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FOR AR ALET 5 B R E AR

ERAE AL & w

#H 2 XTHAEZZHFXFDPHLEN B REFB R —ER —
ANEEFPWNEA, PREFEHRNOUERARARETZHFRAEHMLL
THEERAZR, ETHENKEL X THRAFBENEARL
F, AXEELHT ATV RBRANBREFTES, TERE
1998—2007 FRE 31 N W HHE, AR ERBBFEEALZT RE
MR EFEENER, FRAI, AT Romer (1990) % A #y 4n
WEFBHTE, RERNELZFEZHF Jones (1995) KA WA 4
PR, XUARE WIREFPEAINERN (scale effect), 7E Ik
b, BRI Jones and Williams (1998) W 7%, AX# —F W H
THEFABRKAWEREURERARLEAE, RN, &K E
PEZFHALBREIREFEG TRAR KW EME, THFLRKL
KA LR HFRLAAEE K,

k4 mR A, A, GlF, 2K

nu\a

—. 7

20 4 80 F R P MUK, #FHKIEL (new growth theory) # 2% # %
ARFEMRETEFHKEL, IR KEARB T HEHLEKEL (neo-
classical growth theory) X TH A# F 5L FH KA BB BRIEZ, BEHEA
HPAEMAFHKERATEF S 5% (BEXE. CLEBRFE) ik
WACAT s TR WA, RIE Romer (1993)., Zeng (1997), #HATT MK
KRN K AN A B K B (capital-based growth theory) #o#F
K ALt Kk # 6 (R&D-based growth theory), % & N Z &l th ¥ k # 6
K TF20HL0 FRYEH, XEXMKERBRDRAARARE, ASEX
REBEMBFALERAGE AR S MEFHKORHAER, REENITHEA Ro-
mer (1986), Lucas (1988), Barro (1990), #F & W # &l 638 K # it Rk F
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20 2 00 FRAWH, X EHKERBERAMA, A F A RR R AP A
ZHEHKWRHAIER, REXEMW TIEH Segerstrom er al. (1990), Romer
(1990), Grossman and Helpman (1991), Aghion and Howitt (1992).,'
PR Al ey KA N A B RED BN WA B # iR G -
L HFE), mRAREAFLREREE, mRFEXES T RAAG, Hit—
FEHZFH K, Romer (1990) AW R R EEZNAANMEAZE RS B
(non-rivalrous) 1 B2 ¥ (cumulative), X # AN M F & 45 4030 ok 4 3 30 &
A#FMEFHRKWEERZ, FXFEER — R T R H LK EF
ZH5HER, MASF AT REA; RREZR R AT LAE NG N X
B (spillover effect) ., FE WA N Z, mRBETRFUEEZFF = LB AH
MBI EE LM, Hlir, Romer (1990) £ H T Ww THA M E > H @ #.

HEPY(RTPFH, ARTHRFE, X AT RSFUHEZRAN, REAFIHE
# (replication argument), &M TREEFMHE R L FHAERBM, 4%
0>1, HNA .

F(A.0X) = 0Y, (2)
L Jo R A B Al LR B9 P 3 e e, AT R A B AR R
FQA.0X) > 0Y. (3)

ERURBUEAERREFS P EAELERBNE B KA, RANTUAL
e R E TR AmE A BN IAIR, 74, Romer (1990) #1 Jones
(1995) 4 M 7 T 0 43R & 7 B 3.

A = 8L\AY, (4)

EHARTHAF PR, ARTHREE, Ly AT REDBIZHH (&
HAER, THEM WHE, cZR RIDARSHREEZN, EMtEAT
iR AN EEN LGS,

HREG N F oA RERRIBA# S REFH AN EEZRR, &
PAEAFBERBTHALEANGFHZANX R, B RAEFBHEERT R K
ETRFHKNFAETELTFARKNEZN, FARBEREREN B R LT @
4 % & Romer (1990) A 8 %048 £ 7 & # 7 Jones (1995) XK A 8y s &

VB RFEHT R REANE QOO HGER T X E N AR,
2o AR A 23k E E A B B L B9 3% N (standing on the giants’ shoulders effect) , # 40 & it i I Jones
(1995),
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FRHKSCEFEENE, REFE (4), A% Romer (1990) # Jones
(1995) #BEERCD ARTpmREER R REFHLERE, EREASHK
WE EHELERKANZF, Romer (1990) WHE OB E R =1, N4 iR
KWHELH ya=0oL,, B RED BN FTHARZANMS, wiRRZ N #E R
B, ZF FHEENERZS (scale effect) ' Jones (1995) W # &R 2 £ 61,
WEHERREENE v, RREEWNARTAE TR B RBEK, R KEH
N ya=0L\A T, R Jones (1995), YA 4 F &M K #4£ (balanced
growth path) b, iR £ FHEKAE N ya=an/(1—¢), EF n kT F
FAMKE, MR KAEEHLABRRAENXILX, EFEEAEN
(non-scale), 5 F, Romer (1990) 5 Jones (1995) Wy #Z & K 4 #£ T,
PREAEEHAABRRAEZET —EEERNX R,

