AT
China Public Administration Review
ISSN 2096-7713,CN 10-1653/D0

2 I

(AFEHEIFR) MBE R

H FENAMBLET H IBURF 5 BT G 2 3R 4 BReAE I AN ST 5] 45 164 1) 5 0

= P

Mgk Hil:  2024-10-28

51 R FHURE, RTREFE. FENEGES tHBUR BB FE 4 23 PR < ERAE I RN [ 48 64

MISZIH[I/OL]. ASHEHIIRL.
https://link.cnki.net/urlid/10.1653.D0.20241025.1557.002

@NKit s

www.cnki.net

PEER: (EgER TR, FtENF B R ER TSR ER. Hoefa. B0 e
B ERERBNACSHE, HIBSRTITF. EmAad AR, HERse e A e i i
TR CRIEM L LI HERUE R, AT AR . WIS . B e R R
FRAFE 45 W1 DUIL8) O e (0 ED R Sl Hh AR A B T S 1 o S e R X 468 1 R R N 2 L 2B & (il
SR FLAG) A T H B EE ) e FARI AR BA QIR RHEERGEE, FF 6
BRSO R, AAETE S AR AT g S HARZ AT s R ) 28 BB A & [ 5 R T
HAR R AR R, ERE MG —HEIE S 7 f9 87 AU BE 1R E T AL Mo B AR S
DR T E R 2% R i, SRR — kAT, MBSO SO H & . WU AR AR N 2%,
AL BT R R AT A B S B L

HERBA: 400 g 5 (P ESART OefBo) BraELGRARZY, £ (hHE
FARIAT (WD) R & LA S 40T T P9 25— B 4 i, DLE RS B A O 20, 7 B
W /TR SO s i HERCE R B e Ae . R R E AR (2RO ) 2 [ 58T H
PG FEL R TR 1) R 2% S S R H YD (ISSN 2096-4188, CN 11-6037/Z), Ft LAZS LI 3T (1 44 i J4 4 1
KRS IE AR



2024-10-28 12:11:10
https://link.cnki.net/urlid/10.1653.D0.20241025.1557.002

BEAANBLBT Y - BORF BT WA 5 23 Brak
5 ER AT N [i] 5 08 1149535 M)

b REFT
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TESE I E XA IR b 4817 o0 5 AR TR IR 55 TR i o 5 = o e A ik 3
A B AT R A AR TR E AR (EA4 5, 2021) , AU E R E K K
MBBESHARS, )28 At G M 2wk 2t A R 55 R oK H
HBOFRIAEEBIROCR  SL AL I8 () AL & (£ 4 XK SE, 2007) , 7ERF
WAt 2 ZH U A ORI 5 15 B B R R RN 58 3 AL S B BT 50T (£ 44, 2007) , ok
553077 BUR RS A e L GVE BS AR RS MG, — O TR BRI 3K IR 55 | B WA 245
G B CRFEBOR , 55— 5 e 2E 4 25 20 S0 B A B A (AR S RIE A AR
2017) , S AL H UL AT 3 8 AR 5 51 5 (BN SCRpFE s 2H U R T
I 25 F IS PRI 85, A R BT O XAt s AU BE Bl 0 I A I IR 55 W) 3 (W T
2014) \BE 4o BUBEARELST H bR (RO SE, 2018) AMUFREA —E(2E R, 2017)
SRR E) R R P SR AL T A 23 2 SO BUR i f 1 SRS HERIXS | 25 ks AR U R
TR (R AR, 2014) o SSHEBUR B B 7™ A BURBCR AR Nl i 4L
SN R B R AR BT S SO, PRIT BUN % B X +E s 28U 5| 2855
T I AR S A T A ) NSO HE R R I A 25 2H 2L S8 A TR AL LA S S FhR A
{EL, 17 ELREPPAb it 25 BUR X FE 2 A SR SR IR BOR S 75 L R AR T ] b BUR AL
R, NP AR B AR L S H SRR B BUR IR S Fn il

I P ANBUR 5T B Ak S 2 U (I 5E 2 R AR AL S AL SR SRR IR BT (R
R4, 2022) , HAE T TIRFTBUN 55 B2 A5 52 4k 2 41 ZURA5 S 848 I 8 i T dE
“RE AN BB B ARON " AR ALRN ] U B BEALE N I Z AP R AR (H R AR
RETE U 18 GROBEFIZE R, 2022) o “ BF H RN R AT 45 08 At J S FA N it | BRURE
B By A4 R 2 B ARV T 5 184 5 (1945 184 72 B2 ( Abrams and Schitz, 1978) , Jf55 Kt 240
LUE T M ( Andreoni and Payne, 2011) , 1 a4t 25 2H 21 ir 3 4 % 48 184 A9 ik /D>
“HEARON " AR A A U B Bh AT DL i 4R A4 21 i {5 5 ( Andreoni, 2006) Fl{A
A 235 5K (Brooks, 1999) %577 AR THE M N MRS RIS, 5 HF R0 #- £ A
RN " ARUAR L, 8] U T RSN Ry 30 20 LA o A B D i BRI AR A %
R BUR 5% B 7ERARK - I REHT A SRS WO | T 24 BUR 5% Bl o — & 7K =
M 255 F8 MU ( Brooks, 2000) . SR, LA SCHR Z A0 T BUR 5% Bl X 425 20 2U3%
UGS IR 55 (I EHRE) B2 iR ST . LU P SRS 25 H 8, 42t A
JIBEIR AR 2375 RS 15 J2 A5 4L 23 M ( Phillips, 1982) , N [B] 4819 26 & & 5 4
ERAB AL A AR SRR R b = L1 ( Simmons and Emanuele, 2004) , & A &% VN
KFR o BURBE BT ] 45 1 04 52 0 0] 5 — 808, B 2L PR S B, (675
AR

FETF I, ARG B A S &, L 2015 47 B3R 1 L 4 S 8508 S 9], 243 Il
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VLR TR (1) BURT 5 B A 5 5 2 B AR 09 48 S 2 15 A R 57 Al Hh AL 7
R AEAE N 27 AR B A SBT RN (2) BUR BT Bl X 2 4 2 (0 s T4 18 ( LA
B WARER) BB A BB AL 7 FEfI R 1F T 2 AR BF A SBT3 7 A
SCAESHIINTE o 28 0070 X [ A AN DG B BT B -5 268 4R I SGE BE IR 55 18] 5 AR Y
SRR MISCUE SCRRPEAT R GEMBLANPE IR , JF 32 B e, 38 = B0 20 X s 4 ok
U R B e R AR PR ORI AT A8 B BEAT A T HEAT T WD S A TR S
i S e e S NS A S S R e (D) VE P S S B e S B
Z2 I A e A A IR 5% B 0T i 4 2 114 418 T WSO 0 A D 8 4 2 T 2R AT 1
PRESBLA T . BJm AR 4R T RS Y4518 BRI STk BUOR I X R T TR
TR R,

L BRI SCRRZR iR SRS R B

(—) EBiptEny

H T2 AR ST BURT 5% B 52 e 2 20 23 4 BRI B (1] 958 104 14 it R A7 AE 2 B AN [F)
IS HESE  Z2 5058 AR SR T B i ™ « Br A0 " sl 8] U B " SRR M
Y ELIR A,

