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Abstract

Based on the capital stock estimation of the countries along the “Belt and Road”, this paper uses
the DEA-based Malmquist index method to measure the total factor productivity (TFP) of the sam-
ple countries from 1995 to 2018. The contribution of investment and TFP growth to economic
growth was calculated. The results show that from 1996 to 2018, the average growth rate of TFP in
the “Belt and Road” countries is 0, of which the average growth rate of technological efficiency is
0.4% and the growth rate of technological progress is —0.4%; the contribution rate of capital in-
vestment to economic growth is much higher than TFP. In addition, the VAR model was used to
analyze the response of GDP growth to the impact of various factors, and the results proved that
TFP had a significant impact on GDP growth. This article believes that economic growth is depen-
dent on capital investment to TFP growth which is inevitable for development. The “Belt and Road”
countries should focus on technological innovation and realize the conversion of economic growth
momentum at an early date.

Keywords

One Belt One Road, Total Factor Productivity, Contribution Rate, VAR

Copyright © 2020 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5l

JEae AR, RS ETENE, P EBREE T AT MK, HREE TR,
W EE R E RN E R LIRS AT K B E AR, RN [ 4 G A 1 R (PN I
&, 2005) [1], 10 T BRI PRVE B T 1 PR s s oA, — IR SR R AT K A
FRREE (RS, 2009) [2], ML EFF R MELRAT KT NEAr . i — 7 g s
E 2 G R T e B, IR O E RS T — R R &, FSHES, W7 1
St A Sz b E DL R I E R T TR AL A — BRI E R 25 K YR B R R4
We.? HTHELE “—H—%" SR 2 b E A e, FE «—i %7 BEXEFEKm
FEIRFN Sy, MTLER G AT s e £, ok E “——i%” EEILREARE, W THE < —H—ig”
RIS IR R R S i 2 oG L, — ok, FRATH FEAVFIE KRR T E R RalE SR A~ R K,
A PR R HT ARG SR A B T H (25 P4, 2013) [3]. H AT AR AN T 2B & A P RS A2
AL AR REERA T FORARIR T I s MR RS RNER A, HARBOR R BRI &= A0
KR KR, S H Solow $EHY, R Solow 43,

CMCA SR, BT EAR TSN, H AT T AR A R R (TFP) M 5T 2 it 50 F AN B ZRElh X
HAMTIE) TEP, BEE TFP W5t 24T OECD 435 {&. Joaquin Maudos (1999) [4] Malmquist &
Hkxt OECD [EZK 1975~1990 “E[alff) TFP HEAT 1WA G- fife, Db US54, JFXT OECD M
AT AN E R MY B A Br AR AT T LR, RILH AR TFP 4 mf5 ad THARZCR e m, 1 R E 5 )
FEMRER AR D, R AN JTRARBEN T HAR G 8K R B A EZHEZEH . Cristiano (2010) [5]i15
T 12 4~ OECD 41 E 5 1970~2003 4E[H]ff] TFP, SKH—FP#r i i HIMi AR5 X TRP f5m,

ik
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UERAH ARSI dE i, A& MHEAR D LS TRP 3K . ITH R FFUGH 2435 5 M [ 5 it APEC
K TFP #HATHE 9T . Leung (1998) [6]FAES 07258 Fiindk 1983~1993 4 [alf¥) TFP dE T, 15t TFP
I E 4.6%. Timmer (2000) [7]HF 55 1 546 A8 405 T 290 DY A A0 X il il AR 7= 2 18 K i) 4
A A= 2R (B S O T 2R BN A, T AR TV AR ST 2 574 FH o ZRPRHE L B2 %5 (2005)
8P LR IHE TFP VAT T LRI AT, IRk e Rk R 2515 B AL AR VA AE e 7= vk B
1979~2004 1) TFP HHATML 5, I =ANRIE E FA =ANTMH S T 25 E T H L, 19 TFP X
XL R KR E A B EA 418 . 55 (2007) [915%H APECL7 AN E X Fith X 1960~2004
ERITHIAREE , 43 332 F 4] DEA F1J7 %1 DEA W7 iETHE TRP 3T /0 fif, b — 04457 8 k=% 0y
FRRNEARBEP KA . BRI KRN AR B KR, WREARKEFEBREET 7o, &REKRI
ST B R R BRI, & E R R R R R A R . W HkEE(2015) [10]8]H Malmquist 521
s E J APEC £33t 44 1993~2013 4F TFP JEATII 5 70 i, LLIOKIN APEC HBIX TFP I fg m £ 2453 i
FHARRD, o E TFP 1Kz i i R U AR BRI RN

BRI S, [ P25 B S5 KRR T BN AT . PVEENSE (2005) [116
[l R 7 1981~1984., 1984~1988. 1988~1994 Al 1994~2002 4 PU/ N HA, 11545 H 1981~1984 4Frf
E G K R BRI T TRP 36K,  Jofh = AN I8 35 3 BORE T AN . FA745(2012) [11]90
BT A E RS AT TRP, B 7t A 30 TRP %o o [ AR 25 Mk 14 K B DTk 28 3B B S 7, BRIk 2 <A
A WK SR, HETRT “—a—B8” W KM TP AP b KR SR T 1R D o

ARSCMET —7 — BRI 2k 49 NER M TRP (BB R A= 2) L H A4 hs, sl it B &R RN
Gr KTk, IRBI AT KORIE T ZE R NESE TRP K. S5 R 55 8B/ 2R 7 7 vk
SR, 5B =502 TRP IR 45 R A oTikZe vt A Bt BRI 2T VAR B R EHRY
UMK R RPN BRI ZER AL R,

