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Abstract

Cultural and creative products embody both commercial value and cultural connotations, making
their exports subject not only to formal institutions like customs efficiency in destination countries
but also to informal institutions such as cultural differences. While existing studies on trade facili-
tation predominantly focus on macro-level trade flows or general manufacturing firms, limited at-
tention has been paid to the distinctive attributes of the cultural and creative industries. Drawing
on transaction cost theory and cultural discount theory, this paper incorporates cultural differences
into the analytical framework of trade facilitation and firm export performance, examining their
synergistic effects. Using panel data of 199 listed Chinese cultural and creative firms from 2016 to
2023, we find that trade facilitation significantly promotes exports, whereas cultural distance ex-
erts a significant inhibitory effect. Notably, cultural distance positively moderates the export-en-
hancing effect of trade facilitation—the greater the cultural difference, the stronger the marginal
contribution of trade facilitation to firm’s exports. However, the direction of this moderating effect
depends on the specific dimensions of cultural distance. Heterogeneity analysis reveals that this
promoting effect is concentrated among non-state-owned enterprises. By introducing the perspec-
tive of cultural differences, this paper extends the micro-level research boundary of trade facilita-
tion and provides policy implications for optimizing trade facilitation reforms and designing differ-
entiated cross-cultural strategies.
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Priviz i E B EAG . 51 5 AL IR 0 X S BE R A M) FE PR AR o 7 58 Il HERE oG — A, g arf—
L SEMTCAE R S5, RS bt T O [ S A T AR A

HAKI S, S ERAG Al il W 2 JRITE S S QA M8 —, BRI DA, /5 E
A it BE % 26 J BT TSAT IR IR) L f AL IR 2R . SR B I, EARFRAR Al Y 1 R P R 4
JEAFIANE ENE A o X T 3CRI LT, H™ s 2w M SR RO R B ™ i, SRR R
T VR S DR R T 37 L SR BB AR ) A AT, Xt Al i TR R LR . e, 3R T
Frep Al i S A . S S (AL R 1 B b lb it NAIE T3 T IR, A S B ol RE % DL BB IR AR 3R
WO SEACTTRE 1 Hh 8] it 5 AR 5% o 2 10 v ] it RS (1 B Al 43 LIORE B8 22 BRI B T Q1 it
ST, AT k34 15 B 0 Sk 11]

T R, ASCER

H1: S GRS SO B Al T SRR A (e

2.2. CALERESNSL 8 Bl H O S HL Bl

SCALBREG RN A [ K b X AR E S AT o Sl S5 SO R = R AR . X
TR S, SCAER B AR — BB S 5 BEONIRIE , EEGEI “SCkdrdn” 5 W 3 i
19 % AR S BB B AT R FEAE Y

SCHAT MBI, SCABI G dh B A SE B T3 98 (K SCAL B AR S5 1 B3RS o 247 0t 1 3
SCARBE BRI TSI, 43 B 2 W] e P8 3OO 357 22 53 T Mk CABELAR ™ i O B B 5 SO IR, 3
7 AR AEH B A PR R “ORATHTN , ATIREIRRR R, I O X —HURIERA. k. 2R
ity A AZ 0 ST it R L B 52 5 TR AR DASIC IR (7] 52 A%, T SR BB M N, ST B i
o0 SEG AR T HOAMRF R, XA RS S BE W i A SCAL TS SR 7 ROV 2 8 0 B R IR B SR . T
FEMIRARMEAN RS = i, ATRERRL “ RhIRIE IR 7 T BR STH D s, SCAG 22 3 SR Tl B B e
MIZ AR . SR, FERE S 5 e, ST TN AR o0 8 3% HARRE, W U 8 75 24
K 18] B T 7 05 8 A P 0

