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Abstract

China has been the target of the most FDI among developing countries. Due to
its geographical location and cultural similarities with China, Taiwan has been a top
player for its FDI to China among many countries. In terms of the importance of
Taiwan’s FDI for the economic growth of China, this paper intends to investigate
whether FDI from Taiwan generated spillover effects toward innovation activities
for China industries. We find that: (1) FDI from both Taiwan and other countries
has positive effects on innovation activities for listed firms in China; (2) FDI from
Taiwan significantly outperforms other countries in terms of innovation spillover
effects; (3) the innovation spillover effects of high-technology industry are stronger
than those of non high-technology industries for listed firms in China; (4) the higher
absorptive capacity, the greater spillover effects of FDI on innovation activities.

Keywords: Foreign direct investment, Spillover effects, Absorptive capacity
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p 1990 & A F4n 0 PR E #:ti;\p (foreign direct investment, FDI)= = % 3¥
SEFY AR EE DT & KR F’“’?“W%ﬁ@ﬁ”f FEXI_#&%&»?‘ £l
FloFRECEFAFIERE i\r—xa 7 (ng 198Dunni8, 1998; Smith 1981) - B %
PR R ;ﬁd R E ;}’q-j;\'ﬁ‘“r% i\m g s % (spillovers effects)$t = %@?]4
P oenggir e £ 37 4 (Blomstrom and Persson 1983; Chen and Chen 2004;
Javorcik 2004; Javorcik and Spatareanu 2008; Kokko 1994; Kokko et al. 1996;
Wang and Blomstrom 1992) - FDI &_F #: #3 & = #4K 3 ®(host countries) § ¥ =
7 mjiﬁfri’f, |37 4 & R RS Ae @Y% A;nfv—a‘t ST RAE 0 1T E ko
RS LR BRI TR S BT A e B AR T
AR LRSS SR O R r}imix;s - ERMAgAR E (FREERT T
2007) o F B AR FTH M-BRERE 2P EFRENERPE > A2 5 &4F
oY Rl T HE AR AT R bRk e

HEY R B - AR RS E ’&%@f}’ Pk FAraifoda ¥ U7
HiEH HFE DD FEP DR T Ry B 2P o FDIF i &7 0k iR
o ~ BT E A 4 R R BT E&]mjiﬂv(Kokko 1992; Kugler
2001) » Fie— | A 3 R/ g E2 £]F74 4 (Cheung and Lin 2004; Qi and Li
2008) - i 2 FDI* ;5 22 % e ;,;L; 5 W AF A FDIeng i o 5 »c % > T E W FDI
(& FEZILF PRIE) é"ﬁﬁt&?@ﬂfﬁﬁ FRE (2 A4 ) DR E §Hk f’f
A FFFDI A F 8 2 2 ek %55 5 & v b F 5% (Aitken and Harrison 1999
Blomstrom 1986; Blomsrom and Persson 1983; Caves 1974; Globerman 1979;
Huang 2004; Javorcik 2004; Javorcik and Spatareanu 2008; Shaver et al. 1997) ; 1
L F T AT FDIM A A E R D P chik ek E 4§ % ch B P (Haddad and
Harrison 1993; Hejazi and Pauly 2003) - iT & » 3 'i’}EJ&}%-‘}éé‘uFDlé‘ﬁﬁﬁ’% ek iE T
ORI ABEEF-RIFTHF o FLFATFRFDIFEFHAE F L BN 2P
T Al e G ¢k E 5% (Branstetter 2006; Hanel 2000 ; Hu and Jefferson 2001;
Qi and Li 2008; Wang etal. 2006) ; e~ 3 A7 A FDI» 2 £& o & mﬁ, | 7
e 3 L7 & F B (Gorodnichenko et al. 2006; Jiang and Xia 2005) - i& 2 #* 7 FDI
g f’F I R 1§’< P A A FFWMFDIHMK T RYTEAF AR E > L&
P Y RRT L5 E R EOR AL FDIF 3 &G g ek 0 B w&]; 7
FEA R EERS ARG DA LT o APROT A F ok fmﬂ;g » 2 11‘%"
B e g Rl O PRAE B R T > AT L IF A FDIBE T R G # 2
AR A L) R BT LRERBESNE V- 2 G o @-i AN
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?é-rf‘JFDl’li'i"l EIRN S A 2P - jg_fi, j\ﬁﬂ"‘}%'ﬂj{d—';‘bi@é Q‘)El:g«jq] Ko ¥ »
B ARG 0 NS TR 6 R RUrFDIE Y RS pEent ek -

thiEsn S s ) B R B uRITF AP B ML (Acs et al. 1994; Almida and
Kogut 1999; Fleisher and Chen 1997; Huang 2004; Jaffe et al. 1993; Keller 2002;
Keller and Yeaple 2009) ~ » 237+ ~ i «fg B 3 B (Gallup et al. 1999; Huang
2004; Kedia and Bhagat 1988; Keller and Yeaple 2009; Marton 1986; McMillan
1996; Storper 1997) o % 4L F RS ALK T3 1 RFERRIT 55 ~ 82 LR E
POl PE o hE RS o Fpt o ¢ RS J‘*'W’L%ﬁf’ A TR B A R Rk
=4 g PaTe LA m,ttﬁrrg_&rn(technology gap) = — i B F IR T 3R
o AT ARRIET = 0 % -~ A% g AR FDI P RS g AT
A E TR hiE Rk Qw%"xm PES A TEAEFEZFH? %2 ~d 30a B
> it E%?#BPE B TR R RIT 0 NPR LY RS et E ok AL E
EANHBPRE?2FZ A FT AL B Y R B AT ¢ BE
FDI #1 & 2 eeh 3 2% 2
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1995 ¢ B~ H 7 7435 (Ministry of Commerce, PRC)rm‘L;L »2008# ¢ & pEF %
% * DI % 923.951 % = (US$100million) - laaxgeiﬁwawu%
(1979# ) “Lrﬁ’ R st B R 0 B 12008E KFDIF SR Y Rt £
;8&mm@aﬁ,a@ X SR W%ﬂw%fk4wﬁ$ﬁ%<mw
Fo st b R FEY RA MR T - L ERAF SR ARG R B
ARgninsyt > R 22008F 1 F L R R B < 2T #&&?‘“"‘4525“ ’
;%%6@%&ﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬁ”pﬂﬁwmim’W”*éﬁﬁﬁ R
j?img, SPpASNZER mAY WX EFDISE T X kRRD o (e f ;%;};;
TR ] o R R TSRS A (Economlst)m PRI L S
Gy R AR R EL T, 0 E > 19798 R 22008E 5 ¢ E&]w
BRI S &a?%$ﬁ%y*é&m%%;n’r@?ﬁé&é@*
PR T & F B~ PR T Tt o RN RS I S T 0 S FDIg Y
RAge o dmpitad 355 ME s Rs - €& 7R
=~ p @y FDI

