8 7= DT ik %6 (X 13) 0.9871 0.0129 0.0483

PR DA_E TV A B A % FFE 26X 14) 0.9888 0.0111 0.0418
FUELL b TP iR 2 98 7 i e U B (X 15) 0.9902 0.0098 0.0366

R DL TP R&D A 5 #(X21) 0.9880 0.0120 0.0449

FURE UL L TV A 2808 B M (X 22) 0.9869 0.0131 0.0489

FRLL E TN R&D 29k 5 328 Mk 45 UON B EE (X 23) 0.9883 0.0116 0.0435
R DL _E B = S BN o 32 Bk SIS 1Y) bE EE (X 24) 0.9898 0.0102 0.0384
B TV R e BEFE(X31) 0.9890 0.0109 0.0410

AL T A F (X 32) 0.9900 0.0100 0.0373

FAASE b3 I E FH 7K 5 (X33) 0.9924 0.0075 0.0281

Tl K HE R (X41) 0.9914 0.0086 0.0321

Tolk = AR HERUR (X42) 0.9875 0.0125 0.0469

PR k) A HE RS R (X43) 0.9924 0.0076 0.0286

ol ] A B IR (X 44) 0.9908 0.0092 0.0345

Tl /K COD HETf & (X45) 0.9796 0.0204 0.0765

ol =S AR B 22 B 28 (X51) 0.9911 0.0089 0.0334
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VAR () 24 2 R e (X52) 0.9924 0.0076 0.0283
b [ 4 B W 255 R T 2 (X 53) 0.9885 0.0115 0.0431
b Gy B 58 R BE o TG i L (X54) 0.9848 0.0153 0.0573
FRAGETS Geyh BREL BT A0 o i X AR 7 S LL #E (X55) 0.9901 0.0098 0.0368
NI S5 T AL (X 61) 0.9879 0.0121 0.0453
X SR 15 %6 (X62) 0.9891 0.0108 0.0406

MR LA TRkt COD HFBCEALEAE A 0.0765, J& A fiabr A E i R i, HLooR Tolkys
QR B SE R BT o T A P, B 3 BN A Tl S ki 7 A S 2 R, T B 6 T
AKEE L THCE) R HEBCRE . TARHCE) L R B R BB, IR AR Z T 51 Tk 2t R FE i
SN o

2) Lkt R RG AR

WRAE BB A, WS 2010~2019 £ % 1F 4 46 bn T 7 Kot . IR R AR SR BR U 5 1 S 4
2010~2019 4F Tkt K R ER G VP G DLUL S AR AR A & th PP 4 R AT H JZ & Fepn B 0L, Wk 3:

Table 3. Comprehensive measurement results of industrial green development level in Guizhou Province from 2010 to 2019
7 3.2010~2019 FHRME T FELRKFESMNELER

TovsR e WA ¢/ 78 i) BUR R 31 TovgRts R RAKF

2010 0.4973 0.1504 0.3253 0.3976
2011 0.4260 0.2202 0.4700 0.3991
2012 0.3935 0.2641 0.4624 0.3809
2013 0.4332 0.3106 0.4903 0.4236
2014 0.2482 0.3383 0.5283 0.3400
2015 0.2007 0.4162 0.4638 0.3200
2016 0.2576 0.8558 0.4688 0.4392
2017 0.2945 0.8486 0.4713 0.4615
2018 0.4302 0.8994 0.5582 0.5417
2019 0.4554 0.9712 0.5884 0.5665

WA 3 AR AT E H, SRR TS R AR AW [ B U 1 7 R B, Hoh BRIAEE 1)
JE 73 itk )y, 37 BORF A 0K T 5% b 2 8 R (R SCRE TS

M 4 ATUE I, TR MNE TSR KPSk B2 2 BT 35, M 2010 41 0.3976
N3] 2019 £E11) 0.5665, K F A 42.48%, MG L&k R BT AW &S5 5 A 10 Fk % E
AN SR AR BT ) F A B b S5 48 AN AT 58

