60

( 100028)
- F719; F424 DA 1 0257-0246 (2020) 03-0060-10
1995 21
. 2015
74 828 753 9.08% 2016 82 014 689
2017 91 143023 .. O
o (
D) ;@
Moran
) )
2

(71903009)

4 »
> : 2016

® e



61

. 20 80
20 90
.@
o Muller Doloreux N
Ne)
N6)
N @
. Baptista 248 1975—1982
N6)
o Eaton
.© OECD
@
@ o0l )« y2018 3 .
@ Muller E.  Doloreux D. “What We Should Knowabout Knowledge —intensive Business Services ” Technology in Society Vol. 31
No.1 2009 pp. 64-72.
©) . \ N S y | ) 2013
12

p, 2013 .

(
1998 pp. 525-540.

@
(® Rui Baptista Peter Swann
©

Jonathan Eaton Samuel Kortum

“Do Firms in Clusters Innovate More ” Research Policy Vol.27 No.5
“Trade in Ideas Patenting and Productivity in the OECD " Journal of International Economics

Vol. 40 No.3-4 1996 pp.251-278.

¢ — > « ) 2019 4 .

S)



62

* 2020 3

H1:
H2:
H3:

Griliches

2. 3:

©)

Inno, =B, + B,Kist, + B,Fdip, + B;Lnlapr, + B,LnRD, , + B;LnCala, + &

GDP
Kisi o ~
ES,/ES
Kisi
X, /X
ES. VES\X X
GDhP
( RD) R&D o
@® (
@2 Griliches Z.
Vol. 10 No.1 1979 pp.92-116.

( Inno)

(

GDP ( Fdip)
( Lapr) o

( Cala)

)

“«

)

R&D

“Issues in Assessing the Contribution of Research and Development to Productivity Growth ” Bell Journal of Economics



o Wind
( zhsh)
o Wind
( gaozhi)

Inno, = ay + o Kisi, X A + a,Kisi, + asFdip, + a,Lnlapr, + asLnRD, + aglnCala, + ¢ (3)

GDP N GDP N R&D
( zhsh) . ( gaozhi) A
2 3.
2005—2018 ). Wind .« PN
30 ( - ) o
2.
S WY, -1 (Y, - 1)
Moran’s = 2= — (4)
S? W,
1=1 j=1
Y. :
%—ii Y (5)
- n ;=i !
Yi
2 1 ¢ W 2
S=—2 (¥, -9 (6)
n =i
n W,.j o
Yo=Y, o +p WY, +p, WY, +BX, + kWX, + nWX_, +X_, +u, +vy, +e, (7)
&y :/\mi‘gi Ch (8)
n Xn o
DO o Wlnl:l
w=D2: . E
%nl cee O |:|
1 I J
W, = - (9)
0 i J



64 * 2020 3 .

i j (10)
1/dis,
W,=———— ( 10)
1/dis,,
=
dis;; i j o
o0 Wy W.0
O
W = E,W/ZI 0 W2n,|:|
U: i 0 0
d
%n] an O |:|
gdp“;/gdp”  gdp, GDP  gdp” GDP .
gdp",/gdp” 0 O
W= E : : E
o o0 o gdp’,/gdp T
1 :
dp’, = dp. 11
gpl (t—t0+1)z’0gp” ( )
1 n t
dp” = dp. i=1 -+ 12
& n(l—t0+l)2i:12'ogp” ' " (12)
1
Inno GDP
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zhsh
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1.
2 Moran’s o
Moran’s I. Geary’s ¢ Geary’s ¢ Getis& Ord’s G
p=0.10 Geary’s ¢ p=0.10

