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Abstract

Government policies include political, economic, and cultural policies. This article analyzes gov-
ernment economic policies in depth, and uses regional economic policy openness and educational
support to define the relationship between government policies and the OFDI reverse technology
spillovers and corporate innovation in various regions of China Regulatory effect research model.
By using panel data from 2005 to 2013 in China’s provinces (municipalities), by examining policy
development and education support for the relationship of corporate innovation brought about by
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the reverse technological spillover effect of OFD], this paper puts forward corresponding sugges-
tions to improve corporate innovation.
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1. 515 RCHRGRE

ERGGF ARG H BINTR A, Bl ] P B IR O J0v 5e A e [ P 75 R 1T 1) [ Y ) R B =2
F R R EH K Gy Gy i) B B RN R . P ESR H CEH 2 SReE R “—ar— B SRR IR N ST, A3
RSN B R S AR IR, R ML G| A B K AR N AR B R R E I E K. (2018
ERERENNEERERIT AR BoR, EXANEBEERREMMN 2002 F1) 27 2 uEEERI)KE
2018 4Ef1 1430.4 123570, fafmREFERE M, HAEx oM S s E B =, BONE K
XPAME T E . Kogut & Chang (1991) [1]IAA, {24 OFDI () 55 2 Jii (Kl 2 — & 3R 13 7= 1 [ 1) I Il B AR it
XoF 2 A A A i HH RS e PR B A 7, AR B BE E R SRR ) BRI AT (Herzer [2], 20115 JE#&R2[3], 2009).
0 A5 T8 [ ) B FA 35 BB 7T (Morek [4], 2008; FFE[5], 2019); A5 %t 5% BEE i BE I 0T 78, Kang &
Jiang (2012) [6]HF 7% i) 2 il B Kl £ 56F OFDI f 4k & F1k$%, Maskus, Penubarti (1995) [71304, {248 kAl
BB I ARIE T BUR R FIR =B RS FI B . ARKZE 55 (2015) [8]SEAR SN A B 4 (14 11l B2 R 58 A A i3k 7
PR ) OFDI S )5 A it 508 o 1H 22 00t 90N B2 3500 4 T2 20 A0 7= SR b e 8 &, AT OF DI
) A N, AR A B R AR P2 R AN RE e AR AL BB B /o, R, A E BT AW ALK R
B b, T BURECR I AR, ERURER M AIE R rfebnfE N R AR &, 8% 2005~2013 4F
oA TR, W BUR IR AR A TR AR S X M BT R, ARSI 4 AT 45 R IR AN A
L, CAHABUR ST OFDI /LB 58 7176 B s Bl

2. BRSMREE
2.1, MRXLZFBUERFFHE

B 2 8%, R & . Edwards (1992) [OUFSE, X TG ER, SHFH e mmE %K
BRSBTS M AR T S iR Al BE R 1, 5 HARE SO X R AR SO AZ A, AT RE
HEEROR, R B B HSE S Tk . BT

H1: 2T T8RS Ak BT AL 1E ) 1 5

2.2. BB EXIFFE

HERE A, TAA R ANAZ ORI 1) — 370 (5 22 [10], 2006), {MERE, BEATFANL,
BUR XA ISCHRE, R ARITEANA B FR . FHARZAR K8 (2016) [1LJRFFTIESE, A %A%t OFDI
T 1 A AR A B R E R, TR KT N 7 58 AR AT 8 T8 L 78 4 W2 4 AR i HH 25087 (Herzer
[2],2011). FrAA R %

H2: 208 SRR Al A AL 1E g A 5 1 A
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3. WERIRRE
3.1 it ERE
SWMSOCIRBIR, W 2ARZEI, A SO e BB T -
LnQ, = a+ BINRD, +y INSFE™" *In X + 5 In LR +OIncrl; + &,