2. MRFZESHIBALIE
2.1. TFP N ERYIEILIESS

RIS BN A FE AN A], ABER A RIS E R D N Kk R A A A 4
%o BRAZSNE, ZAFE B TR N 577 O A R R — A7 B A IR B0 B0 RORIES ) TFP
R i EARERR,: B NEEIE R (F A C-D A/ R, o 847 i
LK CES A R 85 B B A B BUR ), MBI R AR AT |, A5 AU S 4L
FH7= 3 K 2k 2 - B A KR IR, 158 TP K& L= RIS IHE, JRIE RV BAR T
FIZEAE T, M GIoh— iy RE BRI A 7 3 o A P A TV A 4 ey d — A A 7 i o (B A mT e
A5, JEk A R SR S U EREAT AL (NS B/ DA B 5 K ), &S TFP.
MRAE RGP RIS T AR AN, AP B TR T 2 A S HE AR S B ARNE . SRR R
RESEAETE— AN R EL FIERNZA T RBCT IR ZE T H R S A LA, JRRYE R Z I A
BN, SRR I BARTHERAG THE P P S A S 8. SRR AR R T i L IE S 5L
R A7 BT I(SFA) « AES BB AL B S iRAEFEA BT SR AN A& — S RES e 7 P
AL T R N E AT etk & RIFTE ERA A ML & Pl “aRdla” 2R
N EISRAT T SRR BRI 2 T SEIURA e ME o 2RI s Te AUt T4l
(A= R K, AATTTIRE S 1 DAL R (4 PR RO U R K 1) R s 7 B KR A Kl ER Bk i 285K
R, R AR RS IR . AF S BB R AR 77 122 B .26 73 M1 (DEA) .
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TREER T B A TR R MR 7%, 18 2R — e ook, A7k, [F R e
DX)FE — S YT P 2R 7 (0™ AL SN Z b, B IR — M7 L B X 23R I8 AT RO 2R 5 1k 4
bR, 10 TEP PR NGR BRI . FRBEREUEARYER . MIERCRE) IS NSRRI BBE a4

8 TEREI(S) IR WITY, X RN, Y R th, W TFP 5T 7 TFPst:%o t g

GAC Z AR, b B AT 2 AR 0 SR A 7 R AR R = 2 TR fE B (Malmaquist Index) . %3402
7E Malmauist 2 15405 BE 2 BR B R Al _E g U, e il PRSI AN 5 2350 B B AT b E (19 4n R A £
NG B KAL) B 2 AN N AR BT 22 AR B A P R

ARSCHFFCI R <5 —B% 7 WYLk 49 NERM TFP, AN&E T e 4i— A= m B, I iE f
KAZ SRS HOR A 7= v %, %6 H] B ATHT 705 ) DEA-Malmauist ZE 7 24580k . 1283
i DEA TFEH R R A R E DAL U 45 HH RS DR SR B TT AT F 267 BR B A B, AT X 2R A2
R AR B D AT I . X Fh 575456 7 DEA VAT Malmquist F8 202 190 s, BEAS 75 26 2 LR IR R 2
FEAXMUET A BB, X K5 BT (0 EOR A AR, TS SE R INERf . DEA KL 2 IR A 1 T
TS N RUBAR A AZ (¥ CCR R AE (K1) BCC W AR AR, FAZ O JEAEL A1 FH P 25 B 4

T EE AR SN AR, 7 T A SBI 39] TRP AR (B 22 20 -

D(t:i (XM, yt+1) Dérl(XM. yt+1)]1/2
X

o, (x.y) " Dy

R, X,y ARRE ORISR, DY (x, y' ) FTDY (x7, y ) S RIS t
SR+ LIRS, BIoPREROEE | MR CERE I IE B R B DY (X, y' ) RAES t+ 1M

PRI T, 50 T AN POR TS tII BB R AUE: ™M, (X, v Xy ) B TRPIAES), i%fE KT 1
RS T AR TTH) TRP iy, /D LAAR TRP [F#IK, 55T 1 NIZRoR TFP IE AL
M, (X, Y, yt ) BTRARE— 2D 2l BOR e A 5 (TECh) RIS AR D 2 A2 2 (TPECh) 1 3 93-

12
Dt-+l t+l’ t+1 D(t:I t+1, t+1 D(I:I t’ t
Mi (XHl, yt+1; Xl, yt) :TEChiHl XTPEChiHl — ol t(X : )i ) « tglx t yt )>< Hl(xt y t) (2)
Dci(xly) Dci (X,Y) Dci (le)
H(Q2)H TEch ™ ZoREE t AFIEE t+ LR AR RS, R RE R ICERAN—E MK T, it
BRI 7 0 R HARIE B U 15 TPECh™™ AR 26 t BRI 28 t + LI B AR D 2 A8 )y o FUBHR B n] AR 1
TR AZ B (TECh) W]t — 25 7 N AU R R AL 2l (PTECh) AR 24 4 A2 51 (SEch):

+1 +1 +1 +: 4
TEch:PTEcMSEch:[Déi (XY )}[ D} (X 1'ytl)/D5i(Xt'yt)] ©)

D\Ei (Xt’ yt) D\}rl(xul’ yl+1) D\}rl(xt’ yt)

