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BETFNEZE 5o i AN St Fht =
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2 R G A
(1. et 28 K22 E PR 55 5 5 B, ALt 100081 ;2. 48 R V34 (h DA B AL A6 100020)

WE AREAT ELE AT 2008 TR T RAE B HXE L, GEEXRFIUEERENLFZFLE, ATHLRZRRSE
Hefy R LF IR T 338 AN 2007—2011 S 69 @ A A4, R A W E £ 4 4 6 I ALk (PSM-DID) , & 7 P 4 A i 35 1k % Ao 42
FBEGFH ERFIN X AGE ERTT 54, SREAV AN I R E TSR SRR G EFFEFR/AFSET FR
WeyHen TR HEMHEBYARANE RBEHTRZSRAE S 2 Poys T 350 Hratasd A, K T,
RAIHWE 2R AZFRE, CERF - RGREEZHRGE—F I,

KB RAT A R A F7 X E R L E R BRSO T £ 5 6 IR B AR IR

i E 425 . F061.3 XEARERS A

HE e — DAL K E =AML T BOA TR T 2 D s kSR kAR rp o o AR R A A
B A AR TR R A Gl Y A J R R 2 SR A AR AR S A e il Y BRSBTS BRI
AT BB AR SR T A < R R A5 bR R R T e B AT LA S A B AF TR A B VB E B B R R
P2P 3 il 45 T 7 AOR BN B8 B 970K o (H15 T G WYX b B0 2 | AR B il R R e 3 5 ) B — 2 7]
R AR DI B, AR B R R VE T A A DOW ORI AR HLRL AR e R A 7 R AT OR R
Wi 5 Al A 7 B R BELAS T AR N AR TG K- B 3 i

T, R AT AR 2o 7R 2008 ARHEAT 1A 7 i AR 55 07 2R R B, HLA Y 1R
RN AL D R RAT A AR SR 04 4 il I 55 - A K Ty e sl A Rh /AR B ORI P I A B kR e Ak
RIS 4 il Q) 3 Z2HE Ak 4 il T H R A3 BRIl XU, 312 mi A R DY 8 IR 18 3005 B) BB B R H A T =X
P IHRATHELLR A B, 0588 5 A A 0% AU 5 2 3 (@) A7 006 12 A Al 26 TR T 90 1) W 4 SR 5 0 e Al e Al 222 152
(K15 BF SCRE, AT WA /Ml B 5 (5 25 40 B0 HC Rl 98 S0 ;D) DRl o b s e A A 4 il Al 55 77 X

Xt ISR R 75 S T H AR AR AR M4 T 2010 4EUEAT TE DT JBRIR I T RS X se A A
WFFEAE A T5 1 b R B G R | AR R A el X 1l XA AT B8 2R B A A ok A
XEEIFANBE BRI BORA B BSCR A S TG AR SO R AR G Bl i AR 55 75 3B 1 R X
FEHEAT R B A RO 73 Hr o A SOR T AU 2 {8 18] DE SC 325 (PSM-DID ) , BIF 5 A4 A <6 Bl 1) 1 5 05 A Al
HEAC A < Rl A TR R Ml DX 22 5 JRE BB | A B T W A ™ i % A1 52 5 A1 TE e fle #EAE

