Modern Management JIfVE 2, 2024, 14(4), 574-587 Hans )0
Published Online April 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/mm
https://doi.org/10.12677/mm.2024.144070

BT ¢GRS 2 R A = R AR

FAEL, BEH, R FgE K

VURMGRFEATE, TR M
TRMARFGI SHCE B, TR T

it

Wohks Hi: 20244340 FHEM: 20244F3713H; KA HM: 20244F4718H

HE

BUFAMEST el A2 =@ B AL BE R B2, SN HESIREL R R RSB F B AFRAET
REHE BN %R, RAXUEEEMNMARE, FABUFAMNE S M & ERAEFRPHERKR,
FHIETOPMLPIT AT SSUEAR K . SR BN, BUNAMNE B ERTT T HlE AV EERAEFR, i,
M EBEREFREMHENBEAREFEMR, SEVFERMBEFAHELAHER. FIRERH, 4
MR BIF BT R BT BURANS R RCRE SRR, AT RS SE, BURFKMNEX £ERER
RERFA R RRTT. alt, BURAMNEX B EAR SV S EREFRORAEARTFIERFEARA S, X
W RERBEAEHBEAR MW ERBRITBA . Fik, BUFSEREAMEEMRBHIER, SR
FER B2 TEALAMETE R, FE AV RE T TR B BRI, Wi E R R BT IR L F13 Tt
XK ia

BUFAME, e BRAR, HligEkal

A Study of the Impact of Government
Subsidies on the Total Factor Productivity
of Enterprises

Weiye Zheng!, Xuemeng Lyu?!, Chaomin Xu?, Xiongying Li1, Weibin Chen2

!School of Economics, Guangdong University of Finance and Economics, Guangzhou Guangdong
’School of Statistics and Mathematics, Guangdong University of Finance and Economics, Guangzhou Guangdong

Received: Mar. 4th, 2024; accepted: Mar. 13th, 2024; published: Apr. 18th, 2024

Abstract

Government subsidies have a significant impact on enterprise production and operation and job cre-
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ation, and are regarded as a key means to promote the transformation and development of the man-
ufacturing industry. Based on the data of listed enterprises in China’s manufacturing industry, this
study adopts a two-way fixed effect model to explore the causal relationship between government
subsidies and enterprises’ total factor productivity, and conducts empirical tests through OP and LP
methods. The results show that government subsidies significantly enhance the total factor produc-
tivity of manufacturing enterprises. In addition, enterprises’ total factor productivity is positively re-
lated to enterprise size and capital intensity, and negatively related to enterprise age and gearing
ratio. The study also finds that enterprises’ innovation and R&D investment negatively moderates the
effect of government subsidies, i.e., the higher the innovation and R&D investment, the weaker the
effect of government subsidies on total factor productivity enhancement. In particular, the effect
of government subsidies on total factor productivity is greater for high-tech enterprises than for
non-high-tech enterprises, which may be due to the fact that high-tech enterprises rely more on cut-
ting-edge technologies. Therefore, the government should pay attention to the role of its subsidies
in the development of enterprises and adopt diversified forms of subsidies with reference to the cha-
racteristics of enterprises, so that enterprises can focus on advantageous technological fields, thus
promoting the technological strength of the whole industry at the macro level.
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KA LRI AR 2T HE g, H R RIE R 2 R KW, BREBUR VAT N5, BUF
XAl R E R EL A R EOGR, TEUR AN Ay e (B 27 50, B RAMN e B AT ML R A E A
FEEOR, W abgs T EREE, IFBP AN MR AT D ISR 8

o ] 225 A PR I AR T T e M A 1 T R A SR P B I B, HE B U A R PR AR ) S B AE TR
e Al 4 R A AR AR AR R A AR R R RS AU R R, B AE T AR B A U AT
IR AR, S8 AT RIRVEALEC B KPR BIL I AIAR AL S VA [5] - 5 8 RIS ML b BRI R Sk
Atk AN TE S S ECEHER QIE s A R R, BURHIE T — REUSET B b A lb R J 10 ek
Wy QBRSO . TH, BEE S E ARG Haa, AR RAIRE Z08 2 K KM =
RS BB 25 F T ORRE R BN, LS B A AE b S BOR SR A s AL [6] . BRURF AU R
F AT It 1) X 5 i e e T 1 3 o) 3 o ol 5 8 ) B BRSO M. A4, 11 “ BURF AN BE 75 BE S
A R A A R A P AR T 7 BURF AN Al i) 5 B PR SZEA (] ANR] 27 3 4 ) ot B ) DA SE ks
A BV EUR AN B SERRCR T HA B Tt — 2P 02 RS HEON BOR St B (R A B

