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*1 HESEAKREEREHSIT
Ay 1994 1998 1999 2000 2003 2004 2013
ST o R (A H) 1603 8733 11650 1.6 5 298K 34277 1045
BRI T (P ESSRBRsIT ) -

I v [ g A B X DX T RE A AT 5T, [ P 22 ik ZE 4 (2007) 12 1988—
2001 4448 e i AECR A BLA I R BRI At St A S A A B B IE [ G &R o 7K
K (2012) #5054 102 i FEREFSOR S8 308 D00 28 o — by DX (18] 7= Hh 38 1 Bk, & BRAC
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(2010) & T SCAY FE Ak 15 i 2 150 Xk [X dmk 22 5 B9 77 A 14 T 1) g MR IO o 25380 L 2R
(2012) W12 5% 1 T2 IS S8 0) Tl 35 Ml Al A7 G2 PR SR, i 300 v A B A 38 T LA
B WA AP AS . K S (2012) TE5E T FERE BT 45 [ 1014 AR S Ze e
FERSEMR o T A5 (2014) 157 & IR AR B0 AUBORIF FRCR T TFP AFA7EIE M) “%%
ARBLN” H U O o BRI, [R]85 PN RS [ A T B L S A Rt I R AN
AP LA v A A OB v T B AR IS o ] PN SRR B AIF S 0 AN b 42
U AR B 25 58 i U I R X 0 R SR I

X p AN 224 (2014) B YA A 1 B i s 548 1997—2008 4 iyl 2 [ 4
BN ELAR 2 5 052, FH 3593 B A o0 T 5L AR 28 FE R REAFAE A PN A 1 (] A At ]
RIS T EL o 28 A A S ) I 1) 52 o SR, Faber (2014) WA A E 1998—
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X P /N BT S 2 00 A o PISCAEAEAS R 2538 o H AN R (e 1 B 1 L
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WJT T, Redding FI Turner (2014) HE37. 1 — M 5 204 XA 25 (8] — R A AR R, 2% HE R
vt 3 i AR TN G BE AT BUAS () A28 P ST R X8 % L e | B 5 AN 1 23 R 43 A
BOSZM , FR25 T SEUERE IS A TN AR 7R, Faber (2014) 3£ Helpman Fil Krugman (1985)
()85 [ 22 [R5 TR R I sl RS TR | 25 2% 1 — ™ [ 58 PR A A2 38 AR A el 22 i J2 i 52
M) 28 55 AT ), A B0 55 Sk T 3 s s I e 4 38 RO T s 2 30 e A L T 3 3500 7 A
R Tl {34 . Donaldson (2015) JUIJ 58 7 R ik 3 B B2 4K B R 1 g Bl 75 5,
ST A ZHIXAELE R i B2 T H5R ) AR R TE I — I AR | A5 R B R 2 XA
¥ B2 Gy WA LL B A S A A8 A 5 ) T

[ M SEUE SCRR AT AR 78 R TN B TR0 W T 28 55 AT BB AR 152 ) b, s
T B B 3238 1 A X 28 B AT RE S A RE N - 15, R A S R O T N
KB IX AL . Baum-Snow (2007) 75 %% 3 5] {3023 B A GO0 IH IR T A6 X AR A s i, Sdad 1
SRR T SR ) R A B, R iR AR A S S 8o o mT A D
FLEE MREZY 8% . Baum-Snow (2012) E— % %E 1990—2010 4[] [ fr) fm sk 2 e i 152
X EE XA T AE X T HI520 , 1962 4F 17 s 4k A T B AR s BB, R ek
ISBEER I I — 4 S FEO T O N TREZY 5% , H RIS A B4 - 232 26%
AR VAL A% B Gk o Garcia-Lopez 45 (2013) &L, 78 1991—2011 4F[E] P4 PEF
O T AR I — 45 E s AN I N T R BEZ) 5% o LR, 30T % A e 3 2 S i) N 1T FR) il
b 55 14T . Duranton 1 Turner (2012) 157 3¢ ES T 7E 1984—2004 4F[RIRIV F44
1o, A BUAEIX 4 [ 35 T PN 0 ) v A B B AR R i 10% 2 S 3ol G hn 2y
1.5% o [AIESE, At Tk 2 B T 5 00 30 IR T i 422 90 v A B B AR SO sl A 1
FH . PRLIHAS: R 250 v A B Al 15 2 R T ) el 3984 T AS 7 B2 3 i =z [l il 7
5341 . Duranton 55 (2013) #F— 5 R T =22 18] 52 ) A BCR At 1 3 2 6 B2 2 1
SN, & PSR T 2 (B 20l B AR i b 1 SRR B e Sy 1.4% £ 1.7%
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(ARG AR i, T 3 i 1 B T X A il L PRI | bt ™ D R A8 3 At & 2 Bl Ay 2
TE )52 o Ko g T 6 2 3 T A AR 2 FRC 3T, Chandra AT Thompson & B T
IR, PRI A AT T AN B AE FH o 2 6 A A o i T 28 U 1 KV AR S AR
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AN, I8 45 SCHRIE 58 B A 15 il 2 15 X 55 52 ) o R4 7 1T, Donaldson
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K%, 5 Chandra 1 Thompson (2000) 5 53 [ 14 =y 3 A BEWFFE A XTI o EA b, AR SCHiF
T AN BT bR 2o B 2 AMHAS ELIX AR, 158 T R 2P R AV P4 B
BN, X AE [ AR SCHR FR R A DT e i = SEUFRIE 1
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Hor, L, 5 e NEAE ¢ AERYE RA PR EME GDP FIAYY GDP RS EE. o,
i, x, i H e A R A2 4k B T REXT W R A SR Y RAE , A FE T A
Wy, h— RV BRI AR B, FIRAE A R 4>EL iy [ g 0y, e A~ 2R AT
DA 3 | SRR o A, WA RO Y WEAS 5, SR A5 DT e 4E 40y [ o 800, b
AT RE X6 J 1 0 A S ) ) v SR BB 7 LB o e Ah , — SRS RSO F 48 AR 53 1)
[#6] 7 R AE AL T BE X R BR A 7 A 5o, JEASE RS 148 0 R0 03 (14 38 S [ 7 75
province, xJ, BPfiit:

L,=0,+PD,+0X,+7y, +A +¢&,+ province, * A, + €, ()

A B B —E ARREALTE . 5, BB PO Y 3 | SR SRR
23RO i N A R R el o AR LA A v N B SRR | SRR R 0 e i
BUAR , 1o A B S BRI AT R o [RIE , 3k 28 B ARFRIE XS R B 2 0
A —E R, 15t 23 3 N AR o A S A A S B B [ RN, RS X — ]
R, HAR , [ G842 T 25 LB 23 5] ey i 2 B A 2, LA el AN [ 48 3 A
RBUMNH “RHABEST” AR, FBEOR RIS G0 BB B s A AT REE S A 25 5, A
SCAH A 4 A4 A R AEAR 1R 28 S A2 00 province, + A, 45 il 48 BEAF- 07y B i 2 R0, AT
A T RE Y 3t e 722 () S B0 N AR

WAk, B A BT ST WA RE S I s iz HUE % 4 B A . than
SV RIBECEBOG AT, BUN EA S R SE ) 0 E RN IR E DL S H ST
S mE A, #F—P RBOCHE A 2 A WA . 7ESCHR T, F AR GBI T %
(Inconsequential Approach) & Ab FE KL fith % i 22 15 A] BE 7 >k 1) N 2E P . Redding #01
Turner (2014) 45 H LAl Bl B EE F o0 T i HA i E 2B R R BUELA B2 I
7, M P23 3T e — R BT AR A Bl ALk v , A 8 5A1E . Chandra
F1 Thompson (2000) 7EAIF 57 5 [l 15y 28 2 (X5 308 T 00 b 5 mi B 5902 FH 0 7732 , B0 5 %
GBRE R AR PO IRTT o A SCIR SR FH M 7, WA TR o [ S 0 v a2 6 T 146 3 1
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HRGATECAN R B BRI BT XS R TR, DT R A T REAY
PYAEVEIRI KB 5F4E (2014) 118 T H FEI IR T 25 P b )5 UM A 56 SER St e 11
B AN, B 5 B R G e i A R P SRR G LA R T BUM SR Rl e, B
PN — 5 AN K2 AT PSR AW BO% 4 19 3245 T i F B GBI B 5 )
WESUASE S )a, EER A ST BN R A B BEREE Sl E T i T
I U A IR /N ST S M CR AN

SCHR AR TACA 28 55 R R ik B b X T 25 5 1442 T s N I - Faber (2014) 5 Hi i T
R A FRAB B BOR T 1 M, BURF T RE R T SRR S 2 PR 50K I B R | TR [
i v A B AR R B VR SR B DRI Faber (2014) 2R T H S RS ffd ok it 4 2
PRI, A SO AEAS TS 3853, i — 2 he A M ]

(—) BiEskBEF T EH IR LT

AR SC BRI IEAT = A 2 (1) 150 T B IR i (R R B 1) 5 ke D v [l 2
TR BN R FISCHE (RSB RR 2013 4E—2030 4E ) ; (2) BZh B iy 2 Z 328
EHHERE T (KGR ) M (BBGIHEE) o BT (KRG ) 78 2011
ELURAFA A Ak i Ef5 B, B ¢ GDP . 40 7lk GDP DL LB 4
FeAs i 2010—2013 AEFURIE T34 E 31 MEBEOHEL I 5551, 1A, %
BEIHFEYES, A XA GDP MGEHE BIFA—ERFAAE KRBk, 25 83 [ — A~
RS AR TR RS, WA SCR 4 U8 I (CEIC) H g 6 A3 GDP
PIBHEEAT T A4

