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(1
EIGD — 660 1.0561 0.1443 0.5528 0.1999
agglomeration — 660 2.0279 0.5189 1.1716 0.2554
agglomeration2 — 660 4.1125 0.2693 1.4377 0.5997
scale / 660 11.4028 4.3439 6.2549 1.7186
industrialization % 660 0.7203 0.1740 0.4288 0.0953
technique % 660 0.1627 0.0019 0.0192 0.0170
revenue % 660 0.3123 0.0023 0.0647 0.0317
Hausman 10% 5%
SDM
SDM o LR Wald
1% SDM SEM.
SLM o Lee ®
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(@Lungei Lee Jihai YU “Estimation of Spatial Autoregressive Panel Data Models with Fixed Effects” Journal of Econometrics Vol.154 No.2 2010.

@]James LeSage R.Kelley Pace Introduction to Spatial Econometrics Boca Raton: CRC Press 2009 p.210.
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(2
W* EIGD 0.1625** (3.1373) 0.1339" (1.7339) —-0.0411%  (-2.4316)  -0.0492™ (-2.5198)
agglomeration -0.0169™  (-2.0379)  -0.2793™ (-2.4174)  -1.5949" ( -1.7055) 0.0953** (2.1364)
agglomeration® -0.0074  (-0.3272) 0.0500 (0.2599) 0.7622" (1.8280) 0.0502 (0.0879)
scale -0.0478"  (—1.6893) 0.0096 (0.2460) 0.0212 (0.3776)  -0.1578* ( -3.2678)
industrialization 1.2425™  (2.0196) 1.6089" (1.6781) 1.9271 (1.3879) 0.0978 (0.0918)
technique -0.4724  (-0.9998) 1.8357 (0.7579) ~1.4697™  ( —2.4046) 1.2625" (1.9288)
revenue -0.2413  (-1.4124)  -0.5719%* ( -2.6635) 0.1942 (0.4875) 1.4337°%  (2.9132)
W* agglomeration ~ -1.5602*  ( —2.5959) 0.1342 (0.1275)  -9.1852™* (-3.4010)  -3.4010™ ( -2.5323)
W* agglomeration®>  0.6268**  (3.3056) 0.3940 (1.3691) 4.1431™%  (2.8079) 0.3006 (0.5596)
W* scale 0.0437*  (2.3402) 0.1616™  (3.6627)  -0.2993™* (-2.6389)  -0.0371* (-2.1800)
W* industrialization ~ 0.6128 (0.7018) -3.40477  (-2.1193)  13.8466™*  (3.9152) 6.0568  (5.8149)
W# technique -0.8715  (-0.9219) 3.8302 (0.7492) -1.6169  (-1.2706)  -3.9774™* (-2.9651)
W* revenue 0.2355 (0.8265) -0.0507  (-0.1419) -0.5561  (-0.6429) -0.8838  (-0.9434)
R? 0.8493 0.8952 0.7374 0.9174
LoglL 749.5634 225.6501 166.6007 376.7465
o’ 0.0073 0.0074 0.0082 0.0033
Wald_spatial_lag ~ 18.6158 0.0049 35.0022 0.0000 43.6341 0.0000 59.9774 %% 0.0000
Wald_spatial_err ~ 18.4615** 0.0052 33.6347 0.0000 43,6577 0.0000 56.9692 0.0000
LR _spatial_lag 21.7916 ™ 0.0013 38.8439 0.0000 38.7289 ™ 0.0000 63.9591 0.0000
LR_spatial_err 20.6091 0.0022 37.3688 0.0000 35.4379 0.0000 63.2221 % 0.0000
Hausman~test 28.5249 0.0076 24.4025* 0.0276 12.3456 0.4995 40.4710™ 0.0001
t poog 10%-5%~1% .
MATLAB2017a
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( 3
agglomeration  —0.0694** ( -2.1532) -0.3096* (-2.4577) -1.4974" (-1.6433) 0.1326* (2.1916)
agglomeration® -0.0227 (-0.1668) 0.0960  (0.3837) 0.7399° (1.7671)  0.0115  (0.0518)
scale —0.0461" (-1.6265) 0.0184 (0.4660)  0.0243  (0.4315) -0.1615** (-3.4019)
industrialization  1.2706™ (1.9969)  1.5100°  (1.7042)  1.7906  (1.2962)  0.0632  (0.0577)
technique -0.5183 (-1.124) 21096  (0.8737) —-1.4418* (-2.4163) 1.3150* (2.0423)
revente -0.2425 (-1.4158) —0.5789™ (-2.6799) 0.2097  (0.5182) 1.4502** (2.8623)
agglomeration  —1.7981 " (-2.7062) 0.1357* (2.1154) -8.9743** (-3.103) -3.1731* (-2.5228)
agglomeration® 07145 (3.3982)  0.4351  (1.3576) 4.0910™ (2.6076) 2.2735™ (2.5455)
scale 0.0415°  (1.8777) 0.1806™* (3.4648) -0.2880* (-2.5135) —0.0276 (-1.1371)
industrialization 0.9172  (0.9194) -3.5483" (-1.9181) 13.5281™ (3.6314) 5.6816** (5.4421)
technique -1.0746 (-0.9808) 4.8495  (0.8490) —1.5271 (-1.2314) —-3.8863** (-3.0414)
revente 0.2365 (0.7135) -0.1480 (-0.3854) -0.5615 (-0.6504) —0.9063 (—1.0206)
agglomeration  —1.8676™ (-2.3840) —0.1739* (-2.1205) —10.4717*%( -3.3652) -3.0405* ( -2.2917)