%% H A :2019-03-06
EeWB :HAEARP ARG (71703180)
ER BN L HE(1986— ), 5, PRI, W1 AIF 58 T 1) [l B 57 5 VRS L2 24



126 R Z W OKREE AR 2019 4¢

1 XHEEGFEIRREISIESR

AR SCREAE S BT PFEAG AR & R BT il BUR I ROR . 5 A SCHE AR DG 2 R MG 23 T 2010 4F Al — 2822 R
WFERT UL T AT T AFSE, U0 2010 AF K A7 14 (6 T 4 1 HE 3 A B 4 il ™ it R 55 75 20 R1008T 19 98 5 2 0L ) v 42
th :2008 AFEAE AR AL =48 A 7S A8 HEA T I AR 4 Al BT il AR 8OV B, AR 4 Bl B SR I HR A 3h
AT 4 i K A A5 D45 M TR D% it 6 AR DO 56 ) L 1 5 8 it P DN RARAT P Ll o S A7
X MR LT 0 3 A DX AT T U7 B R B R BRSO T AR A PO DR Y [ R 4 iR
X W A Al 1) S FEA TS, e b A G R AR T R R 25 . 14 K TR A Y 21 MR B (T 1
AT G il SRR AT T RN DA A S B B U, IR R R 53 B xR 3 #E AT T B4 A (H
HEE /N AR N BARA T I R A AL PR A R A ) s, Sk R e A R A e A BSR E AT R S
BT, LG AR 150 AR 8155 T BT A 5 A g A2 LE 461 0] 08 532 o e e R A gl R AT 2R

ARSI A ST RRAE T QD (T A R D REREAT 00 3 B HE O W B AR ROR AR SGE R PSM
PEATHE I DT L | 5 R RE A 358 86 i 15 LA M8 35 S XEE 22 43 (difference in difference , DID) % 3K 1) 3 [] #2 #1535
@ T 50 PR EAR BB A 338 AN IR T 2007—2011 45 4 1 A A |, 5 BIF 5 A AT 4 Bl & B B A
77 i X AN R G R AR A AL B 2 i

BEAN AR SO 5 95 R SCHRAE G, 20 Sl 4 il % e 5 8 e 3 ROU R AR BT & B i s | DA e 4 il R Je
Xt AN 5 5 15
11 £RERES5ZFEK
111 &k BRI E RN

Bagehot!"58 iz % Tl 5 iy B 39 1) 3 [ R A T 5T, 38 HE A oV T 2 0 R A AR EVE LS, 4 il R e 5 4235
RIEPIE R OC R — H & E NS E RO E S, SR a iR FERB RS IR HE 2 UP I K Ui 2 H— 1
A7 38 AN King A1 Levine™ZE #5  T BR 4l & JB Z AN H B R R 5 |l iF 58 1960—1989 ] 4 80 4
S B, A5 250 A Rl R i 5 28 B K S T 3 22 IR A AR SR I AH DG 5 7R A% AL D T, 4 R I RE
P TE BT A AR AR HE R AR ST AR R B i A 7 A IR T 28 U R
1.1.2 AT 4 il & Je o A it 282 55 i 4

Levine ¥t 4l & & 1) 5 K Tfe . QD 7 4 ml XU 7 T8, 4 Rl Tl 3 nl 40 1046 B B  se 4 KUK ) 4
AR R B B AL S IR TIEE s B A Al & B BENS XA B A B ST AT B DA B 4 FD A
K@ 4 Rl RE S 3G N B A B 1 T st 5 D) ARl nT DL bR RS I s 4 TR R AT A AT
S A 4 BE G il TR X 5 R BRI AR TR AR & il R J 5 R b 2 BRI 2B AT A X — B i
RIS 4 il & JRE RS A1 R AT 28 PRI K

B AT A RO AR 26 e R R AT T R . (D R A Al IR S5 RE NS B DGR R = AR IR AR B
20 R RARME R SR ;@ R A IR 55 1 R AE Y bR SR, T LARRAIRSE B AR FLHEAT & B IR
REAT RO SRR A T W HL Rk XU 5 B AR R 4 il mT LA B R b 14

TR S A S A T SRS BT, A RS R - R B RS A B TR 5 R e
12 £RERSIIHHER

Meckinnon® 4 1 4> il ok 5 58 % 32 25 WO 57 5 BRI, SOk A3 1 22 5 X0 4 il kR ROGS A1 B2 5 06 2 1 S IE
WFF o 38 A R BRI ST 0 T AR 30 4 i & T 2 DA 3 AN D ) kX AR 57 G A R