2. BRSO SMRRR
2.1 BUR#\G B RE RN EZT M

KT BURAMN R Al A ER A R, EARF ORI 218, (HR A R e —Ff
W RN, BURFAMUET ok 4 B3 A 7 o 5 IR U AR [7], FERIA N UASTTIH: 1) BURFAME
RTH T MRS, AR T AL BIFT AR [8], kg ARG [9], I HAk AR
L7 b QU SCRT DU L 4 BN S [ A2 8k 4 R A 7 AR iR i [10]. 2) BURF AN RcdESh 1 Al a3
AP T, ABREAE Al A B R A A KT IR SRR E N, BRURF AU X £l 4 R A 7 AR AU B AL
FIABAR R ZHIRGI[11] o 3) BURF AN Al 4 B A R A W m[12], W& ZIafFfE U BC R H
FETAVA R B R 2 BOREEFRA P KPR B3 i BB A ) 25 A R AEAE R B . 4) B
JRF AU T BLAIE A Aol 1 it 58 2 RSO S AR DL, BET 3R TH bolb 4 BER A7 R R A ACIRIL I IR &
X 2 A lb 288 R (B THA BB [13], T BUM AN IE R B DA BT kR, R B R s T
[14]; JEREWs A 2 AREAE 5 - 0 S A R BT IRTE, S A BUF NI AT BLfg it 4l TRP (K42 T+ 15] -

MO RUEA Y, BURF AN — € AR B FANRESR T AWk A BER A R . BUF AN XS Al 42 B EOF
AP AR, R B SETE T s R B ERIHTRE ST, B ROU Al R A 7 SRR 2 )
PR, HZh] 7 AR A R T m[16].

I TS RN, I A BER A R I8 BURF AN XAl 4 B3R A7 3R A R R
HAll M HAEE LT, BURF ANl 4 2R A SR AR R AR LR 1, BIANU RCR th & 32 Al
HA N AMNE R IR ool B S, BEARSEM[L7]. R [18]. BT AEAT ML HIH AR B R K [8]5 .
I BB FURBL19], R T I 4H iR AR 2 0 AU XA R = AR R 1R o B4, U AU 75 BE % 2 1E
STt E gl Aok A EER A AR Y T, RS B RN AR, WU AU AT DAE I 7 i Ml 2 AN AT
P DL AR L Bty R (0 s, (Rt AT I A BHTE B, ST bR ZER AN RA . BRI R S5 T7
T RISE 4L [20] 55— J7 T, BURFHMU AOAE 5 1538 RN RENS 2 il Ml O A R 53 20 RSO [21] o il ol
Al % D R IER BB AN RAS, SAFBUF AR A AT W B A R il I 25 5. e
PN ) At 3 Aok AT DASRAS B 2 AR BT S RF, DURTHORBE AR MY R A 0, i It Bt
VERIRCR . FORPERMA R g5, SR — M

Hy: BURF AU Al 4 3 A 7 A ke 3 W 2 AR AR I RCR
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2.2. BN £ ERE T RIRRIEHR

ASCNA T T LA BIHT. 5, EWFFOR RITI, 5 DAE R 2 3 Tl Al A 2 B
ANFL ASCUATR FE 3 Ml Al A FONFEA, AR 0 45 AIAR SO S BT . DU SRR BT A
9 Tl Al Kol e AT FEAS B RS, (BB B IR E W . FRFR /N7 AIREAS DL R L 25
Z W22 53— 77, kAl ol A e i b B B i, AR AR, B . SRIUEUN D
W RE D55 T3 THAFAE BO W R 22 5, AR Z S AMNBUR R REH 5, T I — R g5 — 2 A
A3 S TR TR A ML AN U R PR ) FF AN AT BRI S . ik, AR SCHRE T il b i 28 =) R - ik
ITH RIS SEWE T, A7k X WA GIHRE 0 4 J2 T VR4 BT 7 BURF RN il 4 3K AR 7 R ) 5
JiVERZ I o

FRER 53 BT A SCHREE B, A 6 T BRURF AU il 4 38 30 AR 7= 2 R R (R AF 78 A7 Ak T 8% A, — ) (¥ Je) T
18 RIX LS U IR AT RE AR R AR IR S T T 2 R Ak TRP tHROTIEAR IR S 22 5, LK
SCUE D AT R Fh ik = 2 W8 PRI S R 5. i, AP E 0 T FOEE, IRYEFRE 2003~2020
A B A b T2y R S N [ R RS AR R e AT A X il 4 R R A R [ A A S
LS RPEAE RIROR s H, 8L 70 0l B e 5 R A R A B e S ST Bl A8 T AR O 7 [ 5 298 7 A 20 3 £y
THBUR AR Aol 4 R A AR AE ], RIS e A . LR BT FEAE 100 BUMN I i) € b T G
A ANIEECR BAT ST . Bk, AR T RS