X THEZ G Z X F Romer (1990) XA KL Z Jones (1995) 2 Al #y 4 i
EFEH-—ER-NMEFUNIEL, —LEFRAZERREFRTIALERF
FaR A BB MR, R &M TIEA Porter and Stern (2000), Pessoa
(2005), Madsen (2007), Porter and Stern (2000) i A 16 /> OECD E X
19731993 F W WA H A, BB AT 5 4L B R R £ & Fb iRl
HFEMNEOFEEET 1 MEFRK, ATANX S E R G KA F L LHF Romer
(1990) %A &y 4 7 & %, Pessoa (2005) R # 21 A~ OECD E K 19802002
FHEREE, SR AN X BE R R & &P iR FE 8%
ANTF 1. AT HFF Jones (1995) KA fy 2038 £ 7 % %, Madsen (2007) R
21 A~ OECD E % 1965—2004 4 #y R&D # AN fn & Al & i $ B # ¥, AR K
R, XWEREmIREFBEATHRENHREHARMH, AT LHF Ro-
mer (1990) 2k & 89 %038 & 7= & 4,

HREGHUF AR R EERIBRAS S MEFHE LN EEZRR, §
ZHRH—AFARZRAEEFFHAARRNERERS D, AEEFFHEL
BTRAMEERML NG EHFEEN T, UWENXIHRETEZNABAAE, A
AU ES P HEFETLRZELLHFLZKEREL, HF Nadiri (1993)
BRARGHERATXTENXRAR., SR, mTitETE, HFHE, #
BLEAVEERNER, ABFHEANELZHR KA, #la, Scherer
(1982) frE WA # F B WM E A 64%—147%, Griliches and Lichtenberg
(1984) HHWA AT HFEREH 11%—62%. ETH LN a3 KEL,
Jones and Williams (1998) # H 7 — M HE#F L & H E M F 5 & 68 7F L & %
AT, N AN EZERRARRAARED ELRHFREEFAEY

3 Grossman and Helpman(1991) , Aghion and Howitt(1992) 5 Romer(1990) By 47 iR 4 7= & % B A 4 [{
# P T s Kortum(1997) , Segerstrom(1998) 5 Jones(1995) By %138 4 7= & #t E 4 48 B #9 £ Ji .
DX TN A EEE G R A AN B SCE AR, W Backus er al. (1992) \Kremer(1993)
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2—4 %, Jones and Williams (1998) HHATAZMAE, BEZFHKER
EEFRBEROGERE, #OEERRARXEEAERGET - -l o
MR,

AN I MEERETRA N LM KEAF, BX5H M (calibra-
tion) M ERNUKEZALEZFTHHREZXAEEST &M W, Jones
(1995) £ —MNFEHME (non-scale) ZHFFHRXKXLIN, ELENSHERXE N,
RAEZFHFHFRBZEAEEL R EHAR K XEAEED; Stokey (1995)
T — /N4 FEHAFH (vertical innovation) 2 P AR LI, AL L5+
TR EAES RO HFLLEAEZE K K; Jones and Williams (2000)
MERZ, AEEGHFFIAAERELRRBRAEE S, £ T Jones and Wil-
liams (2000) #AE%, Comin (2004) B #& A EF &7 LM% RED & A
B, MEXAARRKEEHZWD W, AREAR, ALEFFHRXEZEHA
MERME A LLEAEZ H T K, Reis and Sequeira (2007) & Romer
(1990) WHERFTAAEMALFARE, AEHERAZAHEFI ALK ARE
B 12 4 4 B (erosion effect), AR KA, AELAZFF FAEFA LT ER TN
e, ZEA, BABEENNTELRZALEFFHALARRAEEST N
RMLE, ZRAFRERZURERNERLRE, MENERBEIRA,

ETHAAEBAHKEL, AXKTWEIRERE-ANAXTRHECHH
Hf, ERERNE, REENSXTAFAANTEALEERA, TXT
REWHFAFLEAAGFARALTRRNES M E, FXLE, AANXTHE
AHEANARASREABNAE, TAF LRl HEREEY, £+ Hu
(2001), Jefferson ezal. (2006), JAF % f % Yl (2005), RIEIZ (2006) %
ETRAEEN T, XEMRETEEFEUATIUANATE: () 2 THEH
EHENAY REDEAWFH; (2) FERIDEAMGLAEZAEFXY W,
) FEAVAEETHEZNCH (ALEABEXIHF~"LHETARZE) B
Wy, HA, REL (2007) REFMLERT ABA A EE E R E A E G X
A R

FERANE, WX TAMAN AL ZLEQF AN XA E T =,
MNE R PE A A E R ALY Uk B, HF Cheung and Lin (2004), #i
WE % (2005), &FF (2007) # 7% 4 EEKH T, Cheung and Lin
(2004) RFEKE 30 M& @ (BRI 19952000 4 o9 2, &L | A&
EHAZZTHHEER AN REWUFOZ ., FRRXA, T EEZ A
HEWHFETREFNRHAEA., BAFE (2005) FET EHH RED BEAMHK
EAZXAEFFHNYH, HRAN, BSREDEANRELAETR L FAH
RHER; AAFRAKFEFHERLZMS, B RED AW iE b8 N &
K, FFE (2007) FETEIRED BAMGKEE ZAF T, mATAN
TEHEAFEINBRATEREE NG EHANEN, BEESFLAXN T E