>

B
2
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Table 4. Score table of Industrial green development projects in Guizhou Province from 2010 to 2019
= 4.2010~2019 ERMETURELRIMBEES S

Tk Tokigé TR TolisH Tk ERisE  Tk&e

REBE  REES HFE HE Hek =34 RIEKTF
2010 0.4240 0.5473 0.0000 0.4035 0.1684 0.0000 0.3976
2011 0.5886 0.2817 0.1940 0.5809 0.2249 0.1218 0.3991
2012 0.6310 0.1738 0.3777 0.5827 0.2363 0.1800 0.3809
2013 0.6960 0.1051 0.6039 0.5641 0.2251 0.2482 0.4236
2014 0.3260 0.1416 0.7435 0.6528 0.2401 0.2756 0.3400
2015 0.2287 0.1740 0.8251 0.4759 0.3248 0.4386 0.3200
2016 0.2689 0.2478 0.8921 0.4137 0.8485 0.6103 0.4392
2017 0.2128 0.3460 0.9769 0.3568 0.8312 0.7740 0.4615
2018 0.4226 0.4366 0.9372 0.4741 0.8923 0.8805 0.5417
2019 0.3081 0.5332 1.0000 0.4874 0.9679 1.0000 0.5665

332 Tk XRKEMUELERSH

1) Tolk& KR o #r

Tolk &kt K B M 2010 # 2019 4E—E.1F 0.4973 F1 0.2007 2 [a)93h, HE @ Tlkat g BaR
e Tl ZR 0 JE 18 15 75 THOR BT &1, KR AP A LB 20T AL 2010 4R 3 2013 4F, Tk k&
RS N 0.4240 ETHE] 0.6960, EFFT 64.15%, i Tkt kB J1Z1 M\ 0.5473 FF4&%] 0.1051,
F% 7 80.80%, J& A& ix AN IR LL_E Tk #% AN R&D £ %% (5 FENMLSSIRN L R T 20.24%, FUELLL
BT A O B EML I L E TR T 18.94%. M 2014 4EF] 2019 4, TSR R ERCR
£ 0.2128 F 0.4226 Z [Al3E ), 10 TkZR€a A i 71 0.1416 4 #E| 05332, 3G 7 H0k 4 £5, XMk
R TN IR SRR TE, HEBh AR T m R R AR AR R,

2) TV BRIEIEE 7350 #

TV RIS 77 M 2010 1) 0.1504 214N E] 2019 1 0.9712. LA MIPEE RAKE, HMEIER
10 AR T BE YR T FE S i 5 YR R 4a b 5 T AR R I3y, oAb Tl BRIV AETS 40 AL 2011 4F 0.1940 3%
JNE] 2019 4E 1.0000, Tlki54eHEa#35r M 2010 4E 0.1684 %] 2019 4 0.9679. iT4ER, #HIMXF L
NV BRI HETBOhR U B0, AR B 2010 4EF] 2019 4ESEMAE Tob =R MIHEE 2 R . Hh TAbE
/K COD HERAT HFEFR AL IR, K52 M Tl &kt Rk JEREIA K, 2015 4F COD PR it F Btk 7 Tolk
Rt R e K.

3) BRI Lk SR M

SR BUR 2% B R SCRF A 2010 4119 0.3253 35151 2019 4 (1) 0.5884, $4iliE >y 80.88%. BT 4% (ALK
(10 S RF RT M Tl Gey BER IR Al 15 it 2 8 79 7 T 3T » Ty ey 2 A 2010 431 2014 4R 844k 52 T+,
MM 2015 %] 2019 415 746 PR G ETHERE. 7€ 2010 4E3) 2019 EEA I FEd, BEAR T — bR 254
L DA AR ERRE . TV EREYEEE R R IEAN S, Tols J9a BE B AUR Mg, (BT
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b5 Gev B A T I A b R PR IS i B B GDP LLE B A A T R BE, TSI T T
WG GIE LR B B s . X IERE VB, A 2010 4F2 2019 42 B35 LT, 2019 4F (3ERE it
AAS 32 1.000, 422011 (1] 8.2102 1%, Hirf A\ 2010 4E 3 2019 4FE 544 A S5 e TRIFHRT 8 R X 440 78 o5
HHLEAWTHR o SN BURR T PRI 1t £ 15 SR B AR P AR AR 17 S ok Gt e (1 204K