13 o B E AN T 53R L A € (Investment Commission of Ministry of
Economic Affairs)¥f#h$ 3 si3-dicdhy > p 1952 & %33 2009 # 50k > AR F
= c‘rli,\ﬁc’ B~ B 4375 827.03 B % ~ v ik o84t H‘x 2 ’—F—!:'E Y
B b (22504:,@3%)3{;@?](11783 BE ) p;gn,u R e
};:J‘/z‘ L~ R LTS fql‘ 5}\;{(?3%911(,;“ T RE T4 ;1:7‘4"—3&:&:”}'1 e
(LG Lfp® £ ) enfpie o 7 ¢£ﬁ@&%ﬁ’ﬂﬂﬁﬁ$””iﬁﬁ
ERAFAFL FHE S AR RTRERT B TR o
ET o cRLFHIBRFTOLENIRTS Y R

dAE AP T B R SRR R AR TRHE ARG £
g iz ¥ -2 g ¢ BlR s Ao BEORE 'J&m,ﬁ:".@IR" Flt o &
T E-BERSF TR AT LRI PER I T EART A2
rrﬁﬂ?i%%ﬁ"?f}ﬂi ) L 4 l}i B o

TR KR B e (Wealth Magazme)av 3408 (2010 & 2 7 )o 3R 4P pFiEsp 2010 # ¥ W~ 1
ﬂré{éé\ﬂ zk:,k iﬁiau A o

3 9 m~« i FDI %ws % chi g;g;;:}yg B~ p 3P F = %z»% f; # #(China Statistical Yearbook)
1979 & 1 2008 & » A 4R A L & PR R \fwu‘\ = A pR™ (357802 mF ) B &ﬁ
%355 (901.00 %~ )~ p + (653.76 % ~ )+ % B (596.5 5% ~)~ 44 (47659 g% ~ )~ s
#5 (41910 i % =~ )~ #74es (37827 ¥ ~ )~ K (15695 B % ~ )~ LR (150.77 % =~ )~ fr
= K (88.59 xgim)c
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Romer (1990)i 3 B¢ 3 33k T4 4 AT 4 b iFrak ¥ - file
%??ﬁ@ﬁ’@ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁmﬁﬁﬁ%%»m@w%ozﬁ@ R )
Bl MR G R @RS P o DS R RT 4 o Fd e
Jeda 0t FDISP 3 A4 Blenf Rt ok 4 & kA 0 Bokfh e ¥ B 57
— R AR EV R EEY PR E P L AIFTa 4 (Cheung and Lin
2004; Hu and Jefferson 2001; Qi and Li 2008) - % = B % % »c g » i > g &2
?gWﬁ?%’ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁf%’%ﬂ*@mﬁ%ﬁi%iﬁﬁﬂﬁwﬁf
PO~ F g O R s 4 (Javoreik 2004 Javorcika and Spatareanu
2008; Wang 2006) > F]& #% B ¥ 3 Fenpg|3Ta 4 o° = B 5 Ik > mE
AR & — FAA F B g b F (Cheung and Lin 2004; Hu and Jefferson 2001,
Qiand Li 2008) » B = @ Vs B A MR T O P iR L EHF 4
oI s VR BH AP ETHEEET S v e B GRS B e IR
TRRAHREFT DB AEO THAELFIN cF e BAEIE AL
forr i 0 A RGP LR L BE e 3 g4 L 4 F R (Javorcik
2004) > EER S T A PHF B kg iE g a_a_frg,' S el B
¢—L’@mﬁﬂ%iwm44%? CE R AREES TRBER AR
TREEREMAR S &P L AIRT 4 (Acs and Xia 2005) o A 302 oendi
w0 VAR o FDIg A 2 dog gt JUlseneh F o B A P Bl s B g 2 AIAT

P2

fe 4o AN ipaE 2 R L

H1A : FDI$ @ R+ et @ a}ﬁiﬁq%ﬁ; 4B thiEack o

& 2 Lf%&ﬁ:r higsn gk ans ) B B B iR iTF B (Acs et al. 1994;
Almida and Kogut 1999; Fleisher and Chen 1997 Huang 2004; Jaffe et al. 1993;
Keller 2002; Keller and Yeaple 2009) ~ » £235 % = it enrg B 7 B (Gallup et al.

1999; Huang 2004; Kedia and Bhagat 1988; Keller and Yeaple 2009; Marton 1986;
McMillan 1996; Storper 1997) o 4 3% F W2 A4 T ¥ 1 FERSEGT ~ 357 ~ &2
T VR B BE S R E R RS o LAY Bl g Ot H %ﬁ?@lﬂﬁ
PPGT > aF o bl ERC) 2 B A REE DT & RRE . 7
Pl AR 2 iR R L

H1B : ~ A4 ¢ R~ BAIRTa 3 eheh F sk + 2 H & ] oo

W TRy #ﬁ RGP F B AR A F 5 o E »c % (Krugman 1993;