Mi (XHl’ yt+l; Xt, yt):|: (1)

RE)F. D,(xy). D, (% y) 5B ABEERB TR AR F MR RE. T8 A, bk
H TFP MEHERUE AT 1, Fomstnt TFP BKA IRAEIE, 2 M SIRHE S .
2.2. BHERALTE

1) BEARMER, % 2018 45 11 . “—i B MK DR R AR 7L MER, TR0,
RAVERIRE A S0 T SRR B AR, BEE T 49 MER, It 40 MEKHHTHK, Wi 1

Fros e APRIEEEE R VE S AT B, AR SO B Ha 32 R T FURAT I R SR FR AR EE 2 (The: World
Bank Database WDI).
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Table 1. Regional distribution of 49 countries along the “Belt and Road”
F 1 “—H—E” A%k 49 BXE S

Pt J [X d5k %

ARILHE X FEARTE. ROHZE. b, DoRPEIE. FRE. SR, Bk, BV, MEE.

T ﬁ&\mﬁ\mﬁﬁﬁ\E%\%ﬁﬁﬂ\%SW\W%Wﬁm\iHﬁ\E£EE\&H%ﬁE\@%@
Hr=JLRE . s

[ERIA: LS R AP i E L BWR. BTEER R

X MEBETOATIE . EUREHINOE . BRSSO 528 e

FRERIE. b Bl ARSI, RINANE. B, WP IR, fEw. wB . Sit4Ear. SFse.

i
ARERHX B, DIHE R, BRI, SR WA E . WA SR, B bR

2) BEMAGE HEE. BT WD gy i 7B SR IeA 2010 2 AR SETTH) GDP K,
UEASCE IR 2010 4R 0AE], %M 2010 AL (1) GDP A 9.8 .

3) FENN . FFENBN AT LR 57 i 1] S5 Bl S5 s N &, i i R 57 sl e sk
PR N 57 ZhIR LR IR S5, MR E B K S5 E]. TARRCR . mhl N i A RS R,
(OECD A== MMELFD 45 ST IRNMFE Y “wl N 1o x S5ambia ", dF i — i
2 E X et Bl A 55, SEBRIETT T 7 2 EE AR (TR, B AN RE F IR B AT 97 Zh N 1Y)
S, AR WDl (55 3 N AR E AR EE b

4) BEABN . BT BEABN WDI Hod 2 b F50F By h S AF B, T A AR TRP IS
A 28 R R AL, RIASCHEAT TS H TR IR A A R 308 “RBEHAAEPIM) 7
W E38(2017) [12]%5 A% GERIAREAL GE (R K SEREAFEHEAT 1 LA T, AR SRR AR IR R St AF R A A B 4
R BA EERAT e, PIA SO AR SBR AR R S AR R B AR, A08:

T T,
K12K11+|1/R_thzsr[fj 4
r=1 t-r

Ho | FoR HERRH, ROVEETR, S, NME ™2 « N @5 A e, i 587 (R e
R, B ANIMHEIEE LSRN PIM VLS LA SEALA BT I SBR BRI E . g5

IR R TH 28 R Bf 5 TR A SCHR X 2010 4 9388, FEMIBEALF RN K, = ; I:(s o o RIS

B, g AREBEKER, o NITIHE, AW 10%; AR E BEATE s SRS S st im &8s, T A
FLHAE A WD Hdf e 2010 SEAAEA [ € AR U A8, G 7 s Fe B0k i BV RIR AR
FEATHEITIHER, RALGE] 1995~2018 FEFEA E I RALF R, )5 BUE BA SN P HI4ER DY 20 4,
LG AR R AL, SR E R A

5) G R 1 AL B ARSI B SR AR B b, st GDP Bl &, s i 22 LA E 2018 4R
KRB W E WA TE B BRI S, A WEE s e BEE vATE L I A
[ A1 LA €51 2018 A RO BHE s O, 3R R AT SAEVE AN 425 T 2010 S 4 [ 72 B A T e A8 40 6k R
2, ASCRSE b 22 Ja BB S T0 Bl v 55 e 152 SR AT ORI R, R R U 5 A s b i 2k 2
P
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3. SCESERSHR

FKSEARAF A S B 49 RK VAR, RATIEE) DEAP2.1 B IFIENT T TFP
MSUSE, (E) B W4 49 MR IE P AN, A5 2 ERAP R KA WA
MR R M —554 BR HOR A W G AR R AIUBACR WA 106015 0 50 30
1996~2018 7 7 — " LMK TFP AL{LRENL, JESEREAIITBEABON . 35 20BN TFP 3
KK

3.1. TFP ME LR o4

1) WA RS TP AR %s . & 2 & “—iy—I%” sk 49 MNEXK 1996~2018 A EFH A= K H 7y
FRIUIAROCEME, METR4ERES, RILLTRME: MAEERAEFREKE, “—H—i” BXNEERE
FEHAE 1996~2018 fEHAEIE KN 0, Rl TAa0E, (HAMRIEE L arsl, TP HAEBA 1L, iRk
IR IR 2 i EHE A, AR A R B I K G 1996, 1998, 2003, 2004, 2009,
2010, 2013. 2015. 2016 4, H{E 2009 ik ZI A SR R A, N 8.2%. BERA T FIGKE K
IR 22 2017 4F, 9—6%. MAEARRE KRG, AR SCEFEN 49 4N E ZAE 1996~2018 4FE A4 Tt 0.4%,
AR I T A A T s s ILE 1996 4, DN 5.8%: 5 Ik s BILTE 2009 4, SH-4.3%.
N F5E AR 3G R 1) 23 A b A BER R RS R R G, 1996~2018 4 [8] £ A B FURE R AR AL 1 T 2518 A
0.2%, b s IAE 1998 4F, 4 3.9%, fACHILLE 1997 4, —4.2%; A ARMEANIEE )
0.2%, i s HBLAE 1996 4F, N 4.2%, Hfi S BLAE 2003 4F, N-3.4%. MEARIDKE, AR
IREA [E AR5 T % 0.4%, F 783 10 5 g s HBRLAE 2009 4E, FiARBEDRIBK T 13%, HK A HIAE 2017
, BREDETIET 5%,