FRAEG ST AT, AR SCAUREE T 1900 224 BLREAS, BIBR T BT Sl g i IX
MG R . 22 2 GEiT T AN 2004 4E5 2013 ARk 58 Py 1 > 6 4 A B 5 1Rl L8
RIS SC DID Byt BRZH Al H . 7T LB 3, 2004 SEBWNA 163 D BAE R s
FEMZE |, e E S EAEARAE] 10% ; ik 2013 4, &F 851 NEYURAERE
RPN, B AN AR B POK TR S5 RA 82 43% , PR B e R R
TR 6 R 245 7 25

3 RYH OGS B A EHRRGA G X R A G S A R B T LR
FE A PR GDP BRI Ty 4.594, A3 GDP XPBISME N 4.12, — 8B
o TR E B XN Y 3.498 FI 1.88. BEAl, X s/ i34 i B AN @ B sE — 26
TR =L B R, AT DU H A 4 T B TR A R e B, HA—
FEE A 28—kl E A R 290 0.487, sl 413k 1438 ELAs — = L E 2 0.398;
55 =l B E X B RS w4 22 S R B o SR i A Bl B AR = 1) GDP
5\ GDP, — MR G L EDUE T i /A B 45 i By Sl e Prid K iRz, 5
[J s 2 53 | R IS i) DR SR 4 R B o AR BE S5 — 040 25l i BEHLAN, probit BIHTHESE R AETE

@O BT R 250 R K 2 B, S RO SO i A B 285 R A P B Al A7 e T R Y
iR, EIESCR, 2iut—Pihe.
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Bl ARG A, HAES =8 it — Pl i S TS ik v he S A A A 1
A Z iR BAT AR R A

X2 BEAREBEH
Y A i i LB e R i B SRR
2004 163 1690 1853
2005 202 1590 1792
2006 305 1491 1796
2007 326 1614 1940
2008 397 1549 1946
2009 610 1330 1940
2010 702 1243 1945
2011 757 1188 1945
2012 798 1148 1946
2013 851 1099 1950

e B SR IR o R S 0 RO Rl A SCE (R A BHLR] 2013 45—2030 4F ) . BLAh, ASCE Faber
(2014) JESCR — A Z A E FAUL S i B GO, BBk T A g iikiA

®3 LTEMMRRIT

i RURIRED ¥IE i %% I/IME IRME
TR N A G EL (2004 4E—2013 4E)
] RA: 7= BB (Igdp) 4707 4.594 0.889 0.983 9.253
N A 77 BT B (lavgdp) 3848 4.120 4.772 -1.527 12.562
J1§E R (Upop) 5094 3.950 0.622 1.099 5.722
HE—r\l L (ind1) 4514 0.197 0.105 0.003 0.909
B e (ind2) 4514 0.487 0.134 0.041 0.990
= e (ind3) 4514 0.315 0.084 0.006 0.838
2318 E B ARG (linvest) 4751 12.614 0.960 9217 16.426
BRI S (Texpd) 5110 11.798 0.746 8.546 14.612
BB (revi) 5109 10.698 1.109 6.607 14.706
FE A R A B (2004 4E—2013 4F)
B A 77 AR $K (Igdp) 12883 3.498 1.186 -0.823 8.527
N [ A 77 BT B (lavedp) 10502 1.883 3.937 - 1.963 12.648
FEE R (Ipop) 13844 3.298 1.258 - 7.824 5.434
HE—7 VL (ind1) 12748 0.269 0.135 0.006 0.894
7l ELE (ind2) 12748 0.398 0.166 0.020 0.939
=7\l LU (ind3) 12748 0.333 0.100 0.010 0.899
A2 [ E BT ARG (linvest) 12662 11.469 1.245 3.497 15.229
BB Y (lexpd) 13939 11.021 0.931 4.673 14.187
BB (revi) 13934 9.480 1.396 4304 14.463

W Bk (XISEHHAE X 2005—2011) Fil { F B GIHEL 2012—2014)

(Z) SEQKFREENNESEKE
TERBR A WA Z )5, ol A B AR OR AT REAAAE S I RUR R, BT R R
WP a2 0 LT BEE 45 2 w2 b S A I . ASSCHRE Chandra 1 Thompson  (2000)
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A5 VR BSOS, probit [ AN A= PEAG S o ARAE 55 ¢ BL7E ¢ 4R J2 i e K
R ARZ BN (- 1.0-2 5 -3 WIERAEEME GDP B KA, WAL
BT RRAR

Pr(Highway,, =1)= A(ia{. In GDPcJt.] (3)