S, ARl R SRS X AN 5 45K . Kletzer A1 Bardhan!"f 6 5 56 7 4 Fill 7K 2 Hh 50 9% 4 10 5 Th fig
I LA O BE RO E T 4 Rl R S 5 0 A0 5 2 AR T B T EU B 34 B | 15 s 45 18 1 R )45 DR 00 3 1) 2 531
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SR A B3 B2 i | DT R 32 ] 5 b [ B 2 T o Svaleryd T Viachos!"X i3 5 25 38 i 47
SEUESFHT A5 4518 7E OECD W80t [ rpr | 4 il R 2 [ R LU BRI 34 2R IR, RN WA =& AT T2
TEZ BT, HG A IR A% 22 25 DR SRAG: 56 L K% P 8% 7 2 0F 46 il & R 8 J3E R X A1 57y 45 K R AT B9, 445 1
xR J R T T ZE R A I OB I R 2 — 1 A e

HWR, 4l & S 232 i A0 52 5 754 . Beck!™ 3 T Kletzer Fil Bardhan 19437, F) 4 TR AR B8 LA e A TAT
BG4 Rl 00 BE A TIE B D) BE AT MO, A AR Y v A il R Y E A T e Rk RN SR R E KNS A B
IR 228 55 1) LB I 32, DT 4 il A e 8 2 vy 1) I 8 ) il i of A s 2 g b 1

A, SRk B2 m 51 5 T % . Eaton A1 Grossman!™ W2 H 24— AN [ 52 10 4 Al T 37 A 05 58 38 16 i e |
W MR D) T8 520 52 5 FE I . RN 5 43 B 3K ] 1993—2004 47 1 i [ 3 91 B4, 15t 1 52 5 O
JHCRE 5 4 il T 7 RAR i A DM OC 2R 0T HLBR 5 T IS J2 4 Rl MRS A5 A A A% 22 AN LA

M3 BURT LA 2500, A ik e S XA 3R By B E I B AR HEAE T . R G Rl A SRR R R — A
T2 AT i 572 o W) 2 X A0 57 oy 1 — 4> T S R 40, X 2 11 ¢ R NBINE FORUEAT & b SO SCHRZiaA b
M5 OC R U PR AN 4 il & 5 mT LAHE Zh A P ot A B2 5 o © A BN A SS9 A i) 1 X A48,
WRAE 25 BT A BiF el

2 ihEm

AR SCR T OB 22 4344 1) DR E (PSM=DID) 9 5 25 R PPAR BUSR RCR o A B 22 43 B A (difference in
difference ) #4743 BT BOR AE F 0 ¥ 8800, 12 75 1k BE A% i 3k P R 22 73 1) 5 =X 25 BRI [ 22 S, O EL A 3%,
TCR I B (R S BUW R R . SR FBE ) 45 43 D BC (propensity score ) 7 X Ab B 24 14 il 21 2F 47 DT JC o] DA 3k £
i B ek £ (self-selection ) 1M} 5 2 1Y £ £ VL Ml 22 (selection bias) .

R O T PR A 2 R 46l ot R0 I 55 0 SR8 B R D ) A A 4 Rl BB 1K T 2008 AR R R AR TE
RS BRI =8 (B A Pk 2~3 AN 3277 X sl 26 0% & R FL 2 3 4 B (Tl ) TR A AL 4L R AR ) 4 il 7
min MR 55 7 AHT IR A A S S TR AR FRAL (treatment group ), 15 H [ LAl 1) 1 2% 17 AR Sy 2 il 40
(control group) , 3 LA 5 B3 45 1 2008 472k X 43 24y 38 ki, 115 %) B 39 0t o5 s 09 s 49

TG A 0 1) 45 43 DT E 3 | 38 o — S0 O Y R AR 1 AT o 2 R A B A Y DT RE  E R A P AR S b
PR ZH ELA A RV FRAE (R VT RC ., 7 0 =R 52 (counterfactual VK35 , 75 S 5 k11 19 °F- 392 5300 (average treat-
ment effect on the treat, ATT), TN E] RG2S 55T S5 2 50952 m, BB 2 508 J6 72 0 2] 14 3 5
YR 2 5 I A 7 B AR AR AR Sy S S S S UL 2] f i A R AR AR Sk IR AR AN (] A 36 T A T
A1) FT 53, FF R AT DL IE , DE JC 0B 8 % IR 2 ) 445 2R A8 gl ml DAV Dby il X Bz = 52, il i)~ 29 2 5
BN AT LA TR

