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FEIE FEIORFREICS HiEY 0 6 OEHERE (FDI) BRPELVERE 2o Twn
L. Lo L7%d35, FDI AR SHEEMTE > To [HELREHB] Wb,
WA [P E DR VIR ) RENI R W] [TEbo TETWwAE, TV THKE
DSNA 7 ua7—42k 0, FDI BSFERFICED & 9 2tkdl % Frz 3 D FEFE5HT % 3
ATz TR, KimTlE, FDLIEEFEREICD, TFPICHEHENZHEZ L Twb el
SV, LA, ENEGERHICET > - FFERE [Blxoons ]| BTHRET S &
ZibNb, EHYF—5TY, F—8%&%T— VLA TY, FDI OZLIEREREDE
HCTlE 7 &) IREEGHIZ S { O AEERITE v, D), FDI SEFRE T EET
HOTIAZ L, M, BFHRENSFDL 2F5ET AR EVEEZ SN,

F—7—F BERE 7V7. #EELE FDI, E#H&%E, TFP

1. #HOER

FHO L1277 V7 HEORFHERIZ7, SEOERMEHERB L2000, BE->THE
V. ZOBEHIIOWTIE, B RIS, EENMNERE, 2L hIFonsys, s
EEARDEA (FDI) X 2HMBESCEMZ T L LTEZE ) BlllAS .

KOETIIEBRHOERHN 2 EE 2 E0E I A M6 e 6 2, RPETEOZHALR
HHMRE OMETERT L2 DL\, L LAadS, 22Tl FDI A2 0% AEORFHRE
BIZED LD REEERIZLT0D D, WODPDORT VT OE L IZBIT 5 EE WG 5.

OECD L' &R— bk (OECD International Forum on International Investment 2001) TIlxF&E %
FENZBIT S FDI # EORMIETIE R, MilETh s L L, S ABEDA v 7 FKEITKT L
T, BEFEEERWBICRE REEZRIZLTWA E LTWADS, EHNZR I I HEEENTH
%. EBIo FDI 5 AEIZENEEOR S — 1 v MBE 2 VER, 20% 4B 256050,
ZOEZFLOMDY EHTH L. —BIHPNIHF N REEICH S & &, FDLIZHE
RELHFGTLEZEZON TS, L, BEELEICZO L) 2EELRLBTHE, BEIC
FFEo [HERE | IREAHEL TV LRTH Y, FDI OEE A LG 72 ENHE &
ML CHlmd A 2 ENTEL L) pEELWREEE ES T,

BICAS X912, £ OFEFENIETIE, FDI 2SEEN 2 B F BRI R TR EEM o8
ANVT =& wBRELTHEIAEL £ 9 &3 580 (Jong Il Choe (2003) 7 &8 . ABIER~NDOE
kA U C, TR ) IR R IS EBN Y 2 B 2 WA R & DT CRa L 26 7%
EE4ECTHD.
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FAlZdz sz £ 912, FDI AL Z oo vibw 5 spillover XK %@ LT, €D
EDORRIZHFGT 5% 5, B EHNEL OB TIE%R <, TFP (EHEAENE) 0%
fLEABEL T, TOHEMEEZERADLRIEZERZTVD. 2O L) BEERDPL, AOHTI,
FDI 237 ¥ 7 i E O F MRS R - %E %2, FHI2 TFP L OREN S04 § 5 2 LICER%E
BWTnis.

2. BFHAOHHEIMMTOREHS

Valiamoune-Lutz(2004) (%, Granger causality model % >, FDI, @i, #EmRER O KGR
BfRaE 0y IFIZOVWTHI L TnE, 7 ulERIIT—4 1255 GDP KEEELAH ¥
W X—= 2D FDI/GDP WM O R KT 2 b O, FDIPEEREDERE 2520w ET 5
JRIEARFLILE < B S, W, BRFEREAFDI OEIH & ik & v & v ) SRR F &
NanEnIHfimaRLTWa., v 7 ulER¥T— % 2 W72 a60— 2O BBIN 5w TH
HEEZLND.

ETNEY VTN BERDEDTH S,

M N
y:=Bot+ Z,Bi!/:—i"‘ ZB;‘JH—J"F&
= i1

y X GDP %R, 2 I FDIETH L. T2, ELEBOHAEMEIZ ML > P& ADF BiE
IZEoTn5b,

Azxi=poto1x1-1+ 02 Trend+ ZA-Z'FH‘E[
i=1

CIZTo<OPOHELROREBNIIET T D L) FIRGUITEAN SN S,

Rati Ram and Kevin Honglin Zhang (2002) TldFREEDOKE Tl <, FAMHIEET VO ¢
HEOHEENED S HAER S ZICEEL CO A0 E) 2EHELTWA, @ FDIIZ()EW
(&) HEZWMSEDL 2 2@MET, CULERED S ORI REZE LE T, B)%Z ARDERN
PP RMOMEZE U T, @ OMINKECIMEDER 2B T, (5)%I122° L 0FHBiEFE &
ZOEOREFIIRITT I L2@BLT, BEEZRTEEZONS.
ETWVIIAEREDL BT 5.
y=f(L,K,FDI)
gy=botbigL+bgK+bsgFDI+u
FIH L CTwa 57— 713140 CEx185E) dD1990-974EDE G 77— ¥ T, g lZZ NN DE D
FAbEZRL, Xi=Xo(g) & LCRIMESINS. Xiky L K FDIDOKEEXEKT.
7272L, L OETIIERR Py 77— Y IFFHTE R Wiz0,

