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Abstract This paper studies how environmental regulation affects the sustainable
economic development through an angle of soft constrains of environmental regula-
tion. We first develop a theoretical model, based on the threshold effect of innovation
investment, to introduce the role of soft constrains of environmental regulation into
the theoretical framework of Porter hypothesis, and analyze how the soft constraints
of environmental regulation affect enterprise competitiveness. Using policy change of
the SOy emission charges from 2007 to 2014, we examine the Porter hypothesis by
adopting a DID estimation. We find evidence that state owned enterprises have more
significant soft constraint problems than non-state owned firms, which weaken incen-
tives for innovation investment, and then hurt enterprise competitiveness. However,
we find strong evidence of the existence of Porter hypothesis for no-state owned firms.

Keywords environmental regulation; soft constraint of environmental regulation;
the Porter hypothesis
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KHILASKR, BEAE TR e, e E 22 5F g 3] 1 bos i) A e (B 7R s BERE SRR
RBOR A P A 2, B 22 B A e ANFEAR KRR B IO B 058 )3 88 A5 P R0 A 25 A B 1 ™
AR AR, B BRI TR 3 H 23708, ORGP I R 3 24 iy Ao AR ke FG) 2 1)
B SEH T VRIS WA T IR A BRI R IR B B A B, R “SEAT IR Y
AR SRS ORI 1) B2, T PR B A ) T BORFE S5 Gt R E R P A ) F EBOR T R, BA
T T ARG R ) BE 9% G2 it I IR ORI 5, (HAE BT B S AP K SR Z Il 5T,
T W FE IR BE RN v] BeAr R A5 5 B, 1R S PR R BOR 1) T RSk

FEGE AN NI R AR T L5 R . FREE R 38 A8 il 45 il — 356 7 TR A FH 2=
PRI TR g, g LA REA 1 A, TR AR ) A 72 T 2R A L S R AR
s R PR AL FE /1 (Gray 1987; Gray and Shadbegian, 2003; Shadbegian and Gray
2005). SRTM, MBIASHIHAREKE, BRI 5 k56 5 ) 2 7] AFAERE KL “XUB” 1] fe
. Porter (1991) FI Porter and Van der Linde (1995) A A5 42X &5 RIRIFIIR 2%,
W5 R M AR R, TS S A S5t m B4 AR AR, — Me Bk
T AP IR RS B 008 e Bk ARV BEAT I AR R B3R, Abalbadlsed 7 ity 2B 7 1 A BT 5 ot 1)
AR/ 15 G ) [R I L PRI T A7 AR Bl v 1 7 T A E, AT TR B 58 R 1] ) 618
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AN, IREE AL 1) QI ET U 28 B8 40 T 28 5 A M A R AE I 58 A 1) T 7 A () 8 35 ik
A IR BTG e HETBON$E T 384 77 B U SR THT . 3 502 A AT i 28R B AR AR it

FH T U AR A 0 PR o BRI 1 A A S IR 15 e R T Al 56 5+ 77 U8 =) T 1R AT REAE,
X% AR BN S SR ERR AR R SCRFKHE (Jaffe et al., 1995; Palmer et al., 1995).
Porter and Van der Linde (1995) i B % FH 858 R0 ) T2 ) 2R 78 2 SRR 0 B SZ 5 75 1) B
BHTRE.  BEARIUA T FC SR T 3 A I A SR ) TR LA e (1) i A48 i B A B AR ) T L TR e
Pt b AET, AT SEHLIX — XU R T (Isaksson, 2005; Driesen, 2006; Lanoie et al., 2011;
Ambec et al., 2013; Kesidou and Wu, 2020; Zhang and Zhao, 2023), SAT0 A HAISHEL A 3
LT o HOR bR o BPR 2 HES L BR A P - iy & B SR R T H (Mohr, 2002; Ambec and
Barla, 2002; Greaker, 2003; André et al., 2009), %f T-HEG BT A BRG] T B, 7598
Bt = FIB A S 8. Xepapadeas and Zeeuw (1999) BEARGI N T HHG BUX — M AL IIR 5
R T AEARATTED e BRI B R A >R 1 A BRI RRAR. seAb, A X — R R A
ek, B B 5T 3 B L IE BH B 55 A 1) B 68 (12 a3k Aol (1) A 7= R AR S B R D (DR 2 5%,
2009; TS, 2011; IRBGHFI IS, 2013; S, 2015; BRI R 55, 2022; JEHEE, 2022;
Mg, 2022; FREAESE, 2023; LENEE, 2023), X T & GE 7 H L O0H & 42 Se Ak 2 F)
REJIHIHE &, 0 Fridt— P BOR S, SR, CEILSE i A0 Z PR R0 1) 36 I B3R i A% S A b 4
FIRTHI S, s Rl ok (RE) A PR A R A% A S, B ERER T 2%
OHIZIEOR, B LE SR T2, BATE T 40%, ReliilFEm> 45%, =R K 60%,
SEELECAS . BEFE. = R AR B FRAIK.

MR VAR AR U, IR R 8 753 S ALY G2 A A 5% S 7 $2 T XU 5 THI 1 OB AE T 618
AMEE RN B RN, T SCHR 3 AR v TR S0 PR B A 0T Aol BT i sz e, B LR 30 2R
BRI A 55 4 T B2, A0 2088 T ARSI BAT SRR T, T 3T IR 22 SR, AR
AV ) B I B o] T R B . AR A AR A ] R RIECR AT IR A AR,
1T I BEMAR AR 2 2 B AR B, 7= D S BRI 520, fe 24T B SRR Ak 56 5+ 77 (1) 5
AR NG AR, T EBUF KA DR ERE LA B oG, R SEBOR M St 2 4,
B RBUR T OR R 7 25 B K AN GERE oL 5 B 1, A4 2 0 R0 AE S BOR 1 AR 4l 25
DAFPASE R R AR L0 TR — T3 TR TBORA o AV R A ], 53— 7 TR E A ML S5 A B 2 B 3 3
J& , I BUR AN ST SO A AT A M. A AE PR ST R BX L0 RN A EE R 25 Aol Ay
SR BTN 2245 M1 55, e TT e T BOA BRI HE LU QT A M2 RS R T AL I 524 ).
XTI S5 R 1) R 24 R S PR BB PAT R 3R 1) 2, A AT A P AR PR T e AR B S ix —
R J&) THI 1A 7 22 B k4.

A ) F EEOTER AR I A — N BRSO PR R R BN BRI
(o AT AESE v, S8 AT T B TR SO R L, AT T BRI B T AR e A T s, BA K
BRI 5 A 53 0 1) 2k 240 SR T B i A Al 5 4 s R A, AR SO R A 458 4 1)
AV AT T IRANIRIT, O3 B I PR R 20 o ) e it 7 SEuE S RE. FRATTI SR
BP9 R I A A A7 A B 53 IR S AR A I 5, A AV SRAS IR BURF AN FR B — 4
BN IS O BB IEAH G, AR SO AR [R] s EEAR AT SIIE PR AN J7 1 20 A ARG 56 1 PR B AR )
2 TR i) 0o 8 [ B B 0 ) ST B 855 (R 4 R 2 5 R R U Jmd TR iy K FR) 52



H2W Ti A, FRRA: RS A TE S 7y BT R R AL A 327

RO B0 VR R AR U ) SR e e, Gn (e ) JE BR BE A ) g E  SIE A AT RS R, R — A
M. B ETE WA F B LU U BN IR AT BE & 1) AR BOR %530
SR 58 FE ¥ = fK (Popp, 2003, 2006); 2) FHE AR B kAT & (Jaffe and Palmer, 1997;
Berman and Bui, 2001; Brunnermeier and Cohen, 2003; Lanoie et al., 2008; 7K %%, 2011;
BIEE 2015); 3) F NN AKFAE At &t o A2 PR PR S5 1) 3 BE I FE A (Mani and Wheeler,
2003; Ffifizy, 2009); 4) {5 F P55 R AL S Mk HE = RS 2 A0 MBS B & (Brunnermeier
and Cohen, 2003); 5) FFASERLH] T (175 Y HEGE B L BR R B MRE & (Sancho et al., 2000;
Domazlicky and Weber, 2004; EAAXIIR, 2014; PEdpzess, 2017). RE LRI E — €K
GEVE, HIEAFREE LAAEA L. W Ambec et al. (2013) feHH, T & K H
R A A FEE PRI HA R B . SR R AR AR 15 WA 9 7™ g B B B 0 ) e i b A L B3, A
ST T AR A, F S b S B AR T REAAN R R D A ASE T S ) s B
R, AN B P g R BE R , 03X [F) A AT e 52 e 40 i 81587 Brunnermeier and Cohen
(2003) D5 H Fo A DR 25 [RIFE 2 S B0 b slcHl S H B4 s, sk B R 2 AR B 9% 35 1R A0 e
73R Ge3BAE ARV IR AHE S DASRAS B+ R AP PR BT A 25 DAL, JRATTHE DAIX 43 Ak 1B
WU & R B T IR 0 2 2 AR A R A e B . BRitk 2 Ab, 5E P Pk ERAE T
K53 FE B Ao DA i HL o] BEAAAE I N AR el /. R o [ K IR B B B S e A7 A “ N AR
L @ (Pargal and Wheeler, 1996; Hettige et al., 1996; Hartman et al., 1997). ¥
Wang and Wheeler (2000, 2005) % AR T, H EPSEECR B PAT [FREHAT I S 1) de 3P4k
VE I R, g VR A PRI R 0 BT (RN 2 B 2 0% . BUGSE 2 PR R B IL RS2, A 7 PR
I 8 P R 24 A M P 8 R KT 22 (R 52 1) 2 M 22 5% R R R LR s, (RIS, 4 b Al i 4
FIA D0 AR 2 520 2 PR B PR T T PIEAT N (W T 7 250 K Sl 525 18, AR 4
b PRI 1) 8 5 7 A 5

