Statistics and Application Stit2: 58, 2023, 12(4), 928-945 Hans X0
Published Online August 2023 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/sa
https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2023.124097

«
b
T

# X BRI SR R RN Bl 3=

B
fot

EE%, BifF
by TR 23 2B, Jbi

Woks H . 20234F7H11H; FHER: 20234F8H1H; KA HM: 202348 15H

HE

A F RN SR S REAREE, BXBUFHE T —RIVENBHGEE, EXRHFAEE. A3
ERRERP RAE TR REESETREEZEEMR, EFMEREEE—ERE LT URRNAT
REAHR . MASCFIHEERSET 6 NERBELIH LT HE, SEERRREZ MRS
FEM AR BRI SR T %, WIAET WK PSRN T ERERYME R, REEZHAE RS
BRI RAR, FEx AR S e R V) SER AR WL

eI 4L
WLgRyEE, FEEEMER, f£4iHausmanf%

A Study on the Spatial and Temporal
Evolution of Online Attention to Fertility
Issues and the Influencing Factors

Yingying Shi, Bingwei Cui

College of Science, Northern University of Technology, Beijing

Received: Jul. 11", 2023; accepted: Aug. 1%, 2023; published: Aug. 15", 2023

Abstract

As an urgent social problem, the national government has introduced a series of corresponding
policies and measures, but the effect is not satisfactory. In the course of this paper, we found that
fertility network attention is significantly and positively correlated with fertility rate, and fertility
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network attention can reflect the changing pattern of fertility rate to a certain extent. Therefore,
this paper uses the search index and socio-economic data of Baidu index platform, integrates ex-
ploratory spatial data analysis, FE panel data model and other research methods to explore the
spatial and temporal evolution characteristics and influencing factors of the network concern of
fertility issue, deeply explores the essence of the influencing factors of fertility issue, and puts
forward practical and effective suggestions for the improvement of fertility issue.
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1. 5|
11 fIRER

FEZgtit JmfE 2023 £ 1 H 17 H A Ao N D8k, 2022 3R E N DA RN 6.77%, ANHHR
K 2-0.60%0, X EFE H 1960 FJ5 A\ HIAIG KR T IR EIFAE . G 08 R 3R E G 1 5 AT,
REWAHSE G TEEE &% =S MEXBORRAEE M8, HRIT 27 mismsE e s, (HHE
RORE . 55— T7 1, B AT AR ELI ) 5 6 e 5 AT AR 36 B B ARG . 2023 4F 3 1 2 H, CNNIC
B ES 5L IR LI B TS o # & 2022 4F 12 H, FRIE M RAELIA 10.67 12, % 2021 4 12 A K
3549 75, HIRMI K& FIE 75.6%. EBCMERIR KT, A ANERERT DL &8 E, Marblaszi, &
W T “MZtte” .

EM LA 2, AT P MERRIER N H, ERXFERIET, KO T REREE, 8
W2 AT R DLRR R H ORI A, AT SO A& M A RS 508 I 1 26 5033 5 X6
1R 22 IS e /L EL A HEBN VR o IR 28 SGTR FE A2 1 il RGO i SR ) B AR, A J oA g e S o ) ) B L 2%
AR, HFRBERT 2T E R —, 54 E U 5 115 R AR BIAE 8 KRR A A ) 34T
W, IR BT RE S AR, RAAMAR A B A E W TR S B KR,

FERAE I R 28 VRIS OL, 1 AR RO A & ) R SE PR BV, WF I 2% T FE 54 F 2 B %
RACW T LT AR . A H K BOR T SRR T RAGH B EA BN S H R L A0k
TR XS A 0] R0 28 S v B2 1) I 2 Ve AR I R B RE ) 7 B IR E ) R R 2 2

1.2. MHEkEGRE

OtoREE A[1] (2021) A B [ 78 2000 St ©0 A AR AE B R BL BUR IR AR B R BUz LE AT
MRMPHIG L . XIFHEARSEA[2] (2021) RGHE 12 AR T HESW 54 TR TSR, 2 7
HAP gAY, RAEA R A FENME . ASFESCA S AR R BAS R ARG B A A R it
SMAE N3] (2023) KL AT b e 26 AF N, PEBEAE B SCREFERIINR, & PR B A B SR A5 R ] DASE
BUAERACTIRTT ST SN “X0E” - HWITMILT 4] Q022N fr (Y IEAE) kI
A LA BERL R I BRI SR A IR &, s AR AR T R T A