Hoa: BURF AN R Alk 5 A bolk A B A 77 0 7 BRI

Hap:  BEURFAMUX B B AR il 5 = B SR Al A7 78 5 i RCR
3. HE, TRSHIE

LT ARG A B A RO R A, ANBER C-D AR BB A ) A R A R, RIAHE
LA 2003~2020 £ A Bz BTl A NHIAAFEA . ERTURFEAIKIEAE b, AHIE SO B 10 b B 28
o R PRBEVE KLU AU il 4 B A KRR, 5Bk 2008 4F 2 J5 BT HREAS; 25—, Nl
REGE R e BNE, BBk BRI RS AIREAS . & AFE] 771 XAl 13,878 UIIME . 9 1 5 Bk e H B (A
VAGE RASARYE T RES A IFE, X T BR R AU AR B ANRE LA S HEAT 1R 1911 Winsorize 2 ALEE .

A FE R BT A FEAE DR H R 55 K DL BUR AN B R IR R 38 22 CSMAR 2z
A DX B i R T K G R M

3.1 HRBRTE

AW TR R AL B Al 4 B R A R (TFP) . R RARMS NTT. W, W15 %
PRIIFI R . BB Al S BRI R INTHEZ R, WL TS H5 T OLS. FE 5k, TS H
itk OP LP Jjik. HiT OLS. FE JridAr /™ BTN AN R R, JCiRBON R AL Tl 1 4 23R
R, ASCH (23] 0%, AR OP Jrigiid flh 4= ZE AR P R AT B . ARFE[24] At T8, £ 56 [25)
(KR ARfE, 8 BLR AR

InY, =B, + B, InL, + B, InK, + B, InM, + B,age, + S;SOE, +>" 3, Year, +s, . (1)

Horpr, Y OREE SO InL AR, H A R THCREHR, InK AL E E AR InM gt
WHEN, FHIGSCR Gy B2 9545 oA IR 4 ki, age A AERS: SOE A MMLEMAS &, Year
SIS (A B RS . TE[24) S5 = A AT, R A A BT AL R B (InK) R L 4E 55 (age) s %
A8 R Al 75 A A ol (state) s FRBRAD A AV R (Inl); [ AR S Mol A 5 AB(InL) . T
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SR BT 55 AT I A (M) LA AE 1 (year) s 3B HE 5 B DUIAR I Al [ A 72 B R P
32. BRLREBETE

AW FEIIAZ O R RS B N BURT AN o FRETBURF AT AL 25 T 22 J5h I3 S AL S T 3 R U F i A
ST R, BTN 5 T S BUR AN, — 2 AL SRAF EURE R R £ ATAE (subsidy) , & EE AL IR
UM AN (subsidy_2). 7EREHEEIART B, ABEFUR A H BUM AN SRR B AR AT &, B AL 3RA5 BUR Ab
WEIEAUE + 1 EANE. R @RISR, AW 7S HBUR AN B &, B AV SRAF BUR R
I, REAUAZ B (subsidy 2)HUE N 1, A A4S, WIHUE A 0.

33 EHITE

2% O ORI, ASCiiEhl e R RE: 1) VR (size). RIS 1 Al 44 S0 e 5L B0
AN BRI PSR Tt — DA AU R A, BRI 2 25 [19] Atz FH Aol 5% TR0 B SRox B e £
AR, 2) BEP it (leverage). Ak IR ERSE A S Roma Aok PSR, M ()4 oM Al ) A B A 7
s 3) fhlkiEkt(age). AAFR IR LGS, T A AR A Y A B AR R, AT A
WF 7 P A M R ST SR FROIN — A B AR i e, BE TP SE e X A R AR i . 4) IR AR S (KIn). AHLE 55
B E AR A, AR G Al S I B AV BB MG . AT 5T [ 52 927 (U3 78) 5 Aok N E i e
i A BEAR AL . 5) AT AL S (ind). 4B AR A REAAEATIL R B, PRI AS BT ST AR 4 o
R 75 B B R R A B R A RIAT k70 2845 512012 SEABAT)) Xt A il i) — ATl st B A
WA,

3.4. {RENGI

ST BUR AN 55 A lb 4 B3R 7 32 2 TA) AT BEATAE — 7€ BRI SE IR, AR SCRe A X7 ] 5 RO AR AR TR
ASRAFBURF AN 5 A B3 A = 2 [ RO &R, R T R ) 9538 & N AR PR R L. [RIINE,  BURFRM G £
b4 A AR R FE I A7 AE N (] (BB, 75 2258 REBURF AN FOWT J5 RO, 4288 TRP B S, I @ BAR
HARKEA .