%34 FORFRSE . iR kR AlE 5 AR R B AR 1055

FHACNFRAN TR A ZZN, FBRAN 2, AARHFRFLEHHNA
ZHHMKERANALZEZREm RETBRNER, FAEEALRAERE N,
El, AXBHBEXHF-NLEEAFRNE,

AXHELABLWARLELH T, £ =% 4 % Romer (1990), Jones
(1995) iR A @ik e wika EAHHT — A%)’%’ﬁ%xiﬂ’]%ﬂxéf‘@ik 7+
kB 31 AN 19982007 SF B9 B A K T K E R R A B B
B A E LS H T Jones and Williams (1998) # — X Mo A2 4, T B R
WE_HomE L RERET HE 31 NE B 19982007 F & K % ¥ iy B W)
EREhAFRERAE; FHHQREE,

P B ke R R BN R0 5 AT

Romer (1990) %R 4 = @ B th QO HAE £, L E X (RED AR &
REDZ#H) AERKX, R REAEERHK, AR EF P FEMMER N,
Jones (1995) ® iR A FEBEWEORHAER, FRABKAAER K, mRREWH
HEAL MR, AT REFPRAAEZEL, B1EH4ZRE 31 A
E 19982007 FH K WA AAE Fn fn R K £ 2 [ By # & B, R Romer
(1990) ., Jones (1995). Jones and Williams (1998), # 114 R&D A f fr
RADZHWMBEXRTHRLANE,; HEFAHE (FAEFNRR) FHRF
EWLELR TR KN EE; KPP L AHE,. RRDAR, RED & # th#
BHAROTFE (FPEREATFEL), XTHRAFEN AR ILAL L% =
NF,

M1, B2 W EmREEMTHERR K BEH, B3, B4
WEMAFENFETER I0UNWHEL, EH M RED Stalf x mHEZA R E
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(B, 5 A); R&D Expenditure X T A 2 %K E (B, BLT);
growth rate of knowledge £ 7= R K & (B L. %), HANTUFH, K
WRAEEK, iR KW EEHFL — BB, XJ AL T Romer (1990)
KAW MR EFHETE, Jones (1995) XA WM PR EFBHRTHEHF &K
R EE 5,

# T Porter and Stern (1990) F7 Pessoa (2005) By 2T HEZ ., ®ATH %
BN EKEAWmREFBH, FEUFANEEFE, TEREXE 3L
M H 19982007 FHN B, BAAERBEHLAGHA wREFBHNENS
BE, EREIENE, AL EAOMKREERREFBRNSEERY —M
FEENHRTE, FELE, AANEERREFERSBENREMRIERT
FR W B X#A, £ A Caballero and Jaffe (1993). Eaton and Kortum
(1996),

(—) E\AF R E

Romer (1990). Jones (1995) 1B & &R £ =Bk THF X A R 89 30 & Fn 50 3R
HFE, URZE @R EFRENSH, BRI Romer (1990). Jones (1995), #
1148 M 4o T By 4048 4 7= @ 3.

A, =8L'A*, (5)

HHA L LAWARMHNETE i MERE EHRAEF PR, RRD AR5 &
MmRFEE ARTHRAARMAETRE, AMKA, X7 REDARWA XK
EHE, s B RIREFREN S, RAE Jones (1995), $>0 X & EW
WHAA, LW EREFEFEAENSBE; ¢<0XTHEERE
(fishing out effect), BUHiZ M 2oy am R A Z # A I, W g K I # &R0 %
FHEHA, FELE, Romer (1990) 5 Jones (1995) & x# K5l 2 x T ¢
BB E . Romer (1990) By QMR EZ =1, T Jones (1995) B Q1B EZ
<1,

HEE ZE N Z, 5 Romer (1990), Jones (1995) “f El, Rivera-Batiz
and Romer (1991). Jones and Willams (2000) & R&.D £ % &k &= #F L &\,

AT A BT A=0RA* HR MR A H%k, EFYREFRADEZ %, £
%+, H#F Cheung and Lin (2004), &ATT U RED & % & #2Z £ £ 7
MEAZN, BRNMARFT i NERE: FHREDER, KT T UK (5
¥k A

A, = 0R5LAAY. (6)

it

R A Porter and Stern (2000), — MK By £ 4 = TR F A H K fu iR 77
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EWYH, MEXHAGHE R REFEND ., XAPHXETERAEUNTH
MNFE: (D mREFEAGHRE, ANBXEmREERAA, mRNEY
BN E, ATIAEAA TARMERX B EF; (2) AR mREFEY
“R AT L (raising the bar effect), A By #h X £ 8 iRtk £, A B
TRAGMFATFHARE, XEEARRXEFSH o RGEEZET X KN E A
ALKRTRE i NEMAERERENBREE, ATTUHE (6 KNI