Hrh P e o BAE « WEBHIEHRERIGHAKE 0~1 B,
InGDP,,_s&#i 5 3 Wi GDP XPEUH. il Kg BH R o, « o, Fl oy 72 BB E R 0, B
AT = S BB R ARSI R DG R o 3R 4 45 RS (3) I R 45 5%, Hodh s
(AN S 3 W GDP [BIHREL, 55 () FIEd A 3 WA GDP [IHZ55%, 4
(3) FBEfu & I5 GDP A& I A3 GDP. 3 4 WJSZIESS R B, Joie E RAE = R
E AR 2 NI B RAE 7 SVE, W5 W R AR B2, BUATEAEFRATT R HE.0 14 i 1 AR
KR, HL L, A BB I A TR R TR IR EL

F 4 BEVLSEL Probit [F)3
() ) ©)

A

Highway Highway Highway

Igdp 1 0.014 0.013
(0.013) (0.020)
Igdp 2 -0.021 -0.028
(0.013) (0.020)

lgdp 3 0.013 0.029
(0.013) (0.020)
lavgdp 1 -0.006 -0.019
(0.025) (0.032)

lavgdp 2 0.000 0.029
(0.025) (0.033)
lavgdp 3 0.028 -0.002
(0.025) (0.033)

el - 4365 1.922" 1.838”
(0.573) (0.803) (0.812)

URIIEEED 10237 7475 7467

e BRI (XIRGEIHELE 2005—2011) 1 (BBGIAEL 2012—2014) o 55 (1) F1FI5E (3) 41y i
ARBEHLER RN, BRFRASEN “BmEE” ) 0~ 1 28, RIE RS EEH T A DX 5. BUFI B
LR —A L L E A FRUEZEIATE county by year AUUKSE FuEfT T EZS, Hidr, T T
FIRTE 10%., 5% 1%KFE T i,

(=) BEABEENEGMHIT ( Event Study ) FART EI#EHE
DID ik A —EEMRE (Card 1 Krueger, 2000) , RPi 2H F S5 50 40 A4 A
FHIF AR L% 4, (Common Trend Assumption) o 2% J& 5 32 8 3 — =544 1 0 B
ZH AN T 4 AT REAEAE AN TR AR fh ka3, 4 Autor 55 (2007) BY 73, AR SCA BT
TN T Z R g WIRITFE 2 5 ) m 5 DID B8, InF .
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q m
LL‘I = a() + yc + ﬂ't + Zﬂ*TDc,rf‘r + zﬁ+z'Dc,t+‘[ + Ect (4)
7=0

FESZAE 53 B vh 25 T 2 6 1 8 15 S 0 DA S FRAT TR A Bt ] (A5 B, A SCHE X
g=3,m=3,Hh g REEARIEETRRE, B, A B 25 R AL AR
P — FR AN B [a] 2510 i F K, FeAT T RIULER g 38 2 B T8 0] 28 55 e 2 5 A7 AR B I )
HEoR BRER 52 o [RIET , R4 Granger (1969) , I AT F] ARPERE LS 6., =15 BN
E, Wik m s AR B S A0 R R EGAERIRER,

5 xR (4) R SIESS IR, 5 (1) SRS 5 GDP X
i, 55 (2) 12 A¥ GDP HUWEUE. 55 (1) 51 B S5 R BoRTEF 4 kA Z 0T Highway
-3.Highway_ -2 J Highway_ -1 W REIIAEE HIET 0, UiH] s 2 1% B
Ak 4 BAEB S HETT GDP WK I 225 5% . Highway 0 J Highway 1 HFREX
B 1E HAE 10% 7KF- F i 2, R WITE sl A 3% 38 5 S D AR s g K . 26 (2) F1%F A
¥ GDP [R1H A9 R 0071 2 B 1) a4 38 0 3o L i 8 DR A AE S 2 E U0, R
THZHHG R, HAE 10% 7KF-DAE 25 o v sk B %) 3% 38 BL AR 34 38 Bt BRZH7E ek &
AR 3 AR 2 AR R g e S (AR S OE A RN S 1 R I s AT —4F, A ¥y GDP
FEE I IIE ) 2, P RE ARy o 2 I P R Ry BRI, W FE 1 4

#x5 EHHEENS
(1) (2)

K
fem

lgdp lavgdp
Highway -3 -0.005 -0.009
(0.006) (0.007)

Highway -2 -0.002 0.005
(0.007) (0.007)

Highway -1 0.004 0.013"
(0.007) (0.007)

Highway 0 0.013" 0.014"
(0.007) (0.007)

Highway 1 0.013" 0.018™
(0.008) (0.008)

Highway 2 0.005 0.015"
(0.008) (0.009)

Highway 3 -0.003 0.019"
(0.008) (0.010)

H R -0.293 -1.167"

(0.310) (0.180)