(L
KN““J
EL, BRZA Ny 7oz T, EDORBEAERZH W5,

T2, TNHDIEINPIC [HEKE] 2xF GDP AR L LR H 72z 21— 3 ¥
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BETENTWDE, LALAEDS, BEAEDT—F I FUR=Z BB SN TV L7720,
EANMERIIMZ, BEL— NPT —=412525% [FEAR] ZHHETE 20,

Mol EHAM OLS 12X o TBY, bs OFEML tHEL TWb. HEHFEITHEMTH ) E
FHIHIZB T % Fixed Effect ®° Random Effect IZEE ST, LA L5, EfoT7—
F I TEREL I N TN L0, BEGSHOAE—HIIRELRMETEZnEEZONT
V5%, FDI OEEMHRIZVINOEETIEZ VD, mEld (ML TEoERIRsNL] &L
TwWh, F72, #BEKEL FDI OffiEtidEmE SN L LTnb.

C OO —D DRFEIIEEKIELR EIHREME L OBREEZER L T LR TH L0, Bz
fEEIE .

Jong 1l Choe (2003) 1£ FDI, EIN#%E (GDD), #EFHREDOHRT ZEORRY Z &1 7 — L3
FNT =8 ZHWCEHIIL T 5. [EIX OECD % &880~ [, HIMIZ1971-954ETH 5.
FIHE 7L

» »
(yit_yit—l) = Z.Bj(yn—j_yn—j—l) + Z5J(Iit—j_$it—j—1) + (Ui:_Uit—l)
j=1 j=1

t=p+2, ....,T
THAH. METEIZGCLSIZL > TW5D. HlfIND LA WEE OS2 FMOZEIZHED
KEPRREERIT- T 5D,

HEEAGRIZ L B &, FDI 2 88 E & v 9 Granger DR TORR & @O KRB 5
MRS SN S, Lo L%ds, OECD £ERFFEE 2Bk < 77— A Tld, FDI »bfEHENE
NORBUIFED SN, i, #ERED FDI 2123 O Th - T, FDI AHEFERE %
BRI DOTIEZRV., ZORLTIIZOHEHRAL TN 5,

Usha Nair-Reichert and Diana Weinhold (2001) (&3¢ ke % E %24 7 E D718 LR 254F [ o <
ryuy—4% %, FDI EREEHGE, TORBUEE:, HEKIEL OBEL 5L TV 5.
(ERER 2 3T ik 5134  O4, FDI & RIZIEO KRR HE SN Tnb A5, Z
ZThH, ElCXAEREPIKEVIOD, BEL CFDIIIRFEREICHFS L TwLELTwaE, H
WIZEDS [HEFEIZ] BMRICHFG L TR LT Z2DICHLT, X, MEELRGmE 2o Tw
5.

%72, FDI ARNEAYICHERET % 20 &) 23 O B L BB L %= & OINRSE MO i A
KWICHRT 2L LTn5,

ZOGHINHC SN2 HFEET A F 3 v 780V T — & OEHEN R FEAIRLZ2 00 TH
5. —fkRy 7% Granger O REMEMEIRBERAMICIZ EEFUEFTVEH VS,

TR SN R BRI 0,=0.=...=0,=0 Th 5.

— TR HUCEN & 2 K& 2R d L, Fixed Effect # ZE 3 575, & 2 TIEHEIZ, 4
WEREZETVIIMNZ S LRE LTV,

Yyi=aitriyii-1TBrixli—1+Baxzie-1tei

72751, Bu=Bi+n;

i MO FEIILE R & 37 L-EAERTH Y, 2 TIETBHRE F 2138 E kg %
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T, T LX) BEHRIZalIT 5 Fixed Effect & 812k 9 % Random Effect % [F]HE |2 & A
Mixed Fixed and Random Effect Model (MFR Model) (Weinhold (1996) ZH8) &IN5,

Anthony Bende-Nabende et al. (2001) i ASEAN 54 EDOFHFIZDOWT, FDI AR EICHE-
RESEZDH L Tnh, T2 TldAk ASEAN Preferential Trade Agreement (APTA) O
FDI FEADRNREGHTT 2 O0AKKO B TH S5, Bl & FDI OBFR S BIRIGIZHHT L
T, ffame LT, FDLISREERE ICHEEN 72, £FE0 spillover %3 U CTHBLT 2 & L
TWwa, EhblF, ARZEE, ARk - BIoBG 2@ LRz M L Twb,

E7 VI FDI, HC (Human Capital, & EILE), @) (LF), BHEEEL (IT), LD

(Learning by Doing, #&EZEAHINMGME/GDP ), # EEEKE L, HEEL: &4 12Tk
L7z 2 Do F% KN % i, FDI/GDP HASFIZhG S &5

FEREEHNELRE T DAY 274 LCEBIZETVEHEL TS (BSLSIZL5).
7= F WIHNE70-964E & L, &RfERDioRE LT =% w5, gY % GDP iR
e ENEEBOBIERE TS &,
gY=aot+a 1 FDI+a.HC+as;LF+a,TT+asIT+asLD+e

(BRI T 23 RS SRR ONAZHITLOEE BN S LS, H4
DOFAZEN 2 7 RIE Walt Test 12L& D, B0 - IS Tnb)

FFEWEND FDI 0% 5% /o L3 LR ERIEIHE ST iwn, $72, E~D
BOMEL O TR, Y U M R= s £ TIRRABERIEEDITE 2V, E~AD HC OEHEN
LRI EICHEETE 2.