agglomeration® 0.6918 ™ (2.8812) 0.5311 (1.2985)  4.4310™* (2.7343) 2.2850" (1.6742)
scale -0.0046 (—0.1145) 0.1989*%* (3.0337) -0.2637* (-2.0719) -0.1891** ( -3.7091)
industrialization ~ 2.1879%  (1.7675) -2.0383" (—1.8955) 15.3187%% (4.1547) 5.7448* (3.9156)

technique ~1.5930 (-1.3663) 6.9591  (1.0645) —2.9689** (-2.1946) —2.5713* (-2.0013)
revenue ~0.0060 (-0.0146) =—0.7270 (-1.4620) -0.3518 (-0.4035) 0.5439  (0.5709)
TN 10% 5% 1% B
MATLAB2017a o
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( 4
agglomeration  —-0.0069™ (—-2.0156) -0.4925" (-1.6484) -1.4612° (-1.7865)  0.2449™  (2.1796)
agglomeration®>  —-0.0232  (-0.1719)  0.2188 (0.5487)  0.6002° (1.6362)  -0.3408 (-1.0510)
scale -0.0240  (-0.8937)  0.0406  (1.0452) -0.0296  (-0.5139) -0.1304" (-1.6713)
industrialization ~ 1.2733™  (2.0243)  2.0574" (1.8636)  3.0093™  (2.3573) 2.2247 (1.2711)
technique -0.3219  (-0.3219) 1.0802  (0.4059)  -1.4112* (-2.2272)  0.9343 (0.5791)
revenue -0.1953  (-1.1141) -0.4391* (-1.9802)  0.2360  (0.5731)  1.0498" (11.8220)
agglomeration ~ —10.0281* (—=2.3899)  0.2812*  (2.0477) -17.9568* (-2.0938) —18.2926™ ( —2.4097)
agglomeration®  5.1744™  (2.0159) 1.3126 (0.7614)  8.4012" (1.7692)  9.7367°  (2.4244)
scale 0.8834™  (2.1126)  0.8254™  (2.1845) -0.2701  (-0.8558)  -0.8663  ( —0.3358)
industrialization  13.8573%  (1.7841)  -13.0308 (-1.4280) 30.9142** (2.8018)  23.0061™* (2.4473)
technique -2.9038 (-0.8148)  21.3576  (1.0316) -3.2990 (-1.2217) -5.7164™ ( —2.0999)
revenue 277222 (1.0710) 1.6418 (0.9046) -0.1959  (-0.0567)  2.9688 (0.2997)
agglomeration ~ —10.0350" ( —-2.4237)  -0.2113  (-0.0341) -19.4180™ (-2.2094) -18.0477 ( -0.3941)
agglomeration®>  5.1512*  (2.0226) 1.5314  (0.7934)  9.0015" (1.7086)  9.3959**  (2.3760)
scale 0.8593*  (2.0392)  0.8660™  (2.2067) -0.2997 (-0.9385)  -0.9966 (-0.3772)
industrialization  15.1306°  (1.9421)  -10.9734 (-1.1621) 33.9235%* (2.9967)  25.2308™  (2.4779)
technique -3.2257 (-0.8916)  22.4378  (1.0503) -4.7102° (-1.6815) -4.7821 ( -0.0815)
revenue 25269 (0.9797) 1.2028 (0.6389) 0.0401 (0.0114) 4.0187  (0.3964)
N 10%5% 1% .
MATLAB2017a .
( 5
LEIGD 0.5648™  (12.7494)  0.3337°*  (4.1553)  0.4399™*  (6.8661)  0.6744™*  (7.8956)
W* EIGD 0.0911" (1.7327) 0.1295" (1.6774)  -0.0081* ( -2.0731) 0.0698 (0.6364)
W LEIGD 0.0010  (0.0114)  -0.2414" (-1.6776)  -0.1089 (-0.7039) -0.2681" (-1.6734)
agglomeration 0.2530  (0.5768)  -0.6313" (—1.8985) -3.9341** (2.7165)  -0.2750 ( -0.3564)
agglomeration® -0.1540™ (-1.9897)  0.2450  (1.1173)  1.3843™* (-2.8862)  0.0738™  (2.2644)
scale -0.0101™ (-2.3398)  0.0176  (0.4252) 0.0476  (0.5582)  -0.0914" (-1.7864)
industrialization 1.2081" (1.8126)  1.3607" (1.7841) -0.5548 (-0.3797)  0.9888  (0.7606)
technique -0.5803 (-0.8178)  -1.2312  (-0.5055) -3.5894™* (-2.5942)  0.2444™  (2.3523)
revenue -0.43777* (-2.7183) -0.6789™* (-3.1622)  0.5584" (1.6657) 0.7837™  (2.4829)
W* agglomeration ~ -1.5596™ (-2.5330)  0.3498 (0.3221)  -4.7236" (-1.7560)  0.5004  (0.3070)
W* agglomeration®>  0.4002°*  (2.0206) 0.3726  (1.2012)  0.6002*  (2.5648)  -0.9428"  ( —1.7564)
W* scale 0.1979™*  (5.7853)  0.1940™  (4.4369) 0.0671 (0.3867)  -0.2016" ( -1.7567)
W* industrialization 1.4827  (1.5955) -4.2781* (-2.3887) 11.6899™* (2.9428)  5.5301™* (4.6515)
W* technique 1.5598 (1.1293)  10.5479*  (2.0015) -1.3177  (-0.5420)  0.3550*  (2.2354)
W revenue 0.1570  (0.5736)  -0.4342 (-1.1404)  0.2334  (0.2677) 0.2416  (0.2511)
R? 0.8955 0.9082 0.8959 0.9316
LoglL 717.7389 191.4242 255.8309 332.0362
o’ 0.0054 0.0068 0.0044 0.0029
:LEIGD W 1.EIGD ; t p
NN 10%-5%1% .

MATLAB2017a
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