AR H— AT R A 2007-2014 A A E Tk SO, HEVG PR E B X — i H
SR ST ST A 56 P 558 R A R0 B 5 o) 4 2 SR T A b A R 5 S g R R IX — I [A] [X (]
W, LH 14 MBI EFETTR SO, HES PRAEShr#ESE MBI R A T 1.26 JT, MHRE MR
YERFJF S AR OPR HE. R BRI 1 B AR SEIR L2, — 5 T o] DAAR e DA STk A
KT EREE R I B I B PRy w8, 5 — T T X 22 4y 5 = E A SR e, AR T SRR
FREERLA R N AR 1) R, AT 45 380 B8 A {0 SR 45 2R

KRR NG AT 55 ZE 2 BB A BRI . PR L R S ARl
BUBTBURN A58 5 IR R B = At vt SR, ESGEa A, IALEEMH T
B M A A e b T Aol i A ] 5 R Al S 2 R B S 56 DU 7 SEUE AT 3 SO,
HEv PRAEWSON Alb 5w 4 J7 sz e, LA AN 5] BT il 4ol 00 22 S A s vl 55 8 40 B Ao AT
FRBE A1) 3 20 TR 5 TS5 R 1) G038 385 e i s T R ) i

2 IBPiREA

ASCHFRBIALR A Mohr (2002) B IEARELL (H2FRATHE A M Mohr B
FEORAMGIX — “Tiiz sk R WA, 18 5 —J71H, AR¥E AL gk (oG BT# BE R R, JRATTERR A
5] N AP TE SRt BIHT A5 5E RS R AN B B SRR e KA X — RIS i s, BT Ak
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R T2 AR TS A 238 N FEA S BRMER. Slk f2 382 KU
DRI, X558 (R 46 SR 25 7 530 22 A ER, AIRAAR W] R DL A €01 38 45 B 1 v RS T 46 2 A R 4%
BEHl2 (Kennedy, 1994). b4k, TGI8 R H 512 BRI AR 1, T4 B8 i o R AR NG, B
N O 2 1 5 5 3 U AT R BR[O A 0] i 8 % IS P B /0N P 7 300 R 170 46 2K R T R ) 4 %
Hl2 (Ambec and Barla, 2006). KU, A B 5 T X LR PR 28 B 52, Ak 78 i &6
AR, A AU T B, RA SO 5% B s K T 805 T B I, Ak
S AP R, X T AN E R A, AT R S A R A T8 B AR
FERRATREA—HE, N T T A 2, A ST DA M A b Al @ S AL 147 4347

i m AR AT IBEAR f ot 74", B HEEA | AR5 30 1 k
AT B A, T A0 S PR AR AR TS B w, TG R A A S S A
b KA A, FEIHFAR T, B H oA

qir = f(ltuwh kt)

BE MmN, H [ BABRIMAARRE. X458 57 3 TN T MBEARN k,
A E G w 2 0 <w <w, FHEA:

of Jow >0, 92f/ow?* < 0. (1)

T Ak FEAS IR 5 G IR IR, DR e e M 2 (75 G HL 295 YA be s 5 T
BRplAs. EBATHEG AT, d T A5 QA bR A E, A Ak 5 A O ok
fH, B w = @. FUEMM oY 1, WIHEAR T 4l i as

= / " (L, Ry,
Hr 8 R ILA T
AT RIS, BUR X Y P R AL B UCHETS 2% 6. SRR, Akt Zitik B R HA 5 G
= wy LA AL B i 3
max /OO BT f (1 we, k) — dwy)dT, 0 < w; <.
¢
H1 B A M A e LS Aol wy < o, RAEFAT (1) A f(,wf k) < f(I, o, k), RIFE

TS0/ T @ I, AEWCHES PR g5 ks RAAN R A= leAs. [, Tk Brgan S
P owy > 0, AT B AR 2R 3 Bl s Y e 11 B,

/ Bf_t(f(l,w},k)—5w})dT</ BT (1, w, k)dT.

R, FRATTA o st
il 1 fEIEMAEART, #5300 7 Mk i A 7= AR, s &SRR A
V2R
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B Ak T OB QR % 58, RIS AP 5K g, HARMERMR 300 1L A k DA
Leilshe w R, BRI IHEAR BAT w43, B,

fw, k) < g(l,w, k).
HHXTFAERGEN Wk w, FrIHHE AR
fl k,w) = g(l,w—blw), k), (2)

Hrp b(w) >0, (2) AGEREFEAREN “TEE, 45 €M FE RS 3 IMBEABN, T EAE
FRAE R R P AR DTG e, BT BOR R 2 -

dg/ow >0, 0*g/ow* < 0. (3)

PE Ak 15 BB B BB BOR e R A i et 2 K T IR T THE B, B BoRARXT
IFHAR B as TS TR B, Aok I $3EAT QUBT SN AIRABEOR, 15 0 4l e vk 3%
SRR B AR AT A7

PAMBUE AETCHETS PIAEE T, BB TR BRI A I T I TR B, B,

/OO Bt g(l,w, k)dr — / BT f(l,w, k)dr < B. (4)
t t
HHEG P AHE YRR AE 6 B AL
/ BT g(l,wh, k) — sw})dr — /Oo BT f(l,wy, k) — dw})dr > B, (5)
t

Horbwy A wh 73 RREBNHEOR N i LT 4. B, Al S AT QU8 BN BLER
TR BOR, RS PO HET 2 251 (5) MR, 32D

/ BT (g(l,wy, k) (5w;)d7'>/ooﬁT_tf(l,w,k)dT. (6)

RIAEWSCHRTS 2% J5 R B HOR A 77 1) SRS 2K T B8 T o fk v B3R B R R A IHBOR A2 7 1
SRR BRI, HR 2 AR EE T AV REAT BB BB, BT BOR BT ok B 2 B 8 57 4 kb
HET5 B Bty R 0 AR I, A 5 Al A i Wi e
TEIRTCRTS, GG S IMBEARBZN, A —WRE~ G N P, w k) = f(l,w, k) —
dw, HRHE (1) A1
§ > f1,(1,0, k)i, w} =0,
folsw, k) <8 < fi,(1,0, k), £, (L, w}, k) =9, (7)
6 < fo(l,w, B, w} =w.
[F B, FEHTHOR T b — A U e G w, k) = g(lw, k) — dw, R4 (3) 715
§ > g, (1,0, k)i, w} =0,
9o (L0, k) <6 < g,,(1,0, k), g, (L, wy, k) =6, (8)
6 < gy (L, k), w) = .
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N THIFRAT TR 43 B HES Bt il B 3 B AT R R o ), DA R BT R R 20 R I R R R
Wi, T RERTE, ALA C = [7 a7 dr, WFEHIHECAR R Al i Sl a6 T 43 5 3R
, =CG(l,w, k) M 7y = CF(l,w, k).

1. HEVS gt Al adh A7 G B 4% 5 (1 52

1) 6 < g, (l,o,k)

BEES, K4 (8) B wi =w, IFH F(l,wi, k) > F(I,w, k), {R48 5% (4) w3

G(l,w*,k) — F(l,w*,k) = G(l,w,k) — F(l,w*,k) < G(l,zb,k:) — F(l,w,k) < B/C. (9)
g f f

BT (9) SOUE &M (5) 7P JE, BB 9% BIAEIS IFAS e A8 (2 2k Mk B B8, AR 4k 4k
K R BARBEAT 4.
2) 6 > g,(I,w, k)
BRI, K (8) A w; < w, WAEZFAE (4) A (5), HETG SRANCAEHE A AT BT HEBE 5%
-
{G(l,w,k:) < B/C + F(l,w,k), (10)

G(l,w:, k) > B/C + F(l,w}, k).

Wy
W (7) 7 F(Lw, k) A F 1wy, k) RN T AV IEEAR £ RS SAERiE 6, 16 f
6 e BT, BT GLws, k) > G(l,w, k), BILEEERTEAR g, BEWIE R % 1F (10). %
TR AT (10) BIFTEAR g, HE5 9% AESREBE AR AL VAT BIFT N DEREGZ IS B H R

g5 b, JAFH T A

R 2 & 4 HHETS T A YRR R 0 (L AR T QT TR, AR A HEYS 9 AR YSCbR v
ANRENE 25 A L B At 2 8 1R QBT U

2. VS et Ak R

1) 6 < g,,(L,w, k)

SR R T A 4k R T TR AR AT AR 7, ARAE AT S, HEVS 2 AR R 200 5 B4
NZsViE NN

2) 6 > gl (I, k)

UEETRHE 2 A1 (6) F1(10), HEVS SRAFYSCEE T+ Al 4 1 ) 2 A4

G(l, @, k) < B/C + F(l,@, k),
G(l,wy, k) > max{f(l,w, k), B/C + F(l,w}, k)}.