2005—2017
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Geary’s ¢
2009—2017 0
2 Moran’s
Geary’s ¢ z p—value Getis& Ord’s G z p—value
2005 0.522 -1.670 0. 047 0. 136 -1.286 0.099
2006 0.457 -1.724 0. 042 0. 132 -1.690 0. 046
2007 0. 445 -2.011 0.022 0. 126 -2.229 0.013
2008 0. 442 -1.754 0. 040 0. 127 -1.818 0. 035
2009 0. 469 -1.697 0. 045 0. 127 -1. 848 0.032
2010 0. 447 -1.760 0.039 0.128 -1.734 0. 041
2011 0. 488 -1.563 0. 059 0. 127 -1. 848 0.032
2012 0. 465 -1.622 0.052 0.128 -1.795 0.036
2013 0. 463 -1.735 0. 041 0. 127 -1.843 0. 033
2014 0.471 -1.830 0.034 0. 126 -1.914 0.028
2015 0.476 -1.882 0.030 0. 127 -1.820 0.034
2016 0.410 -2.104 0.018 0. 126 -1. 891 0. 029
2017 0.429 -2.166 0.015 0. 126 -1.872 0.031
3 SAR . SDM . SEM . SAC N
SAR . SDM + SEM + SAC 5% o
P P P
SAR LM Error ( Burridge) 28. 0625 0. 0000 5.4588 0.0195 12.3182 0. 0004
LM Error ( Robust) 46. 0521 0. 0000 5. 8463 0. 0156 12. 3862 0. 0004
SOM LM Lag ( Anselin) 56. 3538 0. 0000 9.4437 0. 0021 12. 0618 0. 0005
LM Lag ( Robust) 155. 5231 0. 0000 47.4968 0. 0000 56. 1727 0. 0000
SEM LR 27. 5800 0. 0000 19. 6700 0.0014 22. 1400 0. 0005
LM SAC ( LMErm +
83.9338 0. 0000 29. 1137 0. 0000 34.2018 0. 0000
SAC LMLag_ R)
LM SAC ( LMLag +
183. 1031 0. 0000 67. 1668 0. 0000 78.3127 0. 0000
LMErr_ R)
2.
4
0.017 026 6 1%
0.016 820 8. 0.017 015 3 1%

1%

1%

H1
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4
1 2 3
Z VA VA
Kist 0.017 026 6 30. 23 0.016 820 8 31.49 0.017 015 3 31.62
Fdip -0.124 549 8 -2.42 -0.133 231 7 -2.49 -0.130 545 8 -2.57
Lnlapr -0.028 953 3 -5.06 -0.029 574 7 =5.11 -0.029 960 5 -5.25
LnRD 0.001 653 2 2.41 0.001 881 7 2.71 0.001 749 6 2.57
LnCala 0.009 742 9 1. 86 0.0112253 2.13 0.010 528 9 2.03
sigma2_ e 0. 000 106 8 10. 22 0. 000 107 O 10. 23 0.000 104 9 10. 24
Log—likelihood 662. 0381 661. 8708 663. 6489
R-sq 0. 8961 0. 8937 0. 8964
3.
5
1%
. H2 H3
0.01
5
4 5 6
Z Z Z
Kisixzhsh 0.005 014 4 2. 66 0.005 044 8 2. 66 0. 005 069 5 2.67
Kisixgaozhi 0.003 645 7 18. 98 0.003 685 5 19. 18 0. 003 680 6 19. 08
Kisi 0.011 3129 8. 18 0.011 4727 8. 20 0.011 3153 8.09
Fdip -0. 060 819 7 -1.16 -0.055 8545 -1.06 -0.057 512 0 -1.09
Lnlapr -0.024 300 4 -4.24 -0.025 864 0 -4.55 -0.025 584 2 -4.47
LnRD -0. 004 004 7 -2.03 -0.004 223 0 -2.14 -0.004 391 2 -2.22
LnCala 0.023 951 6 6.17 0.024 845 0 6. 45 0.024 936 1 6. 45
sigma2_ e 0. 000 009 1 10. 23 0. 000 009 2 10.23 0. 000 009 3 10. 24
Log~likelihood 920. 1332 919. 4436 918. 7791
R-sq 0. 8784 0. 8784 0. 8760
6 o
10%
o 10%