Table 2. The time evolution of total factor productivity in the “Belt and Road” countries: 1996 to 2018
F2. “—H—R EREEREFERMEENEL: 1996~2018

Fhy effch techch pech sech ga Fhy effch techch pech sech da

1996 0.058 0.005 0.042 0.016 0.063 2008 —-0.017 —0.020 —0.015 —0.002 —0.037
1997 —0.036 0.007 0.006 —0.042 —0.030 2009 —0.043 0.130 —-0.021 —-0.022 0.082
1998 0.044 —-0.017 0.005 0.039 0.026 2010 0.042 —0.037 0.013 0.028 0.003
1999 0.030 —0.047 0.001 0.028 —0.019 2011 —0.023 0.016 —0.025 0.002 —0.007
2000 —-0.019 —0.018 —0.003 —-0.016 —-0.037 2012 0.019 —0.035 0.032 —-0.013 —-0.016
2001 0.015 —0.023 0.001 0.014 —0.008 2013 —0.010 0.077 0.003 —0.013 0.067
2002 -0.013 —-0.012 —0.002 -0.011 -0.024 2014 —0.009 —-0.020 —-0.019 0.010 —0.029
2003 —0.010 0.058 —0.034 0.025 0.047 2015 0.014 —0.007 0.024 —-0.010 0.007
2004 0.044 —0.008 0.035 0.009 0.036 2016 0.013 0.010 0.012 0.001 0.023
2005 —0.007 —0.004 —0.002 —0.006 —0.011 2017 -0.010 —0.050 —0.013 0.003 —0.060
2006 0.003 -0.017 0.006 —0.003 —-0.014 2018 0.024 —0.030 0.010 0.014 —0.007
2007 —-0.012 —0.033 —0.003 —0.009 —0.044 ¥ 0.004 —0.004 0.002 0.002 0.000

e R effch RRHRE, techeh RRFARBES, pech FIRAPARME, sech FRMUIERE, ga RREERIGRKE,
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——BARHE  —w-BRED MPARE S PERE TR ER

-0.1

Figure 1. Trends of TFP and its decomposition indicators in “One Belt One Road” countries

1. “—F—&" BEXRTFP RESRIERENLES

BRE R, BARBEMEARIGHEN R R FARBCRERIEK B A AR ORI RS 3
S 1F 2003 “ELLHT, TFP SHE AR5, 2003 UG H ARG HE R BOREEE, HE
£ 2003~2004 4, 2016~2017 4 TFP S A BIGK R RG MATEA TS, WL il, HARFEDXT
TFP MIERITEIR I IR, ZARMER “—ar—i%” EREERAERIGK, BAEME ALK
JE. UbAh, (EERM— 2, 7E 1999 £ER1 2008 SEIAHA T Al G, HARBERE KRBT KiF
N, EORE D KA ANES T RERMEEE, XU BRI B RSRPI TR T, R T ER
AR I R R ) B B

2) A TFP B 3 3 FIH T —4 —E% T4k 49 AN K1) Malmauist 28 7= 255 50 &% H o3 i,
M AYEEE, RILL T RHE:

MABER A= H KT, R PEE mE T AR RRCHBIX. 1996~2018 4 [)~F- 34 14 K 22 43 71| 9—0.1%
0.1%. 0. 0. —0.1%; FARMAIGK I TIE S A9 0.4%. 0.5%. 0.4%. 0.3%. 0.4%(H 7 fiffatral
FEAR BRI K B2 314 0.1%. 0.3%- 0.2%- 0.2%. 0.3%, AR KR P 1E 73 59 4 0.2% .
0.2%. 0.3%-. 0.1%-. 0.1%); FiARDSIEK I FIME S MN-0.4%. —0.4%. —0.5%. —0.3%. —0.4%.
i ERTLEH, TR AR TRP K Z o 1E, EACN 0.1%, HuT DUE B fuHIX 4L [F] 5
FEHARBCRIGKRIERNIE, MR KRIE N, AP ER ORI A h Al R
PSR LR IRBN K, —FH PR ERNA KR, By, “—i % EREELY TFP MigK,
TN NT, AR T ARG [F i R EEH

HER A, ARG 49 NER A, Zb. SCE. Frnph. ENERET. e, hE. R
Brhifr. LHI. W3R, F. Deasl. sl R BiEER, B, S e, 5%
ATEHIE . B, BERZ L. FERYENE. g W& OB L. 5 v 22 AR 2R 24 [E RS 3
KR WP T2 BARBOR (RS0 Foln B AN 5 H i 2l b R BEK %0 0.1%4h,  Ho4y 21 ANEZ 4l
BARRAIG KA 0), HARMDHK R PHES NG, W2 iiX 24 ANEKE) TRP KA MBS E
W&, G5RERIHE A TRE. HAh 25 AN E KB K A AR SR T, UIHTE ST+
AR, BHEBN M A TR ST, SRR E T — Ak .