¢ =

ATT=E(Y,,,~Y  \Treated=1)-E(Y,,,~Y; \Treated=0) (1)

Aoy e RAR R N IEAT T BOR IR T s i RT RB I p i BOR B EE, BT LA tp iR

JE BB . Treated R3S B AR ST |, Treated=1 & /R 1Z T 2SR T | Treated=0 Fmylii k2

ISR, A (2)HH E(Y,.,-Y, | Treated=0) 5t J&— 1> 52 =5 52 14 JC 1 W0 I B4 (B, 388 40 DG e 4% il 20 rh iy
YT GO ER A PR T G IS T A5

ATT,ua=E (Y, 1, ~Y, | Treated=1)-E(Y; ,,,~Y; |Treated=0) (2)

TEVC B 5 4k i e B v | Hh A SOl A0 50 2 b 2 T 4 BB | i T4 kT 22 IRV A S R L AR A

4B VT HL (nearest neighbor matching) | B [ 12 42 VT L (caliber and radius matching ) %5 i s 7 S 4k EL 5L 4

Uy BEAT ——VERC I I EE I AN BESE 2 TH B H R o 7RI AS SR FEAZ VLI (kernel matching) , A 5 45 il 2H
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Sl T R A 2% AN R AR A B [R) AR RIS B8 5 AR AL — 3 R 3 T ) DEPRE X 82, I T Logit A5k A
TR AT iﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬂ’]?ﬂ]ﬁ%xﬁf}J\/\T(2)@3”{#9

Yi)= D iecnsW (i) (Y=Y, (3)

K TR FEAR SR € RIS AEAR S G 3 S N ILIR SCHE X, N AR RGR  2~5K(3) i W
(i) WAL VEREALE , 2~

ATT o= LS e

W(i,j>=c<fi>/zmc<ﬂ>

K .G I REL (kernel function) ; PR 18] A5 50 s a, 4l 56 240 (bandwidth parameter)
-5 B [R) 4543 VE BC J5 , R4 7 XU TR 22 43 A T B AR A

Y =BtBiTreated+B,Treated+B:Period Treate d +B,Z;+& (4)
e A 3 RN ER IR AN ¢ A WO R AR S O 2 X AR 7 i (Y ) 5 Period Sy B[] HE 40
AR AR, Period=0 W 78 1238 5 B8 R SEAT , Period=1 731K mi BUR SEAT I 1) ) 5 Treated A~ 1A% 2 401742
it , Period, Treated; J2 W [A] kg 40075 15 A A M #2819 32 BT, Z, /2 — RN AR 5 2 BEALIE 3 300, 3ol i
X (treatment group ) 7E i 5 B SEAT R JE (45 AR AR AR vl W3R 1, 47 Bs I R B IE H 8 3%, Wt n] LIAS Ak
o 4 B BIHT I AR X A il 280 B 5 A AR E TR S5 e

Fx1 WEEHFRBEPSHENANX
Tab.1 Implications of the parameters in PSM-DID

W SEATHY R SEAT IR

e (Period=0) (Period=1) Difference
B 5 L X (Treated=1) BB, BotBtBBs BotBs
ik £ X (Treated=0) Bo BotB2 B>
XL 2453 — — AB;