FERT W28 52EH RO CHR T, XUBK[5] (2022)fif B LB 22 AL F 2 6 Big, JEIER RIS & 1 =ik
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B “RF” WEVERTIN D, R0 T A A BARIRES T RSO E L “REF 7 AL RRAT N IE R AsZ
RIAATEARIA TG R “REF 7 AT R Lo MR A2 B RV 1) R8P ISR L, 3 17 3 A T 6 =
THdRIE, HIAERRIT RE— R 5 KA E KB I FERI G . Tr32an[6] (2019) A& I X 28 41 A A (1
R 8 7 2Vt A B AR ) “AES IR, 2 SR P AE AR B XSSt A T 7 R ) 5 i 381 T8 K P 4 ik
MOCELER . mRIR[7] (2022)TEHAEAE - & FIEEE AT BR 1208, ROA & B I -4 Sk S I A i AR
BEE, Hih B R E S EARNGE W, A B IR R A ES RGN R R &5
JEAI. ARBEIE S SR BRI SRR R . 35 % A BR 42 [8] (2022)38 3k 7] 6 1 2 K ILAE 4 58 WX 4% b3 Wi 5%
TEESX N NWES BB AR m.

EHM R S5 A OGS R R, A F SR 2 B . BB sk S A [9] (2020)K FH K 5
MZRHE Logistic [EIVABRIPPATH2 NG R R MR RS AR EREEZ AR R, K
DUYE YT U AL & 058 X AR AR DG ) DGR B v i) P45 N [10] (2023)id i 5 R A2 [K] 2% Logistic 7]
VRS, RIAE =24 B BORMEAT 1 AR, 72 e i fe 7 i s e DN 3R SR BT I A . SRR
[11] (2023)iHid 77 225317« t k5« Pearson AHIG /M AT Je 22 Ju etk 1 70 B 1 & 08 0 e e FU s SR AR IR
FEIR B s i (R 22, DRl IR o0 £ P R S 1 A B R AP IR AR B . 2R 2058 A [12] (2023) K H]
Harman S8l 7k 46 75 AT JL R 7 2 m ZE A 56, R0 T 72 JE SRR AN & ) L B FRALRE 2 18] I BIIR A A F %
1, b T RS fE AR AN E L B ERARE N D = R R

FKFAF MBI ZF T, FRERRRSE A[13] (2023)H4E CFPS #idl, KHIFEHEN T, Tt
T R AR 2 A R I K 77 2 IR 2 B PR AN A W Lo AR 3 . 524 555 A [14] (2023)%E T~ 2015
FEAIE 1% A AR B 2R, B F0 R IR R BOR O ok R PR UK B bR Lt 95 2h 2 5, (RS
AT SEO R, 752 BRI KR A 3L LE IR SRS . BRI [15] (2023) K BN T 4k
RRUTN “BZy7 , FREMSERTHSEFTRIBRXATREATIER, “ARFL” WEHREBEM
WA A B B R R AR S0 . ShEAF A £ FR[16] (2019) R L “ 4 7 BUR FAMN B AT
AFAE 1 10 706,455 57 B 22 AR 0L B MR — % ) B TR AIORG g )i, 2P ) B R LA R i, il 5
H &R R A B RIS B AT E RS A

IR ) AR O SRR A [, R IO T AR IR & LR R R AR BON U SR, 6
F WL SN A I R, E B LA B R b, B NS ST R R A ) )
(2R RIFATIRANIZIR, A SORE 5075 B 28 38 FE N AR 6 1] i) s I

2. BIEKBEEMRRGE
2.1. BI/WE SR

B EAENERRSUC T SO R 515, RN K E 100 2 EZ X 2R ERIER, ZM
ROREUH B BN FEAND, WREANGAMRIE MR BEREREEE FHRS T4,
FESZEHENRMAT A, PN R OIEE M RAE A RS RE NI, DO A S
TEX G0 PRI P S8 250R ] B W] FE #8459 11 FE AR 40T & B8 R A8 B80T 1 A I B O3 B 1 5 A A B
ARSI FE AR B R R IR

ARSCHER “ B RGAE” R SERBGRE” [T7PEROCEE, BACPIRIR: ML “AEF 7 fENEER
], R R B SR I A b K T E (http://mtool.chinaz.com/) T i e 4 Rl I2 4R Th e X “4F 7 Mk
BOAATANS, IR E R R A MRS . B OB IR, BRI “AEE + AEHEN + AF
RIS + A EFBER” AHEE . FIH python T AAEH FEFRECE & 207l EH 2013 45 1 H~2023 423 H
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G [ RO R BRI 31 AN X T8 R 3% H O B 3 R AR S, (R AW T A B W48 30 FE I IR s » (742
A ERRECT & BRI BT A W R SERR A AR, MR &N SC BRI AE R I D48 2% A 8 AR )
RS BN RHRE, fEASTR AL N R )

