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JE RS AEPIAR Z R IR FINEEAR o[RS , 7l Sl A SR LA 1 03 s [ 2 5 , b AT i DX £ B8R ) 5 4 2
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AR TS S A4, HE AR 23 UIOC R
F b X P B S 2T & e . Al shAAFTE
BORAS A 22 53, WU 7 228 R R AT T 32 Wi R
fR A SR SE S 22 D 1oty i 32 S A O 3 S
T AT A B (s R4, 2013), FLIIIE
TR B SCHE SRR 5 Aol AR WAL 25 A7 ) A 2R
BT TR Z IWTSE, KB D B e Sl X4
M XIS R IX 2 A B g Al
PR, 20 42 80 AV, B P4 U5 2 Tl fkid
PRI AR Z E R & 7RG Tl X 1375 55
FHE 24, 3 X R 38 AN 3EAS | XIS BT
AE 1 A Al 3 ZS F 5T Y 1 (Storey, 1991; Arm-
ington et al, 2002; Carree, 2002; Audretsch et al,
2005), 5 Ul # o2 7 SO S Al 2
) R A5 DR RN Al 1) () 3 A R A T A R (1

s H . 2015-07; 81T HEA - 2015-09,

eris, 1986; Bartik et al, 1989), K& 5T TR A , 2
ARG e AR B A ANBE 58 42 hy i IX 28 05 45 1
MY A A i iR, AR B i e — A AR i f——
A IR Z [AAATE 5 W OCHE I Ak vh ah 2
XA iE A 53R 22 (8] A B iR T T R
SEUEFE

2 5P A ST Al A SR R A
TGS SR . LR CE“YEA
BE 427 55 3R BE 227 FE Al AT o R 6 R R
(Evans et al, 1992), iy A — 7l I T i —
JEPIUEA A, B HE A BE &7 5 S RE &
“ATREEZRPIRN . GEAERE 2248 U2 B AT Al iE A
FIAT L S R Rt BN b B e KRS A = T4
AN B B A AT R RE Bt AL AL X BT Al
JE AR SR A BRI A (Nystrom, 2007; 4
KT, 2009), B A RE 22 2 I Aol 2F A 24T
b B 2 AR R Ak BT A, B
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AT A Z RG] . B LAE A RE &2 531 H RE £ 2
— M I A TR I, Al i A SR 22 A —F
XIFRIGC R o BhaAYE B O Al itk AR A R[]
ERETE R R . WS R I, AL SR
AT, TR A K LB ST e G
O R 5 | R 7 A7 Al 3R 1 (Schum-
peter, 1942), [MiAE 7 A MbaR AT R mT DAY AR AL A
WSEFEMHERTE, RS By, 51
WAk A (Austin et al, 1991),,

26T W B 27 50K 25 1) 4 E A0 A A AR HY
IR AT FE o, WF5E K B, 25 A0 AE Al 3 45 S Bk
P BAEEEA, RS XERE ik
NGB AFAE 3 1 B B A AR R . Peler 5§
(2008) X} il &= K (RIS e 3., A His 45 48305 1l X Al
B A i A I A R AR o0 9 R I
BRI R E T ARG, DE R AR Al B i
PEREIR” 9 PRIE . Abecassis-Moedas(2007) %) it [ 2
AU P SERE S A AT T ST, % BRI IR 1
AR HJE BT A B, 58 5 AR T, B
LG AN A Y EBIPEIR o [R]B SX AhOCHK O &
FEAERA S 1Y 72 22 5 , 4l Johnson 25 (1994) %} it it (1)
TN AV Bh A AIBFFE & B, HH L T il ,
M A B AR R R0 A S AR