o 10%
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1%
1%
6
7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 5
| QOB 0,003 0,008 747 0.005 09°F | -0.00043 0,004 65° 0,005 08" | -0.00061” [0, 004 467"
LSLXRZNS,
(266 | (200 | (2.4 (266 | (-L41) | (26]) (260 | (-1.66) | (260
oo | 0003657 10.000 967 0,002 69 0,008 677 [ -0.000 327 0.003 35 0003 68 0.000 450,003 23"
LSt ‘aozni
g (2L20) | (<334 | (916 | (20.29) | (-189) | (159) | (20.33) | (-241) | (152
N 0.011 47 |-0.003 04| 0,008 43*** [ 0.011 43 | ~0.001 01" | 0.010 41 | 0.011 60*** |-0. 001 43™**
LSt
(828) | (=300 | (7.1) (821) | (-1.8) | (831 (829 | (-2.29)
. 0.05681 | 0.014% | —0.04185 | -0.05322 | 0.00459 | -0.04862 | -0.05163 | 0.006 16
" (=0.9) | (094 | (=097 | (=09 | (0.8) | (=0.9) | (-0.9) | (0.8
B ~0.025 57 0,006 64™** |-0.018 93*|-0.026 77°**| 0.00231 |-0.024 46™**|-0.027 08"**| 0. 003 20*** |0.023 79***
nLapr
’ (537) | (259 | (<3300 | (=397 | (L6) | (=38) | (=404 | (201 | (=391
LD 000391 0.001 01 |-0.002 890,004 28"**| 0.00037 |~0.003 91***|-0. 004 11*** 0.000 49"
I
(205 | (L7) | (-Lo | (225 | (140 | (22) | (216 | (L&)
L 0,024 53" |-0.006 40| 0. 018 12" | 0,025 43" |-0.002 21°"*[ 0. 023 21" [ 0. 025 37" |-0. 003 08™**
nlaia
(58) | (29%) | (46 (61) | (-1.75) | (57) (6.1) | (-218)
. ~0.340 21+ ~0.08599° ~0.125 91
rmo
(-2.29) (-1.50) (-1.91)
_ 0.000 009 0,000 009 0,000 009
sigmal_ e
(10.23) (10.24) (10.23)
Log~likelihood 688. 3950 688. 3950 688. 3950
R-sq 0. 8784 0.8760 0. 8784
ks, sk, ® 1% 5% 10% .
4.
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1% o
1%
7
16 17 18 19 20 21 2 23
N 0,011 &1 0.013 379" 0,002 821 0.011 566
Kisixzhsh
(22.4) (2.53) (-2.30) (0.90)
- 0.002 329" 0.005 145" 0.029 633" 0,052 666
Kisixgaozhi
(31.79) (11.10) (2.30) (6.69)
N 0018 902°| 0.006 430 |0.016 330" **| 0.005 670°** |0.008 208***| 0.019 471"** |0.007 062°**| 0.011 763
SL
(35.98) (8.38) (15.11) (2.07) (2.35) (1.9) (2.18) (-1.08)
o 10,678 92274 0,920 698*** 10,487 311°**| —0.225 292 | ~0.139 156 | ~0.002862° | ~0.011406 | 0.216 047
1,
P (<421) | (=404 | (=339 | (-L1) | (-L2) | (-1 | (-0.11) (1.55)
N 10,037 873" 0,012 411 10,033 991 "] ~0. 133 686™ 10,020 957" ~0.018 630™** | ~0.009 611" | -0.010 858 ***
Lnlapr
? (-6.93) (-2.23) (-2.54) (-8.49) (-2.74) (-2.39) (-1.66) | (-3.49)
LD 0005039 | -0.000738 |0.004 12| 0.005 112 |0.001 839" 0.000610 | 0.001988 | —0.001 855
n.
(-1.29) (-0.25) (2.97) (3.84) (2.28) (0.89) (1.28) (-1.66)
L 0.027 240" | 0,008 247" [0.018 920™**| 0.084 875" ** [0.013 138™**| 0.011 046™** [0.005 510" **| 0.009 448™**
nuala
(9.67) (1.9) (2.12) (6.57) (2.56) (2.10) (2.11) (2.39)
0.210 80| 0,066 037 | 0.05535 | 0.353 903" | 0.029726 | 0.056 376™** | ~0.008 666 | 0046 933***
_ cons
(7.17) (2.00) (0.79) (8.16) (1.39) (3.71) (-1.29) (3.3)
) 176 179 151 L6k S 2m 148 167
(0.079) (0.073) (0.130) (0.102) (0.182) (0.046) (0. 140) (0.095)
. 0.8 0.40 “1.06 0.7 127 0.8 0.13 ~0.15
(0.389) (0.692) (0.290) (0.455) (0.202) (0.413) (0.89%) (0.878)
q 11.69 4.07 12.36 10.98 11.35 40.15 370 7.1
sarean (0.818) (0.77) (0.836) (0.849) (0.819) (0.333) (0.960) (0.514)
120 180 4 66 8 8 66 66
5.
8 GMM o 8 R R
1% o
o N N 1% GMM
N 1%
o R&D R&D 15%
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8
24 26
t t t
B 0.015 392 9 24.770 0.015 411 0 24.82 0.015 485 2 25.12
B> -0.177 176 3 -3.13 -0.175 568 6 -3.12 -0.175 491 0 -3.13
Bs -0.029 710 5 -4.76 -0.029 793 2 -4.79 -0.029 927 7 -4.85
B 0.001 432 4 1.43 0.001 463 1 1.47 0.001 517 3 1.57
Bs 0.018 229 2 3.88 0.018 215 2 3.89 0.018 183 1 3.92
_ cons 0.690 064 1 2.90 0. 693 000 6 2.92 0.697 829 5 2.96
Wald Test 700. 9130 707. 6886 727. 1359 700. 9130 707. 6886 727. 1359
N 210 210 210 210 210 210
LogL 306. 2473 306. 1959 305. 9927 306. 2473 306. 1959 305. 9927
R2 0.9582 0. 9501 0. 9500 0. 9501 0.9611 0. 9535

Moran’s 1