R B (AT BRI R A, K XA I 2% S0V 5 42 B A2 AT Pearson AHGME M T . AR H 2
PRI CREN DR Ge a5 331, (2l T8 AR 11 A 204 10 A, 5HAEEED
HHEHAE, H 2021 4. 2022 SFEHRE TG, MR 2013~2022 AR EAEF R HATNE, WIEEEF
A E A

R = HAE ABL
PRIF R A NEL

S A NBOEOE B R Geih R 3 2], P E R IE L N i AR S NECR DUE R L], HiEy
K H 2014~2022 4 (FEZIHES) .

F 54 B MR I VERE A B RS 4% 1, Pearson MOS0 4 R L4 2, #HxZA%M 0814, Hp =
0.004 < 0.01, PiHHHIAETMKIEE SEFTREZIEML, & HMBKEREE—EFREE LT DU
EHENZWIE, BN EEMEE.

Table 1. Average daily fertility network attention and fertility rate
F 1 AHEBERNESCIEREBER

i T R4 S S CASES

2013 2946.934 44.00308
2014 3947.321 45.83238
2015 3884.373 45.62217
2016 4182.699 52.66679
2017 4204.836 50.00265
2018 4204.06 44.33221
2019 3909.518 43.32883
2020 2992.842 37.23855
2021 3025.233 33.47307
2022 2931.896 30.51681

Table 2. Pearson correlation analysis
5% 2. Pearson #5447

B W EEHR
KR H 1
A M8 e
p1E
KR H 0.814™ 1
p 1E 0.004

“p <0.05; “p<0.01.

DOI: 10.12677/sa.2023.124097 931 St 5N


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2023.124097

AEE, B

22. MIRF*

221 FHMEDER
AP IREOT T AR B LR ORTE AR — 4 12 DA W AT SRR, SR A S0

/ﬁi(xi—833f
R = i=1
12

Horb, X ONEHLEE MR SR TSRS . b iR, RoREs
W28 I EAE R I B AR, ZE Ao MR, ZEMEIL T 0, FoRAFMSRIEEAER
HE AT 5], AR/ .

222. BRRAY

A2 5 A KCEE T LB A XA A 2 T 28 R0 E S OREE o A2 7 R OB, AN [ 49 [XC 1)
MIA B RE RO, 2, 225 RE0B/N, IR XA A 2% 72 Rl . AR 5
ES /g MW I

Horb, CONERARM, X Wi HIXHIMEERIESRE, X N X, K FEE.

223. £F/ZEEHEEX

4 Jy 7 B) B AE DG F T S AN T DX 38 i A 2 3R 2 T 0 3 A L P2 IR FEE R 2 [R] 3 AT A [ 18]
AR Global Moran’s | Gt i1 v 548 [X AR 8 248 3 JBE 25 [A) DG IR B (1) sV MR 1iE, Global Moran’s |
guitE& Bt E AW

| = HZLZLWH (xi _ X)(xj ~ )?)
Zin:lzqzlvw,-zi"ﬂ(xi —)?)

Her, n NEEXEL X, x; 2HOEX T REX j AT RGEIGER, X NaEiE XA M ER
MM, wy AR RIBCEIERE WK (1, ) o3k, AR AR RE Wk 12 40558 R 1) K-Nearst Neighbor
FERE, K BCEAME 40 U HERZZVER Z B

,_1-E()

ar(1)

Ferb, E(1) 325 Moran’s | YIS, Var (1) %75 Moran’s | 1977 22 AE IR 70 A 1, 45 1.645 < |Z(I )| <1.96,
P<0.1, FRKIRMMMIELE 10900 BT EFFEZ IAIXE: #51.96<|2(1)| <258, p<0.05,
FOR KRR I EAE 5961 25 PP LARE A AR [Z(1)|2258, p<0.01, FoRX LM T
1%F) 55 2 PR 7K P _EAFAE 2 (] AH K A . Global Moran’s | (B 15 A [-1,1] » 7R B35 ER IG M AT 32
A1 >0, BEHIITHTTE DO AR S ARG, BB T 1, AR IR SCPEGE, B 7O R e 2 R &
oAy A1 <0, UHI TR IT DXRA7 AR A (M AR O, LA -1, B IR S SC R, #F Xt R AN (B
SRR A