A, = 0RILAACAY,. D

AN EMNEKELR B mRETEAEE RS RN, Lﬂ‘/ﬁﬂu%%ﬁ(f'
TERERN B EER AP HA ORM R ERZAN, IHEERFTUR
AR, FHFBA., KA., k&3 xﬁf%%ﬂ%ﬁ(}\’&ﬁﬁ?ﬁl
B EQIH # . Cheung and Lin (2004) %4 R &bk T 4087 H 84 %t
RFEE RN LA ERANE, ERFEENE, NFEAERRETRER
“H MM (crowding-out effect) , FTiE “#H M2 5”7 & 48 M E 4 E 58 3 5
AUBRAENLARAH, LHZY RED ZEWRNERAE AR AN ERR
B, XEEARANEAL, ABEERTTRILFEENEIE AN T
B#, XXHHTAEENAHFRS, SO L EEZG - LHHALE. &
MmENEEENH D AN TRA-ANERNE E0FERA., 8 TFAREX
A HFERBENZRNRA, FEFHA-—HEOR, RINMXEFARLEX
TAHBEMENRBRFEERFEN RN BGHEEN, TEALS NG NIITEE
BERRAMB OB ERTEIKABEBZNL, X5 Coe et al. (1997),
Cheung and Lin (2004) 893k & — 3y, # K2 il £ 0% B i %A,
RMNTUBBREFESE () FERABLTHERX,

A, = = SFDI:IMP R:LLA%AY (8

at =i ?

4 FDL,, IMP, 28l kT i N4 W% : FWIHEER K MHF O RH, 45y
SAZBTATEERE A O SHBRETR R AEN AN, & () FHH
BB AR, BRANTUER T E 7 £,

InA, = a -+ nFDI, +InIMP, + «InR, +AlnL, + $InA, + ¢lnA , +e,. (9
(=) #i R

AAWXBT A LA FHERKTH AW IR, 4 Porter and
Stern (2000), Pessoa (2005) %, % Z % ¥ 8y &, #R # Cheung and Lin

XTI —W M E % it #® I Porter and Stern(2000) ,
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(2004), Pessoa (2005), A& Al EXRHEAHF " HH AT REFEUTHIE
e, (D FREFANEAREGEFR, AW NELZARA, TAKEH}
Tk A LA ewnE, flin, TREGFLXA. LAHFAMSN KT, &
FRAAKNBEA G ERT, MEAFEMAINZITHHEALENRK, (2) —&
Y ARALEHAAFTRRTELA, RERE, —EHRELF, 2 LEEL
FRPFHRERE, 2HHEEAR, KX TREL LT EZH A, REw
W, ERAWTET, A THM - REHFTE, THAEEMZ RO HE
o P W BB 35 A, MRIE Cheung and Lin (2004), A3t F # = & 45 € B & 45
R E . FAIBCE T DLE A R WA BT E B B R R . IE 8 Pessoa (2005) Ff
T, “RIMRELAHREXRMELRRFE, A TERLTARAUFESNE -
W, WARREAZZ BT TS B RERER, AR, RITA B/RR
ERRERCFTFEIN —ANAARER, RO -—NxBBREZE, WFHED >
e — AN AlEsNEREE, UETHIRTFTEA, MX-WHAAF
EEEW,

R4 Porter and Stern (2000), Pessoa (2005), A1 & F & Al # iF #
ERTH AR, FHEITKEHEF R (perpetual inventory method) 4
HaiReE.,

Ay = U —dA, +P,, (10

HE P ERAEIANEGE EFEFNBR, UK IBRRE, dXTHR
FEWITIEE, B Pessoa (2005) 7%k, RN M RFENINEE 2
ﬁo5/ 10% % 15%; Mt miRFEE Ay=P,/(g+0, ¥ g X7 %
ANE A 1998—2007 F T & - R F K &,
B 53R T 1998 F 41 2007 FRE2E WA RRE (FAFFHE)., R
MAUFS, 4 RREZHN KA, 7K, #fL, TH., £#E. Lx,
bR, AT RRERA; 1998 F LR 7T AL HRAEL2E MR K
Bty 56.35%, 2007 X — ¥t — FREE T 72.29%, MLE., AF
. IW., W, BE. AN, zE. BR, BN, FE, TE. FENK
PRERD; 1998 F R 2 ANt RAELS2E R K E GG
9.98%, 2007 F3X — Pl ¥ —F BARE T 4.29%.
H6RYmiRFEENITEER 000, REFE (10) fHH WM 1098 F
2007 FREL LW RFE, KNTUEH, 242 RFENZRRKX.
JARL. T, IA, b E. LR, ATHRRFERKA; 1998 £ E®
TAE R miRFES2E MR FELAIN 48.64%, 2007 X — ] 3 —
RE2T 67.80%; MLAE, WXL, TH., B, #¥. TN, z8. &
B, HM, FE. TE FBENEREFERD, 1998 F LR 12 4N 0o kiR
HFESAEDIRFRELAMWN 13.41%, 2007 £ — 3k — 5 B1KF 5.89%,
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1 2345678 9101112131415161718 1920 212223 242526272829 3031

B 5 1998 41 2007 £ RELFHWHRER (. 7)