TFP, = o, + o, %, + aControls, + 7, + & + 1, 2

Horb, TRP RUMARAR R, BN I TE t NI AR A=K, xo MRRARR, 7EHUE RN b H g
N ARMEAE t— 1B SRAS BUR RN 00 S AR SO b T RS LS WS 2 WL S 3 SR R AR
FER, SRERW, AR ENEEASERIERGREES, HiEmE 1 MIERBNEE, FILTES
UES M > AT ST LA 5 1 IKER)  Controlsy Sz il A8 &, BARELAE LR (size) . B 7 51 L (leverage)
MV AENE (age) . HEAS S5 4 I (KIr) AR AT ML R AR B (ind) s AR B] [ 5 24080 & MR AR 5 e A
BERLALN. . TEREVALE R A, # o RFEIE, A BORMUE E S - T+ Al i A Bk A = 26
4. AR
4.1. RS

FEAARRR G RN E 1 iR, SRER, AT AERA T REN 137, kX
N 1.040, Horr 75% Ak (4 B R AR KT 13.048, XU T REA R 4 TR A PR R AT AL IE] B ZE BE N
R AU 4% (subsidy) B A 11.796, AN 7.451, BUR KM B2 B subsidy 2 H4{E N 0.726, HriE
ZEH 0.446, BRI 132720.4 JCRIBUR M, ARV 3R A3 BUR MU A1 ST 10 40
B R AIFERCR ZE R
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics
= 1 kMgt

A PURIE- ¥ PR % i /ME IENEN 25%7%) i1 75% 5t
TFP 13878 13.700 1.040 10.668 16.188 13.048 14.359
subsidy 13878 11.796 7.451 0 22275 0 17.138

subsidy 2 13878 0.726 0.446 0 1 0 1

size 13878 21.937 1.389 18.671 25.586 20.971 22.799
age 13878 2.797 0.400 1.609 3.466 2.565 3.001
leverage 13878 0.532 0.256 0.079 1.845 0.370 0.662
Klr 13868 47.090 65.185 1.240 438.526 14177 50.824

4.2, BEAERFLER

T2 FEM RN T EMERAL R, EAEHI AR R DR AT S MRS RSN, BURF RN
E1H R E N 0.057, FFAE 1%ZKF N RE . DI AR &5, BUmANGE R 2450 0.029, [
FEAE 1% 0 /K F N N IE . @b E) . A7 S5 AN, BURF AN [0 )3 2R 50 1E G o L &
BEMEIERR A, AN, RS GBI B A AR R N DA S RS 45, R ALY R
FAE A, DL REIRRY, BURtMNE SRS EZ R AR, hitk, AHFFEAEE Hy 23 AGIE.

Table 2. Baseline regression results

2. HERVFER

%

il

subsidy

size

age

leverage

kir

A

FE Al R[] R
PEHIAT AL RN
PRI AR
FEAR
RZ

@

0.057%**
(52.638)

13.020%**
(863.382)

1 |

o

13,878
0.166

O]

0.029%**
(21.294)

0.228%**
(39.199)

0.358%**
(15.328)

70 103***
(-3.510)

0.001%**
(28.238)

10.501%**
(133.913)

o o

il

13,878
0.276

@)

0.025%**
(12.614)

0.220%**
(36.453)

-0.007
(-0.201)

~0.055*
(-1.886)

0.001%**
(26.706)

11.616%+*
(108.596)

iy B i

o

13,878
0.294

(4)

0.027%**
(14.734)

0.214%**
(35.592)

~0.064**
(-2.041)

70.201***
(-7.151)

0.001%**
(29.163)

11.854%**
(117.435)

fn o

il

13,878
0.411

()

0.011%**
(7.492)

0.091%**
(13.248)

~0.157**
(-2.381)

70.358***
(~13.447)

0.001%**
(19.202)

13.395%**
(71.372)

13,878
0.714

T WRBRAR B NS ST RAFER(TFP), ***, ** *RIRIRIE 1%, 5%, 10%/KF FEE: 5 EE N

B 4R
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BEAh, oz A & (i [al A 45 R WY, RS [ A o g Al AR R A 1% 7K1 BB ZE VIR, 4l
SRS B R AL 5% KT B2 NG, 25 BB A i) 55 7 G ot B AE AN [RZKS _ERR 28000k, Bt A 4
JE I R BO N IE BARTE 1%/KF B g4 BR A= 2 5 B B AR RIEMR, 5
Al A i AT B 7 AR5 2 AR