BT A, AR

H2: SCAEE B A SR H0 RN T P AR SCA B Al HY 1 52

DOI: 10.12677/wer.2026.153031 313 HARLFIRR


https://doi.org/10.12677/wer.2026.153031

2.3. XALEEEA B S EFIML B T E R

BR G (A5 SO BE B 70 AR R I s 2 S5 AR I U B2, — 3 A SO Aol H e A v O AR ST R 4%
fEM, MRAEDFEEZHNERKR.

b ) SRR B BN TN, ERIANE S B i 9 SIS TT AR RS T E A
XSPRARRL, Al A] DU AR S0 R . SO SR RS SR B 7 B ARIE S FE R E R D RE . LR, 57 5 R
BRI, (BB sTi A A R A, BB ASCBR B BRI T, ST 402k
JSE5 58 g AR BN, AT 2 A DR . AR SR, IR U A A EREOR R Rl
RREFP BERG U0 7 b (E RS BE AT IR I [R5 S AN RE vk, B WU A BT RE W PRk 5 B I 5 &
FURRAS, 3K Eefil] B 21 M 7 SCAL B BRI T 3 vh oA 5 s A3 B i

i BE R, SCICEI B R A B YEMS,  ASRISCAYERE (10 22 57 AT B 5o 1B 2 15 -5 AR 1R 2 R
FER R ERLEAE ST, SRS SCCBE B A AT RE R AR AN, TR F. flin, fLethe
A Byt v B AR AR PP RV, L N 52 S I E A By DR RO e S, A St & 3 540 H R 1T
e G A NREST, XL RO SRASAN s, 52 5 (AL B IL PR BCR B LE A IR - fEIXEEIEIE T, it
B AMEARTEOH Z ERACIIE R, S m] e ) 55 S H AR .

BF A, AR

H3a: SCACERES IE A3 15 52 5 AL 0 ST et AR o B SCARRR B0, 59 5 S8R K bR ot
TR o

H3b: SCAGER G2 1 8 9 52 5 (AR H 1 S8 e st AR RISCAGEREGEOR, 52 5 AL I b ot

PATEBE 73 006 RS [ R B Va2 A, AR MR o5 2, IR T SCAR B RS K ARG

3. fRigit
3.1. HAREFESHIERIE

AU E SN A B T AR FREA, B EES BN 2016~2023 4F. ZIBEFR SR (X
e FAR S L3 25(2018) ) Frite, # CSMAR #4k e 5 477 W s AT ML 23 KT UL T, I [R5 2591 54k
QIRIREE NN S5, SR ST & ST* VG, B3k 199 K B A ], 3k 1592 Ak - AEA WE .

AVHEAMIN G R IE T CSMAR ¥« E B S ION - 420 X K437 B, SRR B8 H kiR
T Hofstede B 77 W35 B 7 KA 175 4 B SCAAR 2y (RIS 0~100 20 hiiA), SIBR4EESVRIE R G, e
49 MREAEFGIX). G EFULIEFEZ% UNCTAD S 4E R AT — IR I (U FIa] Fr2 5 5 Rk 4
B 1o IR R E CSMAR $# . BdE A B T N stata 18.0.

32. TEENSIE

3.2.1. HERTE: dlHO%M(n_exp)
KAV AR P e () “HESMON” TR Y PSR, A RSN T 1, 8 SR s B

3.2.2. BLREREE
SALBEES(w_cd): KM Kogut & Singh $8EGETHE [ 5 49 /4N H B E ) FISCALEE &, 5L 08:

CD, =z6[(1] I, )2/14}/6

W HEEEHE:  hitps:/www.untfsurvey.org/, FIFETUHI4 R4 “Download the report” FEEE JIFME .