RURIIE(ED 12102 10254
R-squared 0.989 0.980

T BBy (XGRS 2005—2011) Al (FAGIHAFEYE 2012—2014) o AR T AN
YR BURWABC . S —r ol b EE L B RN A A 5 FAE AR B 38 S E BN o b o 25 3 A
county by year FY/KF A7 T RIS, Hip, " TR A RIFIRTE 10%., 5% 1%KFE T BE .
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— T 2004—2013 4 [ 52 5% g i 0 Bt SO EL R 28 Tl B4 o

O RS, e I LA A BN BN 2 B B AE A SR

M AT, ASSCIN TR R FT A S T T 68 DCREAS S, i B Al 5 el DX 22 5
ERATFAE S0 R OE R, ELAEHI AN SRS R A A 2 B K B 25 5+
MAFA DID FERIAIEAERE o AEASCHIS U HER Y, 25 g XA (2) 19 [m] )

45

W, KIELR 5%

(—) BEXEEER

R 6 i TR A TS GDP FHIAYY GDP SZm [ 44558 o, 26 (1) 91 2
55 (3) F\ B R R B R~ B GDP JRMELXTEME, o, 55 (1) g4 A nl Ui ) EL [
RERUNE LS8 0y FNAEAR 58 SR T 8 RN o ] LA 381 e 3 [ 3 1) R BSON IEH A B
22, ATREM R R AT T AR S 1R i o 55 (2) F17E [ 0y Jhith b5 | A H: & B ] A%
R B2 A8 e, L AnE N T BUR A H DA [ B8 A [BlH R NTE 5%
KOV B, R A T ) B A T s B GDP R 1.4% .

2 R B A AR A AR L FT RE SRR 52 GDP 35K, 5 3) A5 | AA 56
g Acm S Bt s il AR &, R Bk HSR 2 & & F Vs Railway_fi
IR BR B, Railway_rd, VLR R, 555 (2) 5IX] L REOTEA KR EZA, m
BRI AR 5 Highway FEFSTIIL T AR RS54 T , GDP X E50(EL = A %
FiEiE r B AR Bom it 1.4% o Hog scimsiatit, B2 midss sk HSR. &
R PRI Railway fi VKIS Railway rd R BEIABE .

72 6 HIEE (4) 25 (6) Wi BAs 8o A GDP HIXTEE . &5 (4) Sl 1T B
FE RN G 0y S 4E B 28 LI, A8t Highway B ZRECH 0.018 HAE 1% /K B3 7E8
T A JH e s ] AR A Y B 28 B R AR DA R HE e A i SR A it A ) AR e 2 e, AR
Highway [ ZRE0E 0.017 HASRAE 1% 7K1 2, 2R B R0 B 1) 2 2 it o0\ 242
T IFE R kR, i B A4 GDP & AR EE B2 1.7% .

F6 EADPLER
(1) (2 ®3) 4 (5) (6)

63

=K
=4

Igdp lgdp Igdp lavgdp lavgdp lavgdp

Highway 0.009 0.014"™ 0.014" 0.018™" 0.017"™" 0.017""
(0.005) (0.006) (0.006) (0.005) (0.006) (0.006)

HSR - 0.007 - 0.003
(0.015) (0.016)

Railway ft - 0.056 -0.052
(0.040) (0.035)

12
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gxeo
- (1 (2) (3) 4) (5) (6)
Igdp Igdp Igdp lavgdp lavgdp lavgdp
Railway rd 0.055 0.039
(0.036) (0.029)
Ipop 0.549"™" 0.549™" -0.030 -0.030
(0.080) (0.080) (0.039) (0.039)
lexpd 0.048™" 0.048™" 0.005 0.005
(0.011) (0.011) (0.009) (0.009)
linvest 0.089™" 0.089™" 0.079™ 0.079™"
(0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006)
County FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Province by Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
PUNINIED 17567 12102 12102 14333 10254 10254
R-squared 0.984 0.989 0.989 0.999 0.980 0.980

e BESRIECh (KIS 2005—2011) 1 (BB GIHES 2012—2014) o BUA R4 5 # 5
W, FrAEZEITE county by year FU/KOF EiFFT TS, ik, " "R HIFRTE 10%. 5% 1%KF
TEE.

(Z) BE&+iE

L G345l 5otk

1R N BT AR T B3 AT BEAS[R] . Chandra F11 Thompson (2000) X & [ &5 3
OSBRI SE R UL R T | Dy ™ AR Tl A7 R A B 15 i BH 82 . Donaldson
(2013) M5 J2 BRI Ak B 1 RO () S i i 25 X T rp L AAE S, = 0 e/ INT
FkEaE (2014) WF5T & 3w 28 % 1 mT DA R IR 45l Al B %6, e RIS K
PV AR R 3T AT B S B R 55 M 32 g e S o BE T, AN SGHE 2D I R A R
{6 GDP 530140 M5 — 55 RIS =77 b R 25 42 [ 58 G sy 2 B 368 X A [ 7l 7y
AL

