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PEARIE, K

Abstract

In the context of global innovation drive, the high-tech zone is a key carrier, and its innovative in-
dustrial agglomeration policy is important to enhance the scientific and technological achievements
of enterprises conversion efficiency is crucial. This paper investigates the impact of innovative in-
dustry clustering policies in China’s national high-tech zones (HTZs) on the transformation of cor-
porate technological achievements and provides relevant policy recommendations. By analyzing
data from A-share listed companies from 2007 to 2022 using a fixed-effects model, the study con-
firms that these policies have a significant positive effect on the transformation of technological
achievements. Further robustness checks and mechanism tests reveal the pathways through which
these policies exert their influence. Heterogeneity analysis indicates that the effects vary across dif-
ferent types of enterprises and regions. Based on these findings, the paper proposes policy sugges-
tions such as strengthening policy guidance, optimizing resource allocation, and reinforcing policy
implementation to promote the transformation of corporate technological achievements.
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BEE S ERATF S SR, RHCAUE SOy & EIR TSR & [ A E PR 3e 4+ DM Z T B RHLEHT
AMURAESN A B OSSN 7y, WM TR TR R E ER R[], PRI E
RETAR, WIBHEEENE . JEaEk, T EBUFPRET QIR IR A R G, B 728 BHL 8%
HESh 22 B S5 UACTT ), SRR BE A RN RS JIANRT R S o 1 5 i XA D B3I B A o il s P
BLEAR, RIEE RE R R e R BCR AL S R I E B Ay . S TR T
Gy e 7 RPQEH R REBCR, BEERMECESRE . etk A9l ETE, HiER
UFRIBET A, WS B M EOR A, (R RHRSR PR e A A SE T

T B R AL BT IR B A R s v B A O Ay, R R RER B A O IS 2B 7 T R G B3R
S BRI B . B s TN, HESh R G M R, AR, $R
THAETE R R FTRM AL . SR, BIERR B REE R, WRMREIRIT K2 AT, f5 BB
FEy AL AL BT e JI B P RIAE .

RSO RO T e A T R T X TR b SRR B A b R s R AL (S, i SEE
IRV A R BRI T A SEREROR ik — PR R 2 ik ds . BT AA A B {A,
ERAYLRR SRS, AT IRI R X I RE I MTE Sy, b ERF s R E.

1.2. fIRE
V] 5 e DX v 6 It 1 X sl 4 P s (1 B 21 s R AR TR v BT DR U, R AR R R
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AL AL, BHEZ G R R R SO X R A SRR BUR, BB Rk, A
A IR BERE R 2 T, B ARG T REAGHT MRS RS XEEUR AL 3
KAV GUHE J1, I RES SR TH ML I RH SR AL AR, AR SCR BRI S AR B S A ™ T AL
e 3 X R 5 o T DX B R b B AR BOR IR AN 2 A A SIAIERIE 7T, T DONHES o FE R SOR Fe AL SeBL el
TR BN A R R B AR SR A SR AR

2. BIEEREMRR/R
21 HIEHER

V] ¢ i T DX v ] St 817 SR 0 i e et 1 T LR AK, AR L AIUA A 5 VR 5 O il B2 79 5% - 1988 4
o [ St v BT T At SRR BRI R X, R R AT ARSI QTR BRI R A
QNMEIAS, W51 m BRI AN A B IR, [ 50 X BORAESEA W e 3, BRI RS
Fiy BEERRE. AAGIEE P BERE S RRIR AR SR T T X R RN, ASGEE KR B
PRI IR LB AL B R F A R I BARN, DYk — PO 3 X B SR R 24K dls

2.2. HRMRIK

o ] 24 i i DX QT A L SR SRR RE S (Rt ML RS OR e A . FKIBEFTHIE T 2006~2014 4
TR A QB R AL L P E SRR, AT TR R A BT AR e M R BRI 5 A AR AR L b T B A
o KDL R4 I BT L 7 Ml SR AR BOR RE WS (i 1T 48 B R A Ml By BB A A 2] o P LA I i i
P ATETERN B N E LIRS B AR A ) — e i e 7 MV 2R AR, 2 558 4 B Ak 3 2R AK
FEF W M BHEA TR (5530 77, QUL 07 ML SR SR UK RENS e it 12t X Q3T 1A i BE R SO AR 5 )7 L £
HERE[3]. HET Ik, ASCHR MBS 10 B X AHT AL R SR BOR RE WS (2 BE A ML BH R AL