? g’

(11)

fE f RS dEmfEn T, BT G(Lws, k) > G, w, k), FIAAERHA g, BEWHE KT
(11). XTI R (11) FEEER g, HEVS PR AEWSCAN L BE B8 f2 45 il 33047 Q18 5\ AIREL
AR, R A I R (IS A R 65 52 AR MRS 9% B ol IR AR B i, B A R A
NAIsYiEss

Zx b, JATA R

R 3 & UMHES PR i BE 8 O T IR R ER T L R e g, AT SR B G
D FA A 58 4 7342 T (0 XUl e T
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i BT, B HES RAEOhR T 0 ISR, X R AL BT A (10) AEAMI A (11)
RIFHAR g WA A, BT 2K RRTER g, B 6 RIFREEE S, W RS E0ZH
BR g ARRF AT (10) AT (11). BEAR, AR AR BURERE AV BEAT 287, XA F
b, FHXYCEETTHE B AIHECR f #FTREA BTN E, MTIFESS 52 HEVS BRACUORAE 6 IS L
T, RO R QU A (10) MEAZRAE (11) MR g ] ef AN IA.

3. PRETRLA R L A Ity R AR R0

TR BCBUR TSR0 A AEWCHRS 9%, AEWhRitE 6 > gl (1w, k), HFTHOR g W2 A 5% A%
(11), BIHEYS 9 AU B RE 6 fi it A BEAT BB 5058, (RIS BE$ e oIk (0 2 A /K -F-. BRI
BUMIEEBUF AN s BT SRAEAE RS 2% )5 25 T Al wb B2, AT ROxt il i) A S5 B Hl 4K 2
o, B,

s=mn-0w, n>0.

A T RAT A SO #h B 5 BTG RS B AR AR, BRI, BURF4S F 4L R BURF A B A1
T AR SEBR IS B, A 24 Tl A HETS 2% SEBRAEHOhR -

' =0—-n5=(1-n)d.

PR R B 240 SR B M T W R HES B S B AR SRR AEAS B A2 BB 26 1 (10) I, A
MR AT BT BN, B IHBORBEAT A7 B, 3R TR L A A7 3 Bl T
(IR B S BRE YSTbR HE  A2 :

6 =1 -n)d < g,(l,wk).

SIS A MV HT R IR v ¥ A 22 v T B AR T HEVS 9 SEBRAEWOhR v, Al 2 ik Frdk Bk H
IHEJ A= HoR. PRk, FRATTA a0 F At

WRE 4 BUFL T AV ISR R 20 o2 AR A 0 52 By eAS, AN AE — 8 F2
- EIS5HES SR 2 Aty SR R AT B BT URh. T 2G AlEh Z QE H BT, G RIEBUAME A BE ST
AR HETT 9 i R i) ARG N, Al ) 55 4 R R B
3 MRRITEHIE
3.1 IFETALHISE R A E

PAFEAR RIS Ak 554 77 ¢ R BOWT Fe b, B0 B30 1 A 2500 B 2 AT 70 1 G .
Porter and Van der Linde (1995) 58 B> FH A5G TR 19 S8 R BRe R i oz 5 75 1
HEFIIR. 1M Ambec et al. (2013) 48 HBCRHR Ui BOZ B ATHE /2 R FH T 2 A0 O A5G A0 | T
HOMA RNy - IR R T H. Isaksson (2005). Driesen (2006) 1 Lanoie et
al. (2011) ZE NHIAEFE RIRER W T A0 KPR TR (A0S B el n] 52 5 JH5 VFn] 45) A
EOAL SRR B A ) L5 B Re g 45 A bty SR QT IBURN, AT 45 Ak 58 22 1) B i i HoR B8 /s
BRI AE A, R, T IR 5 Al 38 4 77 90 SR IR B0 1% AR i T 1T A 2R
B T A
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AR, PR UL S ™ [ B IR 5 R ) B 8 2 2 Mk B GBI B, R G SRS 2 Al
(48 SR B, B BRI IR SO, HEVS B8 A WSCbR #HE VR K I 5 1 2R 358 100 | 50 5
(12t 3 DL Aol s A 25 G sl (WL dm 1), BRIk, FRAFR 2o Hr il HEvs 2 2 5
Xof Al 1 2278 S5 0 A E R

BT T A R RS S A DL e BE SR, AR T & E i R T A 2011-2013
[ o8 E AR AL RS B s, AEIBRTT KA B ISR R A . AFAE TR A R AR A
JBURME RS ARG, Wk 2 FiR, FR 12120 MR FHNS 2RIZE 198.19 Jit.
N T i A HETS 2 5 AL R HEAT X B DL S Al HEVS B X 4208 Sk R, 3R
TR I 3% J5 A HEV S FRFEAR S 2011-2013 Tk AP FE B T ULEE (BARITEC 7 vRiE 2
WSCFEME ), SEMINVLIE T 7577 NEBEEAR, HdHES 9% 5 Al B RT R 1 HE S F I E
9 0.28. N T HEBR I AE R sZR, ARG RAFEALE 1% F1 99% /K- EidE4T Winsorize Z0BE,
FEA AN (R HETS 3% 5 B0 AT FE E A A28 A 0.08. H1 #8200 BL i R 7 qf, AT
BB HETS B B AR, v T B B A HEVS 2 5B RTRE, A5 B ARG A
TERFREA, T A (LR 0.12. S@RE X Eu oM B TR S0 Aol HEVS 25 4k 4278 Gk
HHEBIEMFEW, AT 5 —E =R

BT DL B HT, FRATKE R A IR SOo HEVG B AEWSUbR HE 1R R 8 6T A5 455 R0 1) 54k B 1 728 A g
AT FE, AR H6 P S50 1) 5o A 5 5 77 iR s

* 1 SO, HHSBRIFWAREEEIER
B T EE I [R] VAR L35

L5 2007.7.1 1.26 7o /kg
2R 2008.1.1 1.26 JG/kg
b 2008.7.1 1.26 Ji/kg
AR 2008.7.1 1.26 Ji/kg
WZil 2008.7.10 1.26 JG/kg
| 2009.1.1 1.26 JG/kg
iy 2009.1.1 1.26 7i/kg
= 2009.1.1  0.63 Ji/kg 1.26 Ji/kg
IR 2010.4.1 1.26 Ji/kg
L 2010.8.1 1.26 7t /kg
KA 2010.12.20 1.26 JG/kg
Wi 2012.8.1 1.26 7i/kg
b5 2014.1.1 10 Jt/kg
TH 2014.3.1 1.26 7t /kg
WL 2014.4.1 1.26 7t /kg

3.2 IR EEST SR
N T RS IR IAIE I A 55 S SO FE AR SCEE ST SR HERR T U0 R

ROA,;; = - Reform; ; + 6 - Control; s + a; + v +1p X V¢ + €4t (12)
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* 2 HESBEMAAEESHERMDN

B Winsor  ZIBRFME  WIME  HE ez w&/ME =N
HE5 % (JioT) & 3 12120 198.19  562.27 0.00 2.04x10%
Hevs 2 /BT R 4 3 7548  0.2792  7.3552 —14.57 479.62
Hevs 2 /BT FE = i 7548  0.0785  0.3504 —0.47 2.67
Hevs /BT FE 2 b 5996  0.1185 0.3783 6.74x1078 2.67
HEVs 7% 8N g i 7577 0.0021 0.0038 2.50x107%  0.1215

Hodp, i F ¢ R BT A FAMEFIEAR, p RanATlk; AR S ROA, , NH IR %, FRAM
PATE = US at e g bt bl A B B Sa 4 D1 IEAT BE B o MR LB E BAORE, B0 BT A AT RE S I A
AR [) B AN Bl IS [A] AR 4 PR 28 B AR, an A PR o o VRIS~ SRR [ e 28, i
Py, FRATTRT LR [F] 5 447 A AE 4 1 S B ) — e ph el B 5200, 4 2008 4R 1 R fa AL
TR BIFEM; n, FanAT V] 5 RAONE, T8 428 1) e 5 A0 3 1] 5 2850 1) A2 e I ARATT ] LAFES ] %47
WAEA R AT VIR SE R0 e, U2k 22 T

FEFEHERE A | Reform, , NRBEMBAL R, Roaxan] @ £F40 ¢ 1 SO, HHG PAESbr#E
PRCRIL. WA T @ FIEA M EFE ¢ [ SOy HEVS WAL AR HEREAT 7%, ] Reform, ,
HUE 1, #5025 0.

9T TR F A v AE B W PR 3 s IR il & R AR e, 255 O DGR (B A
THRZR, 2003; F3XHSE, 2012; 55), FATLE Control; , Hakdz ] 1 ] gExF Al £ F 68 7718 B
oM AR B LG AL (Size), WM SSHLHT (Leverage), W55 A (Feost), &8 1S3 &R
(Cash), ARIIEKZE (Growth), AT (Duality), BAEEFE (Fshare). 28 & BARE
% 3 Fw.