® Wang and Blomstrom (1992) { 4% o d »¢ 3 o e # & Ehpwie s }ﬂ A 2 B E
RSP L gkl ? &f:ﬁiiitr L (S IR SRR 0 R 3 q;u%tr ol e G R
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Saxenian 1996; Stigler 1951) - &4 » Krugman (1993)45 &1 » & #13& ¥ i 1 0
F Yo ¥ “%*4@ﬁ’$%ﬂﬁ§%4ﬁ%%**§“% fRRT .
Y oF o RE F A4 T AG g pian “wldﬂ’;\ ik - Saxenian
U9 B FEAFLE ST BFHRE N B0 T ML 23 B
B EFg g d FEREE e TEHF TR ST E Y 2P R
S b 0 B RGBT E ek o ¥ - 3 G o d B T o d At
2R F e Rl DAY R RR TS AR
rthig sk et B BRI 0 B i 0 AP 2 iR S
HZ AR 223 P HEE > AP ERKFTEWY Y A3 fH 2 %5
3 PRIRTO R o
H2B: ¢ 47 Bl < B3 #1382 FenpRTohE s A W # chB] oo
W2 R 3 dp o FDlendh E o % 2 WAFDId ke sy Mo - 2
2 BBfzay 4 3 B (Borensztein et al. 1998; Dixit and Stiglitz 1977; Keller 1996;
Kokko 1994, 1996; Perez 1997) » #] 5 ¥ i Beidaa 4 ¢ BT F—H0 4]
A FF4LIE* (Perez 1997) o ¥ ¢k > 3+ 3 R £ FHITS i 4 3 R0 » € @ FF
i 2 ey o X 31 F(Kokko 1994) « £ R ekt 4 4§
PER BB EDFPN PR 0F o RFFEF LEAR T 4 P T U
PG RTH > R HP R T 1 B o IReng) AT 4 (Young and Lan, 1997,
Sun, 2002) o 350 it I > AP 2 B S

H3: ¢ B+ e Eemsofoan 4 A8% > R E ZRFTHE LIATR 4 ahvh Fax
L R
2 Ffli %iﬁlﬁpiﬁ 3%

TR KR
AELHRAPD B RA IR LR AL R 20 ]
d“$ﬁﬁ#%iﬁxﬂﬁ $Hﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁ%ﬂﬁ%&%$ﬁ§%%®i
b o pAFRE M 1‘49&9 4+ B ARRTIRAL T AL B (Taiwan Economic Journal data
base, TEJ) = 4t ¢t > 5 B 23k 2 r:;?g#%%‘i?‘(FDl)v‘ B & pE iy 0 RBop ¢

T and R pEEaRgtan [0 E R AhE g TR W) B U A ket B E 4 (FDI) ik
5}7%'\ - BAEOSTVN AAKR L VT E B d A PF TR NP FDI m?“}i ) #i g
EE A RE B A W AT o
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Bl BER AN Y B A R AE S Tt T 059 MY RA S RERTH
P~p ¢ WA EMA A F AR (States Intellectual Property Office of P.R.C,
SIPO) e d ** TEJ 3 B9 Bt 7 o & P33 TR ard® 430 1991 > o »%
P R L EZ TR Fp A g P L 1992 1 2007 -

~ i‘ =B %g‘:i&
Rl 8o e R 5
INNO,, = & + &, FDI,  , + @,FUND,, + &,RD, , + 2,GDP, + S 6YEAR+& (1)

INNG,, = g+ BTW _FDI; _, + B,Other _FDI, , + B,FUND,, + B,RD, ,
+ B,GDP, + > 6YEAR + &

INNO, 4 5 I 2P § t #2 LIFTEB - AT R Y I 27 5 t £ ehk D
a1 E( PAT DE:SPE iﬂ‘ﬁ AT RS o & hglRTa # (Cheung and Lin 2004,
SherandYang 2005) INNO,, = = @ FF k e oo d »r Vi g 2 217 & o 7 FDI
m;' AL > FDI B¢ * 7 £ 54 /éj %o FDIL, 5 t-1 B3 F £ RME %&&?

e TW_FDI,, 5 t-1 & 5 %4437 7 £ 2 FDI %4 - Other _FDI,, %-aﬂ
@?ilﬁ%wh%meOwir“%mﬂm%&ﬂu &&w BA Lo
%EEQ?EE%Od*ﬂ*ﬁ%ﬁ?qg%%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmwé’ﬂﬁ’
A - &R A X OFDI(FDI, )Tt BRE 2k F e dic o

Himmelberg and Petersen (1994)ip & = & ehph 383 £ (FUND, ) ¢ 72 557 3
CEPRIRT AR P FFRT § R Flt o AP p
Frdl%sc &< 350 Berger (1993) » LR I F w E e w Ty B E
3 5%’3% 2 PAR R TR TR TR FE L F PR INE 4 o B2
S AR EIRLE Xk ,,(RD,t DEREF ERA ﬂ/pﬁv(Mansfleld 1968 Berger
1993) » FIt o A fpde » BHAH L D5 iR - R RS R
T A 4v T o Solow (1957) % Hsiao and Yan (2003)%;;\ o e ¢ B E
Fggee s AiERr FTRN 2 AL & 5 (GDR) T & Hjkrie o chif i %
Hoo Botd o 3 F R 4 r & R (YEAR) S 5 % dc o
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T4
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~z=
=\
“l *"rfr

P oY RS ERRGOM o T A R IHLT LR G R TR B 61902 & O
T w5 T.F»:EHVL% T AAMGEN (527 0) ZpMFT RA RLLH NP F 5
BAREY @AY AR FAIRT O IREAFTAIF O IREFEI P EEF L2 L o RG>
Fes s T mm s At SR R G BEHL AL R
EEEET o T rz%"’fiﬁj-&‘iﬁﬁ*ﬁai?v‘ji PR REFRTREMRT AL v b
APV R F LR A 0 T A WL S%E#&ﬂ?éﬂ%ﬁj%ﬁ—’ AR ThER
Y RARBEAN L PR ERR T EPRY TR TR 7O o T EREEE
52 B g -