Rl AR 1

T DX G A L SR R RE W etk b R SR Fe Ak

] 5% T 5 v X0 2 7 b SR AR A R0 B o % A A b i B3 2 AR i A R B R B L. Xl
BN, AEBIE R A AN T AR A, e B TR Al (Y B < ol [ L A5 JC O EL 2 4] X
AN RNS PR TRV &S s s S R ollR il P &S 3 RllB TR eY i PRI s b 9| &y 31 0f = 4/ = Wl [
b SRR U5 A BB R A% O T AT N AE AR [5] 0 iR 58 B 77 AR B3 2 555 Ao b 13T BSSR 7™ H 1 0 ZE 2% A
Lo FET U, ASCER MR 2:

T X BT R 7 L SR B O REAS T et 2 g i o it % 240 SR g i Al Bk s R AL

3. it
3.1. EHEE
AT P 22 WU 25 43 B TR SR St A ol SR L P S . A 0 T DR T

Innov, ; ,

Hor, iy jAT R R Ak HIXRIEEGY, BREARE Innov KR j DX i AL AE t R IIRM R BEAL
did FRQIHT AL ABURELSE, Control 5N b 2 b e B ) — RANE IR &, g Fom M & RN,
O, BN E ML, & FORBEHLIRZE T

32. BEEN
WA AL B9 QBT BUR FEAL R o FERHEWE A Be, SRR N LB . TR 22 3 S A 9

=, + 011didj't + ZazcontrOIi,j,t + U+ 0+ &, (&)
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REEN, DAL B R HE S, Al L B E 8] 7= 4R AR . ZERUR BB B, el oA Akt
FIRRIEH A LR, T DL B WA AL REVR VH FEFR BV i 287 4845 . R DEA-
SBM HE R A5 HH[6]

RO R A D [ 5K s X S it G 2R M R R I S, i STk BRSBTS SO TS
6] 1K1 52 2 2007~2016 4, A5 R 2014 45 J 2 B L BH B 77 b ST IX — ) A BT v o ot 4k 71 ) 39 11
SUMA N[ 7] 0 31X — B[] T REGRAE T REA TS A2 1, mT DAEE S ol () 7 115 98 5N oAt b (R0 V98 R0
SO ENHTRL7  AETE  A4 S L Kl X g A B, TR A N BB B 7 AR T R 44 B
I 5% ra T X A A s i 4

ARSI AR G Al AR (Size) FH Aol 4 A B8 P I ARG BGER AR, IO T A R R R .
P2 (Lev) & A B ST B AAE AR R B8 77, R T Ak i I 45 AT AT A B U o K B AR Ffiit
(DLCR) &2 ¥t h 1 fit 5 KA B A (AR IR sh S M AR A B ) 2 b, VRAS Aol I R I RE AR 8 0 o A 8 7= 1 R
22 (ROAL) A 14 Bk LA B P P 3 R0, e AL FH B3 7= SR A 13 R (1 B8 ) o 14 9% 7= U & %6 (ROE) A
TR R DU ARA G~ SR8, it 5 A ) FH e 2R 2 3R A 4 R R BE 7T 30483t L 22 (Cashflow) /& 4
BTSN FEAEILER E R AR LR, R NG E S RIS ISR AE . BN KR
(Growth)i i A AEENV YN BR DA E—E BN FRIR 2 1 SRR, SRR NI KB O . AT 2%
(RCA)Z 7=l (1 HE V8 5t B R B, e 1 Al B AR R BB ) o IR SR RRLE A iteok, vl LAV
fili V0 S5 IR DU AN 22 8 B
3.3. HAEFESHIEMA

WOR AN 2T A R T B AREHR. EHARR S IR E . EHARIMEEE, SHXEH
BN E ChESUFEY o ARG R, 57 — SRR TR IR AR A2, DIV RRAEA
WRRAREE, S 1) WERAMEI S 8HE T8 REA; 2) S ER A Y 5 B B A A I REAS . B2k, 15
£ 34,742 MWLIAE -