BB SRS ST R0, UMYX 3G b Ao lb 4 B A P S 2 7 IR AR AR AR . AR
F s AN S AR 0 A 52 BURF A U PO R RE JEE AT REAF £ 2 35 2257, T IBURF R 19 I 170 J8CR T g 2
BB X TR RO . Rk, A BB A AT 22 5 M X 22 7 S AN R 48 P 25 SR
I 0 1) 36 b A A R A 7 R 1 S B R

4.3. RERMYSH

431 BESRERIHRRMYESH

R 2> B K SEBR R A R 20 9 AT Al BEA AN RECE A, 3 — 20 BURRBURF AN [ A 4
A5 RE A R A R AR A 22 . BARTE Dy kSR m  Ch E B, oy E B R,
SR Al T A Al BLR T B SEHUR B A R A e A, R ROy RE AR, &
3 BT RTHEASREMERBEE DI R . EEA WA, BURFHNISFE A2 5 72 51 17 2L
2y ATMERER S A AN R[] R e i) 2R K7 00 0,026 0.004, HLIAFE 19%/KF TR, fERE ML
A, BUMAMY B[R0 H 2 %055 709 0,033, 0.015, FIFEAAE 19%/KF N &2 . S5 RRW], BUFAMIEX R
B A A B A AR AR T [ AT Al i R RE A2 BE Aot BRI A P 28 i ey T A Al
AV SRAFBUR AU, B Ik BE 6 S L R BURF (AN ' D A b 5 Fe (0 B

Table 3. Heterogeneity analysis: classification by equity nature
= 3. FEMS: BERAUERRS

] 4 4k R
AR
(1) (2) 3) 4
subsid 0.026%+* 0.004%** 0.033%** 0.015%**
y (15.854) (2.593) (14.249) (6.077)
sine 0.244%%* 0.035%** 0.192%* 0.124%%*
(31.770) (3.842) (19.936) (10.353)
- 0.365%+* 0.011 0.421%%* -0.176
g (12.821) (0.149) (9.938) (-1.213)
leverade —0.129%** —0.201 %%+ -0.070 —0.301%**
g (~3.165) (~8.160) (-1.615) (-6.711)
e 0.003%** 0.002%* 0.004%** 0.003%**
(22.137) (12.275) (16.682) (13.323)
o 10.450%** 13.507%** 10.439%** 13.023***
258 (112.405) (66.355) (72.559) (30.754)
Aol B 1) 255 e = i =
FEHAT L RN e & i =
FEHIA RN & = £ =
Observations 8624 8624 5254 5254
R-squared 0.286 0.791 0.255 0.679

e xR xR RIRORAE 1%, 5%, 10%/KF MR FESTPREUEN tHitE, TR,

DOI: 10.12677/mm.2024.144070 580 AR B


https://doi.org/10.12677/mm.2024.144070

A 25

43.2. FEIMXF RS

UEAh, IR A 0L, KEFEARRI G AAREREA, AR DU IR RE A, DUidE— 3D 42
EURF AN A 4 B AR P2 R A X i . 36 4 R R 4 R, BoRIERIREA S,
R AN 1R 9 R 50451 0.027. 0.006, FEIITE 1%/K°F R &3, fEHREsFEAH, BURFRMIG ) R34 7
0.031. 0.017, 7£ 1%/KF TR, EFMEAY, BUFAMER) R %574 0.033, 0.016, [FFELE 1%7K}
TNRE. RERERY, BUFANIO AL A B3R AR = 2R I s W AE AR A 25 57, R G 0 URT AU B e
HBEAME AR A PR RS . AR AR U A T R AR P R 2 S T DU, AR A R AR e R
MK T A P, BRI BURT RN R A A B 30 AR 7= FR I PR R T ORI TR a4, BURFRM )
Hi X 22 St A] B8 0% R R R A