#*3 TEEX
A AR B e
Reform SO, HEV5 BRAEUhRE SR A 1, BN~ 0

ROA Bl R 2
EPS i dien

CRDr A TR S 548 BN LA 1 22 A A
Opcost Bl A BN tLE

Size AR LB B AR E

Leverage FRAATE BT HE

ROS BRI

Fcost W45 3% FH 5 8 7 L e

Cash GBI A I A I R AU SRR BT I LA

Growth AFVENVARR R KA
Marketing 4% 2% FH 58PN I HLAH

Duality HEZHHAEE SRR 1, HAbh 0
Fshare BB — KB AR FE R LA
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3.3 BfEa =

RN T HERIR A SO, HEVS RAEOARTHE B 6t £l 55 4 7 152, UER 22 4392 B R AR s Ak
PR A B AL BRI DL N ROZ 5 S IR B A — SR SCH IS RS, 1 3RS AR )R
EE R, BAEI T AR (13) AR (14) PR E T SRR & e, DLy il ab 2R
ZH 2 HE A s 1) AR S RIS TR AR B 5 1R I s . 7E4R R AR (13) Hh:

ROA,; ; = 8 - Reform, ; 4+ ¢ - Control; ; + 6(Control; ; X f(T')) + o + v + 1p X Yt + €it-
(13)

f(T) Foniflalass T = 25K E. ERET, AT AR A& T # 1~3 B
ISR R AAT R, R AR (14)

ROA,; ; = - Reform; ; + 6 - Control; ; + 1(Control; s X v¢) + a; + v +1mp X V¢ + €i. (14)

FERNAHFIRATRA 768 5 Ep W AR 8 2RI 7EATA BIEH, AT bR iR RS
K JZ AT cluster 12 1E.

3.4 MRHEARFEHERIER!

FEEAE T, BT BT AR M 2007 FEFIRE SRR 2006 G HFIBF A SCH AR, mTE 2015
FEFF UG A EVE R EE SO, HEG AR, RILFRATME T 20062014 FHE A iz~ 1L
A SOy mHEBAT Y 7 2 7 (T AREARE E N BRATH SR UERE A, A4 SOy mHEBUT L2
& 2007 HEE % Bt R AT (T BN R T REHESE A M TAE D7 RIIE D) 31 m 1) 5 4x Tk fg
FEAT SO, HERGE 70% e f1. Bk, B B Al LA T KT, A FEA
IRTREBAEBEAT 7 U0 R omk AR 1) BBk ST Al *ST A FFEA; 2) 5 5B A7 76 ™ &
R AFIREAR; 3) kit G bl o (B0 SR S5 S = AR s, AR SO EZLESAR LR 1% M 99% 7K
- FiET T Winsor AbHE. ASCHTE FH 1 A IR & H AR 55 50 4ok Wind £
T F IR B AN B AN 2w IR B S EE Sk 1 2R 2 B

4 SIS RS o
4.1 HER MG

F 4 PR T FEEHAAERRIES . AR S Reform 2T 1 5 39.7%. &
SCHERATTRAAR Y ) B 7 U e ZR A N b se 5 D B S B AR A, ~FRRE, LRSI s N
0.06. ACFEA NS EEA L ROA MK AN HLWE 1 ~ B 3 fis. WFareail, mE 1
FioR, 76 SOy HEVS SRALUChR M R AT 5, AEFEZH AN S IR =) ROA AHXT AR5 I35 B
BRI 22 5. FRATPEAEA 73 i B A A AT JE B A Ao, xF T EAA I E 2 fros, EHRG %
IE AUV - 03 18 %8 7y Ach B 2 A L B = Y ROA, SR T B 75 A BE 41 %448 170 il 82 St HE 5 9%
(%, FHEL SR, A3 AV ROA R IZMWHE &, o THEEA ), w3 Fis,
1E 2007 SEALFRAHES SR IT AR 2 I, S HRA Ak B R ROA A3, SR BEE AL B
R SR R 22 4 1 S HEYS PR R AN 2009 FHF UG AR L ROA MK MR FFES A

YA ST B A A S AR AL 3 2 LR SR AR 1T (ScienceDB) HITI4EIX, DOI: 10.57760/sciencedb.
j00214.00058 F1 CSTR: 31253.11.sciencedb.j00214.00058. #{# FH St Bediifs B, 151 8 51 SCRIEE Hi4b.




H2W Ti A, FRRA: RS A TE S 7y BT R R AL A 335

x4 TWEEAMSRIT

AR MIME  HE hREEE ROME BOKE
Reform 2528 0.397 0.489 0 1

ROA 2528 0.055 0.067 —0.224  0.269
EPS 2528 0.247 0.446  —1.260  1.780
CRDr 1113 0.001 0.010 —0.035 0.034
Opcost 2528 0.822 0.118 0.450 1.083
Size 2528 22.125 1.400 18.291  26.435
Leverage 2528 0.527 0.211 0.067 1.085
ROS 2528 0.041 0.128  —0.694  0.416
Fcost 2528 0.025 0.030 —-0.133  0.078
Cash 2528 —0.003 0.073 —0.235 0.239
Growth 2174 0.191 0.475  —0.472  3.211
Marketing 2441 0.191 0475 —0.472 3.211
Duality 2480 0.159 0.366 0 1

Fshare 2528 0.380 0.160 0.036 0.852

ROA

T T T T T
2006 2008 2010 2012 2014
F14

— mE —---- sRa

E 1 £#AK ROA iEiashxttt

dlbz F. BAR R, SOy HES PR E B S ), AT A AN R A k1 38 5 1k
DU AR AR B s, HXESIRALRE BT ki =, AL PR EA i 5E 4 7A B T RE, Ak
FE A7 AL 0 S
4.2 TEAH IS Al T SRR

A 20072014 4 SO, HET T ALCHR HE B 57 U B IX —HE B AR S2 56, AT AW 22 73
A I8 PSR X Ak FE S T ROREI. IR IR A R UK 5 o, HEMERRAY (12) (1 [81 )T 45
Kok 5 55 (1) VPR, AP BA RS T H Al AT e ol & FIRE S ROA IR, [Fm
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T T T T
2006 2008 2010 2012 2014

3 FEEBU ROA K& witt

P T A [ 58 ORI 2 F] AR E RN, BATR BB RE AR B Reform [ REOFA R,
FEAR AR (13) A (14) HYEIVALE R, FE 7 F ] 7 A RAS A R A a3 s, &
IR AR AL B Reform R EKIRAN R, RYT SO, HEG SALUARAE KIBH 15 52 s 4 FEA
Al S AR SES AT B E S, XS 1 M a R 8 IRIER 5 BAEAR EH
SR, BATMSHERIRIFA SR el 3 4518,

SR, ARIEE 2 FNEL 3 f 4R, A AR E A AR T SO, HHS SAEHChR #E
FAE IR BERT, b TE 4 SR IR R AR B 3. DRI B AT TR SR [E A Ak AR [
A AT 3 FEA A, R R WK 6 s, IRAEH (1)~(3) FIEIAEER, SO, HE5 AL
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&5 SO HHSHIEEN EHARTF NI

£.3 (1) (2) (3)

Reform —0.0035 —0.0018 —0.0020
(0.0065)  (0.0053)  (0.0055)

Control Yes Yes Yes

Year fixed effect Yes Yes Yes

Firm fixed effect Yes Yes Yes

Control xT Yes

Control x T2 Yes

Control x T3 Yes

Controlx Year dummy Yes

Industry dummy x Year dummy Yes Yes Yes

N 2143 2143 2143

R? 0.558 0.574 0.590

& 6 SO, HHSBEEINEG U RIFEF R TS NIHIFM

e A Al E | SESp SRl
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

—0.0148"* —0.0119"* —0.0125"" 0.0211* 0.0231** 0.0210*"

Reform
(0.0063) (0.0057) (0.0057)  (0.0109) (0.0092) (0.0095)

Control Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Firm fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Control xT' Yes Yes
Control x T2 Yes Yes
Control x T® Yes Yes
Control x Year dummy Yes Yes
Industry dummy x Year dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 1310 1310 1310 833 833 833
R? 0.549 0.558 0.592 0.603 0.660 0.688

RS RORER, <. L ARIERR 10%. 5% A 1% MR EMKE, LU & RAER.

WObREERR 42 i Ja, 7 =M N A ki) se g AR 2 TR, DARRBIAY (13) WA 45
BN, FBE U e FF 35 R T 0.01, RBIFRETRNR B T EAG A i R KSE 4 [
AN TE G I R AR . AR AR, W3 6 5 (4)~(6) FIEIESE SRR, £ =Fh
BT AEEA LR sE S I AMERA FEIK, Rm#GER 7 2ZE0RTT. ofF X eg o iEy
T BRI HEV5 U R BUR K HES TR AR SO HE S T B 2 PR S G HEC (Wang and Wheeler,
2000, 2005; FRRAEE, 2019), A AW ARLE L, £ 6 HIRENASERER, AP E, FREERH]F
FERENE S5 Gt b MR 58 4 3R THI XU R THI, 7] 3 — A5 45 SRt g il 3 4243k 1 sk
UESCRE. 53— 771, AHIRI RS R0 AS [F] B A7 i 4 b 1) 56 5 2077 A2 1 8RS 52, X
RS TR Al 58 4 S RS, 52 B Ho A PR 3R R I 2.
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4.3 FREMETE

HH XU EE 22 7302 BEOR A B2 AV AR A BUR ph s T Nz 52 A AL B A — S R AR
BB, N TSRS, RATE ST BRRRE. WIS RnE 7 s,
FATH R MR 24 Reform—1. ReformO~Reform2 & Longrun, 7 737~ A 4H Ak
SO, HFG RARWARHE T BT — 4 55 0~2 fFE R 2 S KM AR &, JRATLAHES 2%
VA A HT— 4 LART A I SRR g BB, 0 SRR 9 R B RG, AL PR 2 AN 2 IR AH A b 5 A AH [ 1 R
BEIGKES, N Reform—1 WIGTERESZA R, 15 WK AN & DU 2 /-G THE R 47
B e, AR, WATRITC L 2 EAA bk 2 4R E A Ak, £ =FEEB8 T Reform—1
FIfti T REEA R 2. [FE, 6 EH L, Reform0-Reform2 & Longrun HIfliit & E#S &
R, T TAEE A Ak, AR B AT RECEREE N IE. R 7 SPAT B 45 RS H
AR S 1.