224, EBEp=EBEX
JRy B 2 18] AR 5 P ORAR S AN [R] 2 18] B 70 b R BEAFAE R A8 IR R IBAR 3, S 2238 1) 2 [ SRR A 73 57t
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fIE[19]. ASCEH Local Moran’s | 4ttt & k4K % Jm il 25 A 5 S5 40 A FfAiE, Local Moran’s | 4uit & B ARiHE
AF NI

_ n(x = X) 2 .w; (% = X)

Zin:l(xi _X)z
Hrp, n BB XEL x NEX I FERMNSGERE, X OV XA T MR THE, w T
[AIBCEFERE W I (i, j) 7CE - Local Moran’s | f5#0k %7705 Global Moran’s | f5#tf[A]. i#id Local
Moran’s | 53 A] LAX 7> BARSE B, 45 H-H 425 (o OUII R b DB i W X L ) L-L 4R R (11
L0 X 5 AR 00 44 X )« L 4 2R (IR 0 X s v O 00 1 441X B ) A H-L B SR (Wl i 3
DX A AR UL b IX 3 ) o

3. B KT R B R A HHIE
3.1. BIEEAEHHE

3.1.1. fFRREWK

TR¥E 2013~2023 44 [ RUBE AR B 0 268 DG BE 49 Jall T 525 A0 00 T 35 O B T B A IR~ 1) v
2013~2023 R A= B W 48 I3 B A bR fr i A B an ] 1 fos, 2013~2014 3R AR B 48 CE 5 230 1
T, HE ML ICERLH 2013 421 2946.93 £l - FH3 2014 4 (1) 3947.32 5, FEFrHEKFk F] 33.95%;
2014~2019 FIRE A= F W 48 0 B RIS, Hrf 2017 07 FEA FIIE(E 4204.8 £l AR H ML KVE
JEAE 2019~2020 4E H LK N[, 1 2019 £ 3909.52 s B F] 2020 4[] 2992.84 55; A H W48 it &
£ 2020~2023 FF 2B PR . BT 2020 A4 F M4 CTEEERIR T B, 2020~2022 142 245 %1
JELEIRT 10 SRR FARAT , X 558 e P 1 Rp SR () B G, R B e 138 17 0 [ A 7 I 48 Dy o =2 7 B I
AR 2 . AR 2023 4F 1~3 F BUEE, W4 G AR 208 8.39%, A “Hak” Wi, X RS
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Figure 1. Inter-annual change trend chart of China’s fertility network attention from 2013 to 2023

& 1. 2013~2023 FHEE ENE X FTEFRTHEEE
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3.1.2. ABRZEWK
HIE TR A T N4 S R AR R AR AR, HE— Xt H PR HEAT 0 M. 2013~2022 4E
BEAEF ML oIE IR A bR B an i 2 frr.
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Figure 2. Inter-month change trend chart of China’s fertility network attention from 2013 to 2023
[ 2. 2013~2023 FHEE EWE KT E ARELEEE

2013~2022 FE[AIEAE H bRAZ Bk R PP Re &S, FEFNLNER, EFMNE T EAEGSE 3 H
BIH A FIFREE (0T, (ERRAE 4 H I FIFREE O RRAG; BR 2014 4, HAREM A E W28 07E BETE RS
9 A H A RIFE BE B F iy o 2013~2022 40y FE F LR HBLAE 3~11 H, TG R AR1iE; 2013~2018
EREEMIAERESHIRT 1 AM 2 A, BEBEAEAGES SYFETEINEA hEaEs, TRl
B T R A AT A B N DR ER BT R R o it — D T R E AR F W4 G FE I H B o A B ks
fIE, N ZET SRR E (kR 3).

Table 3. Seasonal concentration index

F 3 FPMEDEY

A4y 2013 4= 2014 4 20154 20164 2017 4F 2018 4F 2019 4£ 2020 4= 2021 4 2022 4

ZATEEFIESL 06294 2.0391  0.6605 0.4669 1.1952 0.8005 1.5312 1.0750 0.8905 0.8212

2013~2022 EFIZT M E P R R KA N 2014 10 2.0319, HAFEMETHEETREI N T 2,
VLI — R A E N I AR B N 2] .
3.2. BRERTAFE
3.2.1. FERETL

FRHE 2013~2023 £ [ 31 AN X T4 BRI AR B N8 SV B T 08 R S S T 28 v FE e %%
FEMBR R, TR AR EE L 4 K 3.
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Table 4. Coefficient of variation