E. BPEHEN 1-31 20l krdbE, RE, A, LE, AFEF, L7, F
M, BAL, b, TR, L, &, BE, LW, LR, TEH. Ak, HE. S
K., EHE, BR. BN, FEM. T, BR. W, AL, B, TEL. KRR,
T H,

401
—— HIRER (1998)
350 —m— HRER (2007)
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5k
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1234567 891011121314151617181920 212223242526272829 3031
H6 1998 £H12007 ERELEAMBREE (B 7D

mTRAMN R EEE 1998 £E 48 R&ED AR S5 R&D £ % $tdE, Hik,
AT BN B ] B R 19982007 £, R&D A B, R&D & % LK % Al ¥ iF
KRB TFHEAEN (PERSATEL); AFEER A EH O NBERET
MILAEW (PERATEL); AENBREFEUREALALE R RFET U
Wi 7R (10) kB, RRDEHF, #t 0, IHEERTHLTHMEITH,
KIRAFTELZENHERTHR, RMNXELHNL BT YR RFENIE
EHO, 5%, 10X 15U AL mREEMEAEREN M REE,

21 FEZEWHREZITHR

& 4R ¥ AT 2 & /N E &K
iR R E 8095 13685 10 102 449
AN R 36 000 34 695 204 199 464
X 498 362 712470 944 4353567

ST A B 1986 480 4622561 3854 51160072
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(#5%)

B 4K R -1 Rl 2 & /ME &AM
#u 10792 837 25098 130 8552 178 423 896
KE RFEA=0) 43291 60167 33 513751
HAERE N RFEEWL=0) 1298740 741626 406 698 2881132
ARG fRFEREA=5%) 34 888 51236 30 434 550
Heb B ERFEW=5%) 1046 632 611375 311080 2353839
KE R FEE=10%) 29432 44788 27 376143
HeL B AN B REEW=10%) 882952 522 225 253762 2001145
K4 fRFEEA=15%) 25531 39 646 25 331197
Hedh R B RFEEWU=15%) 765919 456 435 214973 1744477

EHRAEAERRFE AAEREN R FENEM AN FRARWERLY A FRE G,
SR EERF HONEMAT T,

(=) iR 4R E oA

mFREARKIE, K114 EH T Pooled-OLS, [E & 2% i A% A DL K& FE Al
A RATHET, AT FAR, LM A% & Hausman £ % 3478 A %
EAk, BE AT LI, Pooled-OLS, B & %% MAE A UL K& HL %%k pAE A
itd, RAR B REESRNNABARENE, BN T 1, X227 &
(9) Pooled-OLS WE AL R, HPEIFA (1) — (4) iy ZmiRFEENF
HE2H B0, 5%, 10%F 5% EH., REBTAER, RN AL TH
&b,

(DRED AR N FARBANTE, EARNFTEE (Flw, BHHE (3
o4, XRARCDARKSL, AFNeRThAFr—EmS, THNE
HZ, REHMMWRED ARBANAATR#AL L UARERL T, ATk E
e, EREPREFFIIREFERSD AREARERTHNEL; 4
THEAINHAEG ETERRATEAN, HEFHFERN, 24 H M
RED ARWHREFS — i R ENE E0HAR, RRDEH MW F
BEXEHNE, WARMDEHRMSL, £ RekL, TRHWAEREE,
RRDZ##H %4, AV TUMWFES MW Ae#E R LS, ATHAAT &R
A

) ZBAE R REENREEENE, WARRAEFIBTFERE
B B, XEMA A XM KEAX TR REFBRY ERE TR —
By, ABEEADNESN, BREEXRGREHAT 1, FX L, @y
i, RNBEATUELE T FE (5) Fé=1HEME, XA T
Romer (1990) XA 894 iR £ @ H W &, Jones (1995) £ Al My 4l & 7
BAREFGREALEH, REDREFFRANERN,

D ZBHAEGEN R REENRABEEZNA, XU AHKAERBRF
BN mERRLUT N EE S, THRNEERE, REFEPRNERK
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WHRA, B “RAFERL” Bk, EUHELAERX 2 RFENAE X HiR
kWY EE N S, FEE, Porter and Stern (2000) i it x4 OECD E %
WAEFEINER, BFANAXBERZE “BRAFERE” Ethim d AN
¥ A,

WD AIFEERTEN R REFNZHMEEFNE, XRWAANTHBEER
KA EmiRE T “HFHBM” (crowding out effect) T 5, H&AE MK
§ ¥ A, X5 Cheung and Lin (2004) $W 4 2 —F W, 0t N ZHE
FANE, XPWAH D, AEEZ - BEHABARARENH*D, TUEBFRAKE
Rl #H A F, X5 Coe and Helpman (1995), Coe et al. (1997) 4 & —
By, XRAE AT EER Ao AA T oRAENE T HHE, A
BERKNERH, Ao A B A B EER TSN R B Eg, A #
ot E R R RGEER TR EE K,

k2 REFREFBHERWLHN

x B e} (2) (3) 4
R&D A f 0.201""* 0.119* 0.078 0.057
(2.84) (1.92) (1. 44) 1.19)
R&.D & % 0.147** 0.123** 0.095** 0.071"
(2.53) (2.47) (2.20) (1. 87)
Kb mRFE 0.613%%% 0. 760" 0. 846 *** 0. 897 ***
(17.90) (22.78) (26.74) (30.43)
HeE B ENRREER —0.087** —0. 114~ —0.118*** —0.1137**
(—2.13) (—3.48) (—4.35) (—4.90)
ST A B 0.038%%% 0.029%* 0. 024" 0.022**
(2.64) (2.42) (2.34) (2.37)
#u 0. 094 0.059 %" 0.039"" 0.026"
(4.99) (3.47) (2.50) (1. 86)
R? 0. 964 0.975 0. 982 0. 986