3.2. BERMEFEKNEMEITE

NTH it ERATFERIEIR, ASCHE T ZSZN 2T K 5Tk, L GDP K
BRARATHKR, EFWETHE KRN TR AR TR = ZRAANRIGDP LR,
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Table 3. Spatial differences in total factor productivity of “Belt and Road” countries: 1996 to 2018

#3 —HE—R EREERETRTEER: 1996~2018
il effch  techch pech sech Oa =531 effch techch pech sech ga

= 0.003  —0.002 0.004 —-0.002 0.001 WrE=FR 0.005 —-0.007 0.000 0.005 —-0.003
oI 7€ 0.002  —0.002 0.004 —-0.002 0.000 ERE 0.005 —0.005 0.000 0.005 0.000
=P JiRIA 0.002  —0.005 0.003 —0.001 —0.003 TE WAAME 0.004 —0.005 0.002 0.003 0.000
e 0.006  —0.005 0.001 0.005 0.001 I 15 e i 3 0.002 —0.002 0.004 —-0.002 0.000
ZE 0.005 —0.009 0.000 0.005 —0.004 R B 0.002 —0.001 0.004 —-0.002 0.001
3K 0.005 —0.004 0.000 0.005 0.000 B s 0.005 —0.006 0.000 0.005 —-0.001
B 0.005  —0.003 0.000 0.005 0.002 525 5 va e 0.005 —0.004 0.000 0.005 0.000
IR 0.005  —0.004 0.000 0.005 0.001 RIS ] 0.003 —0.003 0.002 0.001 0.000
R 0.005 —0.004 0.000 0.005 0.001 K] /R B2 JE W 0.005 —0.006 0.006 0.000 0.000

EE 0.000 —0.004 0.000 0.000 —0.004 FI R 0.005 —0.003 0.006  —0.001 0.002
RIEE 0.004 —0.004 0.001 0.002 —0.001 52 0.004 —0.002 0.005 -0.002 0.002
b°9/3 0.006  —0.004 0.006 0.001 0.002 LRAF I 0.003 —0.001 0.005 -0.002 0.002
E= 0.006  —0.002 0.006 —0.001 0.004 W 0.003 —0.002 0.005 —0.002 0.001
i 2 5 58 0.005 —0.003 0.006 —0.001 0.002 B R 0.003 —0.006 0.004  —0.002 —0.003
ELAR 0.004  -0.001 0.005 —0.002 0.003 R 0.002 —0.005 0.004 -0.001 —0.003
L= 0.002  -0.001 0.004 —0.002 0.001 i, 5 Hb 0.002 —0.003 0.004 -0.001 —0.001
RO 0.002  —0.002 0.003 —0.001 0.000 Fr i 4w 0.002 —0.003 0.003 -0.001 0.000
YUERT R 0.005  —0.006 0.000 0.005 —0.001 A 0.002 —0.002 0.003 —0.001 0.000
+THH 0.005 —0.005 0.000 0.005 0.000 LRI 0.002 —0.003 0.003 -0.001 —0.001
RIESIERA 0.005  —0.007 0.000 0.005 —0.002 LN B | 0.004 —0.006 0.001 0.003 —0.002
7B 0.005  —0.005 0.000 0.005 —0.001 EEIR % T 0.005 —0.006 0.000 0.005 —0.001
DL 0.005  —0.005 0.000 0.005 —0.001 FEIRYED 0.005 —0.005 0.000 0.005 —0.001
[ERIZSEE 0.005 —0.004 0.003 0.002 0.001 Wrigtkoe 0.005 —0.006 0.000 0.005 —-0.002
LT 0.004 —0.001 0.006 —0.002 0.003 g LB 0.005 —0.006 0.000 0.005 —0.001
AFt 0.003  —0.004 0.005 —0.002 —0.001 e 0.005 —0.005 0.000 0.005 0.000
iy 0.005  —0.005 0.001 0.005 0.001 &) 5 F) 0.005 —0.007 0.000 0.005 —0.003
JEI/R 0.005  —0.006 0.000 0.005 —0.001 FRRRISE 0.004 —0.004 0.003 0.001 —0.001

Ee [ 2.

1) MESTE MR E, “
1996~2008 4E A kLA [H (] GDP FH Ky 4.49%,

DIMR N 31%, TFP [P TRk %N 0. o GDP BEK K 1)

HILAE 2009 4E, N-0.77%, X 2 N5 2008 45

FR 3 1) ¢ ey
2009 4F BT AN TTER A N 1) R R GDP 3§04 47, BRI IE 1 B A BN SR % S A AU T 3E H BILLE 2009
e HBLE 2009 4F, HI-187% (T GDP

, M 2017 4, N 127.94%;
WK AN, AN 4T E),
H—1062% (EX 48 GHE HEAT LL A,

A HE, 57 SN BRI e e e
Bk S HILAE 2018 4F, A 18%;

fENLIIECN, 2009 4 FR& 5
HHBILAE 1996 47, N 2869.03%, Ak HHILLE 2009 45, A—-1283.33%, {HAT-4HMLEL ] 41,

T RGBT K S BRI DT R UK 4 iR AR 2R 4 BE R R,
WABNKIT-EITTRAN 4.31%, F7aRAN T
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WA