N1 R EATH R A S50 3T 1 — PR, FATS M Chetty et al. (2009) #1 Ferrara et al.
(2012) RHAEZ EHAL I 7 iR AT 22 R R A6, BoA, S f—FITIRSEAT SO, HEHG T
AV VHE 1 171 52 52 )BT A w0, JRATTAERT RLAFAR BT 2wl FE A AN 5 5 B L A BUAH
AR A R, FRR R A w AR Dy LA B AT B AR e, TR R X AN R E R 1000 K.
T IX 1000 K EHATL, FATIHKA 1000 A Reform HIENAMTHREL WR UL SO, HEHG 2%
FEWSCRR HE R4 v i SE RE 6 Rk JE AT L I 58 4 0, IR AFRAIFER 6 a5 T ffiih Reform
[ REN A% T A B i Reform BB RALE. [FHE, T A I, RAE
# 6 ThTHE Reform M) RESIZALT0 B B ka6 Reform R A IARBALE. X T
FE 2, AR BN iR 22 02 7 SR DG, 2 5 S 8ud FEfE 48 Rl B w1 (Bertrand et al.,

® 7 PTEBRR
EreAdl EAE AEEA e

2kt
(1) (2) (3))
—0.0066 —0.0123 0.0061
Reform—1
(0.0069) (0.0062) (0.0128)
—0.0113"*  —0.0268"** 0.0211**
Reform0
(0.0029) (0.0061) (0.0063)
—0.0027 —0.0193** 0.0340™*
Reform1
(0.0061) (0.0069) (0.0116)
—0.0049 —0.0155™* 0.0252*
Reform?2
(0.0041) (0.0045) (0.0107)
—0.0020 —0.0196" 0.0317**
Longrun
(0.0051) (0.0077) (0.0091)
Control Yes Yes Yes
Year fixed effect Yes Yes Yes
Firm fixed effect Yes Yes Yes
Industry dummy x Year dummy Yes Yes Yes
N 2130 1310 820

R? 0.558 0.550 0.602
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2004). T T FRATAVAES B s 56 b I A X ik 22 T S5 M S8R %, I AELE ¢
o 30 PRk FBE 4 268 i 22 ) R

WATOA AT (13) HIA 045 S 9, B ek 56 0] B (1) Reform FREUME2 5011 Wi ] 4.
K 5 Fion. it EA e R JEEE A, BHARK - Reform HIRE A LTFRZLL 0 N
Ful, BB AR RE 6 25 (2). (5) FIEIEH Reform HIREL, XtFEA M, B 4
HOZ R B S T B A S T Reform BB MRELLE, X THEEA M, Kl 5 o

i 6 % (5) 5 Reform 0 REAH LA T EHATIH Reform R EI i (1 = R A B
4 F(B) BmGIMR R AR, W F(B) (5 1 — F(B)) 4 B = 0 REXNK p 8
(Chetty et al., 2009). fEFATAIAI:H, % T EHA A F(-0.0119) < 0.03, X p < 0.03,
T FAEE A ik, F(0.0231) > 0.99, XA p < 0.01, B SO, HEVS PR AESCbR HE K152 =8 5
BERT T AR A ML AITE S Sy, (H R RS B T B A Ak i B R K P2,

N T X BATR R AR AT R 5%, DUIRTS AR AR 4518, FRAT7E J 5 A7 i
el EAIBR SO MBS KAT WA NREAR LLEAT RIS, FRAVIRIE FA L LRY 3 2008 45 6 H
RATH LT A B IRAZ AT WL 2 A B AL 300 T FU€ (1 85 AT WOE B S AE AL, 3198 1
SO, HF5 PRAEWARAE A B 1 ZEFE M SO, B, X T oAy 5 35 G A b (1 52 1 AH O A B,
D] T A 8 28 o HAth, 2 35 AT b AR b PR 5 4 g B 3 REAZ AR A R FRATTI AR S0 45 R an sk 8
B, BATRIN T E G AR EA i, Joie @& S fE R 2 ¥ R AR Y SRR
Reform MRS AR E. X — IR K SO, HEG PAEUSThRHE 1 B0 A5 52 A %
SOy FHERUT ARV 52 4 777 A 2 2 5o, Sk FoAth s G A7 M S A R, AT iE— 25 3¢
FEERATT BRI 45 1

BEAh, FATH AL B IS 2 R AR AR B e B I 28 EPS Fiabn BB HEAT R IR, a3k 9 P
N, MR 25 A Al (A BRI >R 1 3 B B s, i AR A Aol B W R A4
BT RERE. R 9 IR BRI SRR R 4 8.

AT SCHIRATRLES T SO, HEG FRAEWOhR HESE i xt Al 56 5 7 (R4, SR 17 3L i v A 30 4

Al FEHR
< o
< g1
g8
[ a1
o ot
# #
L3 B S
S
=
) ° I~
-A(‘)Z -,615 -.61 -AO‘OS 0 .ObS A(‘)l .0‘] 5 AO‘Z —,63 —.62 —.61 0 .6] .dZ ,d3
Reform& Reform% 2
_____ B IR REBLE 5 7 (kernel) ESDH —-———- BRRRRBBLES M (kernel) EXDH
kernel = epanechnikov, bandwidth = 0.0013 kernel = epancchnikov, bandwidth = 0.0018
B4 BEMEBARBEESFTE—EFRW E 5 BEREEABBERIHE EEF A

2R (1) YRR (3) MRSt SRR (2) MRKREs it
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x 8 EIFRITWHHIFRINKS SO, HIMITIUHIIEIEER

R A Al JEEA il
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
0.0086 0.0082 0.0066  —0.0036 —0.0024 —0.0009
Reform
(0.0063) (0.0075) (0.0084) (0.0082) (0.0084) (0.0082)
Control Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Firm fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Control xT Yes Yes
Control x T2 Yes Yes
Control x T3 Yes Yes
Control X Year dummy Yes Yes
Industry dummy x Year dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 993 993 993 1299 1299 1299
R? 0.810 0.821 0.832 0.661 0.676 0.685
&9 HSHRESMEARUKIFER RIS IS EPS
R A Al AEE A 1k
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
Reform —0.1068"** —0.0809** —0.0901** 0.0935" 0.1078** 0.1062*
(0.0404) (0.0412) (0.0409)  (0.0537) (0.0529) (0.0558)
Control Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Firm fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Control xT Yes Yes
Control x T? Yes Yes
Control x T3 Yes Yes
Control x Year dummy Yes Yes
Industry dummy x Year dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 1310 1310 1310 833 833 833
R? 0.571 0.584 0.601 0.629 0.663 0.697

EHiAR SHF AR AR, PRI R A& 1A 57 S2bs LT R 1S
bR, WidEHIH PR E AR T AR ENREZ R T SO, HEVG Tebs i AR phd, i
ATREXT AT IR A S5 18 72 4k — e B s M. ik, AT E B 750 i 45F & (CNRDS) #
L7 EHARMNSERAREE, KIBEHEE ET AR SHITE 72 EE R —A 0,
DA R BEA FVENMVISON G 5 0 55 R = Hgh N 95% A B A BIREAR, ) FH i 4 = 37
BT AR, FRATMAE LRSS Rk 10 Fion, BikeA R G ERFEARRN 39% Afi, SRk
TR S5 1 AR SR o, BIHEYS SR EWSObs vk (13 i s AR 1 AR A b i 2 R BE ), [R] B
FAAR T AT Aol s 8 R 7K
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& 10 SO, HESHEEMNERMIEEF I TSI EZERGFAANMXESR

R EA Ak JEE A Ak
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Reform —0.0135" —0.0193"* —0.0196"* 0.0248™* 0.0247** 0.0302***

(0.0079)  (0.0073) (0.0053)  (0.0090) (0.0080) (0.0058)
Control Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Firm fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Control xT Yes Yes
Control x T2 Yes Yes
Control x T3 Yes Yes
Control x Year dummy Yes Yes
Industry dummy x Year dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 532 532 532 307 307 307
R? 0.574 0.641 0.655 0.581 0.672 0.711

4.4 FEMRLIE

4% Angrist and Pischke (2008), fif 221548 H I OCBEAT $2 200 2 AT 2 B E0E, BPALTE
HAERAFHZF PGS, HERER1ZS SR BE S0 2 fas. REERE
SPAT BB T, 4 e S AT 5 1E, HES AT W R % B2 B 1
B (RIS gEs), AIMHE S H P AL B AR, 23R A R 5 St X A7 A0 I [A) R SR ¢ R N, Ak
PR (P B MR v] e FHANBEHL, TR FAT &8 E 72 AR B, 76 B ARSEE8 T, AbFRZH (1) 4%
T R BEHL A BC, W] DAGZ A 77 T FFE A, SR IX — PR AR SR AR AE I S rh A A 3 DA 2. 7 SO
BB IR EE 5 SOy HEG SRR ESR 7] BEAFAE — 58 I S Inl R SR G &, 1T
AR AT RS AT AR e A8 M. DRI, 9 1 G2 T REAFAE B P9 A A2 0] RO A SR 4518
4, FRATTE T AR TAE:

1) % EeA 56 Ab B A AN 2 R ZH A8t i AEHES T B AT R R ) 2 5. BEEISE
SO, HEVG P AEKbRE (I H2 =1 mT BE 52 210 5E X A A B RIRE F1 52 m, FATT Ch [ Tk 45 4t
THEEY FHE T BB A SOy mHEBAT LI 5515 2., FHR R S A A B8 F= 5ot &
BB AT 2R RE 14808, ST ACE RIS 2048 Oy BE AT LA 56, A6 25 sk 11 A
R ESG, AT VAAEAMSBAE D & 11 AERAMSRETLERRF MRS
FHRAT W AE R T LR TT 2006 F B AR wftbeEs 4 Z|A 25 R

71, BATRIAL B S RA B AR 2006 0.0347  0.0346  0.0001  0.0095
TN EFIRE SR BB ER. ZES 2007 0.0500 0.0346  0.0154  0.0176
SO, HEVS B AL obr il 4R i e B b Fi gy 2008 0.0625  0.0558  0.0067  0.0097
B2 RE LI, PRI A e 200 OO0 00e B
FHELA A D HMRAT L ERIGE I 5 S ), 0:0283 0:0598 —6.0316 0:0254
ﬁﬁéﬂfé\ﬁj\lﬁﬁfw‘[ﬁlﬁ, 2008 A 22 E 2014 0.0332 0.0424 —0.0093 0.0098

b L ZRAT P S DU AN 4 AT AR N,
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AR X VYA AHRAT VAR 2007 SR BRI RE 70 5 2 I T 48 0y EAT X B BRAE T T
TEOLANER 11 s, FRATTIRIRE A 304 22 20 RN 2 HR 448 0y A R A7 M 1R 28 R 8 0 78 e A — 41 I
BHEEER.

2) BRI R 3 S LI Al 45, Li et al. (2016) 7ETHIA 48 B B0 KL AL
AT BEAFAE — € WAEVERIEOL R, il f il doe i Rk Fe AL & (BCERT A RE) LS
LAk I} [A] & 34 ) A2 e T, DA% i 2 AN 2 HR A6 2P AT a3 €. S/ Li et al. (2016) 1Y
WHFE, JATE XS 5 &A1 SO, HEG FRAEWCR R BRI R BEAT IR . 2007 4F [F 55 ¢ 2
RGBS SO HFG P AR bR SR 1) H RS2 56 Bk B B slE 5w, 10 ek &
PETTAETT 20 RIS ZER “A— T WIE SO, HEMUE S 10%. KL, SO, FARHUE K FH T
A SO, FAREREE (5 Tkl EREUE) #A T REXS %4 0 SO HEG P AR B 77 A2
SO, AL, HEG PR SObR A AT BEXT i T 22 ok — 8 B R g2 e, R 7 GDP K
A A B X HETG PR AR B = PSR A R

HIK, 7% Li et al. (2016) [0, FRATERNA P ER T 6]k = A2 & (A 0

SR R R AE U R (2006 4F) AR Al M e 5 ARSI [ 35 (1 22 e kAT #f1). FRATTIY
K4 SRR 12 PR, Factors Ron &4 43 SEHt SOo HEFS P AEWSUR 1 14 48 ROV 2 52 i R 3K
45 2006 F&E 1 GDP HK R, SO, A K. Tk SO, HissmE UL &A1 E T
BRI ST (RN GRS B 7). FRATR I, AE45 I SO 52 DR 35 B L 5 R 2 It ) 34 1) 22 e
UG, FATTHR B S5 R HRIR AR .

3) ZHEZERLR. R BRI, FRAT I FREDIR AL . 25 AR ARG LA KA XA ARl
FRIRE 3 Bl s SR IS M HEAT 1 4], SR AT P R A 6 A bt X2 T PR SR 222 5% 452 TR 3 () I
X HEVG 2 SRR ARV A R e 7 AR R, AT AT T RO &5 98 7 AR . PRk, 12 %
Moser and Voena (2012) B, KM =H 250517705 F DUg g, FRATN R H At 0 X JE 1H
VIR SR RN 20 5 IR 3R 2 [ B 0l 4 X PN JH At B35 AT b Al AR 2 0 e a3 G A =5 ATl
Al = E 2y, FRATTRE N Lt R IS 2 AR WSO HE 2 =k Al 8 R i 07 1R s e U HH R
FAT = H 2253 [ AR Dy

ROA,;, = - Reform; ; + X - Reform,; , x HP; 4+ 4 - Control; ;, + a; + v +1p X v + €11
(15)

1ER 8, BATRINHES T Sxd Fopth B v P I sgma A B35, 7Rk, FRATH T
SO, mHEBUT LA & HP,, W AME T4 SO, M7k, HP, BUEA 1, 75 H
BN 0. BOMRFEAS & Reform, , x HP; A Reform;, 5 HP; KA, HAhAr & 53 kA
(1) —2 BT RS T AR E R o+ 03 T T8 RURE e BASAT [ 5E 2808
S A4 [E] 78 RUBL R AS TR I m,, % oy, BRIULIA FEXT HP, HP; 5440 M7 AR 5122 e 1 J2 HP,
PN & Treat; MAHBIATHER]. 15K 13 Prox, ZEZ R gs Rk — 23
FRRATHR A 4518
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* 12 HisHEENARMRENTZSIEMN

e ES AP St IIF

258 A Al JEEA ik
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
—0.0148"* —0.0188*** —0.0185"** 0.0211*** 0.0185"* 0.0213**
Reform
(0.0034) (0.0035) (0.0040) (0.0031) (0.0047) (0.0060)
Control Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Firm fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Control xT Yes Yes
Control x T2 Yes Yes
Control x T3 Yes Yes
Control x Year dummy Yes Yes
Industry dummy X Year dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 1310 1310 1310 833 833 833
R? 0.549 0.559 0.562 0.603 0.619 0.629
* 13 ZEEHRE
25 A il AL E A Al
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
—0.0209"** —0.0175"* —0.0177** 0.0232*** 0.0203** 0.0196™*
Reform x HP
(0.0068) (0.0077) (0.0086)  (0.0079) (0.0080) (0.0076)
Reform 0.0064 0.0—.0014
(0.0058) (0.0059) (0.0066)  (0.0067) (0.0066) (0.0066)
Control Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Firm fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Control xT Yes Yes
Control x T2 Yes Yes
Control x T°® Yes Yes
Control x Year dummy Yes Yes
Industry dummy x Year dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 2303 2303 2303 2132 2132 2132
R? 0.711 0.716 0.728 0.640 0.656 0.662

5 Al EMERIHIER L) R S IR A B0 B

5.1 el ERE AR 2 R E)

TR AR [R)HET S B A WSO v A 0 B2 v, L b AT A il Dy ] e R B R AR A B
ZEIR T H B BT AT REVE AR, — 2 AT AT TS R RO PR SRR, JE T B A
RE 1T R, T AR A fbolk R 58 450 T 34T 7™ M IR B R 0 5 4+ 0 e il 59, M iEes B &

FANRETRTT. 2 A A7 AE PR BRI 1) 44 1]

HHTH E S5 RA CEAETT M

HEEAG AT AR Z e BERE (RIER AT 2, 2015), BAREA LA R E A 4k



344 THEATFIR E¥E

FE[F—AN T N 565+, (H ZF AL BHIEIRIAE 71 ) B PR ) EAFAE O 2 7 (Liang et al.,
2012; #7E4E, 2015). fEHE, BEE M SBFAE SEERNEZEVIER, FRARBERITES
GFBUE . Mool S BCRPE AR (R E k2R 22 B TG 7 i e, 2014). TBUM B
T A R 4 A A BT 3 ) T R AR A DR 55 DR I DA, FE A T U UG 46 T 3 S A,
TR T Ak I TR R 2R (BB AN 2= 4, 2004). ARIE PR U, BEARIA BRI &4
AP R KNG 71, IR AN BB, (HAEAE B AR AN A O, B
IFANAFAS Ay AT A b DRI 5 1 170 364 00 B BeAS 28 FH 47 5, AT I SR 240 R e o iy >k 1 3485
I ZI R AL, IEAh, FEBUGE FHRARZRIRS] T (%%, 2007), BT B, f&
FF GDP K. BRI R AR 4m A H 1), #05 BURF A 20 B A Al ix —E R&E 5
HIR R 2 IR G R IR, A A VAR AR PR R R 2 RIS, BB 1) 25 Al R 1) 61
B2 52 2155, B2 T B8 5T HL T E DLE I A F kM ME ROV SR 5 4 ), BT
IREE R By A BRI AR T B ) S 4 18 32 A i s e DAL T XS A (] PR SRR
A AN AR EA kA 2 = AR R AT N, T BRI A 58 4 77 1R 52 e £ AN [ i o)
Al b= A 2

SR, BE—Fh ol Be R S O SCUERF FEASRE. 3T B A Ak E A Al 28 3R 58 A )
J1RE B2 S, B T rp [ Al 2 GO (1 SR AR FUAE 2510 AR A — 2, BVAH b At 4
b, B A AT T AR IR L] (Wang et al., 2003; Wang and Wheeler, 2005;
Maung et al., 2016). T EA I EFREEHH L BEA WA EE ) (Wang et al., 2003), &
SR bE At A, A Al B A B S 75 JeHE R (Wang and Wheeler, 2003; Wang and Jin,
2007; Jiang et al., 2014), {H2EHG L H G E D FHET % (Maung et al., 2016). A,
Wang et al. (2003) J& T [E AV 2 BB, DAY S BREan (1) FF5 2 5 44 B 5 bR 1 B
SR HETS 2 ) LU AR I HETS SR AR T B, I B Ak B A AR B HETS SRAEU . Ak,
Wang and Wheeler (2005) T [l i\l 2 24 808 30 AT B 7, IR T3 B A7 K005 4
(AR BA Mk brgan i HES 2 w28 TR E A k.