DOI: 10.12677/wer.2026.153031 314 HARLFIRR


https://doi.org/10.12677/wer.2026.153031
https://www.untfsurvey.org/

TRPRUEMT: i SRR 6 NERE; 1)« j ERAE i JEEMITR I Ly, HEEHER NG V-
FTE REA [ 5 AE § L1500 17 2

HE—25 L UNCTAD it i B 4% B E SO = D SR, Al - 4002
IR S

SO E R (w_th): AR TS B 12 (000 B 7772 Wilson 25 [ 132 H 4RARR R . SR, 2 AT
AEFAER R, HRETRRIR 2020 AT IEER (EERTES ) 2, F3 Wilson HEZE R 2N
WGP BIETCIESR I Ak, ACE% Masood 25 12]/IWF 7T, SRS [ 51 &k 2 (UNCTAD) R AR 1) (%
FHRIMTREEL R G BRI BRIk BdE[13]. A SCERH S — KRR S ERARE 5 AR
%), KA TR S HETRIEE — E o (7 Z TR 64.8%), FIGAF /L 28 1~100 X 8] . [FIFE LA
H B E BEAT B B, 132 4k~ =40 J2 T IR 5 (8 R ALK

Table 1. Trade facilitation indicator system (UNCTAD)
= 1. RS EFLIERMFRET UNCTAD)

— R AR bR & Y s Eizpay=1ca 353y BRI i ) 95 ]
EW Ui B8 ¥R 0~1 UNCTAD
B U MG 7N 0~1 UNCTAD 0 o oos.
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Table 2. Basic analysis

F 2. EEOALER

(D 2 (3)
In_exp In_exp In_exp
b/se b/se b/se
0.114™ 0.069*""
tfi c
(0.041) (0.017)
—6.186" —8.293"
w_cd ¢
(3.149) (1.607)
1.867""
tfi w cd ¢
(0.411)
0.626™" 0.631™ 0.624"""
size
(0.055) (0.060) (0.053)
—5.509 —4.568 —6.429
rd
(3.664) (2.927) (3.436)
0.688 0.846 0.531
lev
(1.308) (1.174) (1.292)
—6.944"" —6.884™" —6.965™"
soe
(0.363) (0.375) (0.366)
—-13.347" —-13.280"" —13.395™"
intan
(4.853) (4.822) (4.857)
—-1.061" —1.288" —0.785
_cons
(0.508) (0.484) (0.547)
N 1592 1592 1592
#: "P<0.05, "P<0.01, ™P<0.001,
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Table 3. Endogeneity test
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) (@) 3
In_exp In_exp In_exp
b/se b/se b/se
0.086" 0.065™*"
L tfic
(0.037) (0.011)
—6.186" —7.246™
w_cd ¢
(3.149) (2.007)
1.934™
Ltiwedec
(0.561)
0.664"*" 0.631°*" 0.665™""
size
(0.064) (0.060) (0.062)
—6.297 —4.568 -7.075"
rd
(3.568) (2.927) (3.549)
0.369 0.846 0.213
lev
(1.427) (1.174) (1.440)
-7.078""* —6.884™"" -7.110""
soe
(0.336) (0.375) (0.332)
-15.323"* -13.280™ —-15.423""
intan
(4.108) (4.822) (4.096)
—1.438" —-1.288" -1.329"
_cons
(0.610) (0.484) (0.620)
N 1393 1592 1393

¥#E: "P<0.05, "P<0.01, "P<0.001.
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H(soe= 1, FIAEZOLEENREEIANEE . X—Z 50 GEETIEE G S iinE 5 5ok, ek
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Table 4. Heterogeneity test (soe)
F 4. FRAHIRRMRE

(1) 2
In_exp In_exp
b/se b/se
0.063™* 0.035
tfi ¢
(0.016) (0.039)
-11.510™" 3.452
w cd ¢
(1.906) (2.467)
2.491" —0.370
tfi w cd ¢
(0.507) (0.620)
0.609"*" —0.396
size
(0.062) (0.314)
-7.729" —6.070™
rd
(3.686) (2.258)
1.028 —-1.031
lev
(1.098) (2.692)
-0.625 —46.381""
intan
(5.621) (6.296)
—0.945 17.083"
_cons
(0.792) (5.882)
N 1297 295