Table 4. Economic growth rate and factor contribution rate of “Belt and Road” countries 1996 to 2018 (%)
4 “—H—E” ER 1996~2018 FRF KRB E TR (%)

A y k | t Fhr y k | t
1996 3.94 2869.03 24 160 2008 4.83 275.98 31 =77
1997 4.07 1325.66 27 —74 2009 -0.77 —1283.33 —187 -1062
1998 2.55 1395.65 51 102 2010 4.85 191.29 29 6
1999 2.79 919.81 52 —68 2011 4.80 188.46 30 -15
2000 5.65 381.48 22 —65 2012 3.52 239.97 39 —45
2001 4.22 437.76 37 -19 2013 3.86 194,57 35 173
2002 4.92 340.01 24 -49 2014 3.66 185.67 37 -79
2003 6.16 257.52 27 76 2015 3.18 192.93 49 22
2004 6.92 219.41 25 52 2016 3.64 151.16 26 63
2005 6.73 212.65 24 -16 2017 4.27 127.94 30 -140
2006 7.56 186.95 21 -19 2018 415 128.85 18 -17
2007 7.88 180.39 22 -56 YA 4.49 430.96 31 0

E: by 8 GDP HKEK, k FRRAABANTRE, | i s TTkE, t TR TFP STk,

MRAEE 2 aT LA, BR 2009 4R 32 SRELIsEm, S5 K B IEALAAL, 1995~2018 F4 5 K
RIEARRFRR T . HPBEABAMITIRE R & m ), HEMELT KR, BABRARTTIRE 2 TH&H.
AN TTRR R A RS E , 72 0 B ksh, HIBEEENEEA K. 1M TRP 1) TTRR A K 2 BE iy #2 f
¥, WA 1996, 1998. 2003. 2004. 2010. 2013. 2015. 2016 £ENIEfH, XAIAeEKAHMHES) TFP 1Y
R B R BHE,  H TFP XK RS AE T o, FRilih, 2009 4F2& TFP Tk % i K
—4E, Al WAESRGEHL ST, TRP MR IR, XWIRBAT, KIS TFP MR R IR &4
TF R GRS R B EIE A

——y =k | et
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Figure 2. The economic growth rate and factor contribution rate of the “Belt and Road” countries from 1996 to 2018 (%)
B2 “—%—i8” EZX 1996~2018 FL&FIEKRRERTEE%)

2) WNERMAERE, %5 NFEARELE 1996~2018 4E (8] GDP [F) T3 K 2 K 85 B K () - 15 Dk R 45
Bo DA LI 49 NMEEAE, 1E 1996~2018 4E[a]H: GDP P KRN IE. X RE, RIE.
PEIE. FEIE. AT ANZR R X, GDP 38K 2 1)~ 2ME 2 5N 5.42%. 4.61%. 5.53%. 5.14%. 3.27%; %A
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PN TTHRZ (I 23 51 9 478%. 486%. 355%. 339%. 636%; 57 hHE N HIIME 5 5 54%. 70%. 40%.
36%. —8%; TFP TilkFMIIME S HIAN-1%. 1%. 0. 0. —3%. Zf LAJLLHEH, FORHLIX & 5K (3t
[FlRE SR AN TTIR B B K, 57BN ANIRL, TFP ek, HApZRRKHIX (1) GDP P33 K & i AR 1,
M EE ARSI DTk 2 e i), 57 3 NRT TRP 1 ST ek 32 eI, HLAR Wb IX (155 B % N\ DTk 2
FeME—— B . SMERT S, FEERRE. S . EERVEIE. BREE. R A BTE . KT
FEFFER. AR, MBS, EIENEE, HREMHE, BRI, AP . R 16 Fir
TFP VY stlkFIyIE, o TFP srlikA e 0 E 508 &, BAREDN 12%, XWIFE “ i — 7 1Lk
X 2GR e, e AN S5 FH

Table 5. The average GDP change rate of the “Belt and Road” countries from 1996 to 2018 and the contribution rate of each

factor (%)
=5 “—F—Bg” EZ 1996~2018 £ 1 GDP T ER B EXZREE(%)

=1 y k | t =1 y k | t
R e 4.99 360 45 2 W= 5.20 372 16 -6
O 7.72 285 39 0 EIE 6.68 313 24 0
LR 5.11 305 55 -6 M 5.53 355 40 0
e 6.27 379 32 2 R T 5T AT 5.03 381 13 0
Z[H 3.54 372 23 -11 R HTHTH 4.23 410 37 2
3 0.98 1737 219 0 bR [BeE| 5.34 203 51 -2
Brlndk 5.28 347 52 4 52555 5 3 5.94 361 44 0
EVEE RV 452 374 42 2 ERIAL (] 5.14 339 36 0
fa1e] 6.67 324 28 1 BT 7R 2 JE IE. 4.84 269 -2 0
I 9.13 294 6 —4 TR 4.24 498 0 5
RILEE 5.42 478 54 -1 BRE W 437 482 6 5
B 4.54 175 57 4 TR I 2.92 648 -19 7
Fif & 3.40 659 160 12 b= 4.20 465 6 2
iy 2 5 5 7.65 410 25 3 5 T 2.76 605 4 -11
B bk 4.44 463 129 7 T 2.74 595 7 -11
& &L 5.53 797 -15 2 T2 b 223 893 —28 -4
R 3.84 411 97 0 oz It 44 3.93 584 —20 0
bR EA 8| 3.01 675 138 -3 RVALAE 4.29 485 -19 0
THI 4.95 396 40 0 B 1 Jg 3.32 563 -40 -3
DSR4 6.27 346 3 -3 = Ffii T 2.58 636 28 -8
Ll 3.35 575 73 -3 FEIR % I 3.13 597 -13 -3
DRERT] 3.70 436 62 -3 FEIR Y. 3.16 642 -8 -3
[ERIZS] 461 486 70 1 Hris o 4.03 443 11 -5
(R %: el 418 377 79 7 Hrig LB I 2.80 612 13 -4
RIF 7.03 300 40 -1 Lyge 0.90 1720 -94 0
Ey)IETA 5.79 361 42 2 ) F | 2.44 712 21 -12
Jeia/R 4.30 407 41 -2 ZRIRIIMY 3.27 636 -8 -3
e [ 4.
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A vE