1. FH 3N A (Crowd-out model)

“BE AN BRI ALIE AR G R < FA NP AT A IBUR B¢ By 3G B ek 2 4 2
AT AR ( Abrams and Schitz, 1978) . #H232HEWERAFBUN T B 5 , 55 £ ot
HT AL, 1 1] N FE 8 5 10 28 8% D1k /D | 3 T S 20 A 9820 ( Andreoni and
Payne, 2011) , BURE BT OV AFTE PRI R IUE 2 i om BRI, S A At
4R B HOCO AR 5 0 S HE LS ACE ¥ BUR A A 3 iR, B i oe 2 %
R0V ( David and Scadding, 1974 ) ; 7ESEBRAA S i | 45 25 52 31« TR IE RO 15200
A G L i bR BCE A 8OH |, 72 A2 43 8% H 800 ( Andreoni, 1990)

2. AR (Crowd-in model)

“BE AN BRISAR AN A BURE 5 B (%) 38 i 2315 e Ak 2 2 21 4 R R (] 45 104 1Y)
WK, BURSEBIAGE AR 2R T LA T R LS, 55— RS, BN
R EhRE R S AU R 5 R BV A FE K SRE NS H TR
5 ( Brooks, 2000;Payne, 2001) , % " 24t ST RIGS . BUMK B &8 A S —G,
R BH 12 U Lk = DG VAR B9 IS 25 T BB 1 in Xof sk e 4503k 11 48 I8 S S A 4R
I Z (Schiff, 1985;Brooks, 1999) . %% = MR ZK , BUME i £ H3 VT FC 45 18 1Y
BOR ORI A 2 2 SV AR A 25 5K, AT A2 2#E FA A48 8 1 38 K ( Rose-Ackerman,
1981;Hu et al. , 2021) . 55V0RFEARALIGERY Ao 2 SUTE R BCEUN 9% B J5 e 3
B TR AR 55 25 B9 3 B LA | AT 44 15 45 184 35 (19 2% 2% ( Rose-Ackerman,
1981 ; M3k, 2011)
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3. & U XA (Inverted U-shape model)

BB VE 5 AR5 38 W B B 9% Bl 5 B[R] R0 42 48 S 2 NS FE M B 22 6 & LA
W AT REAAAEE AR O FR . Ab T HAR AT By B #b B 38 2k DT FC 45 I S 455 KR
/NRUZH 2B AL B S 48 I (014, I Al B A 2R T A R 2 B S, e E
FIF TR R 45 B34 W KT (R 1G5 (HLR 38— RS %) TBURT 5% Bl 234 s At Ss 2 4 ) o 3
BILRA) 2 JE T8 T8 5 114 475 o X o 70 T 532 1), 40k 17 3P A1 T 48 G 1) B 55K et
R Ab Bl Wi A ) A 23 20 ZUFA N 4R g 22 R] 22 8] U B il 4k 56 &R ( Brooks, 2000
Borgonovi, 2006; Nikolova, 2015) , 18] U JERLRL BN B¢ Bl s mn 1t 2 21 40 4 B AT
[ 415 I S Ry i T R B

(=) CHREm

1. B HBOM AR I3

X T 4484818 | Andreoni and Payne (2011) iz F 28 B AL B |, & LA B W%
BRI AL 2 B U G B AR WA TE 75% WO BF R3O0, B 5 3055 (2018) 7R3k [ 5k 4
SIREA T R I A R AR I (% LSO . A N E SR E NZERGE TR i, AR
BURMAE SR S S 4k S ZE R AR I AETE BT 80, (KA ARFIR O 3%, 20185 4% /K L,
2019) , [HxFEF AN AAE G Z T 23, BOR & AR/ R E a2 R 5
R AL TR AP B B, 1 A7 AR B T 25 1), AT e 5 Ak BURF X 23 15 5l 19 3
EH,

Xt FHF 451  Simmons and Emanuele ( 2004 ) i 13 B 2 -5 K465 184 25 B0
IVCRE , ¢ IR S H o 25 6] 25 B MR 55 1) B[R] 7 2B 55 1 2400 . Hackl et al. (2012) I
BT BN A R BN e AL 23 I 55 G i) S s B 1% , & MRS 5
AR JER 5505 Bl A BEA AR 2% 5 Stone et al. (2001) {1 1T 2H 2 TS dhs & BB 9% By
) 10 R s e 4 AN R S 2 = A (E b S 7 Ry A = B N S B s i VS

2. HFABYERBIIEE

X ERARNE , CAT P RS I T AR E R 200 5515 8, K LR 5T B %) 43
ARG AEAEBT AR (Payne, 2001; Heutel, 2014) o & [ H [ 56 4 25 44U 10 (14 43
Bt & 9, BOR W B R BE 8 52 TH AL 25 2H 2L 5 e Pk b 67 5 45 04 3 9 DA mT AR B2 X
FEOx 2 USRI 4 B R W | 4 TH 28 X S B AT 183 Y TF [ 52 0 (R I8 A AN XL =
2020; LK AR FIEERLL, 2019) o MEAh, FERMGE RN 4: K& (2012) (TR BEHH S (2015) {fi
PR A8 T AR S |, e ISR BUR 24 3 5 HE i 38K BB A8 R Ak 2 235 40 I 4 1y 38
o, W ICRE T 5 AR AT

A WS R DL TR S5 I () 48 S B AN I 2538, 78 EAE S H AR I8 7R 3R
BT, Ak U R [R) BOR 9 B 457 25 VAR G, A7 7 B AT BUik 6 % (BRI,
2013) , LABUR 3 Rl R A BB R B 2 5 X E SR (ERS
LR, 2020) o B 7B B UG B¢ BT AR )45 08 o A HEmT RE 1
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3. B U SR R IERE

XHE] U JEAL Y B 35 0F 32 B AL h T 4 238G L. Brooks (2000) ffi FH 32 [ 58w 4k 141
Bl B BUR 5 B KT 197 T RS R J5 | e IRIBORT 5% B 5 4 R 4R G = ] 2
8] UJEJEA . Borgonovi(2006) i#f — 4 8] U JEICZ >k A BUM 55 B /K7 5 H ARk
(18 ] S i), 2 Tl A [ 0 12 2 ¢ B AT | SBURT 14 0 ¢ By s 26 o) 4 R AR I8 22 1 [ 2 0]
(AP AR U 9% B KV 558, AU i) AN 2 DA SR b w3 2K ST BORE 9% Bl ) 671 18300
W) 5 28 23t W A0 T IS4, B AR 4 R W 7K SF-, Nikolova (2015) i = 5 H b
KR H A2 SRR | UM % BhAE AL 2 SV R T A L R R IR R B
IR, KBS BOF AN B &7 4 2 218U A =0 2 — LU T B REBF A 4 k48 18
I = 22— e W3 T AR

HHTTE AT &R A R SCHFFE T , w AR A SOk & IBUN 3¢ B 5 4 23 21 20 4 4R 98 Y
ZIRAEAEE U B R RNE5E . 2 T BUN BB 542 41 U505 i il ] 45 184 2 (8] 2 45
WAFTERE UTE R, C A B NS SCHR v AR H ORI,