4, BMEITIWEELRKFEENEZRNSSIESHT
4.1. 38FRIEEL

b—EEWE T MG TR IR, AZEA LS SRt R RIS B X s M A T
M R R KPR m R AT SR A, T 2.3 19 kgt )k R me ma AL BRI 2 B R 4 2 AT
37t E[6] [9] [23] [24] [25] [26] [27], ASCMZTE. QIHF 5. MUK it AR ERAT 0T, i
AR bR BAR WL 5:

Table 5. Variable selection
5 T=EW

REY RERS AR E
LSRR T Y JRL-TOPSIS 5 15
LT RIEKF PGDP N X A = A
BARAIHT Tl FUBE LA E T R&D 28 %/ 3B SN
HEBA El YA BN H
kg5 1S BN 5 =k {E/GDP
IR ER Tl G B B A ol 3 i
SR EERE FDI AN BB B IX A 7 S E
XA IT IR OP kSR X AR P

4.2. BEVAHEEAIHE
HF LA AT, AT 5 AR = kR 7 MR IR PR 2 R AR R
Y, = B, + BLNPGDR + 5,Tl, + B,El, + B,1S, + BER, + BFDI, + B,0P, + ¢,

Hr t FoREN, BUEN 2010~2019, Y, Fom TSGR EIEE;  LnPGDP, o A HHh X A = s H (%
i, FREEZFEEKTE; T, FZRMBLLE TR R&D 487 5 EE SN E, FREER
REFTRE S Bl FoREE MR S BC L E, R EBE RN 1S, R st a5 =
5 GDP LhE, HREREF M ER KR Tolkyg G BB G A 5 Tk infE e, R B A5
HlHRSE ;s FDI KRS B B X AR = BB LU TR, FHORJE LA B PRI OP RoRit i O
SR AR P A LG, SR M XN AN TBUK S

ASCIEHT 7 R AR B SRR T (B M Ge i E 245 ) (2010~2019) - € 1 43 114 %5 ) (2010~2019) «
(PEBHLGIHESE) (2011~2019), HoAbig B 5T DL R 6 36 Je AR A5~ P340 S 4 B s N R o
Pt . SRR g Ik 6:
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Table 6. Descriptive statistics
= 6. WA ML

He/ME LS ON: #E PrRifEE TE

PGDP 9.48 10.75 10.2 0.4176655 0.174
TI 0.46 0.95 0.591 0.1581455 0.025
El 16.75 19.79 18.549 1.0227463 1.046
IS 44.48 50.27 47.688 1.8021456 3.248
ER 0.13 0.72 0.394 0.2386164 0.057
FDI 0.19 0.59 0.367 0.131829 0.017
OoP 2.7 7.22 5.068 1.7086759 2.92

4.3. SEESER T
WA ORISR, AT SPSS BEXT R AL - SR AT 30, AR dRah R 7

Table 7. Best of-fit test table
F= 7. MEMEREE

Y R R77 RIS FRAERL TR 22

1 0.999° 0.999 0.995 0.0056586

A DL R [R5 R AR Ak A D0, HREUEVE R 0 3] 1 2 8], (R 1 RIRA G
DURERRSF , A3 4 R 770 0.995, Bt BRI st B i) 7 A2 B e il e ol 2 60 % F /K1 2 ) 99.5%,
RERIAG IS F R0 P BN 0.004 < 0.05, it BIAEMEALLE 5961 &35 VK TR BT

Table 8. Model estimation parameters and results

8. RAULITBSHRER

HZ&& EVEES: PR T P&
SRR 0.039" 0.009 4.204 0.052
BRI 0.161" 0.055 2.933 0.099
HAEBA 0.034™ 0.006 5.290 0.034
A% ) 0.006 0.002 2.501 0.122
2Ny 0.406™" 0.039 10.291 0.009
SR EER B -0.193" 0.051 —3.755 0.064
Xt ST IR FE —0.055"" 0.005 -10.269 0.009