—7i, FDI e ER % /5 &, WO @A ox GDP =, (E + M)/GDP) 7%
ROEETH L. BHFRED FDLICRFHEEIRE VD, A X FAYT, 740800V
HR—NVTIZEIZHEE TS D FERAEE L .

w2, FDI Oz AEE L COEREDr — AZDOWTE 2 £ 9. Nigel Driffield et al. (2002) 1
WENZ BT D FDI O ADBEEFEREIZ ED X 9 12 spillover FE % &4 A, UK Census of
Production 77— % (70 2, 1983-924F) % FHWFAIZHNT L T b, BT IV OEAPHM AL
BEDOT Y Ty b (Q DEEZHERTIL, EA, MBSO TFP IS 2 BRI %2 SR
LLCOFDI OAMEARGEEL72b D TH D, ZZTIE TFP OREY, &R, SELNOE
FED spillover R E L TEHZTWD.

M
InQi=a+B:1n(Li) +Boln(Ki) +--+ D anXit+ui
k=1

72720, up=aitw+ 0.
HEE ISR 2EIHIZ Fixed Effect & Random Effect % % L7z GMM HE5EI2 & > T\ 5.
Z 2T X (3 spillover 128 RIFTHERTH LA, FDI 2 4 77T =120 L Tw5. ¢
bt HEEMFEC [HMSERTET S (Forward Intensity) | ¥ 4 7O/VEEFEOMN L, HE
WS [t %2 FET 5 (Backward Intensity) | & 1 7OVVERZED 2 582N, H—#
W (Intra) W51%, FEZEM (Inter) WG X5 L Tw5.

MRS I E S ZEDYVE R D S i 2 PET S 7 — A Tl spillover K E v,
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LR LaAS, HICHEEIVVE R supplier & L THEEL TV 534, spillover 134 U
W,

C DG OFAAAIIEF MR C FDI DV EAEMIC 7T AOMRE T T L EFH L 0IE, &
EORMIC X B0, kb L THZEICHT 5 spillover §1E %28 U TREICHES T 5 0w #
ZAhrbkoTng,

WIZ, TD L) 7% TFP &L OBFRT FDI OMEANDHFG 2 ZEET 200500 ons.
Xiaogin Fan and Paul M. Dickie (2000) Ti3 &Rl fatfi2d ASEAN 5 7 EZ2>WT TFP Rt D
PellAi e VT, 2 ) FDI OfBFMENOHERZHEE L TV b,
TFPIZRD & ) IZEFREND.

TFP=gy—exgK—ergL

gIREELRT. &, o IKAER FHOWHETH 5.

EH 5L, ek, & OHEEHIRD X 9 % translog BEZ VT WwW 5,
InY=alnK+BInL+1/2Bxx(1nK)?+1/28..(InL) *+ Bx1nK1nL

L2L%ans, 2ROBIZEUEFRICEL LT, FHRKOL) ZHEEXE2 L >TWa.
Iny:—1ny;-1=a(nK;—1nK,-)) +B(nL;—1nL,-) + idﬂummgmmm

ji=1
O, BARIZED B FDI LR S FDI O EANOERIZ4.4% (1~ KA T) 5
20.9% (¥ HE—V) OHFALHETEL TWA.
L2 L7%2s, COMEICEIMEL DL, BAPKEICHEBKT LB, 20 [WH] TH5
FDI O#BIILTIEICEERERE R D, ZO L) BHMAZITS LT 52 & ICIZREDD
LEEZEZLND.

W2, TFP Ok % B/RAGIZILY AA T, TFP AKHEDE W & FDI 258 FERE IR/ 315
ZEHAIL7-61% /% . Rubiana Chamarbagwara et al. (2000) TIEXH7 U7 7 » B (&%, #HE,
PUAR—NLREFHROBCELY LAY FATT, L= T, 74)EY, AV i EFE
DIV E %) ZRRIZ, ENEREIEEAR CaME FDD %508k L 72l EEE L ¢, K
D& EH A T o 7z
1n<%>”= Zz:T,-drl-a,-den(%)it-f-ﬁigddn(%)_

i=1 it
=1IEE S V=7, 2 KIS V=T ThHb, diFHIFINV—T I —Thb 22T
X, BHEUEAE OV — T O TFP 24755, Z)V—7 10 TFP30.51, 7V —72130.32&L Bt

1INV —=TEE2 7NV — T TIIEROEEIC R T HRENED L )RR L0
_ (—a»)

SE(@:1—a»)-
TV — T OBBIIEEICEL Y, TFP OFEAL 7V — 7% FDI O K E12 M AT T R EAMRAL 7
=TI 5 LML TWD, Thnh, HEREMBIR L o 7253 M o B % i L
TW5.

Hoy:ai—a:=0 and B1—B=0%HELTWA. 72721, ta
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3. BBEREKE FDI DIRR

FDI 23 & E DR F R IR 72 3 5%E % 5HI3 21112, FDI OENEEICH T 2E5 6%, K&
DEALEZ R TBZ ).