R WSS 1T T4 B 5 (Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development, OECD) { #-
BAEAR S €& PRIATIRIR - Fg A H hB I 2 F % K Agy WAl ~FA Fad
AR HHES L RFOFRPE o Ea H e ﬂmzéf fed o d MWERAHRIE R T A TR
o FRF R L § RHCNREE R o 5 AL DF & 0 T A P I
i’a?;@??é_%éjf%kj 100,000 -
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AP Q2@ Pt RE #RRF #E(FDL,, ~ TW_FDI,, &
Other _FDI,, )ik sk % H1A & xwu HIB o #o5¢ (1) # R 8 7 R E 245 7 %
(FDI ) ¥ £177% & (INNO, )7t g 2k > HN ()RR R ¢ B2 2 & R RE B3I T
(TW _FDI,, & Other_FDIi’tfl)m#,w_m:% o % HIA 2 > (D) Qe M &
$F % %(FDI,,, ~ TW _FDI,,, ¥ Other _FDI,, ,)eh i #Ed F <3t 0 ¥ ¢ » Ao
HEH (2 w?ﬁﬁ. “ B 7E #4 F(TW _FDI,,, & Other _FDI,,,)éhikdici B
Mﬁ Tk HIB - i3 1B = = » 5 FDI(TW _FDI, )i B g ¥ + 3¢

# & 7 FDI(Other _FDI,, )% -

AREBR2ZAE 2B A PREAFTALA B PAHATLAEZEHEALS B
FHRA o R BB HTAE SN E Qmm’ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁéié%iéiggg
EECESR ?51%‘&0% 2 RERZQUEEF A BREE T2 AT RAH
BECEIPEPI AR AU ERT CGAE A BT A E
AF > NPRIREE g E L ;fi:}iﬁ FoF H2A = = > 58Dz bFst P 5 4
FAEFEFFHRADTREZRLT R (FD|t1)"‘§U@¥F%‘**”k B g FDI
Hiihifce ¥ 4ok H2B 2 > #2503 #4224 2 > 5% FDI(TW_FDI, )
B E ¥ L T 8 B R FDI(Other _FDI, )i {%#ic -

RIFR B i fF st 5

INNO,, = a +,FDI, ;, +a,ABC, + a,FDI; _, x ABC,, + ,FUND, +a;RD, _,
+a,GDP, + > 0YEAR + ¢

INNO,, = g+ BTW _FDI, , + B,0ther _FDI, , + ,ABC, +
B,TW _FDI,, x ABC,, + f,Other _FDI,, , x ABC,, + S;FUND, + (4)
B;RD, , + B,GDP, + > 6YEAR + ¢

3)

hEERTAANA D PR R BT O B F o foa 4 (Haddad
and Harrsion 1993; Kokko1994, 1996) » @ ¥ 1 R £ ¥ e g ¢h ;3 walheng 4 &2 H
PR G B o AR T RS T R Pe L RS < R IRG0T o — 1 0 el )
(Perez 1997)= mif #» i, (Kokko 1994) o &~ %% L4 2 /;;Jc enia2 (Dolores and
Nicholas 2008; Fu 2008; Girma 2005a, 2005b; Girma and Gorg 2007; Girma et al.
2008) » I * i 5] o @ PR BEGEE SofTae 4 (ABC,) °

P T o A R TARFN G ERAS P E el A

y = Bo+ Bl + Bolig + Bakiy + Bamy + &, (5)

He yiAd (napjergg) o L5y 1 (s | Akl
) sl EaEpEy a (A A AR ABER) o ko B RAL (AR S AR
) oMy s FA (PURAEEER o Ty bR liexg §1) 0 A PERT R

ek e
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FEp R A PHEHPEC) SR RE R i X UL EE LD
FELAA(TFR,) = &% > A0 L 34 (7 T 740 panel data i jF 5 :

TFR, pTFPut a7t 5Di,t + Fi,t Vit (6)

He D HEFH)  FEALFHDE Ay, AL APy IR
AR L (v )R R A2 F ESfic 4 (ABC,) ¢

H3 spp @ R« pEg 3 o & ankjoi 4 485 > R E B T E AR
vk iE S g~ o Flt o APAR o PR E T R 4(FDI,, ~ TW_FDI, , &
Other _FDI,,,) % & = it 4 2 % 7 (FDI,,, xABC, - TW _FDI, , x ABC,, &
Other _FDI,, , x ABC, ) : BB Bg ¥ ~ 3t 0 o

AT B %o (time series)£2 pF F B 71 (cross sectional) & & F AL #3]
(panel data) P fRAC) T TRk i Te B R SR 32 TR
wﬁ,jgw@igéﬁﬂ%mgﬁg%o%a’%muhmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁ
BRPFRI IR T REATIREHT LR T 2P FSPEIE > P FA P e T
PARRFET T i R %Tr'rias%éy‘?—(heterogenelty bias)s k" 48 » — 4L KW o FH
T 3z % (fixed effect model) 2 ¢ # » % (random effects model) ¥ 14 ;4 panel data
&%@ﬂgﬁmﬁ,jgq?%ﬁéﬁﬂmiiﬁ‘ﬂﬁﬁﬁ?*%ﬁﬁ“

B o0/ B 45 ¥ % Hausman test & 2| % %) %30 B A 8 v 03 o
f8> 72 { 7 »x(Hausman 1978) o # %% 3¢ ar'r :
H = 2W]=w—ﬂ]2*m—ﬁ] (7)

B9 p A BH I R hE 3 Gl AT BE A G ko
> =Var[b]-Var[g] * H PRjE -~ 'JLE d }if‘ﬁ* = & fw (Chi- Squared) v E: | H | <3
B PldEx Bl e F 2 Bl s g o] o Flet o 287 3 2 Hausman
testi& 7 » Hausman tester73k 3+ &%t ’F}»p!{ F] 7 i%fr&ﬁ,&} %ﬁ:ﬂ' et E L
__i(r’—'—,*LL,»&;&#@-@;‘Z?\{;)J‘]E_E_{F?&ELE& }%a}#wx{ﬁgﬁ_ » ot ¥
EFoRFE FA RV EFHFLRR AT PR T T G
oo PR ARtk o g AR LM(Iargrange multlpller) testi
AT g R R ‘*\’ﬁxll”zz—u&%"%% g SR TR R ]

o BT Ok o @ % Hausman testi& pISE 8 s % -7 &2 E«]» u;:%fiﬁg ; éﬂe 7n
BT S e R AR B R R Oy o MR B 2 Aok Y Rk s
AT 0