HoEEANRMEE, 0 AMETE LN S 0N AT LEEFE,

=, P EATA R @R A

A G LA H T Jones and Williams (1998) R UMW AN EMKELT
HEALBEREREURLKBEREARERAEN T X, WEEH 1998—
2007 FREWMBH/URE _HLrHHANERA-—FPHEETRE 31 N4 B
19982007 £ 8y FF K L H B E 5 & (hHF K £ KA,

(=) — & Mty AT AE 2

Jones and Williams (1998) 4 H 7 A, —A, =G(R,,A,) th & i & 7= & ¥
FY,=FA, X )WEFHEHR, EP R E7-FLAHK, X, £ - A TAET&
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AFEGHEMBENER, UITEXNHRRTFEREZRREE ¢ 11 BAHF
R LB, B & 1 M F T U E, EXGHFERLL. (D £
M RZR OB mERE H1 B REFER I, XXERE (+1 HWE»
Hidn; () F i1 HpREERMERT (T2 W REEH R & T HH
KBEE S, AEE 2 REESTIHEKEE LA RE
E, TURDE -1 B RRT, el HMEFHE &R RER
BOWEMTRAES (+1 WM %, KA TUEMZS 1 B LTHF
oy B,
Bl 1 BEARREAE 1 MR E TR TR AVA., =OG/3R),,
E v XA PEHBERBERSARE. BT A=A TGRALD,
AT ARG FEEKREERS & W7,
YA, = YA, + (0G/OR) ;1 ¥R, + (8G/DA) 11 WA, 1. (@RD)

AERNE 2 B BE R wREES PHERKBE LW R FEME,
RO E +1 HARZF, TREANE (H1 AW RFEZ R PHEKE
BEHBREEERT, AvAL, =0, RANTTRRF.

“%*:—55%5%%{1+(%g%H] (12)

MR ZFRWEERE F HRWOT KR

1+f:(%axgaw+é%%%%iy+ggﬁj, (13)

Her# (13) HHNE-—TETE P 1 BCHFLBABIHME (+1
WM REE, HTALFRNTR,; S-_AETHERE (+2 PWEA MR
HFREFHHRKFELNHEHRE -, &+l BFRRATURD £,
Bk mRWNAEN Py 1 BAFLFZNT LA H(3G/OR), $ LB &R,
B . Pa,=G/oR), " . # P AN (13). RATT %4 7.
Y G
PA

g, TP MHKE, RATVALF S A M (numeraire), 1 %4
FERACT A LA W 1/ P,y Bl & B iR LR E W e (BY /2A)
BA, EERREF M OG/0AP, Bh. WA, AW MBS+ BB R
e RERMK, g, T 1 BRFARKKEF L RONERN, BEY,=

+gp (14)

S XFABRAOMAHF F it TR AXAaNEETUNKEHERE,
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BA‘[’KTI‘: v(’ AH’liAz:aR);Af’ &ﬂ‘]ﬂ‘:}{ﬁ%"
¥ =rkog./s+ bz, + (g —ga). (15)
FR 5 BEZT. 2HEFE G L RL AL H G TR, MR
EFW AR B BENREHMERABFNANR, YE2FLFREZRA (steady
state) B, FRHFMEREL SR RLANBRENE, 0 r=r, AHH
GEEEE STy &3 3

optimal __ KoE A (16)
r — &r _'_ (lisé)gA

N

(=) HEFFRZ I E R EBR G R TAE G HH

R HE Jones and Williams (1998), ®AT%4 W Y, =BAJK{L, “# & 7 1 &
%, EFY,. A Ki. LAAETE i NEBF FWEFH, RREE,
REAGEMYHHHE, BIAREHEFX, REFFEZ R R AN HE,
EMAUFEER K, JHE B R AR GRU L, TREAHFHEHK
vi=DBAk,, EH y,fok, 2R RTAHFHMAZRAEE, FAHFHE
BH R B, RNTHR2NEAFTE, BRFEXE 31 M4 H 1998—2007
FWBE, ARERBEEEAE R, RANEHEH 6=0.152, ¢«=0.455, RIFE
FHE 15 M (16), RMNTULHE i MO E: EHAHEFNERRE 5 &
AR I
Fi = Kkog, /s,-,+¢gA” (g — 84 ) aan
optimal Kog ,