TYTEERNCR L &, KERECDD LA, PETIZIEDRA GBI LIEEEFIE10%
DOFBFWRELHIT T D, ZIUTFEIL, BERREOILRIZY — FETwb, FDIOZLiZZ
DB XK L FENTUHE > T 5. FDI OENEEISK T 2 HEERFEL10%FE A L
TWaH, FERLE—E L CI5%HEDOESVAKEIZH B, FT4E, 72 DREREDN L OEEE
WEPRRAU—F 7 Y LTWBOI LT, HA, BEILOREPEE LTS, £2H
RIIETHGEE, TECIABHEREESENOHETH L. CNLOHED ) b, IEDH
BIIPERB O IR Tl 7 <, WIRBHREND Y 7 P V) HTH 5.

E51Z, SROGH TR E Laro7z0s, BED LD ZEARELEDH 2 X ENEAR
Wi 2354, S E3ED L OFRBIE %5720, FEHOMBEIZRRPHRAIZL LS.
F7:, HAMEOHENIE, B2, GETOHELY VI TR THENIERT 2L, 2H
MOMMA LR THAET S, I A METIEPE, BIEMETIEIEES EHAD S OGN
BRI 2 BRBE A T ISR SNDHRR 6N D .

FEEO T TIHHEIII7EDOEREHET IMF OBRETREZ T LRBEZORETIZH -
7z 4 4ER O FDI Ot AL/MEIEA net TIXEAEILETH - 72, oMM oKL, ENE
DT % I 5 DERDHE L TV B TH B, OELREIEEF I E AN O T-HE SRR %
BEH L TwD, BERFICHO ZEEREOZAILTLEKRE LW, »oTid (F
WY E C) ZDOELBHADPLDOZATH ), BTG, WWESEESH.LTH -
7z WTAE, HARD S OFEEAHE L SMEANAAVBEEOREIEC 2o Tnd. HEOA
BAEBREO—IE I NS BEAREANE ) HERSED S OBGIE—HWrH 2 L EbLs.

R E D DI, OFERLIE, FHEOZ KRB Th - 7205, TFEREETL TS,
MWEOY; &L R, HHETIE net TRASE, 70— 060%\ LR ESE, w3, SRS
DERTH L. HIRIZBIT S FDI HFEOKRE L ZLITEREOEARBE DL K E LB
ENDOTHY), ZoOETHERELERD

—7J, NIES OFE4DOHFTh, ¥y AR-VIIFRTH L. ERHFKEIZED 5 FDI O L=
MR & D TR E WA, BFHBEAVNES C, 4 ORGOEIKE M S N A TH LD
5. FDI OZALIZENIZE DZAL L B4l 2R L T 5.

WE, ¥RV ETRONDENEE DT 25 h S OEHEHE T ) & ) s
BRI LA YT, 74V EY, Yy HR=, ¥4 % 4L DEIZRSNS. NIES DAt =
NHEOELTH, ERAEEDEDALE FDIBH I L 2o Tnd. EEEEOHR TR
Bl o TWBDEA Y FAYTOr — AT, EOERERHIBED [ERMEEE] PRl L)%
PR L TED, WELZIHRWTEY, RABEOREZGSRLIERE L >T1D
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#%3. 1 China

g(GDP) | ¢d) | g@FDD | ¢ TFP |FDI/GDP| FDI/Id
1985 13.5 26.0 25.7 2.2 10.0 0.5 2.0
1986 8.8 17.1 26.8 2.1 4.8 0.6 2.1
1987 11.6 14.9 51.9 2.4 7.1 0.9 2.8
1988 11.3 11.2 34.1 2.4 6.5 1.0 3.4
1989 4.1 -15.2 -0.8 1.7 -0.3 1.0 4.0
1990 3.8 -3.3 3.0 2.3 0.1 1.0 4.2
1991 9.3 16.2 29.5 1.8 6.4 1.2 4.7
1992 14.2 29.1 165.5 1.4 11.2 2.7 9.6
1993 13.5 18.9 150.5 1.0 10.1 6.0 20.3
1994 12.6 8.8 10.4 1.1 8.2 5.9 20.6
1995 10.5 4.9 -10.5 1.2 6.4 4.7 17.6
1996 9.6 11.7 8.4 1.0 5.9 4.7 17.1
1997 8.8 6.9 7.9 1.1 4.8 4.7 17.2
1998 7.8 16.7 -1.0 0.9 3.7 4.3 14.6
1999 7.1 7.9 -11.1 1.0 3.3 3.6 12.0
2000 8.0 10.4 -2.0 0.8 4.1 3.2 10.7
2001 7.3 12.5 13.1 1.2 3.6 3.4 10.7
2002 8.0 19.4 11.3 1.3 4.2 3.5 10.0
(7E)  gl3ZMb®R, Id ZENEE, PUT RS