L5 TR, AR R ST Al sh 25 SR BRI 5
FELTFAR . —Jrm, A MR ZED FITA
IR 5, 6k 1 208 /0 51 (Resende et al,
2015), 53—y M, AF O A E Al 3h 75 56
IRMFE e Z 23 [ A o v I Ak 42 e AL
BT AR 22 U R = U S, 5 AR PR Y
JE 7 5 R (1) T 3 B AR B Aol 1 AGE AT
o AR (2013) KB, H FE A SRR DL L sl
Al A\ 1998 41 (1% 18 T3 ZZ LA I3 K 1] 2007 4 11 33
TR BHESEA IR H A 80 5 438 Al 434
1) 25%~45% ., [F] e, v [ 2R rp g = K X3 ) 8
R K22 5 i 2 2 30 XA i e b Al il
W AL 5 ShBOR 5 T AR B A T 3
TP X (X AR4E, 2008; 5, 2008), iX Fli2
S Db G O ) X A AR H G IBEAL ] A 22
Sl BRBL, HE A Ak i AR sSSP K ik
FM 2 B Rk, A [ YR TR & S B BERY IX
SR EAT 23 (B S b (EA I TR

NSt 1273 VR N 73 N 11 R B e o &
DI EACAERG D7 WE—FhE T b 4 32 T4 7 7

VERIPLHR A AR E IXE2E 577 TE B WF ST R
b XS LA S BT A AR b AGR H B SR T
G, 1 i DA R AGR Y B RS SCIBHIL ] T R
— AV SRS HEAT U, Xof TR A B 4 IX 28 T T8 1k
ARG A 2 B BOR A A HE SR

2 ApMbEA SR H SR

S L i ol A2 L ()= S I L SE PN
i 32 B [ 4% 55 4 3500 (competition effect) #1364k
OV (multiplier effect), w4 RN KA T — B B2 9
A B SARY B AT, 1 AR EARON; 23 ol 1l X
B 11 =3 o 4 B N = 1 o
N ELATAS R A AL, an il 1R o
2.1 BEYMN

ZURF I AT AR 1 B 1 M R P (creative
destruction) , {1 A A i Ml A 25 T B0HT IH Al 1]
e 4, X G UE P A B SRR B Al R SR A BT
PR GFTHEAR B U8 M A B e A
AIREF , B 5 217 3540 % (Schumpeter, 1942), H it
SECGE PR, IRIFE AL AR AR 2E X7l
SERIE AR TSGR S T A P MR AL N
IEXF ML AT T 43 HT (Nystrom, 2007), A3, fif
10 A Ml R 2 e R S A R X IS A4l B
BreARgm . AW & BUAS 15 400 b X Al R
2P E A i 3 A (Pe'er et al, 2008), 540
HUHIAT LA R LAR 3448 1 e, T Ak (iR 1
W 22 AR AR H 55 Bl 7 | M S R TR A v s E
MR T —Br BB R . U kiR 580k

i DX Al 2l A SCHRHIL

|
| l

SEPL e Hdoni

B Al i AR I B 43
Fig.1 Mechanisms of interdependencies in the dynamics

of firm entry and exit
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Ar BT BEAR T A I HL 2 AR, BR3P i
Sl 1 53 T 2578 R i A 4k & (Tervo et al, 2002).
AE LG T HAD B 27, S5 Al 2 ) 228 I i Lo L
A B XU ) 2856 (McGrath, 1999), T {28 3% i JHE
YN S| A ORA B ¥ Bl i - N R N R AT/
B, P2 AE AT A AL (sipnoff) , J2 b IX = 36 K il B 22
3l 71 (Boschma et al, 2007), 1% L83 75 Al Z285- 5 31
KAl A B, B, A bR 2 56
S RENAE = ERZRATG, Bl vl LU
Y I Al W S 555 2l R A P fe it Kt
(G55 8l 01, S 8055 3l A R [ 3 S e i AT
DA R AT G, AT 5 | RS T BT Al i
142 (Storey et al, 1987),
2.2 FHY