O B R A RS e L T U KRR LN KRP o bR DR B
R @SBRI M B AT TSRS B G nipR Raed
AL S TR =p oy EEGDL R AIFALT

LM test 2 Hausman test ot if] s % 717 2 & i fFa i g k2 @ o
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g,amgﬂ}]ﬁ(PAT)l'@i

- A E N s
w s o BAH T — - I iahs & EF
é_#‘ r'f -%‘Nﬁ’t 2 7}‘“&& _%‘?I‘Iﬁ{
Bikib ¥ 123 14 8.786
S 724 13 55.692
gk 1,866 16 116.625
- & 1FT 1 5,486 17 322.706
? Eg ¥ 3,699 17 217.588
PREA: RERL W ¥ 2,630 17 154.706
T ¥ 3,384 17 199.059
oy 2,386 16 149.125
B bk B ¥ 4,057 17 238.647
T2 RA S E 9,044 15 602.933
TIUEME LA E B Y 5358 16 334.875
KT R ERAE 771 16 48.188
e 3 599 16 37.438
PR KB R E 573 16 35.813
THHGAE 3,232 17 190.118
PEEREE 133 17 7.824
ERA 358 17 21.059
KT A ¥ 11 16 0.688
5L BRI ¥ 4,889 17 287.588
Hv g% 446 17 26.235
g 2,488 16.2 152.785
AL O Py < ) EREGE T ARAPEP AEFLEJELAE > » 277 2 ALE RIE
AR PEFL RIS IT RIS 2P AR o
RO R Y AP TAA LA 26 A 0 Au D RRiRdeE CdE S ks
PEEE Y FEWUE  FARAZ RBRAWSE  Ja PR E ca o n g @l E g
A BUFF R I FACRAWURF T F PR oA G WU KT R ERAE 25
E RFARJIFRE RHACAE PHFRLE RS REE  EBEGE S SEAE AL
Ei%\&gmﬂéi KT AL PEF AL FAMMRRE P IHMAY 2
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Panel A : >#8# * (N=13,437)

Variable Mean Std. Median First Third
INNO; ¢ 0.241 1.462 0.000 0.000 0.378
TW_FDI;, Y 15.801 15.211 11.023 6.000 19.649
Other FDI;.."Y  220.836 202.216 160.881 88.517 279.209
ABC;i; -0.021 0.590 0.112 -0.191 0.328
FUND; 0.058 0.053 0.046 0.021 0.079
RDi 11 0.006 0.015 0.000 0.000 0.008
GDP; 0.109 0.011 0.112 0.098 0.116

Panel B : & #32 ¥ (N=13437) &3 #42 ¥ (N=11,140) th> £ & B4 =

BREAE EBHBAEE Difference in
Mean Median

Variable Mean Std. Median Mean Std. Median (p-value) (p-value)
INNO; ¢ 0505 1.166 0401 0.186 1515 0.000 <0.001 <0.001
TW_FDl; . Y 20.616 17.273 15.279 14.808 14551 10.470 0.003 0.007
Other_FDI;.,*? 231.785 225.047 217.881 218578 194.810 154.154 0.004  <0.001
ABC;i; 0.013 0.651 0.026 -0.028 0571 -0.013 <0.001 <0.001
FUND; 0.094 0.045 0.051 0.050 0.055 0.045 0.184 <0.001
RDit.1 0.008 0.017 0.006 0.005 0.014 0.000 <0.001 <0.001
RETH

INNO;, = 7§ E L JER A /T 5T 4 %100,000 o

FDlit1 = R E R EY W HAXE/IAE N7 THRT A

TW_FDliyy = %p ¢ r’f‘ BT SHEAFEFIAF DT THORT A -

Other_FDl;; = A EXEE f = ﬁf) BEFYP RNAHAL LA LN THRTE -

ABC;, = f’-“ H?ZH;» EARZ RIS

FUND;, = AFARP RN ITEEFAE R TR TE

RDM_1 = /Eg’f T [T f\;@" °

GDP; = WA AL L F o
8 A2 47 H %8 TW_FDI;y, ¥ Other_FDl;q 2. & ¥ T 358k -
" f AL 1991 T 2007 & o
¢ “ﬁi#ifii’?,‘fsf%? W F - FRAAZ RFRLWLF 2P FUSF L3 2L RRAU

BENRIVEBEIAORFULIESLT AL o
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% = p M & 47 Spearman 4p i % BciEL

Variable INNO;; TW_FDI,.; Other FDI,.; ABCi;  FUNDi;;  RDiu
0.663
TW_FDls  (0'000)
0.675  0.778
Other_FDlit1  9'000)  (0.000)
ABC. 0225  0.029 0.031
i (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000)
CUND. 0070 0.036 -0.040 0.121
i (0.000)  (0.001)  (0.000)  (0.000)
. 0552 0547 0550  -0.075 0.123
Ie (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000)
o 0.044 0070 0.064 0.057 0075  -0.019
t (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.060)

S S E TN
" AR L 1991 3 2007 E 0 fAgE 13437 BAAE o
BN A pE (BE)-

# = Panel A E_ 28 A R Hcrnsit S8 > ST BRF(TW _FDL, )
chlpofe (¢ =) 5 15.801(11.023) (A& ¥ F BT /A £ ha 7 T 04
FTA) @ H v R RE EHF(Other _FDI, )T 358 (¥ =#) 5 220.836
(160.881) > » #E Hfp FEE | FWHE RREIEBELT > T2 L3 S 8HY Eﬁﬁ]«’
FeplATen g sk ¢ [ 2 Rl BRo B G vk 4 RL IO RIRTE B S
 FDI e #ic - Panel B .3 @2ty fHE A £ FikAmsat -2 £
P 3P HEAFHHALTORATOERL Y 2y o T F
BT (TW_FDI, )& H s B RE 4545 F (Other _FDI,,, )’ % ## & ¥ 0 FDI
PHEEFANAFPHLAESDFDI - ¥ - 25 o 3P HEJIEED
(INNO;,) ~ w4zt 4 (ABC,, )14 % F73 -K B (RD,, , )35 % »0 23 L o 7 o