(=) FRATESHAREE

AR BRI Y 22 e ] BEk A Z AL 138 BEAE ] . BIFSTE ST UM B
WIE 2 B 5% Bl 2 90 5588 A AT BE X EUR B B B9 85 A B08F H 7 A2 52 i ( De Wit and
Bekkers,2017) , AR [ 5% 3 76 Ad AN [7] B4 B0 25 15 K [F] A9 2538 ( Payne, 2001 ;
Andreoni and Payne, 2011) . 7EH [E 4 S 2555 T, 2013—2020 4F F 4l 48 1
R AR ARG A 65% VA b S AR &5 AR 19% 3 [/ P4 77 B 2 LA NF8 I o &
(S A AR AN R, 18 0 A 5 10 25 4 26 St 25 2 M A A ) R B T (SR47,2023)

T & A WFE T BUR B B 7R 2 T8 B A ELET I AT it ) 14 5 18, 2
I P 27 0 i A BSCSRE 2 T B AN TE S 3 5 AR, A5 20 SUN BUR Y %8 AR
BEPIE (A SRR BE, 2016) F1 HEMCE N X7 (B MRE K, 2014) AT AExE BLET L H
BUR BB A T HES) T IR EE S . 22 B 5 0 B UG U B S k2
FEEARNG ORI R, TCRE A AL 2 20 SO0 BUR S IR 25 48 1) 56 78 (R ks, 2022) | fifk
BT WA FR s HE A GUZ R AT e B 30, BT RXME U B X R T1Ne . BUM
Tt RO el A 23 2H 2 B AR I A BT A BT H BONATY A BT 22 AN [ 2 UCRSURE 1 SR 204

ST, TR 7 BIFE 4 R REAT R3] 257 R 9% B ) 46 R A8 T 7 A= 1 52 i) 31 1S
FEAINEHE 3] U T AR R X B AR B R4 A& T, R BUR % B 5 48
WA O R )R T — AR i BT HESE . i TR A 2 2858 il Ak T 38,
X T2 BAAAE K A At s A 2 BUR B B I | 38 I A5 10 4 B AR I
b Z I AHALA D BCBUR 32 T 84T B I A 23 20 8L ER T 08 BORT 9E Bl 04 8 BE AR
T BT W B RO, R U R it 2 RE A FR B B B x4 kA g 57 A sl
RSO R A B RS 5 B RS T BE A B A SO B 0 DA R JE IR
P —3, B, AR 22 BUE U B R BAL FErt S SRR IR SR, OF
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PRI 1,

Hl: BF KB 5AAMBREBRBANZ A A L8 UBBEER, SEATTY
8 KT BAKE , BUF T A F AL AL 2R IB I B BT T3 S E A 3 — 2
KR JG , BUF T B 2 H AR S MR B4R IR Y

55 IR R 9% Bl -5 ) (] 48 I8 ) S UE 4 4 b T BT H AN A A X B AL
N5 U B2 i f 4518 . I8 AR BEIR 0 R IR IR 95 (Phillips, 1982) A£7E
I RR L BURF &k AR AR 55 B o 3 R 25 ) 4 R A G B AR [R] 45 89 ( Simmons and
Emanuele, 2004 ) iX = 5 ] REZ UM 7 B AR BE X AR R FE G 19 5 A, HEE = T E
B A ZR R [RIBUR A SRR UIAR G (BRIR, 2013) , {H U 9% Bl A B 8] 48 1 i =
SRS RS BUMN G BRI R4 W ROV AT A FRRA B EE

FH T SRR T SRR 1Y SR U AE — 0 IRIME | 22 B0 9 6 R 2 W0 J2 U A B S
AR Z R B AR B R 55 B R T T L, & SR S H At 2 0 7 TR R 45 1 e ] 7= A
e RO, 1 B AT 2 AL U6 9 75 R A IR 55 B K B9 9 2D (Simmons and Emanuele,
2004; Hackl et al. , 2012) , XFPVCELAYIZ IR OC RILS , o A FEistinAs it . (AR, 2500
J2 T R S B AN A I, i 2 GRBUR S HE Bt o ik = AR iR 0 A IR
AN ok A AHLUZ R R R =

FEHETESE T BUN B B 5 I [R] 45 6 =2 8] 9 OC R JE 4 22 (B 2 A STk ok
WRGES , — 7T, 7 75 A 20 K e 52 B BUR SCRE, BURN 5% B e dE 4k 2 2H ™

AR MU 325 1 I RS B 7K 5 55— T T, BAT BRI PR AL 2 H Sk =

it FH AR BB 00 30 07, BUR 5% Bl B[] R 4 R 45 89 1) 5% h) o] REAAAE AR, 8] U T 1th
BFRE TR BUR B Bl S5 I TRIFE I 1 0C R SR A5 510 & J Ry ke, 4 22 w5 )
RERSTEAL 2 H AUz BRI 5 B IR 55 RIS S DI RER R o F I A g B i i 2,

H2: BUFF A MR e af MBI AEs UBWEXR, SBATY
8 KT AR BUR R B A FANAL SR AT R FB NG, S B T B R E A 3] — &
KFJG , BT R 2F HAL A 4A R e B R 4R G

B SR

(—) HEFRIE

ARG T8 0 5000 >t 1 P 3 4 2 W 9T SR 8300 P22 ( Research Infrastructure of
Chinese Foundation, RICF) (Ma et al. , 2017) . ZEE FEMK IR Fi IR B 4 2 A5 BURN
ONTHE R B S AR DG I sty At PT{ Po i A5 SR AV T R Rl 2013—2016 4148 K
RO B S AT B W 55 Wi SO 0 A i, A 4 T L R R T v R R 4 2SS il

LU B, RICF Bdi 5 b EIE bl h E GRS HAR (S R IRTERE 6
S MO SEE BRI IR T — 2, B RSR A EE
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T AW BN B, 25 2013—2016 4F FERUR SC 80 1 | 5 240 e [T
T 4 25 MU H S ZIbRE AT FERE T S BARRNE MY 2015 4R X Tl e AE
BB AAEAS ARSI R G 2 b0 W B B R 54T T 4MSE, 2% Heutel (2014)
RS A BT 0 AR DT A R T WS AS BAR A I R 22 R AR | DL e /b W i
SRR, AT T 2997 FILA 4 2015 4B (B 1E I ASBIFGE BOFEAS

(Z) ARZTE

AR R R A R A S IR A R RS B, B ARKR T RES
AN IR TE R I 48 8 55 S A | B IR B AR & S i A iy e R I A
B, BB SR EEEGEYN 2015 AR B MGEGE . BT IR R A, AR
WS AT T XA B