5554 0N B AH I, BN BRI IA Ry il
()23 18] Sh A8 HA B, BN AL Ay kA 22 it
B2 Al E ATFI S AR Y Al il 2 5
O Z A AR IR R . SREBN
FEA IFIERILE . B 5, il shASBA S e
X UF A5 IR R RN o B 2 Al E A58 7T LA
Ui I IZ ML IX 28 55 45 A AR ey I A SR B T i
A, BRI 25 (8] 5 M 22 R Aol 2B 00 3 vk
U X2 SR 2 JE R AR AR R
B Ml X, B Aok By 3 A 2 3 8 /D (Peter et al,
2008). HLYK, Ak Bl 2 23 % Hb X 28 5% 7 AL AR IR R
BRI o AL 2 A Ml DX S BT 22, 3 th
Xl 3 5 NS, T80 T R, S i fie
HEZ A . 2 A AR HRE B0 X )
R T, TR LU, R AR A Al R 6, T 5
bR . 5 = I AR IS AR,
[[F3Ni IVA  F4 s RS 1 = R 1 S ¢ ey |1 i
R T BEAREEAT L 1958 S BUAS , B WIRA A
HXR B TR s A, A ER N E S,
AT 58 B M A B Y 25 18] % 4 (Ellison et al, 1997;
Herruzo et al, 2008)., AL, Bl itk A4 H R
WAl e T 2 38 Gy Bl as , T AS b Ji A AH G A
A R TG R TE 2 CH AL BRI, ez, Ak
PR EER 2 T BOAS L™ M A 1 PU A , 5 3
500 (Abecassis-Moedas, 2007).,

HRAE DL L 23 B A5 55 4 23800 5 3fe B30 4
b BhAS II 1 FIHARBCR (3 1) , A SCHE g0 kA v [ 1
G T AL DAL 38 Ml Al 3 2 R R AR A o 9
SHA o

3 Bl 5k

31 HIFRBFERTEER

ARSCR A I M Ao 1 A B 2, 2
P ik 3 4045 1998-2007 4F- | 2012-2013 4F-(2008-2011
SRR S ) o A AL BT A A Al DA S
WA 500 77 L4 (2012-2013 4F R 33 W1 48 4% 2000 77
DL ) AE EA il ik AACES RN A | R A
B EABTE] MO KL B B it
FA TR HLIX BT 51 R 4 (2012-2013 4F) L K
B ATA T I DX K] R R ) b, DX A7 A B R TR 40 o

P - LAEAAEAE T Al e i t AR A AE 1Y il
FESCAHTHE A, t-1 A7 75 Tk 3 P i t AR AN
FEAEE OB Al o AR i t-1 45 21 4[] 1
AR E, AR AR R A Al A
R LA LA v Al SR IR R X, S O X
HI1E]IE A BOE BR A AR b g, el
1998-1999 . 2006-2007 . 2012-2013 4 3 /i [a] B Ky
], TS HL T Al i AR GR R SR s
(A% JRy R AL A
3.2 9 GMM & B

R T AT AGE T E R OE R
ST Al AR R TR S, ARTH A AR
YE R B 22 SRR Y I Ak 32 . IR AR Y
i JE TR Ry s R 2 MR o S5 i AR
BEHL PR S 0 N A= P I, S BUE St de/ N — e
AL, A IR S AR — 20 A T, F A S50 52
PRaphdr Lo Nffpeax—[a) i, Arellano 55 (1991) 2
220 4 R SEAG T 7 (GMMY) B Bh A TR A 3%
J7 T LA HR s e S0 P A 1 TR R

AR 7 B v 2 o sl Al
Ak AR H R ESZ i BIL ] AR DL 1998-2007 4 ]
(9 10 -1 AR AN, LA ] B A LA L il v
b A M ZEE Sy B AR TR AR A TR, I 57 AR e

x1 FREMNEZTHFHUEMTAEER
Tab.1 Excepted impact of multiplier and
competition effects

N2 ES FeHBN; TEAUN
OE,JOE,, , + _
X, JOE,, , - +
9E, JoX,, , + _
X, JoxX., ., - +

T B X200k tAE T | A E AR IR
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() 53 B R 5 TE 5 e AL ) ) 25 ) 22 5 o DA 3 Al
HEAZE GRS RAE R HT m AR AR R
R AR s ST ARG T R, b Oy R (L) it
AR RARAL, 7 A5 (2) iR H AR R . % T3
il B ) 22 53] 25 52 Wi i AR HE SCIBRAIL ) 1) 1]
S BRI A HE AR R DL AR Mol A
BAE A AL