BEAZ L REAM Gl A7 AL BEAE T MRehE B

F(FDL )& A1 377 # (INNO, )35 5 A F 1 » M 4 » A B 3
0.663(p<0.001)2 0675(p<0.001) > 14" # 7 i i & ¢ £ ¥ F FDI #
PR L P AATE S OB EE 4 0t ok > Bk YRR A
BF o HATKIE(ABC, o it 4 ) AIFTE S (INNO, )™ 5 3F F 1 v B 4 (14

A
Bch 02255 p<0.001) > £ 4 < g 4p 16 o & il ’ﬂww%ﬂm; SRR
&(FUND,,) ~ 7% % 41(RD,,,) ~ BIP 2 A £ 3 (GDR)# £]47i% # (INNO,, ) eh4p
MBI F A0 0 mE AR IpH R o

NN

= RS HY R B AP LRER R

Fow kR REZRFT(FDL ) $E Y B~ e @ £1FTF 5 (INNO,, ) E_F
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23 %k o A2 2 M AL EKF(FDL,, ) i B
0.002( p<0.001) » £ igii 1A 2 g 4p - H°3](2) 2 & 2 &L F(TW _FDIL, )
hik#cs 0.010(p<0.001) » @ H is B 7 E #4% F (Other _FDI, ) HiE 22 % eh ik
ﬁi 0.003( p<0.001) » ¢+ -  #. % etﬁT » SR BT (TW_FDI)H7 &
2 FRIFTR A (INNO, )P 85 5 8 B RE 424K 7 (Other _FDI, )7 3
oA B AdL B IR F KL B 1B @I A 4F e FR R 2 b 213
TOORIT o R € T A RA RS b Fank o

A @ a8 ) 3%A F F £ (FUND,,) i Jéiiﬁ‘é%ﬁf%’kﬁ(p
B4 w2t 0.05 22 0.01) ; A7 % L 1(RD,,, ) A1#TE 6 (INNO,, ) & & TLE ¥
oo B (fkes B 5 6.100 2 57030 p E ¥ ]"‘OO )’ B Ty - R
(Berger 1993) » £ #-& JUHBAR 5 A|FTenA I > B X DAL L RIRTE® i~
PIFEHEr FETLEJANPERATFF - TWRP 2 AL F(GDR) ™
E«;—g R (hlicd 5 0.0360 p e iE 10%%8 K ) B rap 4 o HA(1)
2 H07)(2)2 AdjR2A %] 5 0507 2 0516 5 % 4 # FDItlﬂJ%z‘}’E"\t‘ » B

AdjR? 5 0392 (A 7]4 ) B7 Y WA F i LR PLFTA
NenE B FF2- 0 AHSBORFTRES (Lo

2w RABEHEEFTHWY BT QT LRTER DR E
INNO,, = a + a,FDI,, + @, FUND,, + ,RD, ., + @,GDP, + Y 6YEAR + ¢ (1)

INNO,, = 8+ BTW _FDI,, + 8,0ther _FDI,, + ,FUND,, + 4,RD, , + A,GDP, + L SYEAR +& (2)

Variable Pre(_jicted - -Model (1) - -|V|Od8| (2)
sign Coefficient p-value Coefficient p-value

Intercept ? -1.011 <0.001 -1.042 <0.001
FDI;, + 0.002 <0.001
TW_FDl; 1 + 0.010 <0.001
Other FDIiv1  + 0.003 <0.001
FUND; ¢ + 0.071 0.011 0.079 0.004
RDit1 + 6.100 <0.001 5.703 <0.001
GDP; + 0.036 0.074 0.036 0.067
YEAR ? included included

N 13,437 13,437

Adj R-squared 0.507 0.516

LM test(p-value) <0.001 <0.001

Hausman test(p-value) 0.993 1.000

| RER AL -
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NS

= o~ thipa ke R4
PHAE

W2 PP A R P HE A F R (Krugman 1993; Saxenian
1996; Stigler 1951) » F]pt » MNP EFE » 7 2R FH A F O FE0 R A E R
EoEARPHAF N ERE LT ARE L RS PHAF L HE S j\m
< o 2T R AT A LB A B A E(high tech industry) 2 2t % L 3 & ¥
(non-high tech industry) = ‘e % * (sub-sample) » 4 %] :& 7 FDI #F jE s % 2 4 T_°
Panel A F S %87 > 3FHDEF2 P REBKFT(FDL,)REKE
0.002( p<0.001) » £ 3 £ H A4 ¥ 2 *t HE J}'&-&;‘(FDhtl)l,ﬁ:ﬁm %
0.001(p<0.001) - & ¥ fadick 3 B F A A 12(p<0.05) > %7 % fH A FHiE
,.-xacang =R X rffﬁ—i e g R - R0 AT R PHEAE S otk
A TFZ o B 2AE L3 -

":’L
=1}
2
=4
puis
W
o)
h
P

TR R PHALEEAR

DHEBLTARI AFEG PR R B AP R LR FH
%%Fﬁé%F®I%*ﬂW éé% Lk RN GER R Sl R e i
WAL SR Y B }r,tmé PETE GG A hehE ko ®4 T s Panel B9 @

%‘g‘#ﬁ o3 ﬁiﬁé’r_ =SS 4’&-% P (TW_FDIi,t—l)'%E" S Nk #%’ﬂ‘?ﬁ
(Other _FDI,  ,)#h % #icA &) % 0.006( p <0.001)£2 0.002( p <0.001)> TW _FDI,  , 48
¥+t Other _FDI,,(p<0.01)> 7% 5% flp 2 £1 ¢ WA AT - $H4 ¥
iR Bzl 3 a‘q‘—_’%%fi&r’g%ﬁ TR R ¥k Ay ’ﬁﬁu’ﬁ‘}*%ﬁiﬁﬁ e =
S oW B RFDI 1377 ek enE B (0.006 5 0.002) 2L 3 #LH A ¥
FDI ¢ jE»c% 2 & (0.004 7% 0.001) - & ¥ i B E 1%8 ¥ K > Bor o 4%
FTREAHAEHY B V?ﬁﬁmmP“x%ﬁ%*mﬂ°‘€iif%’%
2B @I A HF o