T e T as)
RBHAREFOHHE, RONTUKFHREKAE g, . RED Z#HH K
R gy EIRFREEAM s, . RALKERE r, =aBA, —6. HMR
HFENFERR 0%, REXK2, KNTo XpREFBHF RIDEH
FAL WP EEN N ZR LB A £=0.095, $=0.846, ¥ x5 K
AFRE A F (18), RMNTXBELE WAL LK EME L R HF LKA
B, k3RYHAFENHHER 1098, RE 31 ANH K 1998—2007 F %
AFEHREAMJE, ALXEERERE, RAALBREAAEUAR ERHFLL T AL

WP R,

TOARTE N E AT I (2004) , HATI K A F B A F 40 109 R EEE (20060 B HARFE
Kio=Io/(git®» . EF Lofr g, 2 A EZ T & i NP HZ AR L LR AN THHKE 0%
TRAGENIEE,
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£ 3 1998—2007 £ HEL A FHNARE X ERESRRFAREEAM(E=10%)

4 ri 7 Fulry .\-jj"“"‘“l sjj“”‘“' sj"”m"" / .s;?f‘“""
Flay 12.34% 13.85% 1.12 10.37% 5.94% 1.74
K E 10. 88% 41.95% 3. 86 8.26% 1.48% 5.57
4t 20.02% 35.57% 1.78 1.14% 0.53% 2. 14
W 7 23.31% 44.43% 1. 91 1.75% 0.60% 2.90
RES 20.57% 75.69% 3. 68 6.23% 0.27% 23.15
T 18.95% 29.21% 1. 54 2.65% 1.31% 2.03
+H M 19.73% 28.96% 1.47 3.34% 0.89% 3.74
2 %9 20. 48% 34.73% 1.70 1.63% 0.67% 2.43
+ i 9.51% 22.99% 2.42 18.77% 2.44% 7.68
T 16. 76 % 52.66% 3. 14 7.13% 1.60% 4. 45
s 16.92% 42.98% 2. 54 7.60% 1.44% 5.28
Z R 27.39% 42.16% 1. 54 1.90% 0.79% 2. 40
aH 18.24% 46.40% 2.54 4.21% 0.69% 6. 06
iy 26.93% 53.37% 1. 98 4.26% 0.56% 7.65
i3 23.47% 52.93% 2.25 3.99% 0.85% 4.71
bE=e] 29.38% 62.15% 2.12 8.92% 0.52% 17. 22
# 21.12% 48.02% 2.27 3.39% 0.90% 3.76
W 28.59% 19.36% 1.73 2.40% 0.67% 3.59
SR 21.52% 41.34% 1. 92 3.92% 1.26% 3.10
S 26.39% 53.67% 2.03 7.31% 0.54% 19. 85
HE 14.23% 22.24% 1.56 1.67% 0.18% 9.52
E3 22.82% 62.11% 2.72 5.55% 0.76% 7.31
)] 27.83% 39.38% 1.42 2.90% 1.23% 2. 36
M 31.19% 62.87% 2.02 3.19% 0.49% 6.53
=W 24.78% 61.10% 2.47 4. 88% 0.42% 11. 61
g 9.13% 120. 23% 13.16 0.54% 0.17% 3.21
] 23.75% 18.09% 0.76 1.85% 2.55% 0.73
= 22.20% 27.84% 1.25 1.69% 0.88% 1. 92
H 4 11.91% 52.16% 4. 38 3.29% 0.45% 7.26
THE 14.26% 52.76 % 3.70 1.50% 0.52% 2. 89
e 13.04% 69.74% 5. 35 1.73% 0.23% 7.48

oy RTKRARZRNERE, 7 R TR EFNERE 7 /r FRBEF EHE G T AL ERE
9 He B, 5P R T R TR A AL S R S IR A K A AL L s /s e R AR 4 R AL
5 I AR A AL R AR

MEE3, RELEAHAAKANW FHERELRAE 200—60%, — L
RALLROERERSE, flo, BEY 120.23%., EXTHEZEEH, R
# Nadiri (1993), AAHABA R AL EAR BT EREHXHRAN, L
HHRBERETT 20%., AHEZEHET 100%, L2 TFHNFAL T ERE
H50NAELE, EREEWNE, LAAREREZAELCLHEFHFEARXR T E
WMEXHMWERZAN LA, B, ETHET S AEAKF AL 19911997
£ % 4%, Hu and Jefferson (2004) BF R XL, X &MV FHHHF AL EE
WEH3NY%; FERATLZEALBEERHEREZHNRA. B FALL LR
BHRBEREN 16%, LFETLLLHLBEHNERE N 54%, EHF Ad-
am Szirma (2008) It 1996—2004 4 # E & & A 7 4 21 M7 & 3 118 & 4K~
B, ARAN, XLV FHNFRLREREFHL 145%,
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FERANE, RIEFEL 3, ENME4RDZEAHABANEREZRE A, &
MAARXR—FHAEAFTAXFE T NERAER, - FHLRRETEANE M E
GbEE, BRTE, AXBAEL AT FANERNTEAEUTHEA V@ .
(D) ERmPEFEHY, RRDEFXN NN A THANT 1, XHAFLLE
WA REREZH RN, HRERES, FRLLNERERMK; 2 ELF
HEHd, wRFESHAAFERLANN, RAFERALA., PRFENLR
AFEHE., NTTHARANEREFLES., 2NN EEEERHR
ENERHARBRABEMRAFEN KRN, ENERE SN RE TR E
RAERWER, NTRzETHALKERE,