4. SLEERS
4.1. RS

AONFEARATRIR G, SR WE 1 PR, ORISR AR innov), JLFIEN
0.559, FKHAFEAH AL I RHE R A e 22 e i 2 . R AR B 5 28 7 Ml 2R AR IBUR R 40 AE 12 (dlid) P
BB 0.301, $LHH 30.1% 14V Z B T BRI . SRS A SCRR AL T AT RO BE A, T b
BT AL b SR AR B A B BUR FE AR BRG], TR N B AR BOR RO AV AT A

Table 1. Descriptive statistics

F 1 fEAMgt

LEMNE A B4R ME T = Obs Mean  Std. Dev.

innov R AR HTE4abr, 1 DEA-SBM AL 34,742 0.559 0.21
. N A e, 23 ’“’“i!féu N1, = l?;u

did BT AL B R U Lage s Xﬂmﬁzﬁﬁl ARSI 34,742 0301  0.459

Size Ak A SRR I E AR 2L 34,741 22317 1.549

Lev e AR SRR AR R DA AR B 34,741  0.473 1.128

DLCR KR AR R mE kR LEER S R SR A2 J - 33,887  0.148 071
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ROA1 R R TR R LR B =S 35 R0 34,742 0.033 0.22
ROE B A 0 B AR AR AL 6~ 2 R0 34,742 0.048 1.25
Cashflow AR SEWEF RN GR E R IR AT 34741 0.04 0.124
Growth EN KR AAEENYNFR L E— BN — 33,988  4.921 0.719
RCA PR R R 7 it ) H VAR I DA R 34,740  0.494 1.681

4.2, BEAERILER

ARSI FEANHT B M SR A BT AL R R A AL R, 6 T AT T SRR S, A5 R
%2 P . FEUERESE R, G0 AL R R AR EUR (did) 78 A 0 N 42 1) 28 B R N F 1A SRl e 1 o
W IE RS, HRE 0 0.214 F10.137, WEMAKVEIE ST 0.1%. X 15 B G 8 1 3 FE UK
SRR R AR W R R R, B 32 28 T BOR AR R LR T . 4k, 2B(2)51
TN T HARd AR & 5, AP (Size) W RS R S A0 R A BB M IE M2, R4 0.108, 7£ 0.1%
EEMAKE ERE . MAKHI T AR 57657 % (DLCR) #F1iE Bi LA 55 72 (ROAL) . 4 B = I 26 % (ROE) Al
BE A B 28 (RCA) MU0 43 ol SR e 14 25k 3 2 T A7 ) D, 3R T R X 6 F 2% R 227 8 A IR A8 A 1T g 22 52 )
AV IR R A o QT B Ml SR AR BN R R AR (A 2 B 1, A 1 RO

Table 2. Benchmark regression results

F 2. FERVFLER

@ O]
innov innov

did 0.214™ 0.137™
(0.004) (0.004)

Size 0.108™"
(0.002)
Lev —0.001
(0.001)

DLCR -0.004™
(0.002)

ROA1 -0.033""
(0.006)

ROE -0.002"
(0.001)

Cashflow 0.014

(0.011)
Growth —0.000
(0.000)

RCA -0.001™"
(0.000)
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cons 0.494™
(0.002)
IS T ] 5 2550 YES
AR [ 7E RS YES
N 34557.000
r2 0.245

~1.874"
(0.042)
YES
YES
33476.000
0.321

E: ™p<0.01, Mp<0.05, p<0.10,

4.3. BEMKEIE
431 BEWZLOTENEESR

TSGR A AR, A ST A 2 A R R R FR O B — B B D A B
R R, FEIMABRL (L) P T R E AR S, S5 R 3 P, BT R PRI 1 B 4% 00 AR
BT TR, QIR AL b 2R AR R R 4048 B (dlidl) 78 I N8 1 A8 58 i) ) #0235 1 1 )
e, H R 50N 0.211 F1 0.136, FRUEIREAE 0.004 /24, SEMAKTHGES]T 0.1%. X i H]a0H 7
7l SR AR U B R A R AR P 2 2 . TEFR AR 7, VAU (Size) it RBHE LR i
R FRE B REIERT, ZE0H8 0.106 A1 0.106, FRAEIR(E 0.002 47, &K FHLE
0.1%. AT A 71 £t 22 (DLCR)ZEAL A 2 R It W2 35 ) fml s, R %00-0.002, ArifEi A 0.002, 7E 5%
MK F R, UK A e s, B R BRI . AR A R, B