#3. 2 Hong Kong

g(GDP) g(Id) g(FDI) g(L) TFP FDI/GDP| FDI/Id
1985 0.4 -0.1 -0.6 1.6 -2.4 4.8 19.1
1986 10.7 3.5 -12.1 3.0 7.1 3.8 16.2
1987 13.0 14.2 -15.6 2.7 9.3 2.8 12.0
1988 8.0 6.5 -15.9 1.9 4.8 2.2 9.5
1989 2.6 3.5 -12.3 0.1 0.8 1.9 8.0
1990 3.4 8.1 16.2 -1.1 2.7 2.1 8.6
1991 5.1 9.3 -70.7 1.2 2.7 0.6 2.3
1992 6.1 9.2 244 .2 -0.2 4.7 1.9 7.3
1993 5.7 3.7 -26.5 2.4 2.3 1.3 5.2
1994 6.0 15.7 13.1 3.7 1.8 1.4 5.1
1995 3.9 10.7 6.5 0.7 1.1 1.5 4.9
1996 4.5 10.8 589.3 2.4 0.2 9.6 30.2
1997 4.2 12.7 -5.6 4.5 -1.6 8.7 25.3
1998 -5.0 -7.6 7.6 0.0 -7.1 9.9 29.5
1999 3.4 -17.5 64.3 -0.6 2.7 15.7 58.6
2000 10.2 11.0 162.4 2.7 6.8 37.4 138.6
2001 0.6 2.9 -61.6 1.9 -2.8 14.3 51.8
2002 2.3 4.4 -5.3 -0.8 1.2 13.2 51.3
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#x 3. 3 Indonesia

g(GDP) | ¢d) | g@FDD | ¢ TFP |FDI/GDP| FDI/Id
1985 2.5 6.8 45.9 10.4 -7.5 0.32 1.46
1986 6.0 9.5 -11.7 7.1 0.1 0.26 1.18
1987 4.9 4.7 68.3 5.7 -0.3 0.42 1.89
1988 -0.8 11.1 33.0 3.1 -3.2 0.57 2.27
1989 9.1 13.4 12.6 1.4 8.0 0.58 2.25
1990 9.0 13.7 54.1 3.0 5.7 0.83 3.05
1991 8.9 5.5 40.7 0.8 7.1 1.07 4.07
1992 7.2 4.3 21.3 2.9 3.4 1.21 4.74
1993 7.3 5.4 12.8 -1.9 6.0 1.27 5.07
1994 7.5 14.3 1.9 3.6 1.9 1.20 4.52
1995 8.2 10.1 99.4 -2.3 6.6 2.21 8.18
1996 7.8 12.5 39.3 4.7 1.1 2.86 10.14
1997 4.7 10.4 -9.7 1.8 0.6 2.47 8.29
1998 -13.0 -29.1] —-113.3 2.7 -15.2 -0.38 —1.55
1999 0.3 -9.4 433.8 1.8 -0.9 -2.01 -9.15
2000 5.3 27.8 65.8 0.3 5.2 -3.16| —11.88
2001 3.3 1.6 -16.3 2.4 1.4 —2.56 -9.79
2002 3.6 -7.9 -58.5 3.3 1.0 -1.03 —4.42

#3. 4 Korea

g(GDP) g(Id) g(FDI) g(L) TFP FDI/GDP| FDI/Id
1985 6.5 4.3 —723.5 3.7 2.8 -0.35 -1.33
1986 11.0 10.7 109.7 3.6 7.4 -0.65 -2.51
1987 11.0 17.0| -112.0 5.5 5.7 0.07 0.26
1988 10.5 13.6 210.6 3.2 6.9 0.20 0.70
1989 6.1 15.8 20.4 4.1 1.6 0.23 0.73
1990 9.0 25.9| —147.6 3.0 5.2 -0.10 -0.28
1991 9.2 13.3 8.7 3.1 5.2 -0.10 -0.27
1992 5.4 -0.7 39.3 1.9 2.3 -0.13 -0.37
1993 5.5 6.3 70.4 1.2 3.1 -0.21 -0.60
1994 8.2 10.7 111.0 3.2 4.1 -0.41 -1.14
1995 8.9 11.9 -3.0 2.9 4.5 -0.36 -0.99
1996 6.7 7.3 33.0 2.1 2.7 -0.45 -1.23
1997 5.0 -2.2 -23.1 1.7 1.5 -0.33 -0.96
1998 -6.7 —-21.2| —158.0 -6.0 -2.7 0.21 0.71
1999 10.9 3.7 563.7 1.8 9.2 1.23 4.54
2000 9.3 11.4 -19.9 4.3 4.6 0.90 3.27
2001 3.1 -1.8 -71.2 2.0 0.2 0.25 0.96
2002 6.3 4.8 —160.2 2.8 3.0 -0.14 -0.55
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#x3. 5 Malaysia

g(GDP) | g(d) | g(FDD | g(L) TFP |FDI/GDP| FDI/Id
1985 -1.1 -9.6 -8.3 3.2 -8.6 2.30 7.92
1986 12| -17.7] -26.8 1.5 -1.8 1.66 7.04
1987 5.4 -3.6| -16.8 3.1 1.3 1.31 6.08
1988 8.9 11.8 72.0 3.5 3.6 2.07 9.35
1989 9.2 23.1 126.0 5.0 2.0 4.29 17.17
1990 9.6 19.3 37.5 4.6 2.0 5.39 19.79
1991 11.9 10.4 75.8 3.1 1.6 8.47| 31.53
1992 8.9 7.6 18.6 3.0 2.5 9.22| 34.75
1993 9.9 21.7 -5.2 4.2 2.0 7.96| 27.05
1994 9.2 25.1] -12.6 2.8 1.8 6.37| 18.89
1995 9.8 25.3 -8.5 4.1 0.8 5.30 13.80
1996 10.0 22.0 18.8 3.1 2.1 5.73 13.44
1997 7.3 9.1 9.6 5.0 -2.4 5.85 13.50
1998 -7.4| -425| -46.4 0.4 -6.9 3.38 12.58
1999 6.1| -18.4 83.0 2.8 6.7 5.99|  29.00
2000 8.3 35.6 -8.4 5.4 3.4 5.07| 19.59
2001 0.4 13.4] -85.0 2.3 -3.0 0.76 2.59
2002 4.2 -12.2] 478.3 3.5 0.5 4.20 17.09