T4 EREY

Fy 2013 4F 2014 4£ 20154 2016 4F

2017 4£ 2018 4£ 2019 4 2020 4

2021 4F 2022 4

AR R4(%) 0.6621 0.4879 0.4869  0.5069

0.5659 0.5533 0.5840  0.5130

0.5006  0.5115

0.7000
0.6621

0.6500

0.6000

0.5500
0.50

A5 2B %

0.5000 0.4879 0.4869

0.4500

0.4000

5130
0.5006

20134F 20144 20154 20164 20174F 20184 20194 20204 20214F 20224F

0.5115

Figure 3. Coefficient of variation

B3 ZRAK

a0 L& PR, 2013~2022 A E 31 M8 XTI T W28 I FE AR 5 R BUR B TR - BT - TFRE”
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RYIHX 2 18] i) 25 IR 28 DR JEE 22 S A
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Figure 4. Attention distribution characteristics of fertility network in 31 provinces, autonomous regions and municipalities in
2013, 2016, 2019 and 2022

[& 4. 2013 ££\ 2016 £, 2019 £, 2022 F£F#H[E 31 NMEXTHIE B KT E S MIFIE

2013 FAEB MY REE AN AR R, dbals IR, TR, BEE e L. .
wAb. Wb, AR, Wi ZROUI, BIRE O EETE. HEATUE. 2016 fFARE W4 0GR i
BN R, BEAMEIEILE. 5. R, WM B, REE0aRmiEsE. T2, SR .
2019 FFAEE MR R A N AR, BEamA AR bR WL, RIKE M aETE . FilEM
P, 2022 FFAEH M T EREA N AR, BEmE ORI WL, Jbat Wz, A,
RIKE MO TE . FilEMFAR. 2013~2022 FHE A4 G W2 EEE —FHk T H 5 Mk 2 14,
SR 8 N F 6 4, =SS 6 M INE 10 4, USSR 9 MBI 11 4y, B NS
PR TORFETE 3 A, SRR EAE & 48 DT FEAE AN W7 FARR, Ji 2 Sy B 25 s (0 3 7T AS e AR R R A DR
ATCUR I, 2013~2022 AR EAS [ IX AL 9 26 S0 5 1 X 2B = B HE A A G, 4% ST P A i B Tl
ZAER T AE P SE R R, AR TLOR. IR WITAE, WIS SeuE BB RIN T 2 £ T X A4
FEMEERIET, TR, i TS

BRARGION “HAMLRELE " Bl,  “HRMR LR F E L 2E S R AE 1935 FEE IR FRE N 1%
FERIRTEL R, R FRE N HR KGR G AL 2ok Ja (143 5 4:[20] . TR 31 A48 DX A2 B 90 2% OV B2
FAAE TR BA” LR, WS FER m IR T AR e S 2 LUR, RIS EH, 1U)114 AmE—4b
TR MG R 2 DA TG (25 v A X8 D3 P TT s e 2 DA TG AR 48 03 20 D O P AR T

3.2.2. ZRZTGFHE

7% 54 2013~2022 FEFH E 31 1~ X T Global Moran’s | ¥8%. P {E13/NT 0.05, FRINTE 5% B2
PRV FAAEZS ARG . ATRAE H, Moran’s | S4B IR %S, 1 2013 411 0.3726 TR 2022 4
(170.2101, FIAFRE 31 N X T IR (14 B W 268 0 AR 25 (R IEAH DGV, HO RIS, A H 4%
RS A BRI R A, HA B (BAR) A 7 0 4% 38 BE 18 0 5 285 m (BUAR) AR B 4 G FE I
Gy FEA I I -
3.2.3. FiE=aYFE

T4 2013~2022 FFRE 31 NE X TR Local Moran’s | 5%, 4R ME 6. aJLLEH, RELSTME
JVEFE B A 23 18] EAH S 3T B 2013 4R 12 AN E] 2022 1) 6 S, AR IR k3. 2013 4F
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A H WL R 38.71%144 0 2B ZS MR TRARAE, b H-H B4 0 8 4N, L-L A 4 4~; 2016
B MG RTERA 25.81%M%4 t RILH A RAFFIE, Hrf H-H A HAE 54, L-L BHERAE 31
2019 1 2022 A F M2 ST FEA 19.35% 144 fr S 30 H 7 AR JRAFAE, Horb H-H 8 4047 4 >, L-L
BAEWH 21

Table 5. The Global Moran’s | index
%% 5. Global Moran’s | 5%

Ay 2013 4= 2014 4F 20154 2016 4 20174 20184 20194 2020 4 2021 4F 2022 4=
Moran’s| 0.3726  0.3952  0.3565  0.2329 0.2474  0.2294 0.2075  0.2411 0.263 0.2101

p-value 0.001 0.001 0.002 0.007 0.009 0.011 0.017 0.014 0.008 0.013

Table 6. Cluster characteristics

7% 6. SERFE

e 2013 4 2016 4 2019 4 2022 4
oy SAE B R TOR. R TOOR RS SRR NS S SRR NS S
WHL. 2.t R fEE. 7R fiz)ad fiz)ad
L-L  BRVE. Hifg. TE. P B, TE. TR THE. T THE. T
L-H
H-L