7l TR AR RO BB SCR P A RCR e iV 2 R fE

Table 3. Measurement methods for replacing core variables
=3 Bl TENEESR

)

@)

innov2

innov2

did 0.211™

(0.004)

Size

Lev

DLCR

ROA1

ROE

Cashflow

0.136™"
(0.004)
0.106™*
(0.002)

0.000

(0.001)
~0.002
(0.002)

~0.036"
(0.006)
~0.001
(0.001)
~0.004
(0.011)
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Growth —-0.000
(0.000)
RCA —0.001""
(0.000)
cons 0.495™" -1.838™"
(0.002) (0.042)
I 1) ] 20K 2 YES YES
AR ] 52 R YES YES
N 34557.000 33476.000
r2 0.244 0.319

JE: ™p<001, “p<0.05, *p<0.10.

4.32. EHBENRFEE

N T BB INA S AE ] AR A, ASON R A R T B e, di o N B(Board) WE H s N
KO E RN H A7 E ] (Indep) A H R DAE H KL, IS (Dual) v EF K5 M2 B2 [
NN L, By 00 B/ KB AR R I EE B (Topd 0) A | - KM 2R 45 Ji B i B DA IR 8, B8 7 A7 fig 6
(Balancel) Ay af — B Tu Az KB AHF I LU R AR BAER — RBAH IR L8] i -5 I i A4 L (BM) Ik
T AR LS IR, $65% Q {E(TobinQ) it I i (N - AR iuad e Bt £ 4505 4 i B O sfe U 4 £5
O T L/ PR EMEL B DA B 7 A DU K 2 VI3 55 o T (Bigd) R s Rl e DU K (I HE /KT8 788, RSl
ZAK)H N L, BN 0. G5 RIE 4. £ B R A= 2 Ja, ST BB E A AR SR
WA IE RN, HARHr 0y 0.204 A10.190, BEVEACTHIAE] T 0.1%. X E MR B i AR R
Jei s GUETR b SR AR RN B R R ALK IR A A 25 IR s . e 1 HAt B iR R ),
EH B (Board) A+ KB AR FF I LB (Topl0) . 557 11 /51 (Balancel) . JX 442 & BHE SR F AL R
WEA B R . ARYE RIS RN, G L SR AR BRSSO A RR e s/ 2 R fE i

Table 4. Controlling for potential missing variables
4. ERBENERES

(1) %)
innov innov

did 0.204"* 0.190""
(0.004) (0.004)

Board -0.085"" -0.108""
(0.012) (0.012)
Indep 0.001* 0.000
(0.000) (0.000)
Dual 0.003 0.003
(0.004) (0.004)

Top10 -0.002"* -0.003""
(0.000) (0.000)
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Balancel

BM

TobinQ

Big4

cons

I 1) [ 24
AT RE R

N
r2

0.789"
(0.034)
YES
YES

34555.000

0.257

0.097""
(0.007)
0.269™"
(0.007)
0.000
(0.000)
0.069™"
(0.010)
0.697""
(0.034)
YES
YES

33852.000

0.304

E: ™p<0.01, Mp<0.05, "p<0.10,

4.33. BIFRHE b BERF MW

N T HE BRI ACSC S B R, BIBR 2015 4E 8 H 29 5 & A 1 A N AN [ e 3E R i R i
ki (innovlog), 2016 4= S Y AU B (innovprolicy) X 4 SC 45 SIS, K N IBCSE ¥ B R IR B 3T
AR S, AR 5. SR BN, EHIF T MBS G, G0 A L SR BGR T LA #r
B EAL H ) R B E R 2, BV R0 0.056 F10.049, R BHIZIBUR X BHE R AR
I B E AR o AL RS (Size) W B il AR A% Ab 2 3 A 2 3 1E M) 52, 48057739 0.062 A1 0.051,
Tt BH RIS 5 A P Al B 2% 5 SRR R 35 4h . 15 R 2R (ROAL) L 19 B3 77 I 2 % (ROE) Fl B8 A AR B 5%
(RCAVKT R SR A 8 R ISt 2 2, JF v v R S R34 8 = i s 2R SR L B ) S, 1 S AR R R
DUIE T FEMA o AU VA 45 SR, Q37 87 b 2R A BN B R A0 R I A R R 1