#3. 6 Philippines

g(GDP) g(Id) g(FDI) g(L) TFP |FDI/GDP| FDI/Id
1985 -7.3 —-31.6 32.0 -0.9 -6.6 0.04 0.24
1986 3.4 -1.5 1060.8 3.9 -0.3 0.44 2.80
1987 4.3 3.5 127.8 6.4 -1.9 0.96 6.16
1988 6.8 6.3 180.1 5.8 1.2 2.51 16.25
1989 6.2 32.2 —43.4 3.3 2.9 1.34 6.95
1990 3.0 16.4 -5.6 1.4 1.5 1.22 5.64
1991 -0.6 -14.8 -3.9 3.2 -3.7 1.18 6.36
1992 0.3 10.8 —63.4 3.4 -3.0 0.43 2.10
1993 2.1 0.4 406.2 2.9 -0.7 2.14 10.59
1994 4.4 6.4 17.9 2.7 1.7 2.42 11.74
1995 4.7 6.5 -10.5 2.5 2.1 2.07 9.87
1996 5.8 13.4 -2.5 2.0 3.8 1.90 8.48
1997 5.2 13.6 -13.3 0.6 4.3 1.57 6.47
1998 -0.6 -21.1 142.5 0.3 -1.0 3.83 19.89
1999 3.4 3.0 -28.9 1.3 2.0 2.63 13.74
2000 4.4 7.2 —26.4 2.1 2.3 1.86 9.44
2001 3.2 -1.5 -10.6 1.8 1.4 1.61 8.56
2002 4.6 1.5 8.9 1.5 2.9 1.68 9.19
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#x3. 7 Singapore

g(GDP) | g(d) | g(FDD | g(L) TFP |FDI/GDP| FDI/Id
1985 -1.4| -11.5| -15.1 0.0 -4.6 5.45 16.3
1986 21| -25.0 64.4 -1.6 1.9 .78 35.7
1987 9.7 -21.0 56.4 4.4 6.6 12.52 70.7
1988 11.3 -5.8 17.5 5.1 7.8 13.21 88.2
1989 9.9 53.1| -26.6 4.7 5.9 3.83 42.3
1990 9.0/ -16.4 73.4 9.7 1.7]  14.04 87.9
1991 6.8 41.4] -18.5 1.9 2.9 10.72 50.6
1992 6.7 47.4] -58.6 1.8 2.3 4.16 14.2
1993 12.3 -3.1 104.5 1.1 7.7 7.58 30.0
1994 11.4 -8.8 71.1 3.4 5.2 11.64 56.3
1995 8.0 3.2 27.2 3.3 1.1 13.71 69.4
1996 8.1 50.7| -12.0 3.0 -2.0 11.15 40.6
1997 8.5 -2.0 39.8 4.4 -0.4 14.37 57.9
1998 -0.9 1.8 -36.7 1.4 -5.9 9.17 32.7
1999 6.4 -34.0 83.7 2.1 2.8 15.83 91.1
2000 9.4 12.5 2.8 4.4 4.6 14.88 83.3
2001 -2.4 -2.8 -9.3 2.9 -5.2 13.83 77.8
2002 2.2 16.8| —43.7 -0.6 2.5 7.61 37.5

#3. 8 Thailand

g(GDP) g(Id) g(FDI) g(L) TFP |FDI/GDP| FDI/Id
1985 4.6 -5.4 —55.7 0.0 -0.9 0.43 2.2
1986 5.5 -2.7 51.9 1.2 0.4 0.62 3.4
1987 9.5 30.3 26.3 3.2 2.7 0.72 3.3
1988 13.3 34.0 182.8 5.5 3.5 1.79 7.0
1989 12.2 16.4 48.8 4.3 2.9 2.38 8.9
1990 11.2 31.0 29.5 2.3 2.3 2.77 8.8
1991 8.6 13.9 -21.7 2.7 -0.5 2.00 6.0
1992 8.2 0.8 4.6 2.1 0.7 1.93 6.3
1993 8.1 36.6 -17.5 -2.4 3.2 1.47 3.8
1994 9.0 12.8 -27.7 -1.7 3.3 0.98 2.4
1995 9.2 10.5 41.0 2.2 1.4 1.26 3.1
1996 5.9 6.9 11.8 0.5 -0.3 1.33 3.2
1997 -1.4 —24.2 93.9 1.7 -5.9 2.61 8.3
1998 -10.5 -57.3 112.9 -4.5 -4.2 6.22 41.3
1999 4.4 4.0 -20.7 1.9 5.9 4.72 31.5
2000 4.6 21.2 -45.0 2.0 2.3 2.48 14.3
2001 1.9 -1.3 16.4 2.6 -0.9 2.83 16.9
2002 5.2 20.4 -77.0 2.6 2.3 0.62 3.2
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4. ETIL

FDI O FEREIC I THEBIEARLERE B CHRIHTLEEZLNDLD, £ OLfTH%R
CBWCbIERMSNE BY, EENZRENOEBL D b, spillover 8528, HEKHER, Hifi
BIELOBERPEETHL L ENL, FIT, 2T ES HIC TFP 2 #E L2 %E
& FDI OB # % P 5. AT S A 5 & FDI ANEHEMICHKE & B b 2l felk
B LAr2%n, toMBENREEEL T, B8 RITTTREIEBVEEZ OIS,

FDI ® TFP ~OEHEZMETT 2356, FEAME LOESIUTIIRT LB TH 5.