2013~2022 4E[A], bifg. TLI5. ZEUNARERX DN “HEE” H-H RME 6, RN ER S
FHATAE B S I R 2R 7 W26 ST L AR SR o DU T B T A AR X, SR A X B ARIA R 2% I
WP IRE R, RRE RGBT e AT X, I B2 5rE ah 55 K ER B0 A B 2 SR A5
Wi, 7 R APEUX PN “WEE” L-L RBE 4y, RIIXPNE 0 SR 0 I H R B P2 ki
EAINE = IV

4. HEHEIREMSE KT E R mE RS

A B 2R 8 5RO BRI b, A A5 A T AR et A 5 126 7 B IR 28 3 BE AT 2[R
BT WAL T PR, IRATHEBGZ LR BRI T AL R ARG ) 26 ST FEE R e R 2R 20 A

Table 7. Selection and presentation of indicators
= 7. ek RN

EEE RIR
UNBISF:S §ic: gr
RS SE na
Ja BT SN M 1R 2K pi
EREH RTINS nb
i DX AR = gdp
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AR, IR
Continued
H X AR igdp
EXuYHYNIEIST LN incr
(SR WIPNEICE 2 VS SOLCH e ON ave
FERS AT R AL yb
N X A 7 S E avgdp
Az br
LIRS rdr
HEE ef
SIS EIL m
AR R o, RSOGO AT SCIR BFIC UK Bt s HoAx 2 IR An Sl RIR T B X S it =
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na = y,gr + y,pi + y,nb -+ y,gpd + y,igdp + y,incr + y,ave + y,yb
+ 7108vgdp + yy,br + yp,rdr + yef +y,m+y, +y, +u

4.1. EIEMBLSHT

AT stata BAFET 0T LB S BT BOAR B EAT THTR R0 VA P [ 5 RS REAT b, B IR R an
8 e MAFERATAT LG B & 45 124 P (KT 0.0005 B, KT FE, (HZRAT A S =/ MatathX
AR A XA SRS IS B0 P AERCR, BIRT 0.5. iR HIBRIX =AM S B R E . AT
RENGE RN 9 PR FIFENGE 9 thIRATAHMES A S5 R 2 P EKT 0.0002 v, KT FAE, (HZ3RA]
ATDAE 35 RO s is 1e 8. =24 B R AFB N BB B L X = MEIRI P EBCR, ¥RT 0.1, [
WA A FE 75 2250 BRaxX =AM B — AR B . Wi 7 3% 10, A 10 F3RATAT DU B fe 24 45
24 P {E KT 0.0000 I, KT FAE, T HUEI B 5 FE AR PAEERAL T AT BN BUE, 27T 0.15, ik
FRUR AR AR AR AL B O TR (o) VAR, BRGNS

na =8.82gr +1.64igdp + 3.38incr +10.92avc — 4.58yb + 4.54br — 4.2rdr — 2.7

Table 8. Results of the first fixed-effects analysis

8. B—REEMR IR

na Coef. Std. Err. t P>t [95% Conf. Interval]
ar 17581.6300 2231.3000 7.88 0.000 13185.7300 21977.5400
pi 11274.6100 7290.1560 1.55 0.123 -3087.7970 25637.0200
nb 356.2004 357.2872 1.00 0.320 —347.6947 1060.0960
gdp 0.1417 0.6257 0.23 0.821 -1.0911 1.3745
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igdp 4246.3190 2514.5720 1.69 0.821 —707.6635 9200.3020
incr 2.5318 2.0338 1.24 0.214 -1.4751 6.5387
avc 105.7789 10.4074 10.16 0.000 85.2751 126.2827
yb —47.8174 20.7232 -2.31 0.022 —88.6444 —6.9905
avgdp -0.1713 0.8498 —-0.20 0.840 —1.8455 1.5029
br 13240.0200 4872.9450 2.72 0.007 3639.7790 22840.2500
rdr —44197.9300 12337.3400 —-3.58 0.000 -68503.8500  —19892.0200
ef —0.0062 0.0040 -1.55 0.122 —0.0140 0.0017
m —814.4031 1299.8800 -0.63 0.532 —3375.3100 1746.5030
_cons —1743521.0000 833782.1000 —2.09 0.038 —3386163.0000 —100878.4000
sigma_u 95369.5110
sigma_e 82667.3000
rho 0.5710 (fraction of variance due to u_i)