Table 5. Excludes other policy implications

5. ZIFRHAMBRENM

1) 2
innov innov

did 0.056™" 0.049™"
(0.004) (0.004)

Size 0.062"" 0.051™"
(0.002) (0.002)

Lev -0.001 -0.002
(0.001) (0.001)

DLCR —0.002 —0.002
(0.001) (0.001)
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B
ROA1 -0.023™" -0.022"*
(0.005) (0.005)
ROE -0.002™ -0.002™
(0.001) (0.001)
Cashflow 0.011 0.018"
(0.011) (0.011)
Growth 0.000 0.000
(0.000) (0.000)
RCA -0.001™" -0.000™"
(0.000) (0.000)
innovlog 0.147™"
(0.003)
innovprolicy 0.169™"
(0.003)
cons -0.935™" -0.694™"
(0.044) (0.044)
I i) ] 51 YES YES
AN TE 52 R YES YES
N 33476.000 33476.000
r2 0.371 0.395

E: ™p<0.01, Mp<0.05, p<0.10,

4.3.4. B EER

NRE— B IRUE A S A R, AR SO AR ARG BB IE . 55(L) 5 g il B 1] RAS e ] 52 2%
B, HRFEARTIRBIAMAE, QRTINS RAE G, AR RAME, BIAGRNE 6. 41K
B, B R P SRR I 4R B E AR A R B B B R AE I, R B0 0 0.137 A1 0.145,
PR IR ARLE 0.004 £A7, 1F 0.1%[ 535 KT B35 . 3 i B B 284 7= b 56 A BUR X B R Bt %
A4 W R AEAER o« LR (Size) b B R A AR AT B3 IE 52, R 405 50 0.108 (BLAL 1)
A10.109 (B! 2), FRUEIRAE 0.003 247, 1 0.1%[) B KT F 35 . 1% 3 B FIBLR K ) il 5 25 5 S
IRH ORI AL . B 77 53R (Lev) FIHC A 55 A 1151 %8 (DLCR) i) R EUE IR h #8811 0, bRt
BN, AN o I 0B B G5 FRI K T AR G 45T 2 B R e A SR I R A . R 26 (ROAL)
FNE 5 P2 U 2 26 (ROE) 78 1 /M 8 1 28 %5093 73] —0.033 F1-0.040 F1-0.002, 7F 5% & & K F L83 .
TX 2 B 4 R R 05 B 7 WA 20 R R A RO S s o 5 AR 2R 6 (RCA) IR R B0 A B vh
#oN-0.001, FRAERZERN, 1F 0.1%M) R E AT FEE. RPTAT BRI RH R E LR T %
A RS o BRI = b SRR B R A SR e E P B35, IR Al RS . 4R B, %
AR B AR R B A B R R AR P AR R R . AR A S5 SRR, R Pl SR AR R R
FSC SR A R B A A AR H R R
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Table 6. Replacement econometric model
= 6. Bt ERE

@) O]
innov innov
did 0.137™ 0.145™"
(0.004) (0.004)
Size 0.108™" 0.109™
(0.003) (0.003)
Lev —0.001 —0.002
(0.002) (0.002)
DLCR —0.004™ —0.004"
(0.002) (0.002)
ROA1 —-0.033" —0.040™
(0.020) (0.017)
ROE —0.002™ —0.002™
(0.001) (0.001)
Cashflow 0.014 0.023
(0.030) (0.030)
Growth —0.000™"" —0.000™"
(0.000) (0.000)
RCA —0.001™" —0.001""
(0.000) (0.000)
cons —1.874™" —1.906™"
(0.071) (0.071)
I 1] [ 78 25 YES YES
AMATE] 72 RN YES NO
B 3 ] 2 RN NO YES
PR Mk HIX
N 33476.000 33476.000
r2 0.321 0.316