Ei.= iam Eint iﬂm Xitom TH; TE 1)

i=1
Xi,z:iymEi,r—nz+i6mXi,t—m+wi+a-i (2)
i=1 i=1

s o, B Vi O AT REAG S50, FR T m
A Al R AR H A0 2 1 Al i AR HH 3R R
Mo ARG, t-m R TSI AT m AR, SR
Nystrém(2007) IAFFE , s Al i i AR H 32 21 iy
AR BT 5, o FORHIKC R R YA~ A
R, S A TR AR LR ) 1 22 43 7 g% Hol AT
5 & 0 EFEILTHEIT, R RAIE GMM FE AU A
AT B — BRI ROk, T BRAIEBERL T
& v 0y R BN H AR SCARGE o F ] Arellano-
Bond #6564 xof ik — U #EA TR0, HUBUIR B AN
TE B A SE , 1 5R Bond K 50 AN 75 1 SR, U
VL HIRBIRI B S B, A TS R TR . [RI A ] Sar-
gan K 56t ) T AR B (A A

4 SR TTAR Y SIS I 23 4% SRy AL

HE 4% 1998-1999 . 2006-2007 . 2012-2013 4F 3 4
i Be Al it AR R HY R 11 4 [ P (EDK 45 b 2 i
VAT 425 St AR b X (B i sh Ui X)) ; &
HEAIGE H 3t DX (8 70 b X 5 (R A v i i 2 A
(5 1R Yl DX 5 I A ACPRR H 28 Y (IR U 3 28U
[X)o Hi A5 H Aol ik AR HE 28 0 A 23 [] 43 A A%
Jay, AR 2-4 s o iE—2, Geit 34N By 4 [
R AR P DX ) R G H 2R 1) (2 2) .

XF e B 3N BE&R B, A Al 2s [8] Bl A
SRR T 8RR . BAASEE, itk AR H %
JR 2 I3 T 4% AU HIGEL 73 A B W) 28 4 3R o3 A 1 72
flad B, 3 i T AE 1998-2013 4E 1], H [ [X ]
16 ZHn B 2 |, IXIA] 2 T4 1R -S5 P IR & R AW
G, 2R OCIR BB iR, S BOAH I b X 320 S AR AR
Al i AR H 2

55— B Bt , 1998-1999 4F [a] 4 [ J2 1 Al 7k A

KoM 13.20%, 18 Ky 18.56% , 1B H K i & Tk
AF, X B, A il 2 9 I A iR
P, BRI = m L PE A 1 o) Hh R T 4T K
AR TR 5 1717 4R R VR b X A AR AR HH A 1k
ARZS . XATAED Ay, X — A 40 TE Ab T30 P 4 Rl f BL
s, XTANEE S T R, 3 BUR BB U i b DX 3
TR AR X, iz B P E R S T EA kT
AR, R [ i R 7 B ) Tl 3 R B 1 48 A
v FE AR AR H

55 BBt 2006-2007 4F (1], 42 [E P43 AR h
19.32%, “F-1938 % 4y 15.84%., 23] by b-—mfiH
1) 45 ST B o A i A0 Ry [ 2R RIAE 3 AR AL IX.