3 BiEEXE

31 HUERIR

ARSCAR FH ) & 2007—2011 454 [ 45 1 X OR &7 8L 15 ) 2% 338 AN 3uk T Ay T A 4504 ke 7 Ak A4 B 4 il 1)
B OR8N, ERCE AL B AR o T AR T AR IR, BT bt R DX DU ST B B
T L 1) A8 LA T 0 A Y A X el AR ™ BRI B B A S IR AR 333 AT, AL
66 AL B FEACHN 267 MEHIHREA , A SRR R B T84 00 S lols 09 D3 AE Ge 4R 48 (b Bl e i
ARAEY (P GRS AE 4 ) DA K b B OGRS A | RS 55 i A v L A A R D e il TR B
HT 2008 AT 4h K 2007 AFRE SO R AT AT I, X9 2008—2011 44 S i Ja Bt
32 TEIEE

TEPME B H%Tﬂﬁﬁﬁ?ré}@@mi%k <471 37 1% (conditional independence assumption) , i
WORUEES TR R 2R SRR R SR G S S BORTOC, TP UM BV T B AR S AR R
A RN, LIRS E%JUH/\XT AR S AR B S5 G AN ST ST B NS & TR AR AR
ML B2 T TS E AR ik 3R 2 50 T )P E R DL fHJ_J“ﬁW} S JE RS 5 15 53 L
WE , 383 Logit A% R1XT i Se4) A5 e 5 ) P28 i HEA T 07 18 |, 7 14 B R AR a2k — A i AT A BB s i R R
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Tab.2 Descriptions of covariates
A8 AR 5 R VRS 727t 1 ]
CNGE QR AT IO
Inpergdp i X 28 5% 7K F In(A¥) GDP) fﬁgfﬂﬁﬂﬁj\uﬁ% o HATHOTH
Inperfood PR R In(FH ¥4t S e it DXORR £ A 7R R
4 ol LA 8 25 B
siz RMERIE  AOM (17 5 B8O R P8 LR R R
S ES W TE ;
o MK ERACE  RRAREE A S B, I
AN Y He
DA i TR A I b -
r wetamty L TIRBRPIERIOMEI o - g mamm sctedor.
ris Hiy X 4 AL s iy DX [ DY AR /b DX B R A i S5 e b DX 4l DR o A 1R K
dev G e TR by X DR SR AR A/ X GDP Bl DX 1 4 il R
FEPRIE 25 AR i 55 DT AR ), 2 R e e AR A Al R JRAG DL AR 8 N3 GDP e b F i & 4R

AR RS IR B AT T BOS BUS MR SR AR (V) AR SO — RO FE AR = A A AR R R Y
Treated , RIZIR T & A AT Tl s B WER SN T o8 1, 20 0, [RIRERY I ) J2 40048 B Period 29 1 1 /2
AU BT, S 2 O R RT R I IY] . 3% 3 g i T R ORI AT A B R i R A G, w] ILAE 2007
AR AT B P AR i DX R XU DX < il 4 R DL R e DX R R AR AR AR AR T AR U
o AL GDP, < Fil A JEE e B MM DX A 7™ it 100 A AR T A 1 3y, 2 b 7 s DX R MU L s
S AR 22 R AT A T B T AT i A AR

£3 2007 FRmBTEELSHETEETSNHE ST

Tab.3 Major descriptive statistics of the participating cities and non— participating cities in 2007

PURILIEIEN Ha i 22
ARt
il 26 b F2H il 28 b F 20 P21 22 Ab i 2H

Inpergdp 264 66 9.686 466 9.604 576 0.687 263 6 0.509 343
Inperfood 244 64 1.602 435 1.964 544 0.908 602 2 0.619 226 6

siz 256 64 1211.353 51.0123 11 051.06 60.990 25

ris 256 64 0.178 952 7 0.245 928 5 0.136 206 6 0.103 723 1

str 257 64 0.385394 9 0.439 104 2 0.248 450 1 0.204 494

dev 255 64 7 013.322 6 608.732 3 982.996 2 721.798

eff 257 64 0.687 761 6 0.716 889 3 0.214 802 5 0.202 223 6
Treated 267 66 0 1 0 0