E: ™p<0.01, Mp<0.05, "p<0.10,

5. HlHIHLE

D FE BRI 7 b R R BN A RS SCR B AL B S AL, A SO E P A RO [R] YA 2R SR kAT
FEorHT, JFRHGEIE SA BB X Rl BT 20 AR B A 8 oA A B RAG 36 6T B M SR AR BT A R
JERFAC Rz, [BREE ROV 7. ST, SRR B AR i B 20 R 52 9 —0.130 £
i W R BT A W . Q)5 FER AR B LR
PR AR R IR ()5, QUL b SRR BOR A RHE SR E AL RS2 Ry 0.029, 7E 0.1%IF) 2 % 1t

1% K b 2t . SR BIHT Y b SR AR i

Kpe b

K He
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AP R . XA R R 2 AU G AL R AR BN L REOSCR AL T B B A 8. oy
RS FAS TH 45 RAE7R 7RI R L R BOR ™ A 7 B 1 Th A Bhie Tt 1 b RHSER AL, ]

W 2 AL,

Table 7. Mediator effect test

T PR

@ @
SA innov
did —-0.130™" 0.029™*
(0.002) (0.004)
Size —0.129™" 0.040™"
(0.001) (0.002)
Lev 0.054™" —0.064™"
(0.006) (0.010)
DLCR 0.004" 0.000
(0.002) (0.004)
ROA1 0.303™" —0.205™"
(0.010) (0.017)
ROE 0.000 —0.000
(0.001) (0.001)
Cashflow —0.086™" 0.125™"
(0.010) (0.015)
Growth 0.000 0.000
(0.000) (0.000)
RCA —0.000 —-0.001™"
(0.000) (0.000)
SA —0.669™"
(0.009)
cons —0.945™ —2.862""
(0.026) (0.042)
I 1) [ 24 YES YES
AN TE 52 R YES YES
N 32260.000 32260.000
R? 0.8696 0.4464

JE: ™p<001, *p<0.05, *p<0.10.

6. RERMTH
(| oy

AR A A F AR HE P, 3 KT 50 1 70 RL UM R A 1 e 8 el U s X, /T 50
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B L E IR A 2 A AR 55 X, HEAT 43 2L TR VAR 36 B2 25O A A M RS AAE S b, [l 45 SR
7% 8 F(L)H(2) - il 8=l SR AL EURE (did) 6T AN [F) R I i b 8 2 B HE SB35 (B [l 52 i, & %5093 31l 0.093
F10.140, 7F 0.1%H) R E K AR B2 1. X 3R 8O 2L = b SR A BUR AT AN R RIS A £ Mk #5 {i2
BEREIAE o

ASCARHE A BT BB RE A B A Al 2 AR B A Al 2, 33047 43 28 ] VAR 36 52 1 2502 1) il
FRAE ST, [l 45 SR an e 8 21(3)F(4). G A= b 5 FE UK (did) 76 P9 2H 4R 52 B0 6 25 () 1E [l 52
AE5r 08 0.133 F10.125, 7E 0.1%I1) 55 3 PE/KF AR A2 B3 1, R IZBURO Al BT A AR 5 14 % 61 5
B —e I Em e EE R .

Table 8. Heterogeneity of firms and geographical

8. il SHXF R

1) 2 3) 4 (5) (6) ) (8) 9)
innov innov innov innov innov innov innov innov innov
did 0.093™" 0.140™" 0.133™" 0.125™"  0.140™" 0.122™ 0.130™  0.137""  0.153"™

(0.006)  (0.006)  (0.006)  (0.005)  (0.005)  (0.006)  (0.005)  (0.009)  (0.011)
Size 0.165™  0.105™  0.149™  0.094™ 0112  0.116™  0113™ 0.123" 0.090"™"

(0.003)  (0.004)  (0.003)  (0.002)  (0.003)  (0.003)  (0.002)  (0.005)  (0.005)
Lev -0.172™* 0001  -0.118™ -0.002° 0.018"  -0.003™  0.010°  -0.000 -0.018"