MR A all HE AGE tH 257

I 5 A3
O i A iR 1y e
B2 itk A MR \ ¥ e
7 eral 4 ErcH I
e A R 0 500km ] 3‘?"
T s - | ERS
K
>

P12 1998-1999 4 4x [l g i itk AR Hi 432
Fig.2 Balance between enter rate and exit rate (1998-1999)

M P A all R AGR 2T

I Gt A G
0 it A iR i M Fip
B2 itk AR i )
WEAREY 0 500km LA
e P 2
|:| )L.fi'ﬂ’- | <
>

513 2006-2007 4F-4x [ 2% i ik AR H 432
Fig.3 Balance between enter rate and exit rate (2006-2007)
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Bl SR R DX, PR R [l A 20034 1 65 T 4R
PLIRAG A Tl e i s, e Bt 0 T LAT H I B0 1Y)
BRSO B, B T — KA H A ER K
-l EHETE . 2004-2006 4F , A A =44 A PR AVE AR
FoI 4 9 Ry 12.6% , 5 S it 41 > R s i 1 — 45 (2001-
2003 4E)MH 1L, #2455 T 2.6% (X117, 2009), ]I Uy
Hi DX AR 5 A = ARk = A S B A i X
PSR FF IR SIPIRAS X SE M X B W 4R T =
) = A FE AL 3 MR B A, iR
Al 7 Alb AR EE R AT, DTSRI I 3
X, 55X ey XAHERIT 1 N B (3 7k T2 1™
AP EERS  HBT K A X

55 =B, 2012-2013 4[], 4 [ btk A
B0 17.28% , B 1 34l 10.54% . i AR i [H]
ST b DX AR SR (ke A — 2D s, R A S A R

MK Al i AR 265
I (6 AR
[ttt A iR i
BB wiitt AR
A itk A o

500km ¢ /
1 et = 2

P4 2012-20134F-4x [ i itk AR H 732
Fig.4 Balance between enter rate and exit rate (2012-2013)

o5 o ARACHLIX 3222 52 AR R b X 5 I 3l 1
DX, 11T P P % T A Sy 5k s TR ) Ao P Y o FE
PRI B M X P 22 A AL VTP R AR T ELE T
— BB A VL XA B R R B
AL DX A, 2 Ay 9 TR DX IR v 3 B X3

N 2RI U B A Al A AGE AR
KAEER EM Rz M 22 57 . Hf AR X —
B RRE AR AR H 2R 5 R 3 34N
(i) B N 4 4o 40% , 25 22 v S b X5 i g
At 1B HS b DX 06 2 AR TR SR A B B — .
ALAE 10% LR, 156 BH A< 5 1 X 3k fh) s b P sk 4 K
YA S0, SE AR AR AT B, A il iy KR
o S DX I Ak A PR R s 34
B B (1) e 1 AR H 287 Fb ] 34 5 - 4 3 5 P
X, JEHIE S PIASBY BN & . 1B X — s
191w DX T M T 4 e O R AR A
RGIER b DXL A TSI 5 . M 1998-1999
4 1) 26% K 14 2 2004-2006 4F 114 44% , 2012-2013
AR ] WA B AIG , AEATS SR DR 2 s Ko 6
B A 3080 w3 DXt 1 AT A sl A M B A T
Bro PHHSHL DX 4l S A R B BB By, e HT
BB AR A R A R X L] B = T AR
TR Fp R X, 2012-2013 4F- 515 #1 X H A5 T 4R
Ao TRV A AR I R U sl L IX L A9 1 2006
A DL A R T At DX, 38K T b XL A T
T, Bt LG 30l DX A 7 A ol Rk R H A i sl it A
o BRI T Tl AR PR A R B B .

Al O, 1998-2013 4F H [ 1 i) 5 b A4 Mk 43 8] 4%
Jay B T RANEAR o MR A SR X 1
MEAR R RIS I SRR . Bk AR B T T b X — B A
FEARHE AR H AR S A, oAb DX A i A

F2 4vhdedl B LKA X LI I

Tab.2 Regional statistics of four types of enter/exit dynamics

I Bt HEX AL AR 263 A 341N TT/%  AREB 113 /Mm% thif 120 LT /% PERE 107 D HBEKL T /%
1998-1999 AR 35 46 22 31
fEHEA R 23 12 26 33
ik AR H 23 22 24 23
FnE AR 20 20 27 13
2006-2007 AR 43 55 42 30
e A R 13 4 9 27
e AR 35 38 44 23
AR 9 4 5 20
2012-2013 RHE AR 32 44 33 17
Rtk A TR H 25 23 26 25
i AGR 32 27 39 33
FEA R 1 6 2 25
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IR AR B T R AV AL, B A Ay X — R
FEE R ER o R SCR AT AR R Z5 SRR 4l
HEAGR H BTRE RHR A TR