4 SEIESHT

AR SCSEUE 73 A >R ] PSM-DID, -t 5 2 A& 4% DU TC 1) XU 2 73458 70 R 2% 5 A 4 il A0 9 3 o 7 7 9

AT AN 4 il A e Z SN AG™ f  Sh B oy AT PR e . SE B — H A I 5225 3R nT L3 O8

1) 0 Y 0 42 S ZEL A A g M) P A% A T 42 1) AT 8 A A B3 ORI AT ) 3k i -5 3 3 i 2R AT DT B
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it T A A TR T, AT 9 i T 1 3B 428 2800 T 5 B8 ) A AR Al 152

2) TEXTVCHC Ay et L, ) U 25 4 A5 U e Ji AN A O] BT 2R 3 ) a5t T 722 ot O A DA T 2647 BRI 2%
FHPFA
4.1 IHEMEITS, HITZETE

(] b SR AR A AR A 2 0 v ] N RERATT A 1 28 S, i s Sl T A Bk e B e T T B B R T SRR A
Rl RLABE A5 A 2R |l 2k 78 2007 A% 55 4 PELZH FNAR 1 2 AT D BCOR IS R N AR PE R A, i TAA SO S 58 R —
AR RIS B FEXFPE AL T AT AR Logit SR, 1 a1 4743, =05 40T

Logit(Treated;=1)=By+B:1Zi+&

K Treated 3T I 75 12 i B A 1A R FUL A8 1k 5 Z, S mT BB 52 0 ke 3O T 000 2 BBy P28 | A0 45 A 35 GDP R
B E KN ER  Leuven AN TE PRAE & 193 B T2 &8 4 0 H X Se 8 b2 730 261 Tl S BUR RT3t © 2264
FERFIY . TEX L] Logit BEAYXS b SCHI D VE A 1Y P8 B R A7 01 1 |, 075 R 1 4 DX 45 SO (eff) AT Logit 1Y
AR, Ak BT Logit F5E 8 T4 (4 48 O 23-0i ] {EL 1) H 9

WK 4 Fros  AESZ T 2 5 5 S BUR A PR &b ) P SR A 77 2 (Inperfood ) TE 1% 7K1 355 A
¥ GDP (XT3 (Inpergdp ) ARNT 4 Bl AR (siz ) FHI X 42 Fl XURS: (ris ) TE 5% 7K F- b 2 5 HAA A A8 1 250K I 23X
EIRIE T AR A 4 il ks OO AT 2 00 T T 1) 3 JBOAS ASUASCI ke 37 AS [ 3 T ) 8 B 5 L, I8 2 BT 119 R 46 25