Hoh, Q#/RE 4 jA(MMEHTH, SHTEH2015) [1217%5, WL RAER RN, T
BAE. ZHERTA (RhESGEE) 595,
RD, 75 t 45 j A (M) MR R B RN, Bk ChERE GRS o, B SRR R RE %
(5 I E
LRy 5 4R | B (M) ZBHE G, BRI NS FEERE T, M2 BE R R ST, %
FRbr R RZAE () N TR IEE L, B RIET ChEZTEIGHES) o Crig AR R, oMb
PRI, AR 75 5 51
SFOFP FORA t 4 | ()it OFDI P/ MEAMITR A SE B, BIA SO R i . ASCRA
Potterie Al Lichtenberg (2001) [13]HIII T3, 2 PiEit4T.
ST AR 4 [EE T OFDI i (W E 4h R & D A7 &
OFDI OFDI*® d
sfs :Z—GDPi Sh
Horp, sf PP yrhEiE I OFDI ¥t i E4h R & D B AAF5&, OFDI® Ay EGE K (HhIX) i ) B B4R iR
&, GDRAEZF(hX) i MERKN, HiEsW (HEFEFGIHEE) .
S! N —EHX) i fIE AN R&D HALE R, RDd t KA (EERGHHES) T PiESE R ST & %%
S E Py GDP G i, ARSCHEN 2005 E R AR 1, MRIERESAFE, A
Sy, =(1-0)Si,+RD{ , & NHTIHE, [ C-H (1995)HK 5%;
HUHE 4 ()8 OFDI AL [ B AR A&, MRAE S8 (M) AF & H i3, AFUA:

SEOFDI _ OFDISJ' OFDI
I OFDIS, ~ ¢
b3, OFDIS; %75 j 44 () OFDI f7 5, OFDIS & [E (] OFDI f7i, Hdi (PESGHHELE) 3%

.
3.2 PHEEX

RIEA S, W BURBOR N A &, AIEE B BURIFIE EPO. #UE S #F EDU.

G BURTERUE EPO, FIRA&A (M 045 GDP il e, &4 )it 0gskE (hE%
THE%)Y .

YU STFE EDU, BURSTECH (R TT LUK SR 2 2% (W BT O, SR e AN (hE#E & %
Gt B3], ASCRAERN &8 ()HE SRS GDP Ll i & 2 H 3% EDU.

3.3. ITHITE FIN

B8 P R BNEFE R N B EIBCEAN, AR SCESINE HE R FIN, F DUARBL 2 4 al ok K
3, TR IRb VA (T SRR DT A H 5 . GDP (F L (F AR SIATXIZEA[14], 2011), HIERIET (L@t
FiHEL) .
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4, SLIFGER DR
4.1 TENFERMSITS ARG

AR SCR A stata 16.0 i@ & H 2005~2013 4=+ [ 48 2 31 A FE B ()RR EEE 279 2%, Joxt 48
T RIREG TS R AN T & 1, S RBUERME WA 2, AR EE A REEEA/NT 0.5, I HES KRG
T Z KR P (VIF) AT &, AR & Kok vif AN 5, WE AN 2.2, FIWARAEE™E %2 Eett, ik

(7T 447

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of variables
= 1. TENERMST

Th WE i e B/ME B
QR 279 19369.59 37480 44 269944
SF 279 0.000643 0.0012527 1.12E-07 0.010059
EDU 279 0.121339%4 0.0792632 0.0111426 0.4428951
EPO 279 1.913903 4.751753 0.0078817 62.20155
LR 279 0.9454278 0.067763 0.54 0.997
RD 279 2060071 2713270 3497 1.49E+07
FIN 279 2.506391 0.9030238 1.018391 6.5102
Table 2. Correlation coefficient matrix
2 2. HXARBUIER
QR SF EDU EPO LR RD FIN
QR 1
SF 0.6882 1
EDU 0.581 0.443 1
EPO 0.2828 0.2728 0.4771 1
LR 0.2312 0.2755 0.3219 0.0638 1
RD 0.8485 0.7968 0.6254 0.318 0.3372 1
FIN 0.1838 0.2667 0.0451 0.1071 0.1216 0.3802 1

4.2. BRFBURHET{ER 4R

AT A S 2 AR IR, P EZET 0.0000, i iE A RS R, IR S FE SR THIAR
HGHE 11 ] 52 RS AL AT T B SE

ARG E RAR 7 3. AR 1 bl B B R R, AL 20 3. 4 2 BII A AR B BUN BUR
HE SCHE EDU MR BUR IS EPO MRS R . B2, F R 2 0B & SF B OFDI &
A AR G REUE N I, UESEAY OFDI S )45 AR dii tHAG I T4, 25 3R A 2R X [ 15] (2020).

R 3 R HH SCRFE TR, RN REOVIE, AT RN R EE(0.069) N IE, FETE 1%HI7KF
TRE, VBB CRREXT R OFDI & IAIHE A 5 68 R T IR S 208, RUBURFAT 808 A
SCRFREME 5 b A L QKT RE ) SR R 3 TR TN, B A AR B IR S A B AR KSR s, BUR IS N
TR 3 TR B T4 m M i AR
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B 4 FELGFBCRTT UL IR R08, R0 Z 40(0.053) 915, 1T LN R £ {H(0.007) oM IE, IF
fE 10%F7KF T 2%, BMEU IR XA OFDI S mEE A th 5 Q0H T ok 1 1E 5 RN, 1Y
HIT TP Ay BT A v B8, (HIX AN RO B2 55 T 308 BN R RN .