7 BRI R EIEEER b, 55 (1) 2 (3) A1 IR 3R — 55 Z 5 —
ML S . AT UAR Y e B 8 AR 2 i B b LA B e
25 0.017% , MEE—FEE =P IFBCAE R & B, X452 R 545 (2012) K8
o R B ) 3 2 A R R IR A A 5%, DT 30 1230 =k i) R e A —3,
20 B0 I e A I 3 0 ] R A ™ SR 5 ) 2 A 3 e B M S, AR SCHE SR
(4) FNE (5) AT B3 1 Highway RS 7=\ lind2 58 X0 55 (4) 5]
Highway * lind2 4 ZECHIE HAE 19% KV 8200, 784556 55— LB R v
A R Y B2 Pl R R [ Y 3 R 2 B T HGE I Bl 2
GEHEEC, HOOE 7l R At i) EL s K
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— T 2004—2013 4 [ 52 5% g i 0 Bt SO EL R 28 Tl B4 o

®7 STIEFER
m (2) 3) (4) (5)

lind1 lind2 lind3 Igdp lavgdp
Highway -0.001 0.017" 0.012 -0.031™ -0.016
(0.006) (0.009) (0.008) 0.011) (0.013)
Highway * lind2 0.011"™ 0.008"
(0.003) (0.003)
lind2 0.432"" 0.428""
(0.012) (0.012)
County FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Province by Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
BURIIESS 12104 12103 12104 12099 10251
R-squared 0.982 0.982 0.985 0.995 0.988

e BRI (KIRGITAEL 2005—2011) Fl (BB GIHAEL 2012—2014) o BIH 7 R34 & 5
W, ARUEZILE county by year FIZKE EEAT T3S, Hrp, " "I A BIFRLE 10%., 5%H1 1%KF
TRE.

2. BRI T R B S ok

e A % 1 3 G A [ R 0 B AR AT BB AN [R] (Ahlfeldt F1 Feddersen,
2015) o A SCH | AFEAS B e U I T A B LA R A BB G 1 T BRI
T RTEHL A R g = AR 6, 1 — 2025 58 1m0 T [ ) P X0 g LA b B 5 1T )
Jigic

8 A THEAEIASE R, 5 (1) 2 (3) A p sl g B AR & ok [ RAE 7= SV GDP 1Y
XHEUE, M5 AEAEif i ArcGIS THE R UL KT R B . GoogleMap 1144 A% 5K
R T T I B DL T A T BSOS R R 1 A A B8 U
55 (1)« Q) FNIEIEEE S BoR , B KI5 90 im0 T 6 T30 257 SR ) 28 T 4
KA ER A o 55 (3) ZFE I £ T GRBUR BE 25 1) 58 IR 7, AHOR .2 . 265 (4) 51 R R Pr
TEAB ST R B8 B A8 LI IE , HOR I3

®8 BEERIEAHT. HEMAMEMRBEENERER
€] () 3) )

AR
SCHL
lgdp lgdp lgdp Igdp
Highway 0.01422" 0.00390 0.01173" 0.01086
(0.00759)  (0.00758)  (0.00624)  (0.01118)
Highway * Distance to Top Cities (ArcGIS) 0.00003"
(0.00002)

@O A3C KA AE GRS GDP RIZUErA S MR ART 12 3T, Zahdeat, Fod, HmR, 8
DA I ot N % LT "GN £ DN v 1) I 75 | N A IN: w88
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g%k 8
o (1) (2) (3) (4)
Igdp lgdp Igdp lgdp
Highway * Distance to Top Cities (Googlemap) 0.00002"
(0.00001)
Highway * Distance to Prefectures (Googlemap) -0.00003
(0.00002)
Highway * Distance to Provincecapital (Googlemap) 0.00001
(0.00004)
B -0.29009 -0.29980  -0.29543  —0.30048
(0.32443)  (0.30996)  (0.31022)  (0.30998)
BURIIELED 10670 12094 12048 12102
R-squared 0.98955 0.98914 0.98912 0.98914

e BRI (XIGETHELE 2005—2011) 1 (FA GRS 2012—2014 ) o [IE R4S 8 5L
W, FRAEZEIITE county by year FU/KF EHEFT TS, i, " "R IZEIRTE 10%, 5% 1%KF
TRE.