T~ TR 4 B E Ak

%2 B 2 a3t 4 (ABC, )H B 424K F(FDI,, ) iE 2c % g fgz o
ABC % ¥ el = & ehLjie ik ¢h o w R R o @ FDI ehfh g sk e fi
AN AR TR =S LS T L N 3:%('A‘I-D’Ci,t)"y‘ 22 FDI,, , = %IE(FDIM—IXABCM)
hinHc s~ 3t 00 d & = H0574 (3) % (4) e % 7 4> ABC,, ek icBE F < 22 0 ( p
B w0058 001) ¥ - 26 0 d HNB)T a0 3fTii 4 (ABC,)E 2 %
JE(FDI L xABC, )R FIE AlcF BEE L D 0 BEom R foal 4 (ABC )2 AIRT M E %

TARM o Bz R A o HN(4)% % B TW_FDI, , x ABC,, P4 dic 3
0002(p<0 001) » Other _FDI, , x ABC, ¢1%#c & 0.001(p<0.001) » = % 35+

Rk S LRI eV é_@%;i2196 BEA(EXNER P MAHE~2p4) #H9 1705

%(776%):‘4" @’a}«r;zif;c BT R & (MIC) 3+ #2001 | 20084% S EMA LN R

SRR E e 36,9004 < 1 7349 0 2 12008 o SEEY RAMR I FTAAETRLT L
73 FDI mixw FET 37% > Fl o G kB SR A E e m L NS i
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£7 MRBRBREFEN BABRL P QP AFTER OB
BPHAFEAIPHAS

Panel A: ¢t EI X B K TP A B D 2P RIFTE & i P

INNO,, = a + &,FDI,,, + a,FUND,, + o,RD,  ; + @,GDP, + Y. SYEAR + & (1)
Variable Predicted High Tech industry Non- High Tech industry
sign Coefficient  p-value Coefficient p-value
Intercept ? -1.377 <0.001 -0.972 <0.001
FDli 1 + 0.002 <0.001 0.001 <0.001
FUND:; ¢ + 0.330 <0.001 0.024 0.440
RDi 1 + 3.319 <0.001 6.997 <0.001
GDP; + 0.059 0.079 0.035 0.132
YEAR ? included included
N 2,297 11,140
Adj R-squared 0.676 0.487
LM test(p-value) 0.003 <0.001
Hausman test(p-value) 0.552 0.863

PanelB: ¢ B2 E v MFERIKFTHNY WA B3 27 RIRTHE AL

INNO,, = #+ TW _FDI,, , + f,0ther _FDI,, , + f,FUND,, + B,RD,, + ,GDP, + LSYEAR+¢ (2)

Variable Predicted High Tech industry Non- High Tech industry
sign Coefficient ~ p-value Coefficient p-value

Intercept ? -1.377 <0.001 -1.016 <0.001
TW_FDlj1 + 0.006 <0.001 0.004 <0.001
Other_FDl;¢4 + 0.002 <0.001 0.001 <0.001
FUND:; ¢ + 0.325 <0.001 0.035 0.256
RDi 1 + 3.147 <0.001 6.497 <0.000
GDPy + 0.058 0.084 0.036 0.113
YEAR ? included included

N 2,297 11,140

Adj R-squared 0.680 0.497

LM test(p-value) 0.002 <0.001

Hausman test(p-value) 0.578 0.854

PRHCTEEL S o
0> %7 2 7 ek F(ABC, > fcit 4 D B FF F KR ERAKF(TW _FDI,
& Other—FDIi,tfl ) hEE o BRoaA o TW _FDI;, x ABC;, D3 ) F &
Other _FDI;,, x ABC,,(p<0.01) » % 7 ZAp b ek B (sfzin 3 ) & > 54
FDI e¢h 5 2% % >0 H @ | freo
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25 P RAEED O F anfai 4 HARTE R Z B

INNO,, = & +&,FDI,  , +@,ABC,, +a,FDI,, , x ABC,, +@,FUND,, +aRD,, , + @,GDP, + LSYEAR +5 (3)

INNO,, = B+ BTW _FDI, , + 8,0ther _FDI, , + ,ABC,, + 8,TW _FDI, , x ABC,, +

B,Other _FDI,,, x ABC,, + #,FUND,, + ,RD;, + ,GDP, + ¥ SYEAR + & 4
. Predicted Model (3) Model (4)
Variable . — —
sign Coefficient p-value Coefficient p-value
Intercept ? -0.605 <0.001 -0.617 <0.001
FDI; 1 + 0.001 <0.001
TW_FDlj1 0.002 0.017
Other_FDl; 0.001 <0.001
ABC;i; 0.162 0.025 0.220 0.002
FDI;.1xABC;i + 0.003 <0.001
TW_FDI;.1xABCi; + 0.002 <0.001
Other_FDI;1xABCi;  + 0.001 <0.001
FUND; + 0.076 0.015 0.064 0.039
RDi 11 + 3.355 <0.001 3.648 <0.001
GDP; + 0.016 0.420 0.017 0.385
YEAR ? included included
N 13,437 13,437
Adj R-squared 0.598 0.607
LM test(p-value) <0.001 <0.001
Hausman test(p-value) 0.998 1.000
CREAERFEA S .
Al itk LR 4 > NINA G F £ (FUND,,) ~ A3 4
(RD, )~ 2 Fp 4 & < 35(GDP)EFFH > w4k 5 »M}p\ 4 &L 3E(GDP) 4 i

Rk - u’i.?.;’f T%’ B4p e o ",;@f—;ﬁvfiﬁ,{n;z Of\rT‘J vl e AT
iP5 B FTALR chB M0 -5 JIHEA 5 37 P (innovation) ~ F f‘;](practlcal)
g2 eh gk - (appearance) = & (& 42 % - 15 ) AFF Y ;;z,__gF,f #Esp/» L=
fé '@f—TT’}’ﬁ«F‘alw‘l’ ﬁr;’}’g_}\od%\,_\‘}ﬁ.l-% ff”'/m’i"fé.g;’f’}ﬁﬁf'@
REATEF DGR L w g o T RE R FT(FDL L )H Y B S P A
¥TEPE ’)5 hEATE > P LD R T (TW_FDI ) thiE»c s o s B RE
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%= ”I?EI‘E«T&#RP’.H" |
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INNO,, = @ + &,FDI,, +@,FUND,, + ,RD,  , + 2,GDP, + Y. 6YEAR + & (1)