Table 3. Empirical study result
3. SLIEER

FARE. MIVAlFT QR

-bil] R i EiVK] AL 4
BT E
-0.241 -0.27 0.556 -0.316
InLR
(-0.58) (-0.63) (1.30) (-0.75)
0.954™" 0.964™" 0.920™ 0.927™
InRD
(11.36) (11.20) (11.15) (10.96)
0.2 0.274 0.227 0.3
INFIN
(0.75) (1.01) (0.88) (1.12)
HEZ R
0.047™ 0.036 0.209™ 0.053™
InSF
(2.04) (1.42) (5.07) (2.23)
WHEE
-0.102 0.753™
INEDU
(-0.79) (3.58)
-0.024 0.043
INEPO
(-1.39) (0.97)
N 0.069""
InSF InEDU
(5.14)
. 0.007"
InSF InEPO
(1.69)
-4.106™" —-4.671"" -1.918 -3.798"™
cons
(-3.37) (-3.34) (-1.33) (-3.10)
N 279 279 279 279
j- R-sq 0.845 0.846 0.86 0.847

: "p<0.1, p<0.05 ""p<0.01; tstatistics in parentheses.

4.3, XSRS

DRE— PR B T IX 22 i R B S B, AR SORE 31 AN () 4 IR AR L Ay P A kAT IRl
BUHZRIT R 4: B, TRARM. LA E M, HERSRE S EFARRRSUR -5 ik
SEASCRSE: Hk, X EE SRR MR E AT, 6T =AM A 1 IR RO, ELX P A
TR, XDy, PO — SO AR T AR P X, 20 RN U — N3 58 A b SR ) B 22
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SNNHNEZ —; wa, SUFFFRUE RS R RS IE m T RN, BT AR 5B A= RN B ok, IX
FE RN ARSI X B 0 A T A KL, SHAMFIBOK T Rt 0 5R 51 2%, 2 ik 0o )08 ik 4
Mk OFDI Jx A A 5 Ak BT .

Table 4. Heterogeneity

=4 BRME
HArE. MAl%E ORrR
R A iy
R — PR — BR= yo-ivl| BRIH RIS
EHT R
5.656 6.763"" 10.869™ 11.245™" 0.343 -0.55
InLR
(2.72) (3.28) (4.33) (4.53) (0.62) (-1.05)
| 1.003™ 0.929™" 0.906™" 0.925™ 0.669™" 0.690™"
nRD
(8.46) (8.42) (4.49) (4.36) (5.39) (5.34)
| 0.591" 0.510" 0.011 -0.348 -0.557 0.334
nFIN
(1.83) (1.67) (0.02) (-0.58) (-1.28) -0.76
HEZ R
0.085" -0.026 0.079 -0.04 0.299™" 0.160™"
InSF
(1.67) (-0.96) (0.57) (-0.63) (4.81) (3.75)
WHEE
0.177 0.341 1.685™"
INEDU
(0.78) (0.57) (4.11)
0.261" 0.046 0.293"
INEPO
(5.45) (0.23) (1.72)
. 0.055™" 0.059 0.065""
InSF InEDU
(4.07) (1.12) (2.85)
N 0.044™" 0.004 0.022
InSF InEPO
(6.61) (0.22) (1.85)
-5.187" -4.314" -3.168 -3.795 5.607" 0.325
cons
(-2.54) (-2.55) (-0.88) (-1.19) (2.46) (0.18)
j- R-sq 0.935 0.94 0.869 0.866 0.845 0.82

: "p<0.1, "p<0.05 ""p<0.01; tstatistics in parentheses.

5. &g

AR FLE B BURIT IS BOE SR AR RO, SIESS R R, QP S #08 SCR I RE &35 R
5 OFDI [ B AL H 5 b GUHT, H#E SR OFDI AL AT 15 52 m K T BF BUR I X T 2R
P BRI, PO AR IR B SO T RN B0, AR B R T TR T RN B

SETASCIWTTT, N T OFDI S A BN AN (B R AR Y, 4R UR AN 55—, BUR
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B REINR A B SR PRFF I, JCIR PR N TINR B BN, HEREZRA, D Eam, WEE;
WM B AR, S EEE RIS, S E REAKT, Bir R e R
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WAL A Se R R SRR, fedEAZiit, IR TH B 5 b 81K
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