AMIFFE ) 1A A2 2 4 25 TR A IBURT 9% By, A 4 e 100 P 3 4 25 N IBURT 2R
EARTGRY T, BUR NI (5 S HEE (Frumkin and Kim, 2002 ) 805 #b B4
& (Hughes et al. , 2014) #5025 WAFEAR . AWEFE N R EUR 5% Bl b 55 REWS e 3 45
ST BRS¢ 43 A ARISRE B, 1T SRR 9% B8 A 850 P8 DU R B 1 366 4 25 3R IBURF 9% Bl () S Bk
- BURF 9 B K- S5 AR e ] U B A b 2 HEAS [FIVE T ( Borgonovi, 2006) , ik
PN 8 RIS ARERY | DL 47 iz e B 4 5 1 37 WO 0% Bl B 08 4 454, e 4 2 3R
AN BIMSCA G 5 [RIRE S 2015 AR BE IR AR . 1 TS RLE (Y KRB IS M i 95 S 45 F Y
Fea 2055 3 L TR G (7 AR Ry s o AR AR AL ASHIF 5K 4 SR
SR A AT NP E R TAE AN B 558 AP TAE N BB Bl AR B
BRI e 2 W A T ER A AR kg5 Sl kg5
W L RSO 7 E 2014 AR A ARBOM BT B E AR i, o AU Rl ik
S L 7 PR K 7K T ( Salamon, 1995) 5 4 2367 38 A Yt AT BUM TA/E A
R AR R I & S BRI IE, E T X 28 08 W A 5 7 JEE 3 0 B2 ) ( Johnson: and
Ni, 2015), ZE&SZE NN 2 FE ) 4 SRR NS RN SE, X
SR T R SRR 15 80 9 Y L 5 BT T [ B 6 4 (TR K AR M R 4T, 2019) . 2014 4
ST ARATENT 9% B9l A T 56 4> 25 5 SR AT BURF 9% B 9 ml e

N RR T AR R R A G A 0, R 4L GV R AL 411 2015 4F
TR RS AF IR Ll AL AR R e & S R 5 T R TAEA G (FEEH) W
I S5 TAE A GO RR i . 3 4 S [0 R FUAR a2, My P 3 4 &5 Tt
HR 0, 2 EMEIESWEN 1, EESRRILURE AT L 2ok 5 AE A S
SOMER 0, AFEIAE SN 1, 5532 H 5 AR ERIE 4 20lk 55 50 A 305
(4 LU B FE IO 7 FAR I S HR A 5 H S B HL B, 2014 4F = A5 3R IEURF
BERNMRAE 2014 4F FE Y SEBRE AT AR, ARA5 B #b Bl 1 BE 4 2B Oy 1, R 3RS
HOM AN I S IRAE N 0, AR RIR [ 2015 42 RICF 1RG5
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®1 TEAREG

B35 SR IEL ¥ifE bt 25 e/ ME SN
HEER 2997 162. 500 1635. 900 0 50000
R/ TT T 2997 965. 005 7314. 887 0 302779. 418
BN AN/ TT T8 2997 92.214 2381. 619 0 126900
A LUFE 2997 6. 827 7.339 0 34
£ 2997 3.218 4. 821 0 104
S YNGUEEERCINGE 2997 0.353 1.277 0 29
UG PN AR (INGE 2997 0. 086 0.411 0 6
Tl AR R 2997 0.441 0. 445 0 1
FHe 4 25l 2997 0.945 0.227 0 1
H 4 oAl 2997 0.651 0.477 0 1
BeSuMNR &/ ot 2997 724.371 2370. 566 0 50000
HE R/ T T 2997 2736. 256 14007. 537 0 517272.730
ERRH/ T 2997 3.175 65. 968 0 3436. 580
EHE /1T 2997 25.942 145.772 0 4571. 487
552 /5ot 2997 792.212 6176.929 0 265930. 769
AP 5532 L 2997 0. 842 0.284 0 1
FAMEICA 5 H 2997 0. 655 0. 404 0 1
2014 4E 215 KBUM ¥ Bl 2997 0.133 0.339 0 1

(=) =Eg#E

R TR AT T B 0o e s 4 2 48 T AL AR R S K R s ) AR T 9 221
I3 LASE IS R A B e S i B A A A [ A
Ln(Don,) = a, + B,Lngovfund, + B,Lngovfund’ + B,Govper, + y, X! +&, (1)
Ln(Vol,) =, + B,Lngovfund, + B,Lngovfund; + B,Govper, + y, X! +&, (2)
Horp Bl B8 5 Ln( Don, ) Fe7n 24 2% § 7 2015 47 & Fr AR A% A 48 5 WA F AR
B, AR BRE M5 R RE PR SR G S B B B Ln ( Vol,) FnHear2x i 4R
Fir A B S FE ) H AR XL, Lngovfund, FlGovper, 435l A 34 2 1 4552 BB
KB R X RS U A B 7E B A R B B SR AN IE ST Y T B R
Lngovfund; JEBURN AN, AR 62 BUR 58 B S8 s A K B I8 5 B 2 A7
TR U TERIZOCR Y, X7 4045 1 R T RE S MR R 4 2 0] 15 4 B AR 4 fl P ) A8 o

@ ETEINABIA & L (Govper, ) £ B A SCHK LT BEXHB A7 AL E LR ] U S IR , ABE 5T
TESUES3 AT A 2R R oA T BORF AR B 5 LU 7350 B T T D7 A S 3 T — R
F , ITBA e ZAR I AR AS B AP 07 B, AR B T %A B i — R, 2544 05 U AN 52 )
R ) e A 228
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. SRS S 5B
(—) BUAFHMERICN BRI B9800

AHT S 38 /s 3R (OLS ) A TR SR A 36 U A B MAC A 256 4 2 ) 4R I i
ARFEIR AR 45 RN 2 o, AERETY 2 5 rp (SUA BUR AN B A A X
HEABIRY ] Y4455 s AT 38 B IE ) 52 00 ( [B1H R EOH 0. 157) , IX R WHUR
A BIS TRBCA Z B AR 38 B IEASE S AR i — 20 R U b B O AR
RY(RER 3) SRR  FERE AR AR SR PE R, BUR A BSOS B 015 2 80k
TN B3, BUR AN KB~ 75 35T B4 (019 R 8025 0 1E (0. 0214 ), HARERI(3)
AU AR RO (1) L (2) B, X R BUR AN A SR A SR AR SC AR

R2 BUFHNEITIBIEN B RZIE

Wl i A = HE G s AR (1) (2) (3)
) . 0.157" -0. 124
U AR B X 5K
(0.019) (0.080)
) . 0.021*"
T A BISAT HF 5 5
(0.006)
) 2.694 " 0.290 -0.338
LA B A S
(0.339) (0.446) (0.477)
0. 086 0.093 0.093
H YU
(0.067) (0.066) (0.066)
0.295 ™ 0.260 0.245™
S5 TR
(0.079) (0.078) (0.078)
-0.103 -0.052 -0.053
e NP ER TG
(0.118) (0.117) (0.117)
) 0.453 0.415 0. 337
T N AR TAEA G
(0.248) (0.245) (0.245)
0.007 0.036 0.041
L LR
(0.123) (0.121) (0.121)
-0.176 -0. 139 -0.103
R4S
(0.267) (0.264) (0.263)
-0.047 0. 063 0. 0356
B e Yt
(0.131) (0.130) (0.130)
- 0.339™ 0.347" 0.342™
e