F test that all u_i = 0: F (30, 235) = 2.22

Prob > F = 0.0005

Table 9. Results of the second fixed-effects analysis

=9 BIREEMRIER

na
gr
pi
nb
igdp
incr
avc
yb
br
rdr
ef
_cons
sigma_u
sigma_e

rho

Coef.
17530.4400
11039.8600

275.3949
4246.4580
2.1577
103.8427
—43.3833
13184.0900
—43591.9700
—0.0043
—1763430.0000
91577.4960
82233.8340

0.5536

Std. Err.
2133.8100
7237.1990
328.7537
2340.3490

0.6752

9.5268

9.4381
4710.6830
12124.5400

0.0027

815350.6000

8.22

1.53

0.84

1.81

3.20

10.90

—4.60

2.80

—-3.60

-1.62

—2.16

P>
0.000
0.128
0.403
0.071
0.002
0.000
0.000
0.006
0.000
0.105

0.032

[95% Conf.
13326.8700
—3217.2880
—372.2438
—363.9871
0.8275
85.0751
—61.9762
3904.1360
—67477.0900
—0.0095

—3369655.0000

(fraction of variance due to u_i)

F test that all u_i = 0: F (30, 238) = 2.35

Interval]
21734.0000
25297.0100

923.0336
8856.9030
3.4878
122.6103
—24.7903
22464.0500
—19706.8500
0.0009

—157204.0000

Prob > F = 0.0002
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Table 10. Results of the third fixed-effect analysis
= 10. FEZREEHRE SHER

na Coef. Std. Err. t P>t [95% Conf. Interval]
gr 17568.4700 1992.2710 8.82 0.000 13643.9800 21492.9600
igdp 3791.6200 2316.0890 1.64 0.103 —770.7427 8353.9830
igdp 2.2561 0.6667 3.38 0.001 0.9427 3.5695
avc 104.0911 9.5356 10.92 0.000 85.3073 122.8748
yb —43.3045 9.4507 —4.58 0.000 -61.9210 —24.6881
br 17849.3100 3930.6910 4.54 0.000 10106.4100 25592.2000
rdr —49454.1300 11778.8800 -4.20 0.000 —72656.8300 —26251.4300
_cons —671787.5000  248951.6000 -2.70 0.007 —1162186.0000 —181388.7000
sigma_u 110516.3200
sigma_e 82615.4080
rho 0.6415 (fraction of variance due to u_i)
F test that all u_i =0: F (30, 241) =3.71 Prob > F = 0.0000

4.2. BRI 534

ATifH Y stata FAFEH LA RS R 0 T A2 B BEAT AR 01 A ) BE L RONEEAT 704, SR — IR SR Ik
11 7R e A EATAT LU B0 EAR & B S s Fa . XA S i, XN S A 7 S B MO B S
¥ P IR, ¥IRT 0.1,

Table 11. Results of the first random-effects analysis

=11 BRBEIS S LR

na Coef. Std. Err. z P>z [95% Conf. Interval]
gr 16592.8300 2327.5450 7.13 0.000 12030.9300 21154.7400
pi 11898.0500 7635.0740 1.56 0.119 —3066.4240 26862.5200
nb 744.6423 238.8449 3.12 0.002 276.5149 1212.7700
gdp 0.4309 0.6359 0.68 0.498 -0.8154 1.6773
igdp 4455.0550 2566.7560 1.74 0.083 —575.6945 9485.8040
incr 5.5662 2.0487 2.72 0.007 1.5508 9.5816
avc 102.0095 10.5732 9.65 0.000 81.2864 122.7326
yb -55.2159 21.3967 —2.58 0.010 —97.1526 -13.2792
avgdp -1.1967 0.8608 -1.39 0.164 —2.8838 0.4904
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br —7739.3500 2220.5480 -3.49 0.000 —12091.5400 —3387.1550
rdr —6664.8150 6609.3850 -1.01 0.313 —19618.9700 6289.3430
ef -0.0072 0.0015 —-4.84 0.000 -0.0101 —0.0043
m 4441482 346.3053 1.28 0.200 —234.5977 1122.8940
_cons —-1761440.0000 866699.8000 —-2.03 0.042 —3460140.0000  1122.8940

sigma_u 0.0000

sigma_e 82667.3000
rho 0.0000 (fraction of variance due to u_i)