¥#E: "P<0.05, "P<0.01, "P<0.001.
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HI SCAZEHE P S5 R B 1 BEAR /04T oK) H3a e, RIAEAE B, 1 R 1 2808 o5 48 3 A
SRTIX — B RN AT REHE o 7 AR RL 2 [R5 1) B 22 5 ST 2 — D 2 AERL A ZR &5 &, Hofstede K¢
HIP RIS . DN U TE S B/ R A E VE R K3 /A T
LIRONANEFE[16] 0 93tk — B ARTEA R SCAHE FER 57 53 (AL B 1 T R A AR 22 57, AR SO i
MEEES B NN AR, 2 RIS BLIEAT A, 45 2R W% 5 o

Table 5. Sub-dimensional regression

5. HERIETHNEYTER

ey 2 3) “) (%) (6)
In_exp In_exp In_exp In_exp In_exp In_exp
b/se b/se b/se b/se b/se b/se
0.118™ 0.065™ 0.072" 0.094™* 0.078™" 0.079™*
tfi ¢
(0.026) (0.019) (0.023) (0.024) (0.021) (0.021)
1.072*
tfi w_cdl ¢
(0.316)
0.470"*
tfi w cd2 ¢
(0.115)
-2.747"
tfi w cd3 ¢
(0.987)
-1.111™
tfi w_cd4 ¢
(0.269)
0.673"*
tfi w_cd5 ¢
(0.127)
1.195**
tfi w_cd6 ¢
(0.230)
0.624™* 0.624"* 0.624™* 0.623*** 0.624"* 0.624™*
size
(0.054) (0.053) (0.054) (0.054) (0.054) (0.054)
—5.996 —6.456 —6.272 —6.195 —6.154 —6.180
rd
(3.524) (3.425) (3.456) (3.445) (3.494) (3.464)
0.617 0.527 0.551 0.571 0.568 0.569
lev
(1.297) (1.290) (1.294) (1.291) (1.298) (1.294)
—6.947"* —-6.963"* —6.962""* —6.957"* —6.965"* —6.961""
soe
(0.368) (0.366) (0.366) (0.371) (0.365) (0.369)
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R
—13.334™" —-13.385™ —13.389"" —13.368"" —-13.405™ —13.388""

intan

(4.868) (4.860) (4.856) (4.867) (4.851) (4.860)

-1.001 -0.792 —0.844 -0.897 —0.833 -0.835
_cons

(0.540) (0.541) (0.521) (0.529) (0.544) (0.533)

N 1592 1592 1592 1592 1592 1592

#: "P<0.05, "P<0.01, *P<0.001.
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2 B L AR TR R T AE R T A B R A i R 45 R . H3a 5 H3b JRARTLT, T AEAN RSO
53 A5 BRI -

6. L SBIREIN
6.1. fiREiL

AR A ZE 7 SN G R 5 ekt ST BT RS, RS T 0S4l 1 S
ISR B A BN . R T 2016~2023 A 199 ZOCAL B & Bl Al iR 8 Sk 7 b, 3 BLR
FEHEE R

i R BRI R AL S Al 1, SCPGER 2 S 25 o 59 5 A e o PRI 5% F AR
{7 AT TR P S5 BB A 280D 1 A Ib 58 5 RS s T SCARG R R DU DRI SCAR A0 288 o 4 2 e e, s 7
FI R R B 2 0 SCRI 7 i 45 32

S5, SCAER BN 5 5 (R B 35 O B AT N M . A B, SCZERBOR, 5 5 AT
Al L PR ok s . X — A BLR AR O BIRT A, BN TSR kT, RS SR
TESH B 2 (A AFAEAR S MR WM RIS R o (H D SEFEAS TG Se bk 1R 1907 170 B4 BULERES . D AE X
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