(1) TFP DEH

TFP 22 W Tlid— kR D Cobb-Douglas BIA e % y=Ff(K,L) %85 L 72354,
TFP=gy—exgK—ergL
gEBEBOMEREYRT. ek, el FER, FHOWHMETH Y, —KFEROFEME LY KHI%E
(578 - EARGECERIZE L.

(2) Granger DERERFR
FDI A EHEREFEREICHG L C\wA2D, TFP 2 EHELRZ B U THS LT Lh, H5H0»
&, e OBETRIFIREICES L TWwbAh, 1 L2 M2 Granger D EEFEOTF A+ %
BRI, y v BBENESE, 2% TFPERLT L L,
» »
Wi—yi-) = 281 Wir—s—Yir-1-D) + D 0;Xir—i—Zir—i—1) + @is—vir—1)

j=1 j=1

Z ZTIET SN B RERIARELL 6:=0.=+-=0,=0 TH 5.

(3) HRESEO#TE
TFP #NAERE LCEEBL-L XOEFTNVIIEROKEZRY (ENIEE +FDI) OBERA
by 721209 AR ETUE, k%2155,

Ip, Ir,
g%=a+54£ﬁ+ﬁ%§ﬁ+ﬁwb+BJFH+&

7272L, TFP (X Carlo A. Favero (2001) ®ZERALICZ H WV, RO L H 7% 1RO AR 7t A2
e LET 5. BAGERZ DS OPNEMICRELESNLDTIERL, F¥ ¥ a7 Ay
DEWSNIBIRN A/ RX=2 a YPERICKECHFGLTBY, EREGbEREETER
ELTHEESNS.

In(TFP;+1) =1 —0) In(TFPumean) +01In(TFP) + 1,

72720, 0<p<1, Ip 3FEEERNBEE, Ir13FEE FDI (FEEEN-R) 2K
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5. ETEIFER

(1) E3BIICR 7 Granger Causality
5. 112 Granger Causality ®7 A MEREZRL TS, &4 OIFHIGHIZIROEY Th 5.
HEE I X 19804F ~20024- T d % .

Hp : GDP growth does not Granger cause FDI growth

Hp : FDI growth does not Granger cause GDP growth

Ho : TFP change does not Granger cause FDI growth

Hp : FDI growth does not Granger cause TEFP change

#F5. 1 Granger Causality

GDP — FDI FDI — GDP TFP — FDI FDI — TFP
China 3.99 0.208 2.736 0.143
[0.039] [0.815] [0.099] [0.868]
Hong Kong 7.63 0.988 2.415 0.247
[0.005] [0.394] [0.121] [0.784]
Indonesia 1.776 1.290 3.002 2.576
[0.201] [0.302] [0.095] [0.125]
Korea 8.074 0.189 1.014 0.971
[0.004] [0.829] [0.386] [0.401]
Malaysia 2.811 0.652 1.707 0.809
[0.089] [0.534] [0.215] [0.464]
Philippines 0.222 0.994 0.347 1.489
[0.222] [0.392] [0.715] [0.272]
Singapore 1.667 1.173 0.640 3.193
[0.219] [0.335] [0.541] [0.069]
Thailand 5.951 1.480 6.260 5.201
[0.011] [0.257] [0.012] [0.022]
) REE Walt o WA (x®), TEL IWNiEpfE
lag 13 2 #

BHEWREN FDLI OBED B TIE RV E W) BRI 71 ) Er, VU FR=VERL
L OETENSNG. 2F ), RFELEDSFDI 2MRET 2 ERNTH L WHEMEEZRLTW5,
W2, FDI EFEMEDRERE TIEZ W & v ) JeliE I & TORETHEHTE v, ZofR»
LRLE, FEKEZESFDIZFREL, £OHTIE2WITEEEA S,

—7Jj, FDI & TFP L OtR%# 2 % &, TFP Z1t2s FDI OB OB T A v & v ) ARG
&, PER S A TIEEHSNLEY, oS OETEINTE 2\, #12, FDI OpEIE TFP £
EDFEHTIE BN E WV RFUEY 4 ZEWTHEHNTE 2w, 2F ), #L T, FDI oZ1LH
TFP 22L& &5 D TId7% {, TFP OZAb (Bl =, FHEKEDR LA ) LD L
A 27 7 O EEEOR 2 ) dEERRom LA EKRL, Zo/ME, FDI % [
Dirte] #iRE % 2.