INNO,, = 8+ BTW _FDI,, + 4,0ther _FDI, , + #,FUND, + A,RD, , + AGDP, + S 6YEAR +£  (2)

Panel A : 7% m

: Predicted Model (1) Model (2)
Variable . — —
sign Coefficient p-value Coefficient p-value

Intercept ? -0.045 <0.001 -0.046 <0.001
FDli 1 + 0.002 <0.001
TW_FDlj1 + 0.003 <0.001
Other_FDl; 4 + 0.001 <0.001
FUND; + 0.004 0.088 0.004 0.064
RDi .1 + 0.152 <0.001 0.136 <0.001
GDP; + 0.002 0.142 0.002 0.137
YEAR ? included included

N 13,437 13,437

Adj R-squared 0.521 0.526

LM test(p-value) 0.001 0.007

Hausman test(p-value) 0.841 0.669
Panel B : ¢ * #77)

. Predicted Model (1) Model (2)
Variable .
sign Coefficient p-value Coefficient p-value

Intercept ? -0.176 <0.001 -0.180 <0.001
FDI; 1 + 0.002 <0.001
TW_FDljt1 + 0.002 <0.001
Other_FDl; + 0.001 <0.001
FUND:; ¢ + 0.063 <0.001 0.064 <0.001
RDi .1 + 0.214 <0.001 0.162 <0.001
GDP; + 0.005 0.075 0.006 0.069
YEAR ? included included

N 13,437 13,437

Adj R-squared 0.565 0.571

LM test(p-value) <0.001 <0.001

Hausman test(p-value) 0.897 0.724




A ERA ST AR - SFRTHY RS 2P AR S vl Eoes 0

- HRAEFRILFTHEHWY WARET QP RRTERDEE
FETAIRTRE ()
Panel C : #F @ 3+ 9]
Predicte Model (1) Model (2)
Variable . .
sign Coefficient p-value Coefficient p-value
Intercept ? -0.305 <0.001 -0.313 <0.001
FDI; 1 + 0.001 <0.001
TW_FDljt1 + 0.003 <0.001
Other_FDl; + 0.001 <0.001
FUND:; ¢ + 0.139 <0.001 0.141 <0.001
RDi 11 + 0.520 <0.001 0.424 <0.001
GDP; + 0.005 0.391 0.005 0.377
YEAR ? included included
N 13,437 13,437
Adj R-squared 0.546 0.551
LM test(p-value) 0.014 0.001
Hausman test(p-value) 0.757 0.568

| A -

P F(Other _FDI,, ket (H#cL PR EHFRE) £ 9EE
e oo AL Ry 2 m%%:@r > Vinding (2006)# ! ﬁl RTARR 6 &

RPN R o B ES T S o B APE BT L F R
T ﬁlbh%tﬁ~%~kﬁ ke MR AT A (AR

AFT 7 PR 519923 2007 & o o 3t B-Panel FAL B % 0 - R P
ML AT BN - XAt A DR T ARy RT 0 50 &E‘T”Vuéf
AFETREEE AL G F A (spurious) st g o Ft A Pk - RO P 2 & B
EROFTHKR AT _?‘d A %ﬁib%}'@%ﬁt’ﬁﬁljg,i_ ﬁ;\gﬁﬁ-g b
~ ¢ 13— =t (Greene, 2000) - & & {8 etk A £ 3T T IRH BELZ WRR] 0 R B
BRI (A ) 0 ERE T opIATR A N%ﬁ%¥ﬁﬁé1%4’ﬂ%
FRFAAEALE S Fa AT RETAFIR - RO P RS KMo
P AR ATHT R ERAY G Ft o AR Y Ranki jFiE 7R
3 <“4%%7-0%5a)jnzﬁéi S BRI TR R N

R o

k>
B~ &

o

PR EEART A R RE Y MR A PRRT ARG o wE e
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B R SAT A R Y R RR TR & RRE - B BB
AFFd AR T T kb gon kS AR L E R 2 pIRT
(Chuang and Lin 1999; Cheung and Lin 2004; Sjoholm 1999a, 1999b)> @ £]#7/% &+
* %F5W7Q$M%'Ewﬁﬁﬁ%i $d o AT AREEER S
Y %—m%’»ﬁi‘f‘;@ £ A 4T,;_5fhi’!}a s x)-21 ”fH e s At
A A i iaéﬁ?FDhﬂ4'“x%j%f“ﬁw@¢ﬁmag
¥oobo BREAE e FEakR5E  Bfs o FDI enthEsn sk s & g ¥ engipek
B foii 4 Mo A E TR A S il 4 AR FDI St g g jedd 4 o

ARFTREHN? MAROERERET S LG BLAR B2 F
Ao P A R L CHFFIRTEEE DR T o Y W HEAE LD
PERREZ - o B W RO T HES R ey £ PR
Hohvam g FRo isr«%mww“ﬂ@ AT R S R Y

B5e T 6 L AR R L A xiwﬁhés@** e
w%w&sm&??ﬁ’ﬁﬂiﬁﬁéﬁiﬁ TEFe88vipd
%wr,m@@iﬁﬁm¢A;%¢%ﬁ%ﬁ’”k“i?mrﬁii*““
SRAM e o R R RS E R HERRTHY B R PR

P 5 T oLt E_‘f»% » W B E AR T R AIRTR 4 TR T A R R
FRBEAE P R BAERREEERE T S 2 6 g s -

$%¢$
B 7Stk > 2008 > ¢ B3 $alv g ¥ 353 & 2008 0 4 5 ¢ R RAE R o
ﬁ@ﬁ Wél mm’rfﬁ@¢%ﬂ*@&%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ7piZ@%%
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