YT DAL B SR T R E AR, i L A AT T D T B PR SR R A
(Rl G AR I E) HABWE LG —BEARE. BRIk, AT A 17 Tk Ahis Ge Rk
W5, I 5 B K E s A 2 Tl AP s R AT UL, #3E 2011-2013 4FFE Al Z T
(HES PR I EE e br CPLES, BRI Al 2 20 Fog R 46 A Al A E B 4lk AE
HEG AR TR B R AR [ENEA R A

CPLE;; = 8- SOE; + ¢ - Control; ; + v + 1, +5; + €i, (16)

Horp, A2 & CPLE,, RonflHs AL B, S5 T Al Sebr R S ks 3 B¢, SeHs 2t
AEWSChR HETH L NGRS B B, EUAE. b SRBR TR S ARG 9% Ef, SR T E XE
AR ARG PR P RS BT BB AR SO T SR R HES B B, TRAR
P Al 55 e SEBRHE R AN S HETS SRS v TSRS

SHF 2010 4= LART R A D EUE tr R ORES T 145 B T 1B 5K AU B A b HES 2, T BRATTSR A Tolk A
MR RN Tolk Ak is e HE s SRR E 2013 4, H 2010 F Tl BdE i &5 2, Kk 2011-2013
AR TRATRR SR AE AR X 8]
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T UL IR, 508 I TEHET S 2R B s S AT T TS R bR HE UM AR AR B
BEAEUSCARAE, 1T Al 75 S HE O T0 1 J W7 Al 2 75 A7 A8 R PR HE, TR e 2 A 2 3k
FEAP AT T ARG 03 IREAS. RTINS, B35 K HE NI 1T 75 7K 5 A A B 5 e, I M 5 24
5 7K AL ER 9 1 AV AS T3 B PS5 a5 K HES B, i ol A5 G HE O T0 1 U Al 2 75
JEZSAE, R R AR TS HS 9% 5 a5 2 GHEE) RERT 90% Wk ieA gt
FTIEFE. FRATIBR T A8 S B s (8 DA SO EEELAR TR 1% 1 99% /KF F45 AL

A Al AN B A Al S SR AR ) FE 2 A e 5 RNk 14 Fow, 28 (1) B A
AR BRI EAZE R, 25 (2) FINEAR (16) RIS E. RATRI, Lk EEHhEE,
A A HES T AR ) RS B R TR E A k. £ 14 ET 2 BRI R4 BRI,
AMURAETRE FHA, FEAR ST FEREAR AR, A AR SR B AT T 558 B Aa R B, 45 1)
FEAEHES AR AR b AL, AR O A SIE R TSR AS SRS I6:, FAT 13 A ] LAHERR SR —Ff
T REPEMRRE. 12Nk, FRATE RS AT REVE AR AT A6

A MV PR IR 555 K ) 0 240 SRANAS A B 7 B 1553 925 6 4 DA SR AR (RO BR B 40 571, 2440 DR B 53 A )
T A B FH 36 A, BUR B 258 3 BURF ANl B S B A5 PE A B 4505 A T b k.
Uk, FRA TR 38 I A 56 A MV BRAT A EUR B 5 5 HET S B 2 A1 26 ROk Al 2 TS A (R 5
TR LA 24 AR I BUR 5 — 5 Al S 45 A kTS 9 IE AR SRR, BRATTIUA N
A M AT AE ISR X 240 R ) A

i T T A & BRGS0 L e B R A, FRATTR A [ 5 e A A Al B 5 Tl Al
AR EE 2011-2013 FHHE VU BC B2 B9 ROFE AR BEAT R 0. AT AR [ V4B 28 Dy

Subsidy; ,,, = B - Emifee; ; + § - Control; ; + v + 1 + €14, (17)

® 14 HSBEWHEERKER

B (1) (2)
—0.0057"* —0.0039"*
SOE
(0.0019) (0.0019)
. —0.0017***
Size
(0.0003)
L —0.0020
everage
§ (0.0016)
0.0037**
ROA
(0.0018)
! 0.0017***
employee
oy (0.0004)
Int ¢ 0.9952"** 1.0096***
nterce
P (0.0005) (0.0038)
Year fixed effect No Yes
Industry fixed effect No Yes
Province fixed effect No Yes
N 5229 5107

R? 0.003 0.033
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Horp, BIAZ B AY T — S BEIRAFHIBURN AN Subsidy, .y, FATTEAAA RIS BE Al 3115 f U
A S E N Z L AT IR, FRATT A O AR AR i AV 4 A N SR AN I HEIS 9% Emifee,
[FFE LLHEG 28 5 ED IO Z BEE T IR . ZE[RA Y, 25 EE RN D %18 (2007) F1F o
(2015), FAITE Control; , F¥ i T Mk I Size (& BEr=HUAEME ) WS AL Leverage
(B HfE) . MARET) ROA (B i) MR employee (Ji& REOMEUH), [F 3R
ATAEH] T F] AR E RN o FHAFAR ] 5E RUNE vy, €50 NIRZETA.

BPATHENAZE R 15 Fros. EFEARREIEE R (1), (2) SR, #H5% Emifee
[ RBHAAE 1% KF EEZFNIE, RIS BUR AL —E 8N i RS 2 2 2 1EAH
K, ANVERAN I HETS Pk 22, 0 R SR ARSI BUR AN B il 221X — &5 SRR W Al 1 S A7
FEPREE AR L A ) R ok B A Al AN A A R 25 R AR 15 56 (3). (4) ZIFs.
TATRIXS T B A Ak, FH5 2% Emifee ) REAHN RFEARZ RRIEIG N, JF HAE 5% /K E
BFENIE. R THEEA N, Emifee 1) REGHXT RFEARLE KA/ T2, I HAZREAE
giit AR, F 15 BRI g R YIE P [, EAT A VA S AR PR TR E0 2 0] #3177
FEAEEA A SR FEA R ZE . BAh, TN S50 DLHETS 2 S bn N\ e 25000 A 50 24 58 0 i 4K 240 R
e B, for e 25 R A 5 AT TR A 45 e A — 3

M SO, HEG AW RER R SE =, X B AR MV SR TS 2t 2 75 50 I N RIE$2 =, itk
I, TR A b A AT e DS A S0 1) 2k 240 TR ) R IT R A5 PR PR B U 7 R B P A R RS n . BRLtG, AT
T8 25 G R 2 U BN P RAF PR BT AN R 52 e LGS L REAT AT BG. RE T EREE MG, FR
A3 6F b T2 W) AR W 55 ik S B rh AR I BUR A B RS BT T DR, A TR
35 Al BRI B IR BN M AR AR 3 TR [l VI AR Y 7 J G BR AR Y (12) AR R (13).

* 15 IMEAHRARGE

A h EE N EA A JEEA
(1) (2) (3) (4)
. 0.6995***  0.8940***  1.7310™* 0.4479
Emifee
(0.0959)  (0.3012)  (0.7754)  (0.3464)
0.0177*** 0.0085 0.0185™**
ROA
(0.0033) (0.0271) (0.0031)
0.0016 0.0129* —0.0002
Lgasset
(0.0016) (0.0069) (0.0016)
0.0012 0.0275 —0.0013
Leverage
(0.0027) (0.0179) (0.0026)
1 —0.0000 0.0022 —0.0004
employee
oy (0.0009)  (0.0048)  (0.0008)
0.0051***  —0.0208 —0.2141" 0.0076
Intercept
(0.0003)  (0.0225)  (0.1037)  (0.0222)
Year fixed effect No Yes Yes Yes
Firm fixed effect No Yes Yes Yes
N 4717 4653 602 4051

R? 0.011 0.855 0.811 0.875
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(14) BFEAS L, R RAS B HOy AR B AMIE AL CSubsidy, ., BILAR —SE A5 AM i
NGB EUAR PR AR, JFLLES ¢ + 1 SF BN SR 55 ¢ SR B0 BA SR Ab
Wi E (A 22 B AR PR AN AR AL . AT S B AR 2 80N ReformO~Reform2 /& Longrun,
R L5k 7 —8, FRREEA AN SO, HH5 RALWCARAE I 55 0~2 FFMEAR B K 5
2 R AN A R R A% ) S B h I & I RE ) ROA (BE izt &) AR, AT
[FASE RN 16 Fios, X1 EA ), Reform0 Al Reform1 #3453 A IE, B L kHES 9% 1)
VAR AEE 1 A el B PR EEABIAE R A B R 2 BN, SO, HHS BRAENChRHE B4R = 72 J
S KRR = 1 AL S RS B, oI BTR I B LD R A A, BURXS B AT Al R A B 4
BB ARSI P R T AR DXL, o TR A Al AR PSR i R L A il A, HLERATH Y
AN IR RCE B2 1 ALE). R 16 BRI S5 A — @R B SR RATHIR B 4548, H)
R A7 Ao b A7 A B O I 25 (PR R R 0 SR e, i A (A ol AN B2