(0.071) (0.071) (0.070)
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gx
WA 1 =R A XN 5 (n (2) (3)
N 0.215™ 0.208 ™ 0.203 ™
pes )ik
(0.022) (0.022) (0.022)
o 0.039™ 0.028" 0.029°
FERHRH
(0.014) (0.014) (0.014)
-0. 008 -0. 009 -0. 007
EHR
(0.019) (0.019) (0.019)
0.359 " 0.351™ 0.345™
b 5532 H
(0.036) (0.036) (0.035)
-3.004 -2.925™ -2.837"
%32 L
(0.450) (0.445) (0.445)
12. 400 ™ 12.370™ 12.360 ™
FEWEA 7 L
(0.137) (0.136) (0.135)
) 0.947 0.162 0.193
2014 425 FRIBUM 40 Bl
(0.171) (0.195) (0.195)
- -7.717" -7.818™ -7.668
Gl
(1.255) (1.242) (1.240)
N 2997 2997 2997
R? 0.799 0. 803 0. 804
adj. R 0.797 0. 802 0. 803
A5 S P OARMER , ¥ p<0.05, ™ p<0.01, *** p<0.001,

15 margins BRESOGT RS #b 1 0T 45 S WSO B9 30 BRAGOSE HE AT BiA , 5 21 A4 45 R 4n
3 M1 PR, AEBUR AN B RS FE Y BOR A B IS G 35 4 A Y
PIPRBSE AR AR ) o A2 AR o o BB O | 2R 2 BT 3RAT I BURF AN BICA
5 40 JU7E A ( ASRMHOH 3.7) IF , FA NSRS A TS BT BRASOS B/, 2 FE G 2 T
ARATF I B AN BISCAIR T3X — 7K B B 25 SBOR AR BSOS T AL N3 1 28 7 i 2>
Brih T ARAAFEE ; 10 5 B b B 2 3 — K, BN AR I8 BE A U A B A
ARG T3, BORF AN BB AN, P e M T U I iR SE &,
K1 R, #E—2B 0k B, 7E U B i 4R A R B, U8 BUR AP B -5 4 B4R 1 22 1]
AFAERYE LA S 2 | (LG 68 ROE 18 R b B 0 38 AR /0, 32 3 4 20 3R AR Ml /N B
WUNEUN AN, A2 BB 0N BUR MBI (9 A 2k 5 1 2000 52 P i (e AR
/N AN RGO Z 110 525 X5 00 [ P9 24 B IR ST — B (KA ORI LB

2018 ;47K L, 2019) , F B A B A5 H 8500 6 BOR 2 Th 7 25 2 JF 5 A
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R 3 BTN R IEWN BY B BREL L

PR T i 22 t p>t [95% EA7 XA ]
BUR MBI A X
1~2 11.074 0.092 120. 680 0. 000 10. 894 11.254
3~4 10. 998 0.191 57.450 0. 000 10. 623 11.374
5~6 11.094 0.256 43.300 0. 000 10. 591 11. 596
7~8 11. 360 0.280 40.570 0. 000 10. 811 11.910
9~10 11.798 0.267 44. 190 0. 000 11.275 12.322
11~12 12. 408 0.232 53.500 0. 000 11.953 12. 862
13~14 13.188 0.221 59.720 0. 000 12.755 13. 621
15~16 14. 140 0.304 46.530 0. 000 13. 544 14.736
17~18 15.263 0. 484 31.560 0. 000 14.314 16.211
19~20 16. 557 0.732 22.610 0. 000 15.121 17.993

95%EL {5 /K T 1 Bt R R iy
18}

1 _;> é I7 I9 lll 1I3 1I5 1I7 1I9
SR A
B 1 EATNENBORHE B R0

LRSS TR 1, X I R 2 UK U, BURE B -5 FA SR I 22 ] 2
—Bh UIEIZ R R . BURACF R BUF AN I A D TR B — 2 K
B AN B AN 225 ARDASRNE , (HBUR B3 B B9 5% 2800 HOR G o R, 7E B
TR MARR R, — B G S BUT I EUR 5 B 5 252 T AR PRt 2 BE AR Lk i1 5%
ANZEOSE B, BEBURT 5 B KPS TH IS Wb i . 7 A DA BORT b B 78 BR 2 T 2%
AR 1 2500, PR FRJ ST, AR SR e B R] Ak S5 1 3 R R 48 K (2012 ) (7K 2R P EE A5
£1.(2019) FEBF ARV FE BT 45 2R, E— 24875 1 v i 4 e Y BURT 5% B 45 48 1
WA ARLAE U T IMZ R MR SR R BE AR, U B4t 5 6 ME R T
K BB 5% B S ARG B 98] U JE s e RANIR] . X R W], X T 2 BRI U
BB P 2, B 2 I ARAT A BUR AR B -5 W i R AR I 2 R A 3
A A A AR LAMEBT A SC R, BT B B A4 00 5 ] BE A HE AL SRR R 5 (51 &%
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TR H OGS A B S R R BN I, X — DASE A ERYAEL M &R
A REFR 315 T v 1 B 4 2 1 4 I R SR b A ZH USRI B e P R R 2 AR
I ST e A A > L EE R E BE N AN ZUR G AR FeMASR G 2R 4RI N (1
WA F) TR NG B — NS S SEUNZ B R ER B,

P2 MM T S HANZE R AR T ABCE 2054 SR B AT
% | B 2 W FUBENT 55 5 A8 BRI i), 3X 55 A 19 SR 2 — B0 (Y, 2010) ,
oS EBINR S WA A G T EE R, A SR 2 A MR G 2 RS 14
WA Z T ARASE T PR 4 21X T B2 R O X SE A SUA B m AR e v S
T8 & B ] T RO A B 2y o TR AL TR 4 R KPR R Y
BB AR B4R T, BE a2 01 57 AP AR B 5 AR N B3 800 48 I Wi
ANA B3 BT R B ) O B T RB AR S UL A | iX 5 Cheng and Wu
(2021) FIBFFRAE Al —30, HOAb, 4 25 i 55 5 2 FH X S W A I 385 TE 1) 52 )
Ml 55 3 H X FR AT 835 1E [m] 5200

(=) BUAFAMBIN ST SIS & B E R RN

ABFFER AT VAN S B AT [ 34 R 4 R T BUR A B A
B oG EF RO R, S5 R BN AU BUR AN B ISCA B R B0HE A [ A5E
TURS (BERY 5) | 42 ] 4 2 X BURF AN BISOA BROHCRSRE BE S A A | R AR BIPACA X
AR BRI SEAS 2 ([RIH R BN 0. 000) o L7 6 MR & 1A EUR #b
B A BB -7 00U R B4 2R | MRS BORF 40 Bl SO A S B R P J7 T [l U 2R 0 A
AR BUR AN B RS AR IR B W IEASC (IR R EOR 0. 148) |, BUR AP
S A B~ 5 3 00 Y 2 AR 5 (Bl R 0 -0, 011) o X R WU+ IR
S EE B Z AT B AR AR

F4 BAHEINEEEHENE

WA i = AR R BT (4) (5) (6)