BARER, TUORHLIX 1996~2018 4F 1) B AL A TTRRZR 1A 2] 100% LA |, BRI “—ar—% 7 [H K& 5
BRA R T R AR A T R, ARSCEREU 49 NME R, SRS 5 22 3R AN TTmk R
% 1737%H11 1720%, 57 SN T TRk 220 5l 219%F1-94%, 11T~ 1) GDP 14K #4Y Ny 0.98% 411 0.90%,
TH R AN TR SE 49 NE K iR E Y, (5 GDP 1K H SR R, X R AR A RN
AN E AR AR BR AR IERAAT LM 8% B SAEE R R 1 [ B vy
MEARMEWFEE, SCISERIEHEE AT K.

4. BT VAR REN B ERS LK RS

)& H [E A (VAR i AN A FFEI MR, BT “OMEE” , RABLZ FREEARFIE.
ERFER T —NWNAELENE TN AR S G EAEER, JEX 3T RE 0, 2 A T
KA BB R R

BWNERE Y, My, » W5 1K VAR BAERIA A :

Vi = £+ ApaYiea + Ana Yo+ 5)
Yor = Mo+ Aoii Yiea + AnaYor 1 + Mo (6)

AR ADF K30 Bt A7 1P Aa ek e, Auseai RURBE A, wT DU VAR B, it
AT IR o 12 23 B AV TT 22 53 g 53 A o R BRB/INER Z2 (1 B AR SGREE , R VAR BT i 75 3EAT 5 U A E
GURIT

Table 6. VAR model lag period judgment results
= 6. VAR 1RE T R HAF M5 R

Lag LogL LR FPE AIC e HQ
0 —7355.130 NA 127271.9 23.10559 23.13357 23.11645
1 —6188.065 2315.809 3429.131 19.49157 19.63150 19.54589
2 -6106.571 160.6856 2791.781 19.28594 19.53781" 19.38372
3 —6076.102 59.69429 2667.832 19.24051 19.60433 19.38175"
4 —6050.575 49.69058 2589.290 19.21060 19.68636 19.39530
5 —6027.595 44.44564 2533.273 19.18868 19.77639 19.41685
6 —6014.613 24.94508 2557.559 19.19816 19.89781 19.46978
7 —6005.959 16.51891 2617.475 19.22122 20.03282 19.53631
8 -5973.022 62.46244 2482.213 19.16804 20.09158 19.52659
9 -5927.079 86.54718" 2259.838" 19.07403" 20.10951 19.47604
10 -5916.880 19.08682 2301.803 19.09224 20.23967 19.53771

T SRR 2 PR EREAT ISR, W1 LR Goit . RIS EHENI(AIC) . il FL AR AE U (SC) bA R R 1
W(HQ)AE, MHE# 6 MEER, FukERMEMECy 9, HHFERIAMEH RS LY, HiiE 9 HaT
Bun k2 AR R, BIASORTI R, @05 2 1 VAR B,

1) ik & o

ik B KA o o RS TRD R S pR K, BRI R AT AR SRS TN —AME R, R RN
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—ANFREZE, FRUEZE B AR . B 3~8 T, BRI N BB 4E), NIRRT
He A1k

3 K7~ GDP X ALEE i L. 1] DUE Y B AR BAEA Y GDP — MriE Z i 5,
GDP VI# S,  H A IE RN, Bl i (A RS, e SRR B IR RN, (HARZRFE IR R, 55 6 2
e TR & 4 R GDP X 57 8l Sy 3 N i (R 82 55 2 545 N 3 I R R BE IR 51 42 GDP I3,
A EARFNZ, GDP X552 N bl (A RAES 4 WA BF, B FBEEERA GDP
Xof E AR R e e S () R BRI R DR, X AT AR B TARAE TR RN, 55N R KT GDP 35K 1)
M RF LI K [ 5 %ok GDP Xt TFP phii iR, GDP 7E55 1 Hixd TFP fIph i A mis, & 2 Hiil
HOAEEME, PERPOE TR, JETE 6 HILUEIZHETRE. GDP Xf TFP Wi (1) =+ GDP X %A
TR J 57 NI N (AR, X UERH TFP % GDP 3K A B i T S AR BRI Z7 3N, (ERR Mk
ULRFEE AR, JE R AT RE 2 Bl A B AR BB 4eAR, FEX & e K 0 2/ B85 1€ 6 27 GDP Xt
H & B v LU H GDP Xt [ & s fm b 2 T Fa N kR, BB K B e i, (=
BE& I R A HERS ,  BEPEAE F Bk BR o

