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£ 7= W40 5 TR UL B0 TSR TR ST R

T kAT

FEE . 25 5 MR M B ALK VLK 3 69 LR IR L T A E R 25 ) UL & 5 R ULk B 69 AR
Z,TAALEFREATAESTRNENARLENEDZ MR RO CER, KX E LT BN
PEEEFRNAAGESBERLE TN A LR 2NN ANCESERALGH . T 7R
LRNANREF T EHEBEATASMEARNAGEINEDERGYT EEI; B R GEERAIT LA b L EH
SRR R fe . F WAk A T P 4 3R WLk B % ok 09 SURK s UG L AR At iR 1% AR A A R Ok 84 R AL, SF
B RRBER T @,

KR EZWES HAFE EAFRE HA—FHIK

28 B 28 5 B T2 AR )2 T B Y e U 8 5 U B 1 B R B ok U L G L R 2 UR A R
WL Bl & AT 8RN SRS R i LAY 5 B T 27 JRIA R B T 4 A B E S BT B R SR i, g1 2 W
Bl BRI 22 RN L 5 BN 58 A 2 B T RO B T SR 0 TR O 25 S B0 T W Bl s SEBR & 0
JE B DA Ay 2 O U B R P M S AR B R b A 9 5 4% 2 B (Ledenyov & Ledenyov,
2018) . SR+ 2007 4EK , & A 1056 [ By 77 3 1] A9 K % o i iR AL ¢ B A 2T R &
TE I e A BR A FE AL o 3X (45 28 T 2% S T i S B AR 2R % WL I8 5l 1) B0 R R B G 1 A 11 4% 2 1Y
B

PSR B O S S AN U Bl L < Rl T T Al R A O TR I 22 T i s % = L P 3l SO LR
i (9% ( Alessandria et al, 2015; Baskaya et al,2017; Born & Enders, 2018; Hale & Obstfeld,
20163 Giovanni et al, 2017), {HiX$EHF5E 2 02 BT 50— PR 2% )2 1A 225 WL 20 A o A RE A 45 44y 2 T 48 78
T WL Bl B BEOWLA It R BE et A I 5 26 7 B 1) 1) 22 5% e Sl A% 5 AR S B2 A 7 O 2% o 1 e SO b i
55 75 WL B AR AT S L B T A 7 I 2 1 2 T I Sl B VR R LI Sl A kg OO o 9 A 7 I 4% AR S IR
AR S T AR 77 R 28 AT-IF 0 2 WL 3l ) O A J508T JEL % ( Acemoglu et al 2012 Carvalho,
2014 ; Acemoglu et al,2016a;Baqgaee & Farhi, 2018a,2018¢) .

e 7 I 2 2 AR R AR SR AT T 26 WL Bl ) SOWE R 5 — < PR R -7 R AL AT LA B AR .
AT 25 WA T 5 5 B 2l T DAL 2 A S e b DA SO 45 4 2 i A 22 WL 2l ) N AR R U Lk ke SR
S B T g %k 2 7 O 2 p B B . T U AR SR BT A ke AR 7 I 2% 4L £ BOF 5 R
W2 Bl B IOV A IR A4 BF 5 e

— VAT 4 B9 5 M 4R AE

R A R 265 14 5 R R AE e DA 7 IR 4 A A T S % 0L D Bl 4 AROUL R DR ) R RS A . BRAR R T
I R Rl A A 7 B TR IR B W 4% R G B AR OGN I AR R A OC AR A A AR T R A

x "t RRAKRFEFEAEAMAP O, ARXKRFEFEFTR IR, W E %M. 430072, & F ¥ 45 : yechsh@ whu.
edu. cn; FERAT, RRXKFE2FE5 T PR, €T 5 renzhk@whu. edu.cn, 22T B . BRAAHAFLELELRTR
UM MR E S LR AD AR (16ZDA006) ; B HFAXLAAHFELMAARERAASRAREFZ
A% 2 SR IR AT L7 (13]]D790020) , M B & F A A 694 BRI X B R,
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AT H P ) SO R 25 A P B OG. ER IEROA — 7 O R ACLNMTIE A 72 R . T A 7 R 2
P71 1 2 WL Sl BIF 5 B T o 24 77 T 4% 235 g i T o OO i At 5 DA S An i A R A 22 0% R e A% 3 R E
TR WL Bl ) D B . A SCHE Gl 45 AH S B 8 B LAl B U 4 H OG T AT Ml FT Al 2 T AR 5 R 4 1 LA S
FREAEIN T .