Table 4. Heterogeneity analysis: classification by region
= 4. FERMES: BXXS

_ AR ek [z
A e
1) 2 (3) 4) (5) (6)
subsid 0.027*** 0.006%** 0.031%*** 0.017*** 0.033*** 0.016%**
y (15.533) (2.886) (11.777) (6.156) (11.219) (4.745)
size 0.186*** 0.059%** 0.250%** 0.043%** 0.305%** 0.183%***
(24.857) (6.101) (20.309) (3.046) (24.102) (12.125)
A 0.316%** -0.001 0.351%*** —0.513%** 0.271%** —0.294*
9 (10.185) (-0.011) (7.640) (-3.968) (5.371) (-1.942)
leverage 0.099** —0.292%** —0.229%** —0.459%** —0.321%** —0.309%***
g (2.518) (-7.415) (-3.718) (-8.610) (-5.534) (—6.106)
Kir 0.003*** 0.002%** 0.004*** 0.002%** 0.003*** 0.001***
(20.281) (13.510) (14.845) (8.336) (16.557) (7.551)
KT 10.998%** 13.395%** 10.252%** 14.630%** 0.980%*** 12.770%**
ke (105.467) (53.397) (66.306) (39.552) (58.927) (29.765)
Fas b1 o 1) 255 = & F & En &
AT b N = & 7 & qh &
FEHIA RN F & & = % &
FEA & 7407 7407 3359 3359 3112 3112
Adj_R? 0.248 0.700 0.317 0.762 0.341 0.730

433. BMBARSIERHERE UK RS

N SRR RN 5 v 3 e AR Aol 5 Al i R AR Al 4 B R AR PR R 2 5, B SR R Mk B A
ESTFENL GBS A R A B AL A R A s T ROR A, B AR AT Ak R
e ARAN[26]. 7 5 SR BN, BUFAMER RECHTE 1%/KF FRFRIE, BAN: EmiiR4Ae
FEA A, ORI ) 223053 51 0.0334 0.013, fEAE i HAR A, BURF MG B R 205718 0.027.
0.011. PARg5RRW, BURFAMU & HTEAR L5 JE B R Al A B A P2 R R A A 2 5, 5
ERTE AR AN A B R A P R R FHE R K T RS BRI RN, S AR i E A 1)
W E, Al ARG T e EE AR A, P TE SRS EUR AN S, SRR ek i R
W 1Z350 43 TR ) Al IR B AR
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Table 5. Heterogeneity analysis: classification by high-tech enterprise status
=5 REMSH: REBRASHEAELR S

. TR emri AR
/] \E
1) 2 (3) 4)
subsid 0.033*** 0.013*** 0.027*** 0.011%**
y (9.638) (3.060) (18.870) (6.847)
Size 0.268%*** 0.129%** 0.225%** 0.088***
(16.431) (6.590) (36.129) (11.934)
A 0.070 -0.033 0.410%** —0.185%*
g (1.229) (-0.223) (16.058) (-2.521)
leverage 0.052 —0.289%** —0.121%** —0.366%**
g (0.676) (—4.083) (-3.823) (-12.697)
Kir 0.002%** 0.002%** 0.003*** 0.002%**
(4.389) (5.730) (28.105) (18.103)
M 10.949%*** 12.741%% 10.389%** 13.498%**
e 2R (56.905) (29.840) (121.269) (64.772)
325 Hh| s i) 285 7 5 = E =
AT b 3N i & 5 =
AR 35N FD & E &
JEYN = 1885 1883 11,993 11,988
Adj_R? 0.266 0.719 0.281 0.715

5. IREMRE
5.1. AEMTTE

5, SR ASCAE BT FUR R I AR AL B S A EURT R B, RIS P ) e ]
RN, REWS IS AT Be e G Y R N ZE R R L. R, ALl SRAS A BURT A I 5 Al 4 B3 AR 7 AT ]
REAFAEXUA AR 2R, HIBURPX Al R & Ak U I 3R BEALEI[27] o AnBURFAEBEAT BOR BIHT AN, BUF
FEAE 2 2R AR A FRBOR R A A BOR QIR R A, TR LS el i) A R A R 2w T
HARIFAFBURF AN Al oSSR, 3857 ORI KN SRR AT RERT 42 B3R AR 7 SR B (0 btk AT b
Whio —Jrm, fmdl e ER A RNNRRS, REAPFER 7 gmaiR, AR E7
fE I8 B AT R W] e

ST LA E PTG AL TR X B B (Fe) 1F O BUR AN ) T B AR B, B A
PIJTT, 55—, T BUF I B S BUR AN & DIAR 5, BURFIBLRE AR RRERE ke T BURR Aol
RN 55—, T BUR I BGC N R BUFAT N, STl B A 77 5, e THRARRERZKR,

X TRARRIM 7%, AR AP Bui/h 3k, BARSSR K 6. 5B —BrBmlags R
FEETIUY, B R 508 0.001, £E 19%M0/K-T T 23, UM H (80 2 52 m BUR S Al (K 4h
WK B8 BB A SR R, BURRAMIE I RECH 0.110, 7E 1%KF RN RE, SHCmER—8. 5
bk, rk_LM Zeit B AN(C-D)Wald F Ziit B4R Eox, THRABAAAEFA LMY THRA @, TR
AR FEFAS MR PR GEK . BT L e, ERRNAETERE L, Frifaiit s e soimd— 2
LA TR G5 18 R AR AE Y -
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Table 6. Endogeneity discussion