MR 3, BMEER I, AL 0 &AL T A L Fr g & 3 %M
BMER, " NEEZWFREHEZ, XLEMDHARANERFELRALETNE
WEEF, FXE, REGFEER, RBEELHS, HAL AR L X ER
EHETRALKNERE, FTEHRANZ, —LFHFRELIVREZFIHK
P, BEEAAFALERNERET T EAAR AN ERE, o, Jefferson et
al. (2006) it 1999 £ & E ¥ 20000 P A F ALV HE, HFRLN, X
BAVHRBEERNEREZERAAREHAEREN 3.6 F, EHF Adam Szirma
(2008) it 1996—2004 FHFEFHHEA S L 21 MTEHITHEREE, AR
KA, FPHNFLELREMREN 145%, THRRGHZEFERE N 29%, F X
WANEREERRERER BN S 100, XEFREAE SRS EARE
K, BhALRERTREANTREEFHE,

FHEARKERET THAARREREN N EEZREE, REXAHLR
EARBRANMAME, MALBLAAENRDN, RELRBREEFBHML
FHEHNEE, RAZRMARL TN A FERELZE RS, FFLER
HAERMD, FFUAAR AN ATRERERS; AABRRAAER A, FAUER
R PE B AR R EAR, RAE 19982007 ER B W ST KE, BREEAKLE
i GDP Wl 8 F 5 H 41.06%, T A &% & GDP th ] 8 F 3 HE R4
1.09%, RAHR KM ERZ AL LK MAEN 37.53 %, FL L, RTFEEXE
(2006), HEFHLHAMABE AN TKTEE, BAE LA E K, WHBK
THEEARFTER, XUARENHE - FPH WA LLR, Y8, XXEGH
UTHAEANFTEN S, (1) BT mad gtk &350 E, ¥k
HTH, AHERWMAMNERAROIFSE; (2) WEHERZEK, TEHATO
A E, EHAAAL SRR, F AL EE RN KA E KM
R & e N

W % 1=

A}

ETHEA LGN ERKER, KX 0T KE FR &£ @ Foh i,
HAERTHRERMRERREFHRE, FREAA, REBREFBHP,
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FAAFEX AR NT 1, XA AT Romer (1990) X A 8y 4nif 4
FEHEWME, REZHWRMESE L E LF Jones (1995) KA W 2l & = &
B, WALLEAAERA, MRBKOFFEFF -2 M., #—FRAE Jones
and Williams (1998) # 77 %, # (1R 4 & E 31 N4 4 19982007 4 ty #
W, AR ERBEEAGCETREARLBERERE S HAARLLIAANEL, o
RAN, REALBRAWERFER N ARTNEREFER, RUEFALERK
MR LTRHFRBEAEE X,

FERVUNE, TRENKERREFBRERG Q2T EZ AR LI K
HRAENEE, AXHEET SRR, v, AXEFTEBREFE
BURHTHFELTERE, WERZ, NARSHA, AXE-SHEAHK
m A E E R O MR, W R BB R R X — BB TE, Jones
and Williams (1998) WAERAH TR L B E, X BB EESRAELE E
5P Lz FEpe bR -—NEBRRNEA, REwlk, AXNLEFHEKE
WHMAEZRTRENGAFEA, —FTERET HMNHALEFHAR, #
BT —BBEEKEY; F—FEFEBTAEANIBAE, B4 ENFEHH
REDWEARME - BAREER, TLE, RNWITEENZFH KELNA
EXZRERFAHREFNANARER, ETUELE, AXZHEEXN,

BMAURNTAUANAFTEASRXTUT K., F—, AXFEAHELRAHK
o, R LS E S b B AR LD AL, RS SRR L
., AXHAEFFEREREEAFTFAT, B REZNAF M EHRAEE
RHFAFEH SRXHE A R LD? EL b, ERE AT UFHRE AL
W RBEEET (robust test), MW, AR KT EZAHFBR TR A EFRAK
%, MR¥E Lichtenberg (1988), BUF A AR A G REFAL KA EF W EW
zhAk, B, X TEHFARERES KRB LZ R E R EURTEH &ML
RKERABENELE DR RN -NEEYT K,
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Knowledge Production, Innovation and the
Return to R& D Investment
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Abstract It has been controversial about whether the reality supports the Romer(1990)
knowledge production function or the Jones(1995)knowledge production function. Under the
basic setup of the R&D-based growth theory, this paper offers an extended knowledge pro-
duction function and studies China’s knowledge production function with the provincial-level
data during 1998—2007. We find that the facts of China support the Jones-type knowledge
production function, rather than the Romer-type one, and there is no scale effect in China’s
knowledge production. With the method provided by Jones and Williams (1998), we estimate
the return of R&.D and the optimal R&.D investment. We find that the return of R&.D is
higher than that of capital, and the optimal R&.D investment is larger than the actual level.
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