1.AFMNGERERE FERALEBERBGDER"R LI, Carvalho(2010, 2014) , Ace-
moglu et al(2012) fl Foerster & Choi(2017) 3l 3 #F 58 H1 400 ANk 5 A8 B Y 55 [ AR 72 ) 4% %
B, AH FE 58 4 26 A% BRI 4177 Jeiln, SEE A R M g v B 5217 kil ER R 0. 03, fH
S o AT I 2% (1) PR AR SR L 5% [ A I 4 0 B AR R ) S B RS A 10 R 4 AN ER Y, (U
Ft7 Csmall world) i 9 28 P4 J5 % 3 00 o 4% 2 o 310 58 BRI O SO0 o o 7 A 77 0 45 v 5] K 10 3
FIBE S 5 BB 1] B BE B IR AR G /M FL7 45 M ] BE 2 47 R AR T BR S iy [ . Carvalho et al(2016)
WFFE B B A A 77 W 2 g /N SR PR BT K T AR T A4S R B AR K g e Y 7 A T
ERIOPSUS- 21N

2. F My E Sy XA s — N B VR AR, RRRE B SR I AE A S AR R R Y A
T ZIAAEAE )2 1 S i o A 77 I 4 il DO WA S R 2807l 4 e Al ATl 32 5 4 B R) 2%
FRVR A AR & — 7 5 AR R R 3 B H BRI S (degree) o fEAR 77 B 25 4 — 4>
TRITVE 5 ABRAEE & 19 A= 7= % B B0 H B b B Coutdegree) SRRz FR I TAE A & B0l iy A=
PR B AR IZ IR T TR A BE (indegree) o AR P AR TR Sy $5% ACBE I RS A €0 00 S5 B PE R OR A  2E 7 I
28 v AT Y A H BE 0 A i — R B e S AL RAE A . U ZV AT L Y R R G AR b
O Ceentrality) H8 45 BY 9 A7 A 2 5 B2 O A5 19 AR 35600 T Z B & B A R 4G 00 A - X IR L v st
ORI 5 BT AR H Tz

Az 7 4 il S L AR X BRI e AR XS T ROWL b A S D WL S AR R EE %, Acemoglu et
al(2012)TE WY 1 R A2 77 AR 11 287 S A 3 oAt A= 7 BB 11 28 7 R 28 T 5 R B0 B #1430
S I SGE B A B RGP AR TR E BT AR . s RIS T B = (B A AR A DR M AR S B
PR MEZE W T — D EHER/NE . B A7 W 2% 3% 3 07 S0 R St — S0 L A X FRRRAE I R 8K
FE AR B RIS LUE T TECH P O AR R . BV 15, 2 A 7 R0 2% 3 42 Oy U R
O FMEFRHAE BT D BCR T SC 2 T v R ZEAA S B RN X SR ] 32 B iy o ify STE A AT RS
A% DRI 0HG 2 A A S R A 7 ) 2% 45 ) A SOU i i B 2 A% SO 22 5% R GE ) 5 WL 3

3.k B ey A M A PR AT Ik B B 6 R R 8 S A RO R . X R EARBAE Ak 2 i A
7 P 248 AN ASUHE Al A S AR 7 0 €, G B2 43 A Coutdegree distribution) $23 MA 2R 4643 4 1l H.
TEA AR N % ) f i, H A 204 (indegree distribution) e 2 25 i . B8 EL S5 0 1 1) 90 4% 455 44
BRGSO i A S N5 H) 1z . Barrot & Sauvagnat(2016) % I A G @A 170 2 1 1Y
Az 7 I 2 AR T ) SO0 Ak 5 ety SR ) R AL T s B T AR JE T Y AR 5 R 2 S5 A AR RS RN B
H BT S BME  B AR ot 25 () 6 1) | 3 AT AL

HY ST UL A 77 ) 46 ot i e O o e 5 S W B O A . GO el =2 B LA R B8 1% S T O R 0
P2l s P24 25 K0 I AR T 22 06 B B . I 4% 5 A 1) il — A L AR X PR AR AR 38 R 1 fOWE o o 1% S DD E
HEIE YRS R TR T O i SRR