_ ] -0. 000 0. 148

BT AM A
(0.009) (0.037)
-0.011"

BUR# B A ST BOF 5 10
(0.003)
. -0.230 -0.227 0. 106

BUR MBI 5 L
(0.156) (0.208) (0.222)
-0.139 " -0.139 ™ -0.139 ™

LTS
(0.031) (0.031) (0.031)
1.548 " 1.548 " 1.555 ™
SR THE

(0.036) (0.036) (0.036)




NN 2 BOR 5 B 3 A 2 2 BTk 4 248 I v Bt 1) 48 16 09 #
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gx
WAL = AR B X A (4) (5) (6)
. -0.094 -0. 094 -0.094
g AP EZE TAEA 8
(0.054) (0.055) (0.054)
-0.209 -0.209 -0. 168
I NHE L TAEN R
(0.114) (0.114) (0.114)
-3.654™ —3.654™ -3.657 ™
VAL R
(0.057) (0.057) (0.056)
" 0. 135 0. 135 0.117
Fe o 2T
(0.123) (0.123) (0.123)
0. 003 0. 003 0. 007
4 LAY
(0.060) (0.061) (0.061)
‘ -0. 006 -0. 006 -0.003
e
(0.033) (0.033) (0.033)
] -0.015 -0.015 -0.012
M4
(0.010) (0.010) (0.010)
. -0.001 -0.001 -0.001
EH
(0.007) (0.007) (0.007)
0.012 0.012 0.011
R
(0.009) (0.009) (0.009)
-0. 003 -0. 003 0. 000
N
(0.017) (0.017) (0.017)
0.312 0.312 0.265
b 557 H s e
(0.207) (0.207) (0.207)
0. 094 0. 094 0. 099
B A & L
(0.063) (0.063) (0.063)
) 0. 084 0. 085 0. 068
2014 4= G IR UM £ B)
(0.079) (0.091) (0.091)
1.517™ 1.517™ 1.438"
Ligied
(0.578) (0.578) (0.577)
N 2997 2997 2997
R’ 0. 635 0. 635 0. 638
adj. R 0. 634 0. 633 0. 635

AR S ROARREIR, “p<0.05, ™ p<0.01, ™ p<0.001,

%5 s T BURAN Bl R S RO A BRSBTS B A 3 B A
A PRV AR R Z RGO F B R | B G R AR Y BUR A B i
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ATE 2200 JC( HARXSE 7. 7) I, RS S O T A PR i ek, Y Ik
(Y BUR AN B AR T3 — 7K -5, B R A B SE In 75 J  Ji 12 isg n , ¢
AT SR M EURANI AR T 1 — 7K (2200 J0) Z 5, BUR AN A il
T SR R 8D 7 A B SOV, BURF AN B 5 35 B 2 A A7 e {8 U
R Z o &R B AR S ANIE 2 PR, R aSie ik 1 R 2, R EUF £ BIXS
TAESHGURBGR IR RN ATAE RAEMR” , 1 w5 7K P 1 BUR A B AN T4t 22 4121
WA BRI X EHE IR T P 7 ST 4R 7S B 5 TR SO 5 BUR A B 1] 4F
MR U thZIC R BIMTFESE R (HAETR [ C A A A SC SEUEMT 58 b AT 5 Z 00 1 FY
4518, AT LA — B B A B

x5 BTN EEE B2 R0 ERRN

1 RARN A brifE2E t p>t [95% &A% X [H] ]
U AN A £
1~2 1. 693 0.043 39. 650 0. 000 1.610 1.777
3~4 1.900 0. 089 21.320 0. 000 1.725 2.074
5~6 2.015 0.119 16. 900 0. 000 1.781 2.249
7~8 2.040 0.130 15. 650 0. 000 1.785 2.296
9~10 1.974 0. 124 15. 890 0. 000 1.731 2.218
11~12 1. 818 0. 108 16. 840 0. 000 1. 606 2.030
13~14 1.571 0.103 15.290 0. 000 1.369 1.772
15~16 1.233 0. 141 8.720 0. 000 0. 956 1.511
17~18 0. 805 0.225 3.580 0. 000 0. 364 1.246
19~20 0.286 0.341 0. 840 0. 402 -0.382 0.954

95% L A7 K- T B s Ay

i é % I7 I9 1I 1 1I3 1I5 1I7 1I9
GUENITION
E2 BAFHENMNS SR E SR A

HURF B S 2 GUS TR 55 19 58 RATAEA R RO B AS . — Bl AR I
A RGN G S J2 gl o0 e B R I TSR G B B4 o 4R I A BRI A 28 St
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i, HOCTE SR8 KPS DG 58 By =X, I 18] 5 4 R4 8 I I AF B € ( Duncan,
1999) , 7t i i 5 =i B BESCEUR s 25 98/ ) T 4R W (Feldman, 2010) ; 80R SRR 55 5
S ERAR U AL Ay 3L 308 S 2T 5 O IR T S A A J2 T AR O X6 IR (8] 5 48 B 4 I B e A {2
(Cappellari et al. , 2011) , AfIIFESR AR IR MR 55 S804 904 —Zsh L, Wi Bk
fit ( Menchik and Weisbrod, 1987 ;Callen, 1994) , B ¥% Bl 5 i & £ 48] U B¢
£, ARSI AR U I AF e 2 22 5 . 25 I8 BRI WO A B i 2000 78 B 52 2 1
AR YBURANMISCA R EME] U 855 5000, BOR A AT 8 I A 5 75 B8 2 4L
T PRI ARONL A5 I 8] 5 45 S W4 0 g T 2 L A AR BBCBUR B Bl A
B SSEHBUN GO AT IS A R, 240 T & R0 FE s 5 A PR, 45 1
BV NR E K] 5 e B AR I AL BN . M BUR M AGA S U B s,
X G ERAR MG AR S CR AR BT AN, (EGT I [R5 0 52 B e 5% LR A0 . X AT g e T DA
M ARG S ER BRI TR E A AR G b 5 P8 F Ay, X BB A ERCR T
IR (BRRAFIFE/INGE, 2016) , i) 5520 LRI A+ 2 20 20 s VERCR B S U
(BRARAFIE/INTN, 2016) KRR 2 2 i 25 (BT 52 A0 4 B 5 ) S DL T i ( FEL AR
FIBRIGEAR ,2007) , I T ARBOB GO (RILAER , 2010) 55 H Y, B ) 5 [ B 58 B
NI A 25 SR AL G B AR Y | LG IF IR IR I Sy G B AR I P 2R, S B L1 2800
T3P AL 2 AU e I AL 2 2 AR B IR 55 /KT 2 N &R 3l B R 45
R HSHBTELEG i R P ROR 5 G A B G ORI T T JE & Al K
*F-(Handy and Brudney, 2007) , /NS X 4241 408 o & B E S 5 EA & W
?ﬁ(Paynter and Berner,2014) ,Fiﬁﬁb%ﬁ‘fﬁ;ﬁﬁ%ﬁtﬁ’ﬁﬂhﬁﬂiéﬁitﬁ,ﬁ%éﬁéﬂ
IE AL S Ll A5 ] ( Rosenthal , 1996) , 4l A48 B T B AL & A £ TAEAN L2
S5REFETF (Kreutzer and Jiger,2011) , Z b A 4 2 241 2168 5 B il 22 H A L4k
YL SR R T2 4% ( Hwang and Powell, 2009) , HA5,23 8 620 20 5 3 4 FH AR
Xof B WIS KT (Salamon , 1995) o BRI , AR 45- 468 5 7K ~F- BUR 5% Bl 1) 4 i A 2H 21
SRR IR E WA, X R AR R BRI TR I 5 B B AR WA 45, (H AL [
HUR 5% B 5 5 R 28] U T C R R BEAAHAT . 0T 3BT 5% B AR X ¢
DRy B DR R E YA S A U P RCR R B BB A S AR IE
AN A TS L S A, ZE AR U 1 BUR RIS 8] T e AR 55 4k
I 0 o o A 5 S B 9% Bk B — 8 K OF e 4 S AU Ll A 517 Bk i 3
R R 55 2l i R M, T X AR R A 2 S R R 3 B T B I ( Milofsky
1988) , it U KON o JCHORTEFR At 23 20 2K [ BURF S 4 i BE A DG I 5
B WIS Rt A1 R JRHY 95 5 42 U ( Luksetich, 2008) , 1475 K F- I
JIF 5% B A 2 20 2 %o ORI B 14 o) B2 AR (it 08, 2014 ) 5% 4 M 1
(Never and de Leon, 2014 ) , T [a] BUR #4795 P FZ AR R B8 HAT ROCR A e 88 (FEBAK
AR, 2021) 42320 238 3 (94T BOAE R B4 — 25 T 17 IRF ] 4 085 (8 5% 3 200
AP RAE AL AR AR AN [ R N TE AR, (BT RE AR — E 2 2 [l )3 BURF 5%
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B S EEEBOE A U B SRR AR, R T4 2URE A a8 B %
FE2 2 SURYRFIR SNSRI XoF 2H SOOI () 10 <5 4 W4 v A Ro i, 358 B I 10
VBRI SE AT BE 2 WL I0] 1) « B A 7 5 B IS A0 4 ke 5 ] 48 4 1) 70, A7 e A 25 20
GO S K09 TS Ja R A far itk — 25 IR BOR 4P 32 i 2 S B s
55 i TE] A ATERIL A T3 A T — 2R A BRTE . AN, 25T Bt PRl f) BR ), A F
FEALRESR UL G 22 A GUR UM A T 5 R, i ik x4 (o7 s B A HLAR SR i Ay st
[EISHIE KRR T A A B, DR X RS S 2 I 55 7K1 ) A 2 AN 22 1T 9 ( Callen, 1994)