# 4 Logit 13
Tab.4 Logit regressions

PpAE EX i P 1 2 VA P>7

Inpergdp 0.763%* (0.367) 2.08 0.038

Inperfood 085555 (0.239) 3.58 0.000

siz ~0.008%* (0.004) -2.16 0.031

ris 2.929%* (1.371) 2.14 0.033

str 0.786 (0.901) 0.87 0.383

dev 0.008 (0.005) 1.47 0.141

BT ~11.099%#+ (3.799) -2.92 0.003
Pstudo R? 0.1215

TE % RORTE 10%KF B3, RIRTE 5%AKF 03 o0 FoRTE 19%KF R3E,

42 CERREMNKE

Sk TR R UG E 1 5T o T AT T A A 5 RS R L O AT
421 PAEPER S

16 FH Logit BRI GEATHT 43 22 J5 , B &% S 1 A7 - i 1 A 56 6 10 1) 5 43 DG S 2 75 36 S AT I, 850
ot ARSI T AR P AR A IR M 22 S IS UG HEAT BRI DT C A A R (A5 DT A A R
TR AE G2 30k T R AN () AR S b ) A AT I 35 25 5, 5 DU i SO0 1) 1) G S ) 3 T AR 7 b K AN BR
(1) 2% 52 B P ER VR FARLL AR B B2, 2 5 45 0 TP PEAG 56 1 45 5, b il LU Y, R DL RCIS | Bir A (4
HER2ZBR T Inpergdp /& 9.4% 2250, JT A 725 it AR HEAR 2 A0 K T 15% , Horb ris B9 AR MEfR DR I8 TR 2] T
60.5% . (AJEAEVCEIC Z J5 , 75 P 2H 308 T 22 1R) BT A7 78 1t A AR IR A0 A T 3 35 0 N B L BR Inpergdp Z A1, B AT 72 1t
(AR E R DR ABREAIR T JLF 70% U4 1, 3F HLBR T ris W9 TAT A8 St (AR IR DR R /N T 10% ., [RIE  AE A #E D L J
T A5 PR S8 1, 3k U6 B AE DE L J5 Sl i AR sl S T e i B TR E 25,
U T A5 258 U A ) A5 4 DG A R0
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x5 EEFEHERRK
Tab.5 Matching balance test

- J— Bt RIS BT e/ T %
4k B 4 Pl 4l % % T i P
Inpergdp FIE AL 9.612 2 9.667 9 9.4 -0.63 0.532
VEHE | 9.612 2 9.648 5 -6.2 34.8 -0.40 0.693
Inperfood R VEic 1.964 5 1.644 9 41.9 2.71 0.007
PEHC |- 1.964 5 2.009 4 -5.9 86.0 -0.36 0.723
siz 7 U fic 51.012 362.48 -22.5 -1.27 0.204
UM 51.012 53.808 -0.2 99.1 -0.27 0.785
ris E NI 0.245 93 0.175 31 60.5 4.04 0.000
VEHC F 0.245 93 0.226 2 16.9 72.1 0.92 0.360
str VG e 0.439 1 0.382 66 26.3 1.81 0.071
PEhc I 0.439 1 0.421 99 8.0 69.7 0.47 0.637
dev F NN 6 608.7 7135 -15.7 -1.02 0.310
VEHe F 6 608.7 6 673.4 -1.9 87.7 -0.11 0.914

422 RIS E

B T3 B Z 0, 8 AT L MAASE Y (3 4045 P B R S 5 R o DG e o A TR 48 . A R AR DC i
A5 H Treated 3X — R g 448 5 5 2 5 DCEC (19 P48 5 09 IR 25 28, mT DA 3o B (A% A0 19 1006 00 A % (8
FARE ORI HIVC LAY S i, WNER 6 FIT/R  ASHER BRAEVC L 2 5, Pseudo R2 M 0.124 [ % 0.007 , 31X i B 3% 4~ [1]
AR R A PE T R . RIS ZE ISR Fu A 56 b DEBC T PAE R 0.000 FEALE 19K V- F B3, mifE VL idf5 P
B3N ZE 0.974, Ui B3 AR ORI 5 Sk R 2, Al DE I =2 S5, o b DX 3 b X7 A A8
FRARFE T . F AT RAAS R S5 98 AR SO E AT 0945 2000 1) DG e 45 SR = 3 i

F6 LEBEHMA®ELE

Tab.6 Comparison of goodness of fit before and after matching

L BR Fb A 46 it 1572
FEAR Pseudo R?
x? PfE bofiEl AR
P UN T 0.124 38.09 0.000 29.4 24.4
JCBE I 0.007 1.26 0.974 6.5 6.0
43 WEESH

4.3.1  JEA A DR B i kS

TEIKHB 3 ARG 30 | I 7 R B P B BT R, LA R R BR SRR A D S SRR S SR TR
AT I BUOR AT R 1928 L5 S BOR B9 B RSO . it 0 Ak 7,38 8 AT LUK B AR A SRl B A
SEATIE Y 3 AR IR AR P 88 DR A R | TR R T R gl 2 il DX il XU I R 7 A BRI B
BRI o O (AR A o i M X P 3 Ak 3 i, 2 R B 2 AT S8 4B T D IR I rp ] AR HE 459
I T A St B9 4 A7 R AT R DX DR e R, R KBS, R R R R LA R i A A 7 A Y
TETRCR
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Tab.7 Descriptions of dependent variables
A UK A X Wk
Inperloan F 1 BE AR In (b XA P B3R/ IR - 40
Indeposit A R B In (M X A7 30850 )
dev G RlR AR b DX B RRCA/ s IX ] B AR 7 R
str ) (R P BE A BT 3O /4 KT BE K
ris ENEY g € Hb DA R BRI/ X BE S A
*8 MEeMAREEHITEADN
Tab.8 Regression results of financial development
PR T A Inperloan Indeposit str ris
0.012 -0.152 -0.024 0.005
ERIE Y
(0.063) (0.024) (0.022) (0.012)
R? 0.51 0.14 0.56 0.23
P 0.843 0.000% 0.280 0.695
Pl A vV vV vV vV
i Vv Vv v Vv