P TTRE 1% R, TR 5% B E KT, TRFK 100%00 B E KT .

|
>
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WRIEL 8 FARFRIUESS REEAT 00T, MBIHREFT 5KE, KO RBAKT . BREIH . BEHRA
PG IAERH SN B Tk Skt R e b AR, 10 A0 5 L B BE MRS SR TR BE % 54 48 ol
SRR SEEINHIERT s BT RECR/ANRT, FBERL 52 56 T B A Tl 2% 0 J 1 fre A FH 550 K
BRI R R 1 AN 2 AR Bl 51N A Dok &k (0 % R PR B i 0.406 AN H 40wl MR E R BT
RN Tolkak R R EBCRIIANG, APR EE R AR 1 DA 0wl & SEETM A Tl stk e 1R 4L
TRE0.193 NE s WAREL R ZNEIKTRT, ISR 5 AT ST TR BEAE 19 10 35 PR /K P T 7 &
FHH, FEBNTE 5%HRE MK TREEN, K5 KK SORGIFTNA R AR AL 10%H) %%
PEACE N R REK, kS5 RS 54 Tlk 2 (R Fe ORI 2 AN B2 1

5. &b RITREIN
5.1. fiREEiL

B, WEBAKT EF, 2010~2019 FH=ME Tlkat R B IEE T 0 N =AM B, 2010~2013 4E Tk
SR {0 R REARAIAE 0.3809 F1 0.4236 ZIA)H 5l PANMRERD; M 2013~2015 4 T4kt R FEFR UM 0.4236
PUE N %E] 0.32, FBET 24.46%; M 2015~2019 F Tok&g ik BB 0.32 23 7% 0.5665, LF+7T
77.03%; MWENEE, TAkSREIEK N 2010 3] 2019 4 — EL7E 0.4973 1 0.2007 Z [al#izh, Tk & IHA
B2 IR JRBURF I S-S FFFE A 2010~2019 ik Bt BT, MWIHZE, Tk BIREFe. TS
Y RO B =T AR 4570 A 2010~2019 FE 2 ILH B ETES, AT A Tlag R R 7ot
Wk, TSR RBE AN T TG LT, i TSk Rk R RCR A Tk s Y4ia B840 4 5 5 BTt
J& TR BT AR

B, B EIES R BTIEEUY 7 AR E R T g i REd B R, AR R E
ANV K R R AT SR ERIAREM T M E N, SRR HREH . #E
TN PR . PRI SR T 5 M A bk B R AP P AR R E R, T AN B B AR AT
FREEXT B A8 Tl B R JE /K P2 AR E T B AR B (B H R BN AT Y, BRI H 1) 8 5E 6F 52 M 44
Tk AR R BEVE B R, FAR BRI = A E IR, T4 B0 B AR i A FH oK

5.2. FEREIL

MHTSCHIBT FEAMER B, QBF R e BRI . HOB BN KIIEIN AN R IR SE AN 1 55 5 24150t 54 48 T
bt R K AEAE T[] R R 25 5, b OR BT AR R 5 B ™ AL e A ok Btk — &2
A DA A EREER QRN IR E S TSR O EOR R, Bl 1 Lol A b AR Bk
W BN SR ARSI RN PRELAE B M 2R s iR &, AR T St 5
AR T BRI RER AR T St G HIE L S e R = RIS Y i B A I OR 5%
S, HBUF T E — A% A5 R EEARAE, 0 TR B BUARHE R Tk AV T, AR T
PRBE I8 S YR L AN TR SR IS FEWS B 52, 5 ™ SO BB 22 5 DU N ot B P AR 2SR B O il
Y, BTN AR SO U e Tl et e FRe i (3t ) P DRt o WA ] 0 24 FE AR AR A B 5 M1 Tk St R Je
HEZN 5N A5 S B e o B R
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