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FDI

FDI

FDI

FDI
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24
K
0 24
ArcGIS10. 1

Moran’ s 1

FDI FDI
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FDI
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FDI
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ol PSFDI —
FDI
MFDI —
I PSFDI ( -1) —
FDI
FDI MFDI ( -1) ol —
GDP —
SEMPLOY /
OPEN /
X6 + x9 + x 12
EDU + x15 + x 16 +
x 19
MD /
WAGE —
2 FDI FDI
FDI FDI
Morans [ p Morans [ p
2004 0.014 0. 046 0. 101 0. 057
2005 -0.235 0.121 -0.023 0. 183
2006 -0.335 0.123 0. 254 0.014
2007 0.019 0.031 0.251 0.015
2008 0.023 0.034 0. 182 0.076
2009 0. 041 0. 037 0. 209 0. 047
2010 0. 046 0. 029 0.211 0. 046
2011 0. 055 0.035 0. 160 0.093
2012 0. 067 0. 036 0.172 0. 086
2013 0.072 0.038 0.175 0.091
2005 2006 2005 FDI Moran’ s 1
FDI Moran’ s 1 10%
10% Moran’ s 1 Moran’ s |
FDI
FDI
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FDI FDI InMFDI = B, + B,InMFDI( - 1) + B,InPSFDI +
. BsInPSFDI( - 1) + Y BInX + &
FDI  Moran’ I FDI  Moran’ o= AWe tp (4)
: o (). (2. (3). (8 Brpa
FDI FDI . ;
FDI W n 24
° FDI FDI . WinMFDI. We
L e . InPSFDI
° FDI InPSFDI ( - 1)
€ ) FDI InMFDI FDI
SAR SEM InMFDI (- 1) DI .Y
In o BinX
INPSFDI = pWInPSFDI + B, + BInPSFDI( = 1) + (. cpo ( InSEMPLOY) .
B,InMFDI + B,InMFDI( - 1) ZB InX + & (1) ( InOPEN) . ( InEDU) .
InMFDI = pWInMFDI + B, + B,InMFDI( - 1) + (InMD) . (InWAGE) .
BInMFDI + B,InPSFDI( - 1) + Y BInX +&  (2) ()
InPSEDI = B, + B,InPSFDI( 1) + B,InMFDI + 2004 -2013 - 24
BInMFDI( - 1) + Y BInX + ¢ 5 (0 (2 30 ()
e =AWe+pu (3) ’
3
FDI FDI
( SAR) ( SEM) ( SAR) ( SEM)
CONSTANT 0. 0494 % % * 0.0378 % % % 0. 0257 % % 0. 0125 % *
InPSFDI — — 0. 54 % * 0.57 % %
InPSFDI ( —1) 0.23 % % * 0.51 % % * 0.58 % * 0.6% % %
InMFDI 0. 48 % * 0.27 % % % - -
InMFDI ( —1) 0.52 % * 0. 44 % % 0.29 % % % 0.3% % %
InGDP 0. 3706% 0. 6777* 0. 652 0. 4645 % *
InSEMPLOY 0.561 % * 0.237 % * 0.282% 0.245 % %
InOPEN 0.225 % % 0.227 % % 0.247 % % 0.238%
InEDU 0.3791 0.3737 0. 2782 0. 1745
InMD 1. 0206 % * 1. 0457+ 1. 1283% 1. 1603%
InWAGE ~0.212 % % —0.412 % * ~0.362 % * ~0.421 % *
/N 0. 1455 0. 0669 0. 0680 0. 4212
R’ 0. 8916 0. 8759 0. 8478 0. 8589
Log L 105. 234 102. 450 91. 211 93. 234
AIC ~190. 012 ~188. 291 ~170. 716 ~172. 395
sC ~180. 124 ~178.786 ~158. 678 ~162. 120
Dok ok ok, kKL * 1% 5% 10%
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3 FDI
SAR R*  LogL SEM
0.8916  105.234 SAR AIC  SC
SEM - 190.012 - 180. 124
SAR . FDI
SEM . SAR SEM
(1)
FDI 0.4212 FDI
0. 1455 FDI
FDI
FDI FDI - (2)
FDI FDI
FDI
FDI - (3) FDI
FDI
FDI ;
FDI FDI
FDI . (4)
FDI
FDI
. FDI
FDI
. FDI
FDI
FDI FDI
. FDI FDI
Moran’ s1
()
Geodal. 6. 6 24 2004 -2013

Moran’ s 1

4,
4
Morans [ p
2004 0.114 0. 046
2005 0.235 0. 021
2006 0.275 0. 023
2007 0.311 0.031
2008 0. 323 0.034
2009 0. 341 0.037
2010 0. 346 0.029
2011 0.475 0. 035
2012 0. 490 0.034
2013 0.511 0.036
4 Moran
10% Moran’ s [
(1)
- (2)
o (3)
()
FDI FDI
( N
\ )
SAR SEM

InZ = pWinZ + B, + B,InZ ( - 1)
B;nGDP + B,InMD + B,/nSEMPLOY + ¢
InZ =8, +B,InZ ( -1)

+ B,nXT +
(5)

+ B,InXT + B,InGDP +
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B,InMD + B,InSEMPLOY + ¢ 28
e=\We +p (6) 28
(5) (6) InZ ( ( GB/T4754—
InZ ( -1) InGDP  2002) ) 13 -
InMD InSEMPLOY 41, (5) (6)
o InXT FDI 2005 -2014 .
FDI Devereux ()
(2004) ' 2004 -2013 24
24 2004 -2013 (5). (6)
5 5.
5
( SAR) ( SEM)
CONSTANT 0. 0562 % * % 0. 0498 % *
InZ ( -1) 0.1343 % % % 0. 1655 % * *
InXT 0.0831 % * 0. 1130 % *
InGDP 0.1433 % % % 0. 1465 % * *
InSEMPLOY 0.0762 % * 0.0724 % *
InMD 0. 1541 % * 0. 1524 % *
p/\ 0. 1854 0. 1802
R’ 0. 7897 0. 7443
Log L 107. 212 101. 655
AIC - 181. 233 - 179. 430
SC —182. 902 -176. 678
*ok ok, ok ok, F 1%+ 5% 10% .
5 SAR R*  LogL
SEM 0.7897  107.212 SAR FDI FDI
AIC  SC SEM - 181.233
- 182.902 SAR - SAR .
(1) FDI .
FDI ( InXT) 0.08 5% FDI FDI
8% . 2004 -2013 24
- (2) . . (1) FDI
. . FDI FDI
1% FDI
5% . . FDI
. FDI - (2)
FDI FDI “ ”
o (3) p/n 0. 1854 . FDI FDI
0. 1854
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