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2004 2006 2008 2010 2012
KZ LZ K4 L4 Kt’w L() KS LX KIO L]O
1 0.091 0.085 0.092 0.089  0.093 0.089  0.085  0.093  0.092 0.099
2 0.088 0.083 0.08  0.088  0.089  0.082  0.082  0.087  0.089 0.091
3 0.025 0.110 0.024 0.09  0.042  0.091  0.015 0.08  0.053 0.088
4 0.093 0.084 0.091 0.084 0.089  0.101  0.098  0.094  0.086 0.088
S 0.09  0.084 0.094 0.087 0.090 0.082  0.093  0.08  0.090 0.091
6  0.097 0.087 0.096 0.088  0.094  0.084  0.095 0.087  0.093 0.092
7 0.090 0.070 0.094 0.067 0.086  0.024  0.106 0.036  0.084 0.065
8  0.042 0.027 0.045 0.054  0.023 0.093  0.071  0.085  0.016 0.079
9  0.038 0.082 0.045 0.090 0.038 0.112 0.071  0.108  0.056 0.114
10 0.087 0.078 0.086 0.077 0.076  0.087  0.105  0.098  0.069 0. 141
: 1~10 2 . KoL,
(x1=y1=2,4,6,8,10) .
4 0.7
4
TE(t) ME(t) CP CR
2003 2007 2012 2003 2007 2012 2003 2007 2012 2003 2007 2012
0.276 0.244 0.237 0.216 0. 140 0.312 0.993 0.963 0.991 0.348 0.298 0.367
0.242 0.212 0.197 0.148 0.153 0.205 0.970 0.987 1.000 0.303 0.298 0.317
0.037 0.043 0.062 0.198 0.193 0.159 0.731 0.775 0.897 0.177 0.188 0.211
0.011 0.023 0.046 0.123 0.141 0.115 0.557 0.689 0.904 0.102 0.139 0.201
0.023 0.020 0.029 0.076 0.137 0.119 0.842 0. 665 0.791 0.132 0.132 0.152
0.128 0.133 0.160 0.237 0.214 0.216 0.954 0.972 0.989 0.288 0.286 0.303
0.035 0.042 0.044 0.116 0.102 0.126 0.842 0.910 0.875 0.163 0.173 0.181
0.044 0.022 0.059 0.124 0.080 0. 105 0.881 0.824 0.960 0.180 0.132 0.205
0.273 0.276 0.296 0.325 0.263 0.292 0.996 1.000 0.995 0.385 0.367 0.383
0.308 0.397 0.477 0.473 0.502 0.508 0.977 0.993 0.994 0.432 0.471 0.525
0.138 0.157 0.173 0.317 0.347 0.320 0.920 0.926 0.955 0.310 0.329 0.335
0.043 0.044 0.093 0.115 0. 100 0.125 0. 888 0.920 0.989 0.176 0.174 0.231
0. 166 0.130 0. 140 0.156 0. 146 0.145 0.995 0.998 0.984 0.283 0.262 0.267
0.043 0.067 0.081 0.097 0.121 0.085 0.924 0.959 0.967 0.173 0.208 0.204
0.126 0. 151 0.178 0.391 0.439 0.415 0.858 0.873 0. 896 0.308 0.335 0.353
0.038 0.057 0.096 0.192 0.218 0.167 0.746 0.812 0.963 0.179 0.213 0.247
0.079 0.078 0.111 0.173 0.141 0.176 0.927 0.957 0.974 0.233 0.224 0.261
0.057 0.050 0.103 0.123 0.114 0.119 0.930 0.919 0.998 0.197 0.186 0.235
0.539 0.536 0.551 0.510 0.544 0.573 0.997 0.975 1.000 0.512 0.520 0.530
0.030 0.042 0.063 0.071 0.078 0.063 0.912 0.955 0.997 0. 145 0. 166 0.178
0.024 0.027 0.017 0.022 0.007 0.030 0.999 0.790 0.960 0.107 0.073 0.104
0.032 0.030 0.093 0.100 0.087 0.095 0.859 0.872 0.979 0.156 0.149 0.217
0.101 0.103 0.156 0.185 0.158 0.154 0.955 0.978 0.950 0.255 0.250 0.278
0.028 0.016 0.031 0.074 0.054 0.037 0.893 0. 840 0.995 0.142 0.111 0.130
0.020 0.010 0.030 0.082 0.070 0.061 0.792 0.672 0.940 0.126 0.095 0.142
0.095 0.092 0.114 0.262 0.210 0.291 0.884 0.920 0.899 0.264 0.253 0.286
0.010 0.004 0. 008 0.080 0.067 0.072 0.636 0.476 0.786 0.096 0.064 0.100
0.048 0.022 0.001 0.009 0. 065 0.031 0.718 0.870 0.286 0.085 0.128 0.026
0.001 0.009 0.004 0.037 0.069 0.057 0.247 0.626 0.511 0.024 0.087 0. 064
0.015 0.025 0.016 0.077 0.017 0.038 0.739 0.982 0.912 0.112 0.101 0. 106
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D(t) = A()CP()* TE()ME()) '“CR(:)” (11)
A(t) ;asB .
(e e (0 1));
g TE(t) = TE,e";CR(1)”
m = CP/(TE * ME) =2/ (TE + ME) /TE * ME
d = D/(ME * TE) = A(t) * m* * CR(¢)"”
m =sm* - +g+8)m (12)
s [ g é
m =0
m = s/(l+g+8) = (13)
d = A@) *m* + CR(D)? =AW + s/(L+g+8) <+ CR()" (14)
(14) . .
dind(t) /dt = ¢ Ind” - Ind(t,) (15)
E=U-a)(l+g+8)
1 1 - €7§A * eif)\
T Ind(t) - Ind(t,) = Ind +Tlnd(t0) (16)
(14).(15) (16)
1 1 —e®
(1) = ; = Ind(1,) +1nA(0) +; ‘j‘alnl +; "
+ BInCR(t) — gt — InA(z) + %lnd(zo) (7
Ind(t) =, +&, +xInd,, + x,InCR(2) + len(;) + x,InA(2) , (18)
q q q to R l +g + 5 y q
() 5 Moran I
N Moran I Z(D) Moran I VAQ))
2003 0.159 1.584 2008 0.115 2.175
2004 0.135 1.341 2009 0.248 2.220
2005 0. 164 1.812 2010 0.236 2.125
2006 0.238 2.135 2011 0.231 2.244
2007 0.213 1.962 2012 0.249 2.314
2N 5% 1.96.
Global Moran’s 1
5
5 5% Moran 1 7Z(1)
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(yqt =
a, + a2xqt + ‘9(1! 8(1{ = ¢W81]t +Mql) (yqt = a + a2qu +pWy + ‘9(1!)
° Y x ¢
W w 0-1 (
1 0 0) &, K, p
LM 6 LM
( ) P
LME 1. 3 25.981 .02
LMSAR LMERR RR  51.380 00 98 0.028
LMSAR  45.425 300 20.026  0.000
0 6 0
() 7
2
Hausman Xy =
14.998 0.0041 c 0.025 0.032 0.039
. . LnIR( -1)  0.000 0. 000 0.000
LnTE 0.044 0.095 0.021
P b LnME 0.070 0.088 0.006
7 LnCP 0.087 0.028 0.026
LnCR 0.058 0.020 0.005
P R? 0.993 0.995 0.996
GDP (IR) »
InIR, = w, + A\ LnIR,,, + A\, LnTE , + A;LnME , + A, LnCP, + AsLnCR, + £, (19)
(19 ¢ 8
IR,
1.079 1. 098 1. 053 1. 045
LnIR
A A MR (57, 148) 7 (35.476) 7% (18.041) *% (39.282)
-TEME > 0. 656 1.352 0.528 0. 581
LnTEdI ok ok ok ok
CP.CR (0.561) (1.029) (1.888) (1.457)
. LnME, 0. 442 . -1 210ﬂ 0. 702 ) 0. 644 )
/ (1.871) ™ (-1.753) (1.546) (1.815)
. 0. 039 0. 204 0. 157 0. 140
LnCP,, . . sk *
3 (1.069) (1.271) (1.548) (1.752)
0.035 0. 104 -0.790 -0.769
o LnCR,, . Sok o
! (0. 065) (1.435) ™ (-1.709) * (-1.397)
) 0.230 0. 027 0. 087 0. 005
Anselin Pool675) ™  (0.546)"  (1.258) ™  (0.094) **
R? 0.926 0.982 0. 820 0.942
632.572 231.877 193. 658 234.274
bk Kk Kk 10% 5% 1%
8 o o
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The Tax Reform Has Affected the Enterprise
Environment Information Disclosure?
Yang Lianxing' Zhang Xiumin® Chen Jing’
(1. School of Economics Renmin University Beijing 100872 China;
2. School of Business East China Normal University Shanghai 200062 China)