(2) 7—NF—HICLBHTE
EROF—7 %N, 8 +EOF—%% 7=V LIE, LICRLERZE)FMMEINL 2
RA.
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£5. 2 T F—xIZk3HE

a) 1985-2002 (N = 144)
Variable Coefficien t Std. Error t-Statistic Prob
C 12897.88 1367.283 9.33224 0.0000
?GDPDIF(-1) 0.319701 0.087283 3.662822 0.0004
?GDPDIF(-2) —0.154492 0.088352 —1.748599 0.0827
?FDIDIF(-1) —0.168084 0.089298 —1.882268 0.0620
?FDIDIF(-2) —0.259008 0.117262 —2.208802 0.0289
Fixed Effects (Cross)
CH_—-C —12684.76
HK_—C 29451.36
IN_--C —2475.869
KR_-—-C 4386.754
ML_-—-C —6075.322
PH_—C 7544 .891
SG_—C —7348.468
TH_ —C —12798.58
Effects Specification
Cross-section fixed (dummy variables)
Weighted Statistics
R-squared 0.258141 Mean dependent var 20166.08
Adjusted R-squared 0.196319 S.D. dependent var 17979.20
SE. of regression 16118.04 Sum squared reisd 3.43E+10
Durbin-Watson stat 2.013717
b)  1985-1996 (N = 96)
Variable Coefficien t Std. Error t-Statistic Prob
C 7198.503 1151.972 6.248852 0.0000
?GDPDIF(-1) 0.770643 0.105992 7.270755 0.0000
?GDPDIF(-2) —0.211600 0.111785 —1.892923 0.0618
?FDIDIF(-1) —0.000347 0.218792 0.001587 0.9987
?FDIDIF(-2) 0.160448 0.223929 0.716512 0.4757
Fixed Effects (Cross)
CH_—-C —7106.440
HK_—-C 12929.71
IN_—-C 1333.618
KR_—-C 2170.841
ML_-—-C —2990.991
PH_—-C 5127.945
SG_—C —4340.373
TH_—C —7124.314
Effects Specification
Cross-section fixed (dummy variables)
Weighted Statistics
R-squared 0.667511 Mean dependent var 26251 .82
Adjusted R-squared 0.623970 S.D. dependent var 15899.82
SE. of regression 9749 .971 Sum squared reisd 7.99E+09
Durbin-Watson stat 1.986623
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BERZT O LIYE, ZAERTRHALGEE2E R 5. HEED fixed IREZEL
7ZGLS 2L o Tk,

£5. 3 NAINF—2I2XkBHiE L Walt Bt

AR BRI R Walt statistic
Y~ Yi—i 12.6
1985-2002
Iny:—1Iny: 1 2.34
Y~ Yi—i 4.58
1985-1996
Iny:—1ny: 1.34

(&) x305=5.991 (DF=2) THh 5,

BfE125.991TH Y, FDI @%mciﬁ%‘zﬁﬁiﬁmﬁmimx wi JRIEAR L Z < DIFETER]
T&7%\w, 230, FDIPRIFELEZIREST 20 TIE %R <, #1, HFRENFDI ##%1 5
LWV DT & TTE L e\,

(3) TFPZEZEBUIRRETOEEHRE
UTFCIElESE (Growth Accounting) OFAZS, FDI O EHHERTT A2 & %
RN
EEMRILERETETLEROE )12k,
gyi=a+pigK:+B2gLt+BsTFP+¢,

—a+¢%<I“W>+BH(FDL>+BMLF+BJFP~+&

In(TFP;+1) =1 —0) In(TFPuean) +01In(TFP) + 1,

7272, gl3BEALEE KT

CCCOEAEIZ B WEEIHEESNLNED, £72, 0=1 09 %, ThbE p=1%508
WHEADS [0 Fn+—2 ] 1CHEH) LI, TO¥E, FDILEEMVEEZ LN,
£5. 412X 2k, ENKE L FDLIZIEZHEBRS RO b, HEEERIIALETH L. Bb
$, EPNFREH FDI 2356 T AWHEM: 2 &, FDI AL L TiTbR A2 tidThThrl b %
fijbts. 72, ol I VT NOLELIAEIZL LIZRL S,

WUT, ZoENTREAMERDP ST FDI OFE#Z ARZIC [81) e w] 2 &% h5

R5. 4 MR OEEAEE

In/ Is /o I TFP 0 aaj
China am | os |  eie| G| ean| 0%
Hong Kong &Zgé; égg? (g57%1 (glggg) (8%? 099
Indonesia (j%é? (?189;)1 (g ;g? (190%5 (8 g;l 0.974
Korea am| s Gt G a) 008 0.9%
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. 6.915 12.40 1.718 0.647 0.386
Malaysia (1.36) (0.47) (3.79) (3.88) (2.00) 0.689
o 0.703 =2 977 0.935 1.016 0.379
Philippines (1.17) (-2.07) (228.1) (317.5) (2.10) 0.999
Sincanore 56.33 21.69 0.772 0.857 0.262 0,003
ab (7.91) (3.82) (6.58) (12.5) 1.27)
. 21.59 -53.59 0.805 1.092 0.556
Thailand (14.5) (-2.88) (7.95) (14.0) (3.40) 0.947

@ () Mkt

4

6. I

TYTHEDSNAY 7 UTF—5128), FDI DKERIFIZED L) R%kEl % R30I
Gt R RATz. ZORE, KT, FDLIIRFEREICD, TFPIZOEHEMLEKE L T2
LBV, LA, ENEERIEICET o RFHREIC [Flxo6ns | BTHETLE
Zzohn, EHYT—5 T, T8 7=V LEHETY, FDI OZLIZRFEREDKRE T
7V E V) RIERFIEZ  OBEEHTE 2. 2% ), FDI 2SEHNEZREET 2 DTl
<, Iz, BEERENFDI #5%$ 4. 72, FDI® TFP ~OF b WRIIZIZFZO S5
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