3. ASJa] X e S

FEICEB S, AR SCHE— 8 S 3 A B AN 6] DX 52 ), 03 e AR AR Al T AR e
X PHS L AP AIARTRHLIX . 9 Xt T R 5 0 v A B T X T P X, GDP
A GDP HfFAE R EmVER, Jor, ASHHLIX 1 A3 GDP WAFEAE S%/KF-
EAEA SR, X TR =4 VI, SEUESS SR R B A B RE S o i it
LUK, R REHIAE, AR E . 2 10 FE—2B5] AR S IR
FR) I 8 e N S A 28 LI, 2 10 565 (1) FIRIES (2) S s, X F AL X | PR
X, PR R 2 5 B S sV E R AF A B B S5 SR o 43kl B 8 R T ARG (27T
1000 2 HLES) | sl A B T /e 20 R KIR T IR B K F 1000 A HL, & It
WAFAEIE A B 2 A

®9 HXEEFLER
€)) (2 3) (4)

K
En

At X ZRih HHEB P
B AR TEAR & - Igdp

Highway 0.010 0.008 0.023" -0.005
(0.035) (0.009) 0.010) (0.011)
W —-4.705™ 1.854™ -2.719™ 1.456™"
(0.694) (0.397) (0.404) (0.213)

ML 983 3312 5206 3800

R-squared 0.965 0.990 0.979 0.991

@ FBEARICK B, HHRL T =4 RAMKaARFEe, K, b, L7, B TR, Wi, AR
LA, JUARERIE 11 DA DI AR A5 B BRI, Z T, TR, W)
db. I PR 10 ME G PURBHAAEII L BN, Eg . PEEC. BRPE. HOR. FilE. THE. B 9
MR
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— T 2004—2013 4 [ 52 5% g i 0 Bt SO EL R 28 Tl B4 o

gR9
s (1) () (3) 4)
ZRAbX ZRih T [
WA 5 : lavgdp

Highway -0.004 0.019" 0.022" -0.001
(0.032) (0.009) (0.009) (0.011)
B RO -1.873"" —2.003"" -1.972" -0.362
(0.596) (0.575) (0.357) (0.270)

SRIAE 705 2709 4450 3252

R-squared 0.953 0.979 0.974 0.981

W BOESRIE (XKIRGTAEY 2005—2011) Fil (BB G4EY 20122014 o [l 7R R 61 2 8 5k
T, FRAEZEIITE county by year F/KF EHEFT TS, HirR, " "R HIFIRTE 10%. 5% 1%KF
TR,

R10 SHXERER: SINERBHHEES

€)) (@)

;[‘RE
- lgdp lgdp
ZRAHIX RN
Highway -0213" -0.037"
(-0.094) (0.016)
Highway * Distance to Top Cities (Googlemap) 0.245™" 0.037""
(0.087) 0.013)
W RO - 4.786™" 1.450"
(0.693) -0.214
XD 983 3799
R-squared 0.965 0.991

e BRI (XRG4S 2005—2011) M1 (AEGIAEYE 2012—2014) o [B1H75 R340 75 4L
W, bRUEZIILE county by year 7K FATTHIS, Hp, " "HTFIRTE 10%. 5% 1%K T
TEE. NTHREASANE, XHAS T Distance to Top Cities (Googlemap) YN 53K 8 AE, 4
BIFEIEAEIERE_ERRLL 1000,

B ZHIE KB IEREEAS RO

5 = TR Y SSUE TS R B R A B R B A el B 2 PRI K B S TR

pUES (I = W 5 ol (AP .1 0 Y G VS G811 = M E = i il RS G £/ =B U /N L 1B L i Y AV
SR BR800 . Redding Al Turner (2014) #8 tH Bl EZE FLl i a8 £ 3 52 &
ANV O , AR TCIE S8 A X 4y IR . Chandra 1 Thomson (2000) 7E4 1135 [
o AL X A 28 S i i 3 X R R Ao s e R Ik T R, R BT R R R
IS, o Ak — 2D e R 2 % ) R TR S A A AE IR SR EL S B RS 800, AR SO i
A R A BV R AR B B EaE L ) EAE T, X R 0l e A B Y B AR
GoogleMap EN F43 72 $& i HAE I FARSR A B, B AN i Adjacent, BUE N 1 18
FAZBAEI AR o R 11 BT 2004 AELISEFHE B A Hems B0 AR
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1k, M\ 2004 4F 660 NHEIZE 1578 4>,
R 11 SEARESEHTE

AEGY o B EL ol S MER
2004 163 660 1853
2005 202 694 1792
2006 305 782 1796
2007 326 906 1940
2008 397 1086 1946
2009 610 1212 1940
2010 702 1397 1945
2011 757 1401 1945
2012 798 1423 1946
2013 851 1578 1950

T B AU T [ SE RO Rl S (R B 2013 4E—2030 4F)