Abstract: The tax reform shows significant effects on the regional environment but the influence of the environmental
behavior of micro enterprises have not in-depth research. By the introduction of domestic listed companies from 2005 to 2011
enterprise environmental information disclosure we found that the tax reform has changed the environmental regulation behav—
ior of local government and has significantly inhibitory effect on the environmental information disclosure. In divisions and
tax status of sample analysis the influence of the transfer payment to information disclosure still exist significant differences.
In addition the stronger of local governments “grabbing hand” behavior the more negative influence on enterprise environ—
mental information disclosure level. Finally we put forward some suggestions to improve the regional environment.

Key words: fiscal centralization; environmental information disclosure; industry differences; grabbing hand; transfer
payments
S S S S S S SO

( 31 )

Effect Analysis of Industrial Structure Optimization and Upgrading

—Empirical Research on Coupling of Information Industry and Manufacturing

Tao Changqi Zhou Xuan
(School of Statistics Jiangxi University of Finance and Economics Nanchang 330013 China)

Abstract: This is the first use of coupling between information industry and manufacturing to do quantitative research on
spatial effects of China’s industrial structure optimization and upgrading under industry convergence. So that to quantify the
impact of industry convergence to industrial structure optimization and upgrading. And it also refines the mechanisms and ac—
tion efforts of industry coupling to industrial structure optimization and upgrading. Studies have shown that as following. Cou-—
pling coordination degree between information industry and manufacturing in China perform uncoordinated generally except
Guangdong province and Jiangsu province. This is relevant to low coupling efficiency under industry transition. Regional in—
dustry coupling shows spatial correlation and consistency of regional economic development to the role of industrial structure
optimization and upgrading. Thanks to the developed economies of Eastern “two-oriented society” privileges and innovation
policy of Central and “Rise of Central China” as well as harmony government control policy of Western China. In summary
firstly China should deepening coupling effects of the industry. Secondly we should exert competing advantage of provincial
high-tech. Finally it is also important to maintaining dominant position of knowledge-intensive high-tech industries. In addi-
tion resolving the spatial barriers of information technology consolidating the dynamic adjustment mechanisms of the govern—
ment blurring the boundaries of industry coupling are keys to optimizing the industrial structure.

Key words: industry convergence; industrial structure optimization and upgrading; information industry; manufactur—

ing; spatial cluster
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