0.10

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
N S HA%Y (AL £F)

Figure 3. GDP response to capital stock shock
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Figure 4. GDP response to labor input shock
4. GDP X5 & RN 5 B0 L

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2020.105099 821 CIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2020.105099

WA

0.7
0.6
0.5 i
0.4 "
0.3
0.2

BT

0.1+

0-0 N -
-0.1 T T T _ T T T

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
N RZHA% (L £F)

Figure 5. GDP response to TFP shock
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Figure 6. GDP’s response to its own shock
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Figure 7. Capital accumulation responseto TFP shock
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Figure 8. Labor input response to TFP shock
B 8. SFEMEAX TFP RN L

K7 RORBEARSNNT TRP IR 55 1 HIBEABINRWIN, AEE —JTFIR TFP X AN KR
FEBW ETHIETH 4 WHARNEAE, BEJRITA TR, SRS A, XU TRP (IS8 AT BIE 5 BT A
Ny Bt E g M E A RE A B RME s [ 8 BRIy sl AT TRP [MIMNL. AT RAE S5 Bl A
TRP P I N AR 2 ONIE, VAR LRSS 3 1, BEJSTTIR T RE, 2 6 W2 R iZimt T A2 € B 2L a5
K, XU TRP B3 X+ 57 Shas N G N B AT (e dEE (Rt 75 B B (8] A e A% L e R AE

2) JEIRM

T7 220 il RO M s P9 R AR B A5 K R B Dk A, BRI S — b fE 22 KRR RE i sy AR AR i
MIAR . T3 Z o RES RUE

Table 7. Results of analysis of variance (y)
1. AESRERY)

Period S.E. y k | t
1 3.575022 100.0000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000
2 3.940938 98.48571 0.043021 0.224586 1.246686
3 4.026256 97.98537 0.049502 0.291602 1.673527
4 4.046527 97.90514 0.053269 0.384562 1.657025
5 4.053769 97.81141 0.054171 0.445172 1.689244
6 4.056234 97.75840 0.054639 0.496125 1.690836
7 4.057434 97.72198 0.054897 0.532611 1.690510
8 4.058182 97.69366 0.055025 0.560187 1.691126
9 4.058664 97.67355 0.055112 0.580373 1.690966
10 4.059005 97.65870 0.055168 0.595249 1.690881
e [ 4,

M 7 HERTLLE Y, MESFIIKE, TFP X GDP MK AR5 [\ B AL g ik, Hi2
% GDP H & 7t Htf K R A A i B FE S i KR 25, tHED TFP i3 K2 512 GDP 4 4K & 5 2 1) JRL A
Z—
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A vE

gi ERIR, Kb LAY 22 53 3t G5 RIS UE R TP X & GG KA 8 2 5, 10 Bk b o 82 43 A 3 ik
W TRP X B AR S5 s N B b AR, B TRP BER] DA 2 E0G (™ A B Re e, ) DA B2 0 57
ENBNFNE AN BHEX 2 GG AR IR DS — 4518 TRP J4E “—af —If 7 Ik XX
KRR GG R A% HEARH .

5. &hig

MARSCGT TRP I 45 R A R & B Rm R AT K TR TS R AR, “—ir—i%” EX
I AE R AR R OIG KA, (H2 GDP M KRB RIEN, HRIEE 3 hrEdEaT s, 7£ 2009
FELLAT, GDP MK R L2 sh EFHd 2, 2009 4 H T4 mayliiridi, GDP HEL FF%, 2009 &
LUGATHS K EA AR, HLUSE9H] GDP K A8 H AL B FH 1T 37K F. WHFesIE TFP ok
EPWEK, HHEXZPFEKOTTE N7, KREEEF N “—i—i” EREARED KL K. &0
VAR BRI 25 B, GDP MG TFP yils (i B2 i K1), H TFP il 2 51 L 85 AR5 N 1)
IR, XA TRP o] Lod i 2 ML fil e gt & pr g K.

“—i IR BRZETRBEREZMBNGTR, T B MK, LA KT
PSRN BHAR BE AR iy, ELgh th S At ik [ 5% R K R R e ) A S i B R 1 I SR R 0 R, KL
RUEG [ SR L) UGS JE AR (AR, I B “ —7 — 7 1 5% I 4k 38 i xof - Rtk 152 it 2 0 5 R I 7 2
FIHN, FINRRMAZ, BIBE . B EGHDS RN, SEMA T EABN, R A ),
RNEGFKFELBMEE. MFHEMmE, X “—a—8%" BTN, NAFMPFANNEER NS
GrR DR, MR A S A5 R, AR K35 )8 TR hish A Grf A, o B R £ Mg AT # %,
BRI TR AR X K 2 [ K57 B3 N DTk 3 A THURAKF, BRI xS 25 BR ] SR dh A7 #5251 7] LA
RIS A ) B i EREBEARREIRICRE, HABERARLTA T AR, Fitt
WA R R RN RAMMUA BT “—w %7 ERLMAEFEAIEK, | S A ]R3k
15 5 R 55 [El 4

ASCEX “—H 87 ER TFP 3T TIN5, 15 i T 50 i rT 54, JE AR IR S [ 5 4Tk i TFP,
GREAZ IR TR 2B, BHATA TR TP WIS AT RS B oA, e < —ir— 87 K&t
LUK TR, FE IR AR, IR g S0 R R AN [0 4R B R A
BHMENZSE, AR .
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