2212 B naE s A A B E Highway s A g A8 E 8 Adjacent VLS —.
FIRA Highway or Adjacent WIEIHZEH, 565 (1) 2 (3) IR AR &0 B R A 7= BvE
GDP XTELME, 55 (4) 2 (6) S Bk A A AR 5 A ] RAE 7™ BMEDW BB, 56 (1) 51 R 5L
Highway JEJRFR 6 HEsl A BTSSR, 55 (2) A Esl A pgr SR B Adjacent (1)
FRHCH 0.027 HAE 1%KF- 23, RISy B B H H e 4a il 20 [ R AR ™ SMEAE
W% 5 2 0.027%. 55 (3) 41 Highway or Adjacent ZBUE61 5 P = N 34 8
PSRBT LR IRlHZE R ZECHIERT 0.021 HAE 1%K 835, Fo 5 2 1 04 T8 %
NI O T LS A B 2 IR 1 B shVE R XF A3 GDP i [mlH 452 &
BB NI 2 IR A AR B SRR B2 R IER) 0.011, FRRENIE T My A
FEFFIE A TR A T AEE B R, (AR, 5 DM SCERII AN, A8 S0y
SEUEZM AT S, GRS T A LI A1 i 28 0% 2 A e i 0 3 B ) 342 3

£ 12 MEEERFER
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Fiie=A
“* Igdp Igdp Igdp lavgdp lavgdp lavgdp
Highway 0.014" 0.017""
(0.006) (0.006)
Adjacent 0.027"" 0.012"
(0.007) (0.006)
Highway or Adjacent 0.021™" 0.011"
(0.005) (0.005)
B -0.300 -0.459 -0.300 - 1.199™" -0.336" -1.076™
(0.310) (0.309) (0.309) (0.121) (0.196) (0.191)
pUMUNIED 12102 9570 12102 10295 7958 10254
R-squared 0.989 0.988 0.989 0.980 0.979 0.980

T BBy (XBSEHHAEL 2005—2011) Fil (BB GITHEL 2012—2014) o [FIH PR 40 54 500 .
FRUEZEITE county by year /KFREAT TIRE, Hidr, * "R MIZEIRTE 10%. 5%H1 1%KFE T B3

17



HETT . XGRS SER B B RE s B I i k47
— T 2004—2013 4 [ 52 5% g i 0 Bt SO EL R 28 Tl B4 o

SRS B FE ORI , T2 X B A DX 22 B 185 IR0

AR SO FEOUER 22 3 - SEERF ST 2004—2013 4[] (81 58 2 e s N I OB 2 15 Rl S
BT 2 R . AESCRERESEIHE T RS B A B RN AL, I8
B B A AT REAFE BN | 2857 H I, SCH B e PR A P Bt
SR i A MR T Tl R IXRE A BEATLASONE probit [81IH R— > B XS 15 GDP Ik
A FEE T IR E B B A B AR, DN R A I AN AR . T
UK, AR S A ST ST A A S0 DU 22 73 SR LR BRI 5 B AR R R . A SCRY
B SONTIRAE T VINEEP &7 OE U/ 0P D0 p U S0RE I DSy i e K (S 8
Hh RO B B P A 2 I A 7 BME R R 2 1.4% , A R AR BME T
2y 1.7%; AHX TR — 5 =l 58 2 N BT S R R 5 I
BT | B N L OB 5 52 3 i s B Tl R I IE [ 2 B sifE . A SGE
PEAT T M IX AR AR 0], SEUESS AR S/ R 2 S T30 X AR R | Al X 22 5 K gty
SV TS B S T AR St DX P A e X [ 8 v A B T B ) 22 55 e sl Ve
FAESUE . LA, X 4RI B SIELE FR 7 , e 2 % 100 A (S0 W) L B i3
AL, X LRI A 2B A B AR e A A

Ty AL S 0 A TR B PP R A Gt 7 BURF I AR BT W T Rns 4, IR
AT i L 6 S5 Al Bt A 18 ) 22 B AR AT S T o A SO ST A —
SERRE b AT BURTE UG A RIERIBR B Y )7 S0 7E | A8 LU BURIEAL 32
H—ES%,

SE& 0k
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Does Highway Promote Economy Development?
Evidence from the China National Highway
Construction during 2004—2013

Dong Xiaofang' and Liu Yifan

(1. The Wang Yanan Institute for Studies in Economics, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005,

China; 2. Xiamen International Trust Corporation Limited, Xiamen 361005, China)

Abstract: The improvement of infrastructure can reduce transport cost and thus impacts local

economy. In this paper, we employ the Difference in Difference method, and treat the national

highway construction as an exogenous natural experiment to examine how transportation cost

changes affect county economy between 2004 and 2013. The empirical results show that the na-

tional highway opening has a significant positive impact on local economy. The GDP of con-

nected counties is about 1.4% higher than the non-connected counties, and the per capita GDP is

about 1.7% higher than the non-connected counties. The second industry is most affected by the

opening of highways; the farther away from the big cities, the smaller the county is, the more

likely it is to be positively affected by the highways opening. The results of the sub-regions show

that there are heterogeneous effects in the northeast and western regions, and the east and the

middle counties grow faster after the highway opening. In addition, unlike the previous

literature, the empirical analysis of this paper shows that we cannot observe the redistribution

effect of promoting economic activities from neighboring counties but the economic growth effect

of the whole region.

Keywords: Highway; Infrastructure Construction; Difference in Difference; Economic

Development
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