6. WA

5 B BB
/ \E
subsidy TFP
fo 0.001%**
(10.051)
. 0.110%**
subsidy (6.032)
Inl 1.189%** 0.232%*
(21.000) (9.062)
ade 16.622%** —2.655%**
9 (84.653) (-9.679)
leverage 0.490%*+* —0.301%**
g (2.157) (-5.581)
Kir 0.003%** 0.002%+*
(3.334) (12.092)
il B 18] ZURE 2 =
FEHAT MRS £ A
PR RN 2 2
FEA & 13,878 13,878
F 18 100.92%** 674.05%**

Kleibergen-Paap rk LM
Cragg-Donald Wald F

105.822 (0.000)
91.375 (0.000)

5.2. HMEBRETE

AHFFUAE F R [281482 HE A LP J7 v 35 B A Mk ) 4 R A P2 R (TFP_Ip),  BARKITHE D IR 2 L[ 25].
7SR EIR, BUFANIE ) RBOOAE 1%/K°F N B NIE. RS ER AR H TG, RILT BN
ANEATS 2R A b A B AR PR R BT, T BGIE T S v [ U5 A 2518 A B AR 1 1

Table 7. Robustness check: replacement of dependent variable

=7 REMARK. BRWBRRETE

B @ 2 3 4 ®)
subsidy 0.064%*+** 0.031%** 0.030%** 0.032%** 0.015%**
(53.556) (21.788) (14.158) (16.158) (9.248)
- 13.122%** 10.165%** 11.588%** 11.817%** 13.353%**
A (828.040) (135.667) (107.102) (115.700) (71.042)
e 1) T ) 28 2 7 7 2 2 2
AT ML R i i F 2 2
PR R i i i i 2
FEA & 13,878 13,878 13,878 13,878 13,878
Adj_R? 0.117 0.267 0.288 0.404 0.713
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53 BMMRTZE

Fi £l 2 75 345 EAURE 4 (subsidly,_2) &5 AREURE RN & A0 BT RO AR S dee . 45 42 8 BT, U
AU 4 RSB AE 1% [7KCF T B NI, RIS BUF MU AERS IR T Al i 4 Z 2R 2, RV FRERALE 1
SLHE RN S5 AR

Table 8. Robustness check: replacement of explanatory variable

F 8. REMAK: BinmRTE

Ap @) 2 3) 4) )
subsidy 2 0.796%*** 0.346%** 0.187*** 0.220%** 0.084***
y- (42.804) (16.259) (6.028) (7.613) (3.708)
Inl 0.253*** 0.244%%* 0.241%*%* 0.102%**
(45.209) (43.340) (42.515) (15.186)
A 0.438%*** -0.011 —0.071** —0.148**
g (19.006) (-0.332) (-2.246) (-2.248)
leverage —0.104%** —-0.057* —0.201%** —0.356%**
9 (-3.506) (-1.934) (-7.110) (-13.341)
Kir 0.003*** 0.003*** 0.004%** 0.002%**
(29.586) (27.927) (30.668) (19.825)
T 13.122%** 10.165%** 11.588%** 11.817%** 13.353%**
2R (828.040) (135.667) (107.102) (115.700) (71.042)
325 Hhi| s i) 285 7 FD FD & & &
AT Mk B FD FD FD & &
i M UNAYE o o o o &
FEA A 13,878 13,878 13,878 13,878 13,878
Adj_R? 0.117 0.267 0.288 0.404 0.713

5.4. BifiHiRE

ST MR ERAREOREINE, ok bR e B R A P R SN R S A BR ARSI, AT
A FH 20 285 T AROUL 1) ] R 25 ML ST A T BSORF R U il 4 BEE A P SRR . 36 9 S5 REOR, &
AR E B REAE SRR RIS . ATV RN AR AR RO 5 1 R B0 0.647, HAE 1%KF
R, XUl ) 4 B R AP BRI L AR NE o [, BRI R RS R TR AE 1%7K
FREFEANIE, BUFAME SR L e R A R A R IR I 45 R R IR SR T BURF A
XA R A R K 4518 R TS o