5 S ET R i

5.1 #BAEH TR

254 GMM B 25 T Al #5278 1] 51 25 51 4n % 3-4 iy
o FIZERL IR Mg T ROBE B Al sl S AEAE I
A TR RIS ORI o MR I, Ak b A 827 55 4
BRSO PRSI T AR Y 32 A7 3] SR BORA R A 5% ), 12%
25155 Johnson 45 (1994) I o8 25 3 — 3% . [RIAs, A=
HR PR X 2 R A7 AE B A9 22 5+ . Arellano-Bond
ARQ)ME 7R , BRI 7 76 5% W K AR 48
T BENLIE S A AR B A A R IR AR 2 41,
il 7 AR I S FA G RE . SI A, R
PO EFT Sargan A5, & B P [ ¥#5 0.1, Bl A
bz T HA AN ERIE,
5.2 ATEALR LIS S EA Al Zh 7S RY S0

T HA B8 32E A2 0 2 B A 0 A= AR ], a3k 3

Fw 1 = I R A A5 S I i AR A
K F , HLA R 2250 S 3 M S T — I o
5 0E T R, BB A SE AR Z R 4l
o N A Vs A S AR A 0 A 9 S B
o Hl DA TR 45 SR 150 BH o0 Fof 00 ) 4 FH A R 50
DX d5c R 5 H R X L AE 7R, (H R I S50 T AR A
X5 TR DU XA R B e, X2l T
IREBHLIX 2 T Ry A W A R o, B e A A
v Z [BISE iz . SEiE ARk 2 5 4 A b i £
578077 AR R TE R Nl SE 3R 1k
F e B 5, AN T, AT i T A AR A A
b B ARE 22 G A o TRE S A B K R
BRI RS , Bl AR 77 AR s ) i X4, T
SCMEIE RS , A A B 2 | X U S
S5 L (R U8 o 0 b DXl A R A XA
JIT A5 400007 B A 55 T 2R 90 i PG S b DX 58 4
A RN TE SR, PR 3B R R ik 2P
Be bR a5/ o 5845 E 5 5 (40 Pe'er
et al, 2008) X% Lt & AL, H [ () 4ol 3k A VA7 3 A
Fe BRI, U BT A B b A R A E 5 22 i 4l

#3 HEBWHNSRIZHE WSS REKER
Tab.3 Estimation results of firm entry model

fEn

R 12 42

R 2 3

R 3 i

TR 4. PGS

-0.3147(0.0827)

~0.483"(0.0765)

-0.3517(0.1)

0.0704(0.182)

ﬂiﬁ
E,.
E,_, -0.2447(0.0749) -0.4137(0.0752) -0.2777(0.0763) -0.0376(0.126)
E,, -0.125°(0.0604) -0.285(0.0721) -0.186"(0.0701) -0.0448(0.091)
X 0.0227(0.0182) 0.0557(0.0815) 0.0268"(0.0071) -0.179°(0.0804)
X, , -0.0148(0.0248) 0.0586(0.0922) -0.00487(0.00473) -0.0620"(0.0174)
X, -0.000961(0.026) 0.3587(0.0834) -0.00637°(0.00278) -0.03917(0.014)
fig et 0.1717(0.0219) 0.2027(0.0279) 0.1827(0.0233) 0.1297(0.032)
Arellano-Bond AR(2) -0.314[0.7535] -1.12[0.258] -0.339[0.735] -0.007[0.994]
FEAEL 1647 580 537 530
%, o BN AR R 5% 1% KT T 3 . 1555 N AR bR R, RS N PAE
Fz4 HEAMURH S =R sh7sKBELE R
Tab.4 Estimation results of firm exit model
AR PR 4, 42 L 62 453 P 7 . v PRI 8 P
E,_, -0.142°(0.0681) 0.0172(0.0921) -0.173(0.0969) -0.2977(0.0729)
E_, -0.3377(0.0648) -0.132°(0.0618) -0.224'(0.112) -0.514(0.117)
E_, -0.167°(0.072) -0.0874(0.0608) -0.176°(0.0731) -0.330°(0.137)
X, -0.0218(0.016) 0.0819(0.0598) -0.0158°(0.00804) -0.0374(0.09)
X, -0.00907(0.0182) 0.0807(0.0491) 0.02327(0.00819) -0.0251(0.0404)
X, 0.00555(0.0181) 0.210(0.0449) -0.00268(0.0147) -0.00197(0.0223)
HROT 0.1497(0.023) 0.0539°(0.0241) 0.1417(0.0244) 0.2187(0.0447)
Arellano-Bond AR(2) -0.3658[0.7145] ~1.0564[0.291] -1.9801[0.048] -1.13[0.257]
FEAKL 1647 580 537 530