0.017)  (0.001)  (0.014)  (0.001)  (0.004)  (0.001)  (0.005)  (0.002)  (0.006)

DLCR -0.005™  -0.005" -0.008"*  -0.001  -0.004™  -0.004  -0.002  -0.006™  -0.003
(0.002) (0.002) (0.003)  (0.002)  (0.002) (0.004)  (0.003)  (0.002)  (0.007)
ROA1 -0.493™*  -0.025"* -0.139™ -0.042"" -0.017" -0.046™ -0.035"* -0.013 -0.085""
(0.029) (0.006) (0.021)  (0.006)  (0.007) (0.010)  (0.008)  (0.013)  (0.023)
ROE -0.003™  -0.001  -0.006" -0.002""  -0.002°  -0.003" -0.003"  0.001  —0.005™"
(0.002) (0.001) (0.002)  (0.001)  (0.001) (0.002)  (0.001)  (0.002)  (0.002)

Cashflow 0.274™  -0.021 0.037 0.069™ 0.011 0.064™ 0.011 0.036 0.017
(0.025) (0.013) (0.023)  (0.018)  (0.014) (0.022)  (0.013)  (0.028)  (0.037)

Growth 0.000 -0.000 0.000 -0.000  —0.000 -0.000  -0.000™ -0.003"*  —0.000
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000) (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.001)  (0.000)
RCA -0.001™  -0.001"" -0.001"* -0.001"* -0.001""* -0.001"* -0.001"" —0.001"" —0.001"""
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000) (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000)

cons -3.214™  -1.715™ -2.847" -1530™" -1.951"" -2.096™" -1.995™" -2.240"" -1.493""
(0.077) (0.081) (0.077)  (0.053)  (0.058) (0.070)  (0.052)  (0.110)  (0.110)

HRF ] ] 5 R4 YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
N = YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 16464.000 16715.000 12549.000 20167.000 19217.000 14221.000 23187.000 5553.000 4722.000

r2 0.384 0.372 0.357 0.336 0.331 0.339 0.332 0.348 0.310

E: ™p<0.01, Mp<0.05, p<0.10,
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RAAEBUR ML AR 5 (did) 72 P 24 R AR R L HE B 38 B IE sz, &3040 J3 v 0.140 F10.122, FEHAES T i
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A SO AV FR A, B AR A B e N AR X A2 . PR X 2 AT R s X 4, AT 20 4 [ A
SR RN M DR AE S P, A SE 2 8 19(7) (8)AN(9)1. MM T4, U AL b B AT
UL 5 (dlidl) 75 A< B X o 7 b X R e s X PP SR I S Y I s e, R #43 i)h 0.130. 0.1307 A
0.153, FHHAESG T LR, XEMAE ZECO i DXCHRE 5 5 i 8035 7= 248 T AR (e 3k E T

7. G SBIREIN
7.1. ARG

A FE LA 284 i i DX G A L R RO O B, B AR AR X S BN A RS AR
REALRIRE o ASCUESE T SR e B XG0 2 7 Mk SR OO A MY R R e e By 835 IR RN . i
IR ESR M BAR IR R, PR IR AL . R, R AT B T I BN AR
AR R X A AR 22 7, 3 D3 T X ECR R B A .

7.2. BB

BT A TUAE R, ARSI QUE AL AR B R RE T, B REUCR R A S AT Rk . W
WO 77 )« B AT S R (RN SR A BRI ST RN PP A, B AR B SR S 1% DU MR,
DB B SR ALRL 2K . BURFIE L 78 3 BUR MR RIS BRI, 2 S48 S K BOR SEHENLHI AR5k &,
AR Ao BRSO . H, EBLRHRIRIE T 6, et mE X A AR BIR B
FREZ), ORI QNEE I B PSS . BORER LSRG, R BRI
WER M BARMRSTSFSCHF . Foa, BUF RIS BHEAA BRI 2EF7 5, S i X R A A BA
RS, WAL AA BRI A A SIREECR . SR BRI N A W 5 A5, Dy Aalk 8%
SRBETSRA JIIINA SRR o XL IR 25 5 N RS v DX B 28 7 3R R U A AT B A3 SE 4 11 DRt
ASZRE,  HEBD AR R AL G R A R
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