(=) ETHEERLRESE (ERM) (ia@MER0E

EIRBURN AN B A B4 SRS | 7R R i S e AL S BT b — AR
RRF MIAREAT PR Z 00 AN 35 B 1] 7553 DG JC D7 6 I 126 A6 DU R0
e sib PR e A PN AR FEE R AL 0 TC 0% Te) R, B A ) Ry BR A BECASBIF S SR T #
[A] 4555 ( Extended Regression Model , ERM ) XJ#ff 5% 485 S A R fdt PE R 56, e ml 1A
BB (ERM) BESE e e 20 i sl il 28 ek f P A= A BRG0P Kb B i () AR B AL 53
TC AR A A P R A e P = A A P [ R T[] —HE B PN 30 AT Ak BRI g2k

TG, B2 2015 ARFAR A EUR AN BTG A0 R 43 2878 B AR ARAS BUR 5% Bl
IR AEL g O, MAE ARATBUR B Bl 149 9% Bl K180 B2 9 55400 434 1,23 = AN b BR300 41
S, A AR AAIC b B K B BURF 9 B, LU B o3 45 0 BURE A B A Ry
AR R PRAR B P AT TR e s 2R ZE R O ] k55 S AR
b 5 A5 HAR G SR A8 B EAT TN . PR, X A BRARSE 1 73 BC B ML HEA T ARG 36, 2n
6 W BURNANIIE A RIS S AR B 152 22 30 55 AR 152 22 AN Wl 25 0GR, DA kg T
T UM AN B AR A 0434 AR 5 (8 b BRROWAE F3k 5 A EEEPME & 1 Z5 1 T 2Rl AL
SCHY . 5, DA R ERM AESR T B9 Ltk R E AR IF45 AN [R] KF- BURF AR
BT i85 AT T AR RIS BUR ¢ B2 5 F- S b 38800, A AT SR anZk 7 i

FT 6 AIBILN A ECHFEA N R
DB AREZE 2 p>lzl [95%E{EXIA]]

il ARSI 5 T 7 SS9 352
HBARD SHH BB LR -0.028 0.053 -0.54 0.592 -0.131 0.075

P38 IR

AR R R AN B 43 1

o %ﬁfjﬁ SRR B S AL 0.118 0. 100 1.18 0.239 -0.080 0.307
PRI )22 H. 01

T PR R TR b PRSOR SR O | B B AU AN B S R IE A
1 4k S Sk 3 DA IE 3 5 OLS [l I 235 SR 24 fRefp— 2 (L BF AR AE BUR AR B K
MICERTFRME o =4I SRR TR R AR 3 AR i g b B %
JO7 )RR S B e P TR B A e s ka3 (BN AT B35 . ERM B9 A 45 R R e
55 OLS 7 U JEAIME] U SEAAS SR8 W4, 3 nl LABRAY , I ERM HE A 728
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Tt (BUR AN ) NI SRS S e A0S — 53 (0 R0 I 4 1) Kb B30 A8 B, Al 2R
T8 T BN AN ) SERE B 5 5, 7 LG IR I 2 B AR L R A A
TR ZE R B P s R H LI 25 S B A7 A REAS ENIE S 2 1] B AR R PRI G &R, A
5, BUR AN AR 5 T R A 4 A B AT B A A e

R7T BAFHEBRINE AR IR A IR 45 R

HFBRE P22 z p>lzl [95% & {5 X [A] ]
ATE

B AT IS A4
(1vs0) 1.591 0. 473 3.36 0.001 0. 663 2.518
TR A (2vs0) 4.565 0.741 6.16  0.000 3.113 6.018
(3vs0) 2.834 0. 895 3.17  0.002 1.080 4.588
(1vs0)  -0.416 0.290 -1.43  0.151  -0.984  0.152
BIEE B (2vs0) 0.517 0.413 1.25 0.211 -0.293 1.327
(3vs0)  —0.300 0.508 -0.59  0.555  -1.295  0.695

. WEEES R SR

AWFFEHEET 2015 4EEEFRIE 2997 KA A 23 B | 8 1 13l e D ek mlH
T BRAGN FAh 4 T 1, 4 FARGE T BURN AN BB 5 45 G WA K ks B 5 B =2 ) i %
F, W, BUMAMIIOA S H8 WG A R AAE 2 35 19 U T2 I Z0C & - Y BURN M)
WAL T AR K- XAt 2 ZH LR WG WA 36 S 38 5% 1 800, 17T >4 R b Bl A
it —E K  BUR AN 23 06845 W5 W50 7™ A= 082 0% 1 ) 5% 0, BB0RT #b B 9 9% 4
W2 4SBT R AR | W E A8 e B S HF AR U B 26 % B
XAREE N AONAAEGE T 2 W3 AR S P AR G 5 R BOR A B HCA
5 EFRCR Z RAETE R E U B 200 R Y BUN AL TR F- Bf X6f
FEES LU AR B B A A W Y IE )52 R A S UM AR B ISR 2 — i AT S )
B AR E RO PR MR E Y A S B R U B I OC &R .