T, xR AR TR 5% 1% YK R 3

55 N R bR, J5 455 N PR
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BRI 332 PR Ay v i 3 B B B ads 32 A AR,
ARBINTIAT, [A] BUAL R B &, FE U o A B g
37 S AR ARG A T IR B (R (R 4 A
4§, 2010), FIr AETEM L5244 TR o T HBIX Py ™
MU ] 943 15 eI de 55 , M LA 21 AH B HY 3 i a2
HEEH, SE b AT 5w S 3000 ) 3fe 21
SO I o A S LA

A R 2 A 000 2 B A9 3R R R A R B AR
2 I RIAVE R XA A L X 225 5 . PRERAZ
SENR RO 2 W AR RS Y IR A
PSR 1 TAAH O R -2 T R B K, R IZ X
B 22 0 Al 3 ART B2 il 22 S AT AR A
MV AT R T, POHS b X AL F Tk A ple i &
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Interdependencies in the dynamics of regional firm entry and exit in China

LI Yunxiong', REN Yonghuan*, HE Canfei”
(1. College of Urban Planning and Design, Peking University, Shenzhen 518055, Guangdong, China;
2. College of Urban and Environmental Science, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: This article investigates the interdependence mechanism between firm entry and exit, which can be
categorized into multiplier and competition effects. First, we present the evolutionary process of the spatial
distribution of manufacturing enterprises from 1998 to 2013 that indicates the spatiotemporal trend of industry
dynamics. The spatial pattern has experienced dramatic changes, demonstrating an agglomeration tendency of
same types of enterprises. Using difference-GMM model we conducted a regression analysis on a dynamic panel
to test how regional entry and exit rates are affected by previous exit and entry rates. We found different
influences of previous exit and entry. Entry rates are determined by competition effect while exit rates are
determined by multiplier effect. The impact on entry is delivered immediately and decreases monotonically.
However, a delayed effect exists in the impact on exit, which reaches the peak after two years. Further, we found
different interdependence relationships in different regions. Competition effect is more intense in eastern coastal
cities. In the eastern area, higher exit rate leads to more entries in the next stage, which proves that firm exit is a
market action optimizing resource allocation while a higher entry rate will restrain future entry due to the high
industry saturation. On the other hand, in the western area where industrial development is only beginning, a
certain amount of exits will aggravate the exit rate in the next stage. Finally, the article examines policy
implications of the interdependence dynamics. Regions under different economy background should adopt
different policies to realize the sustainable development of industries. The eastern areas should set industry entry
threshold criteria and lower exit barriers of inefficient enterprises. These actions can facilitate the working of
market mechanism and result in creative destruction to promote industrial restructuring and upgrading. The
western area should adopt the policy to attract more entries and protect existing firms in order to prevent a
butterfly effect of enterprise exit.

Key words: manufacturing enterprises above designated size; multiplier effect; competition effect; difference-

GMM; dynamic panel; firm entry and exit; China