& 16 SO, HESHFENEF R MIEEH S IR AMER R0

5 B Ak e E A 1l
B
1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
0.0015*** 0.0013*** 0.0012** —0.0016 —0.0018 —0.0018"
Reform0
(0.0005)  (0.0005) (0.0005) (0.0011) (0.0011) (0.0011)
0.0015** 0.0013** 0.0013** 0.0005 0.0003 0.0000
Reform1
(0.0007)  (0.0006) (0.0006) (0.0008) (0.0006) (0.0007)
—0.0008 —0.0010 —0.0011 -—0.0004 —0.0007 —0.0008
Reform?2
(0.0006)  (0.0006) (0.0007) (0.0009) (0.0010) (0.0010)
0.0005 0.0004 0.0004 —0.0001 —0.0004 —0.0007
Longrun
(0.0006)  (0.0006) (0.0006) (0.0009) (0.0009) (0.0009)
Control Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Firm fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Control xT Yes Yes
Control x T2 Yes Yes
Control x T2 Yes Yes
Control X Year dummy Yes Yes
Industry dummy x Year dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 1137 1137 1137 656 656 656
R? 0.101 0.126 0.150 0.115 0.154 0.205

5.2 IMEMEHIS Al 63

FH T HET5 F7AE USOhR HE B4 B2 5 5 S0 L A8 AR R HEYS B fO A 0 T 7 S A 3 s i kTS
%, I Ea b SR AHHEED. SR, BT BRI R L SR A7 e, BT Ak b A6 HEVS 9% 38
T3 0 A BURF I B ) 2 76 — i R P b 0 ) R S58 RL 1) r s ok PR G Bl AT o i P G 37
BNFEA AN DRI, R 0 AT A Ao A 36 PR A 1) P G 7 R A [ A Ak A A il
(1) 22 725K 285 5 A Ml PRI 10 1) 00 240 RO A 5 100 1) 1 397 2050 1)
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ALK ARG BB (12) F4R RS (13). (14) BT TE, BTAS IR 2 304 1k R AR
B WO K% E AR AT CRDr; 4. 2% Chen (2008). Gentry and Shen (2013) 1 &
55 (2014), AR —FERER SO S BRI IERROIACE B, JEUSE ¢ + 1 ERTA
WS ¢ SERIIRCE L) ZE BRI R % AR AR, TR FEAS B0 PR S8 M ) ALk B8 i 3
SR, 2% 5 (2014) 7257 50148 B RLAl_ B Ines & % % (Marketing) FIHH & 154
R (ROS). kI 45 R R 17 Frax, AR IS AR 4520 5 10 it () 52 mi, FA S5 Rl )
BT RUNAE E A AV ATEE B Aol E R BUERSRAN F R 5 5. X T A AE PR BRI ) B 4 AR
FEA ok, Ik 17 26 (1)~(3) FUFR, A =R T S AR A2 & Reform (R EHIA R,
KW SO, HEG PAEYSUARE (1) B A5 B2 50 058 0T ARl i 6 3 i zh oy R . 25 s e oot T3k
A, TR 17 55 (4)~(6) FI PR, PREERLHI AR A AR5 825 Q08808 Reform ) F AT
BENIE, I H W REBAERE B KT EA . 2 17 Bk gl RAVEE P 5510
T SERES 45 Al s R AHT RN, fie 2l il (B AMEE R RS TH Ak B 58 5+ 7, [RIIN 2 B 4l
TP SE A A1) 0 240 TR i e — S R 2 L Aot 1 PR R ) BB Ul 3 Bl 0 BT TG 3 R
A ISR T A3 ) 2 s, AT N am il 2 $ 4t 1 A IiE .

BExE 17 MRS R, FATERER HAl 55 QAT AL AT ARSI R 18
Pos. WATRICBEAEREAL & Reform IR KR 7 AEAREA Ml AEA h BAERIY (12) T4
10% _Lmgfioe 2, AR T AA R, HAESE Ebi@in T2, Wk SO, HH5 3L
Wb AE B 4, 0 T oA 55 BeAT b ARV BTS2 m [ R R R AT TR, 3R 18 kIR 45 SRt
BE— 2B SRR RATTH IR I 4518

N T RS G AT 15 0 Al A SR, FRATT R AR R S (el VA R R X B 22 7095
BEATAE G, JFHs AR B B el e M A (5 B S EE Opcost, . kg Rk 19 fros, Al
RO A AR, BTG R R E AL A AT 15 G 38, T2 2 5 m 1 Al i B A
R85 R—T7H AT A 1 3R 7 R I0UEHE, 53— J7 AR T oA A PR  EA

= 17 SO, HHSHIFENEG W MIEE G W EFERHIF

2 A Al LA flk
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

—0.0005  0.0008 0.0001  0.0063*** 0.0085*** 0.0106™*
Reform

(0.0017) (0.0019) (0.0027) (0.0013)  (0.0031) (0.0042)
Control Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Firm fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Control xT Yes Yes
Control x T2 Yes Yes
Control x T3 Yes Yes
Control x Year dummy Yes Yes
Industry dummy x Year dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 586 586 586 518 518 518

R? 0.301 0.337 0.392 0.349 0.404 0.437
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& 18 SO, HHSTRIFEXAMESRTIEFEUFIEE G R FEHIFE

R A Al JEEA il
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

0.0004 —0.0021 —0.0030  0.0029 0.0012 0.0024
Reform

(0.0029) (0.0027) (0.0022) (0.0035) (0.0022) (0.0034)
Control Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Firm fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Control xT Yes Yes
Control x T2 Yes Yes
Control x T3 Yes Yes
Control X Year dummy Yes Yes
Industry dummy x Year dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 542 542 542 788 788 788
R? 0.197 0.315 0.405 0.291 0.319 0.359

& 19 HSHRERSYERRWRIEEREIE WA
HE A Al LA Al
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Reform 0.0212***  0.0199*** 0.0208*** —0.0095 —0.0186 —0.0172

(0.0067)  (0.0069)  (0.0069) (0.0124) (0.0124) (0.0120)
Control Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Firm fixed effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Control xT Yes Yes
Control x T? Yes Yes
Control x T3 Yes Yes
Control x Year dummy Yes Yes
Industry dummy x Year dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 1310 1310 1310 833 833 833
R? 0.796 0.805 0.812 0.845 0.860 0.866

ANV SE S 7 T R . SRR AR EAT Aok, B TR 4 ol ok 1A
RUNE, BRI AT P i 78 v i il 1 R B 18] 2 AR 1 Ak R RRAR, e 8 Al (8
FRAAMESA IS BT, B8 Reform KRS T EIFARE.

24 DL B DG IR A 2R, 2 A A7 LR AR i R L0 AU, PRI A 28 Al e SR ) B3T3
it 2 W 55, B 2T B SRR R DR (0 RS I o 4 A, g Al (R SE 4 s R S T
SO, X By e 4 3R At 172U IESR.
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6 ZHit

TE % T B A 00 [, PRS0 1) f 755 S T A B R RN 8 57 R (%) 0 Jmy T B A B () L5
B ET R R, A SO T IR SR TR SEELY S e A AL e G PR T X
— XU R TR T B SCRE, [R) ) A IR BSR40 20 SR AE — i R T b 2o PR B ) S X —
XU S TH = A BB A B 20072014 SE[A]3053 44 4 SE it (1) SOo HEVS SR AR SR 1 F A5 1
X — i HARLEG, AT E SO, mHEATIL BT AR NFEA, 5% 7 v B A5 R ) 5
AN FES TR, BRI AL K S5 IR BRAE 7 SR SCRE. ERSE R 0 0 s e {8 AL 4y
JR A AR 77 B B U5 T35 Gedz il Wt il (6 28 R B s SR I TEAS R o 1 A 35 0 1
(160 0 5 [ s A A 8 A 3 i Ml () 0 3 4% 3, A i 3 B 3 AT B /R N A ARG < Jl AR B AR HR T 58
/7.

ARSI T 45 SO A A L BUR R S 0, T T A B A TR R 6% SLEL A
B ARG R Al 5 5 7 T XU T, ESURF % 5 22 R R BT 3740 B SR S5 R ) T L AT 34 855
BEL RIS, ROZAP e EHEG % (AEER) IMAESCRI A BAR &R, s AE SR I B 0%, LR R
FEHEG T (M5B ARG R RIS R I K R B AR . R, FE SR SR
il PR [T ENF, IBURF L% 58 B RO AR5 AL (T BURF AR B, R AR FREEANIG, B AZ 5 1T B A AR AL
1) A TG G, A S5 00 1) 2 240 SR i) 83056 A 5 R ) 5 o R SR AR s e 51 o) PR B U R R, %
DA Ji5 22 (1 T 2R T 4 AT Y 3 0037 S sHE B Al i AER: F S AT AU e T 2K
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