AR A BRI VYA A B RN . FRAS RIS R INE 12 Pros. AR 12 th3RATR] LU B X A Sl

R8BSR SIS B X =M P EBCR, BIRT 0.3,

Table 12. A second random-effects analysis

F+ 12, BORBEINN ST

na
gr
nb
igdp
incr
avc
yb
rdr
ef
m
_cons
sigma_u
sigma_e

rho

Coef. Std. Err.
17085.6700 2125.8140
704.7066 254.9057
2322.3070 2360.7350
2.8874 0.6749
96.8049 9.6626
—46.6399 9.4500
—1468.3100 6791.4940
—0.0066 0.0015
214.2210 356.7346
—399493.2000  253496.7000
24197.5670
83845.1140
0.0769

8.04

2.76

0.98

4.28

10.02

—4.94

-0.22

—4.39

0.60

—1.58

P>|z|

0.000
0.006
0.325
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.829
0.000
0.548

0.115

[95% Conf.
12919.1500
205.1005
—2304.6490
1.5646
77.8666
—65.1615
—14779.3900
—0.0095
—484.9659

—896337.6000

(fraction of variance due to u_i)

Interval]
21252.1900
1204.3130
6949.2620
4.2101
115.7433
—28.1184
11842.7700
—0.0036
913.4079

97351.1100

PRLE,  FRATEIAE G ZE A B =N Rl — Ui AR B . IR 13 R ATRT LA B U % F5 AR P
EHAR AL T AR BN RUE, 0/ 0.0, WUt ORI A Fig b i A T AR [ VAR, BRI R S ss :
na =8.82gr + 2.64nb + 4.32incr +10.21avc —5.01yb — 4.78ef —5.12
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Table 13. The third random-effect analysis
7= 13. EZIRMENBE 7

na Coef. Std. Err. z P>z [95% Conf. Interval]
ar 17342.6000 1966.8230 8.82 0.000 13487.6900 21197.5000
nb 652.9630 247.3626 2.64 0.008 168.1412 1137.7850
incr 2.8157 0.6524 4.32 0.000 1.5370 4.0944
avc 97.6259 9.5607 10.21 0.000 78.8873 116.3646
yb —46.4312 9.2736 -5.01 0.000 —64.6072 —28.2553
ef —0.0061 0.0013 —4.78 0.000 —0.0085 —0.0036
_cons —154243.1000 30112.5200 -5.12 0.000 —213262.5000 —95223.6300
sigma_u 25711.3890
sigma_e 84607.1930
rho 0.0845 (fraction of variance due to u_i)
4.3. 54t Hausman #&38
RIS I AHRIERREE, SR W% 14 Ak 15 R
Table 14. Model significance and degree of correlation of fixed effects
14 BEMMERTEM. BXKIEE
na Coef. Std. Err. t P>t [95% Conf. Interval]
ar 17568.4700 1992.2710 8.82 0.000 13643.9800 21492.9600
igdp 3791.6200 2316.0890 1.64 0.103 —770.7427 8353.9830
incr 2.2561 0.6667 3.38 0.001 0.9427 3.5695
avc 104.0911 9.5356 10.92 0.000 85.3073 122.8748
yb —43.3045 9.4507 —4.58 0.000 -61.9210 —24.6881
br 17849.3100 3930.6910 454 0.000 10106.4100 25592.2000
rdr —49454.1300 11778.8800 -4.20 0.000 —72656.8300  —26251.4300
_cons —671787.5000  248951.6000 -2.70 0.007 —1162186.0000 —181388.7000
sigma_u 110516.3200
sigma_e 82615.4080
rho 0.6415 (fraction of variance due to u_i)

F test that all u_i = 0: F (30, 241) =3.71

Prob > F =0.0000
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Table 15. Model significance and correlation degree of random effects

= 15. BRI AE R EEM . EXEKIER

na Coef. Std. Err. t P> [95% Conf. Interval]
ar 18546.3700 2037.8000 9.10 0.000 14532.2800 22560.4600
nb 586.7191 311.4113 1.88 0.061 —26.7036 1200.1420
incr 2.2459 0.6689 3.36 0.001 0.9282 3.5635
avc 103.2083 9.6229 10.73 0.000 84.2530 122.1636
yb —44.8631 9.2635 —4.84 0.000 —63.1104 —26.6158
ef -0.0083 0.0023 —-3.68 0.000 -0.0128 -0.0039
_cons —130056.4000 36448.8400 -3.57 0.000 —201853.9000 —58258.9200
sigma_u 48398.5610
sigma_e 84607.1930
rho 0.2465 (fraction of variance due to u_i)

F test that all u_i = 0: F (30, 242) = 2.14 Prob > F = 0.0009
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