A3 ik 2 SUZ B 04 53 B BEA TR PG J7 A OG5 A BB L 0N 1 F 5
17 7 HREASE S BA —E MBS DTk, 850G, TE 8 BRAB S 5 i, A SOR VS 5 i vh
AR OC RIS B T b E B 5, &5 75 7 i8] U B i & syl i
Hh [ A ERURT ¢ B S AR IS A Z ] 2 IS5 R BE A U TE 0G| (B BUM 53 Bl Y
BN AAEGE T2 T B, SR T 22 5Y AR, X5 [ Y B i8R SR
B AR FE A R TE RAAL H SAT EARTR] i — 2048 T 4 25 (0 BURT % B
Samal Al 2 24 AR M 26 R . AN Borgonovi (2006 ) 23 AT BT 9% Bl /K M H:
b7 AR IR, TR B BUM 3 K58 B KA Sy 4 25 20 25548 407 R 9 1 78 B A
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5 B AL BUR B B FA AR I (5 800, BURF 9 B K P SO 7 L AR Ak iy B
BVEHE IR, JCHIE DU ML A8 I 2 S AR Y 2 ZUR I & e Ak 2 F8 09 b ot 0 AH
B 1) T e e A R AR I Ak S BURT A BOIR JCHR (R IRANH A, 2011) B3k
IR ISCRRN R (32 CRIEF 3%, 2016) , BUN % B XX A SUR G AN 7, R H
PG ERARM 1 —Fh AR 5. X A RBUN % B 5 6 B AR g 2 18] A 2ot Bt
BORIPRAL T B PG 5 I S AR RS FRT (4 i B2 R T HPRERAME E Ty A
8] U JE BRI

FOUR  AES (BRI 7 T, BUAT BIFSE SR H T R 5% Bl I ) R 46 R 48 18 52 i)
BLT B AR | (EA DGR (] 45 85 fr) SR TE 4 AH Y B2 = ) A SCRF BURE 5% B X648 184 e A
O] U B BRI 3 R 20 ) ] 4R 0 (RS B ) AORISE 2 p | R BLEURT 5% Bl 7
VENR 55 B SEMa AT G8) U JEARE | 78 B R AP I BURF 9% B B A TR B e IR 3
— KT JE I R A R, X — 2518 P T Brooks (2000) F1 Borgonovi ( 2006 )
ST UM B B 36 AR S A 2H 2 4 B AR WS 18] U B 4518, 456 b k4
S S FEBUIR X TR BB B B D Ak T R I A a5 2R 4, A i A
ARG AEAE ) I 7T R 2 35 S, AT T R A I 1) 5 W R <5 R 48 W 40 oy EL D o, 7
Pt R IR 4 A4 EkE e IRA — 307 3 HL( Menchik and Weisbrod, 1987) T4 2
BRI AR B T A I (]S U W] A ) B A ER AR WG L S A 2L HUOG
AR IS TR A O AL H R AR BRI 2R, 2007 ), A BURF#b Bl K P38 8 g At 2 2 40
FEA G ERAR | 17 200 I [R] 45 4 Y S fit 2D 3, T 1R HE 2 2H 21X BUR B3R 1)
WHETE N8 1 42U T BLAL AN Ll A #a 34 [R) )t 25 B AR 75 B 25 18 T K7 s
BYRNL, A AT 5 LSRG 19248 22 S e A B N A58 P A 32 etk s
SN AT B [ 78 v 5 55 U B A 5 1, 30k 0 75 3 ) 4 2 SR g 1] 418 s 52 3
5 S EAAWA F A2, A ZERZ AL -5 78 D7 (8] U TR R i B AR MEAR 56 42
— 2, AR W 1A U RIS N

e TRl RER 0 S R 2 WA i B8 B R 1) v SCOTHR A e 8, A I 9T A 42
S LUZ U Jy 5Ll B IE T N RIFSE 5 5 T BUR B¢ B0 =E 8 F 4 2UR e A
YL A B 2518 (I K AR B AR AL, 2019) .

AT Ie B —E WBOR S S a 7~ . — O, REH S A 4 5 EHF
M SR EATAL T R 38, BOR B¢ Bl BB H 800 7 552 B 2 T 52 AR /) 46 R 22 B2l
ZUTH AL T TR)FE I8 | BRAR G IE[RIBY A 475K 01 . BURF % Bl RE A8 A7 %0 B a2 4
LU & SISEREE ERUKCFSEEA i His, BA R IESMRME, Hi, 3
BN E AT S 2 U G, N Y R 5 | A E Ak s U B R, 45
SBRAF UL TR, At Sy A il RS = BUM A K S At 2 2 4L
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Crowd In or Crowd Out; The Impact of Government

Funding on Donations of Time and Money to Nonprofits
—Evidence From Chinese Foundations

WU Zhongsheng ZHU Feiyu
(School of Public Affairs, Zhejiang University)

Abstract; Supportive policies by the government have important impacts on the
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development of nonprofit organizations, especially on the financial and human resources
that nonprofit organizations receive. Existing studies in the Western context have proposed
and verified the crowd-in, crowd-out, and inverted U-shaped non-linear models of
government funding on money donations to nonprofit organizations, yet existing empirical
evidence is still non-conclusive. In addition, evidence on the impact of government
funding on donations of time to nonprofits is extremely scarce. There is also a lack of
empirical testing on this topic in the Chinese context. To address the gap in the literature,
this study applied statistical analyses to explore the impact of government funding on
donations of both time and money to nonprofits in the Chinese context based on a sample of
2997 foundations in China.

Results from statistical analyses indicate that the level of government funding has a U-
shaped relationship with donations of money to Chinese foundations: when the level of
government funding is relatively low, it may first crowd out donations of money, and then
crowd in money donations when it increases to a certain point. Conversely, government
funding has an inverted U-shaped relationship with donations of time to Chinese
foundations; when the level of government funding is below a certain level, it may first
crowd in donations of time, and then crowd out donations of time when it is above that
level. These results are confirmed by robustness check analyses based on an extended
regression model.

The findings of this study provide important theoretical contributions to the crowd-
out/in literature ; this study not only extends testing of the existing crowd-out/in model to
the Chinese context and reveals novel non-linear effects on money donations to Chinese
foundations but also expands the model to test the relationship between government funding
and donations of time to nonprofits, revealing an inverted U-shaped non-linear effect on
time donations to Chinese foundations. The findings of this study also have important
practical implications on policymaking of supportive policies for the development of
nonprofit organizations and philanthropy in China.

Keywords: government funding; donation of money; donation of time; crowd-in;

crowd-out
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