Table 9. Robustness check: change of estimation model

. REMARE: IR

AR 1) (2 3) )] )
L Tep 0.877%** 0.863%** 0.863%** 0.831%** 0.647%**
: (207.610) (189.258) (189.027) (167.743) (94.136)
subsid 0.005%** 0.003*** 0.007%** 0.008*** 0.007%**
y (7.402) (4.575) (6.436) (7.711) (6.468)
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SR
nl 0.022%** 0.017*** 0.023*** -0.001
(6.758) (4.952) (6.263) (-0.242)
a6 0.001 -0.010 -0.020 -0.093
g (0.060) (-0.557) (~1.067) (~1.589)
leverage —0.045%** —0.038** —0.071%** —0.200%**
g (-2.928) (-2.432) (~4.429) (-9.643)
Wir 0.001%** 0.000%** 0.001%** 0.001%**
(8.000) (7.430) (8.869) (8.515)
o 1.695%** 1.737%%* 1.759%** 2.182%** 5.151%**
e 2K (30.646) (27.491) (22.095) (25.895) (27.065)
2 1| B 1) 2550 V2 & 5 2= 2= 2=
AT RN 5 5 5 & =
A AR 35N 5 5 5 5 &
FEA & 13,107 13,107 13,107 13,107 13,107
Adj_R? 0.801 0.802 0.807 0.811 0.836

6. TEL R SBREBT
6.1. EELS

FETHISCHTIR, TSRS BRI SR TT LAE , BURANIES ol 4 B A = AR T
BHEIEFAER: A FEARE, BUFHNIEE 5T 1 RE R e 2R AR, (E0 E A 1l 4 2
AR EAEIEAN R s XA DO Al 4 3R A 7 SR A RV AR 2R Ty it X . A0t
— B R BOR AL AR R SR A AN T T 73 5 BURF AN £ b A BEER AR P AR R v A R, R
IR, TR AR R BT EOR, HEORGSETE R m T AR R RoR L. I, fESRIGBUG A
Ja s TR AR SRR % 3 B ) Al B BOR W A AGRIE A

XAl S S PRI TR, BURF AN X Al 4 BEER A SR A R A AR B T AU E R S, LT
A il BORF AN RS flk 4 ZER AT R M TR A O R 2, HAHR Ik iR 4 B R A 7 R B AR
P T EES, (HHAA PR IRTPECRAR T PE AR . X AT e i T AL T AU VS EUR R SR A %
BRZES, JF It S EUR LA SRIEUR AN RE 0« A BURRAMNE XGRS A B 2 5%, IF S BUMEXT
AR BRI 57

6.2. BERER

SAATT S, BURAM RENS A AR ML 2 B A AR Ik, BB A EUR AN X — i1 2 £l
PRI B E R, AEABOW D BCBUMNAME . BARRid, ROzl

RN BT R, 8508 b e B A A . JEBURAMNU 1 B B
TH, WRBTLRER L RSB IR g T ISR AN B BURFEEAHE “Imsg e, SR 3 MfEHT,
Nt W] B o VA T ¥ = o 5/ 1o/ AN B 709 o A S T A 0 TR o 4 a5 6

HR, BB IKBUR X R HT B AR A A T3, S AL TBURF AU 0T i 3 5 AR Ak e 0 o 2 1 51
TR, SRAEBCRSEIEROR . AR AMNEBCRIN SR TCA BTEUR AN 77 AN, FFAR B £
REBUIRBEAT E XL AN 5 06, SR BURF AN BOR . IRAEWTFCEE L, BUF AN 42 B3R A ™ AL
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&y WINPT EAR AREA ol A Al e v ok A b PR e Ol 20 SR v 0 A R A 7 R R
s WERBNACPE . A A B A BT B B A RCR . B, SR A E R
L WPRBN P HIR RSEIUR, A B P AN AR A P AR UG T SRR 2R,
IRORBREEHAAFBUF AN RIVE s[RI, e AMISECRIS, Bl “mKoPalE. @Bt siE. macRsH
. Al A, BRI E . R R YERRIY] [ bR R R 52 B A SR
JRERIEARNVEA AN &, (2 BEBUFAMSE LR QR i 51 S E M, @ ek HEl “ elFdce”
B AU RGNS RSO

=R BN AR A (I BUF AN R VR AL S R ) BRER M AN STROTAL B ORIBURT HI Ul A 4% P AR
ROR o WETCRBL, #0870 AR U AU A P AR AR, 3 BUBUR AN il 42 BER AR 7 R $ETH I RCR
BLRAR T AR Aalh . DRI, R A R AR B W L

EHEWH

J7RE Y FAL SR E GO R IUE PR 0 AR OIS X e o R R R AR LR L R K
PrRIECE AT 7L ” (GD21YYJ03).
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