LE o RORAE 1% KF L%,
4.3.2 A X 22 T

A B SO AR rh 1) PSM—DID A58 H5 51 B i MY GDP AR 45 2R 4, =7 2 51 i A
Nz 58 MR R B AR TR, AR 9 s, NER 10 R ] W2 5 R 400 B 5 I ] R 4D
AR ) F RN 2 DA Sl T AR AT A5 ol e A < Rl BT O LUK 9 3 47 A B S Iz X B R A
P R 2 R A 7 S A B W R A e AR

R®9 WRFREFMALLY GDP WEELER
Tab.9 Regression results of agricultural goods and per capita GDP

A T Lnperfood Lnpergdp
RIS -0.064(0.087) -0.021(0.014)
R? 0.09 0.09
PH 0.466 0.146
P2 1 A vV vV
FIF i) [ 262 25K 17 \ vV

LI < A1 A5 B9 bR T DA ok T )2 TR ) R SRR AR AR R
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4.3.3  JEAAEIER M X T
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Tab.10 Regression results of the share of agricultural goods in export

S RAR agr_ratio 2 1 A I8 T 1 A FRF (1] i 52 254 17 T4 Py
) 20 —3.442
T RH Qb4 -3.464
—WBr 24y -0.362(0.103) vV vV vV -0.21 0.4169
P i 22 -3.761
e Ak 3125 -3.318
—WBr 245> 0.443(0.182) vV Vv vV 2.43 0.0076
W 224y 0.805(0.168) VvV vV vV 0.71 0.481

T < R2= 0.06 1245 B b M58 S 308 1 22 1A 6 58 S R M b v 122

IFE 10 ] DUE B AR R $BLAE & (Treated ) FIAS 18] 1 5125 & (Period ) 28 B30 2 50 (h 0.805 H i %,
T 15 B A OBUHE 22 4348 ) DG BC 15 (PSM-DID ) 43 B7 i v [ R 4 Bl R8T i R 78 3 4F AT i B 4540 38 1 1
R IE R BARCR UL R ECR B T S E S R A L] 2004 Ak b E R AR ™ 5 BR 5 T T B
el 22 [E | IXRE R BOR A B THU A 6 7 55 9 3
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Evaluating the Rural Financial Innovation Pilot Program
Based on PSM-DID

Ji Ting',Zhao Chenxi’

(1. School of International Trade and Economics, Central University of Finance and Economics, Beijing 100081, China;

2. Ford Motor (China) Co., Ltd., Beijing 100020, China)

Abstract: Aiming at boosting financial and economic development in rural areas in China, the People’s Bank of
China and the China Banking Regulatory Commission proposed the rural financial innovation pilot program in
2008. In this paper, based on the panel data of 338 cities from 2007 to 2011, the Difference —in—Difference
Propensity Score Matching (PSM-DID )was used to evaluate whether the policy was effective in improving finan-
cial and economic development and trade of agricultural products. It was found that the program made heteroge-
neous impacts on different economic indicators. It imposed positive effects on trade by raising the share of agri-
cultural goods within export, but elsewhere its impacts are less articulated. We conclude that the innovation pilot
program helped economic development to some extent but more efforts are needed.

Key words: rural financial innovation pilot program; agricultural development; policy evaluation; PSM -DID;

panel data