ZVE M IS R &R S8R B IR Eh

FEXT A 7= X 245 G5 AL R AE 25 S T — 8 EDUR TR I Bl b AR 95 5% 1) A 29 356 AR 7 9 45 10 £ 11
T B B KR k4% DL B Acemoglu et al(2012,2016a, 2017) 25 42 1 114 35 o 40 760 (4 282 B 45 40F A1 32
B A
(—)ETFEFNENRANENENEILERIKE
FET B 7 I 4% 00 2 WL B BRI % s T 20 4R 80 4E 4 (Long & Plosser, 1983, 1987; Jo-
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vanovic,1987),90 4EAC 35 #E— 2 & J& (Durlauf, 1993 ; Horvath, 1998,2000) , A7 21 {40 f5: ) - 4F
PR i T LA BRI B AR . BT 10 48 DR A A8 5 52 2 I 4% LI 1) 20 A T L B T A 7 IR 4% R A
1 7 U 8 3l P8 38 8 A J il (Carvalho, 2010, 2016 ; Acemoglu et al, 2012,2016a,2017; Bagace &
Farhi,2018a,2018b,2018c),

RF 2PN RIS T 7 P T AR B8, B R 200 1T R 3l 0 5 W 3l i) — > B AR 2
B AL AR MR T e AL G AR X Fh IR 3l B0 G2 A B Oy 52 3 L[]0 3l B 3R 9w , O i A R AR 5
SR Bl PR 2 S BT R Il SRS A DG B . A 7 IR A BE 0 BT OO b o o 2 0L 38k Sl B el 4 BIE S 20
20 80 4B A TF A AL 4. R ) T Long & Plosser (1983) 4 7 1) 22 35 '] 5% b 28 0% J&) 109 4 4, Bt )5
Long & Plosser(1987) UEW] Tt s A2k = R ob i L & S SR T 186 3 . Durlauf (1993) #8451 #6171
B A E AR TP ] 2R RN WL B s B AE L JF 20 7 2T & 5F R G A fe . A AR R v,
PRI ] ) 3 e AR AN RAE— . X R EAME 2R TR PR RS S RAET ARG
) 7% WL Bl

B4 Gt md A5 8 AT Mk ity 5 R R S AR I R AE AR G BT W R S RBUE AN
W A0 1) 5 ) s R B T Y 0 T e o RO B A B e G A A ) Y BT e R . I Lucas
(LT FE Y 2 FRATHE L B0 ] 0 fifp Ay B ke B 200 1) A 7 BT N AR DR 80 A, SRS 1) i i 2 Bl AR
ZB 1T S8 4wt o DATT X6 2 08 7 S 1) 52 e ] DL 20 AN 3. SR Horvath (1998) % Lucas(1977) (1) it i
“ZRALIE T (diversification argument) $2 i T 5t 5 , Hf 18 i % 48 K A€ AR Z AR ) & 5F R o n) i
FHNEE AR AN TRAT M AE B A — 7 56 & op (8 A2 AN [6] 19 5 A 20 B0 O A7 Ml Tl R 22 8087l A3t )i
FE A 3K BEA TP RS — 77 H AR B 0 07 A B3 AT (fall rows) o T H A A7 M A3 7 8] 458 A fY
0 FELAT R X AR — 7 AR MR R AR AT o AR — 7 SR R A RO AT AT RN 2 B i AT AR 1] 40
B T RGN — 77 Rl DB 0T 5 NI A AR TE S AR 1] A R E o AR ME B
HA TR 0 B te vh i HGTH o IR HL RBOE FE U A BB 1T e e vl B R el B — 7 b S
1 QAT HO B ROR P A 2 3T TR g K R g . B . Horvath(2000) i — 25 0 5%
BB AR SR B S PR A BEA — 7 R R 325 AR ) R A MG A T AR 1T S K 3 R R T e i
) S AR IR 2l 1 e i R R A 3 R B R T TR 2

75 —J5 Tl » Dupor (1999) W58 1 Z2 38 I TR vh JLARRAS [ 50 A — 77 1 56 R B B 7™ H i 3l 1) B
ZESt AR AR — P AR MR O 2278 S LU BRS AT AR — 7 R G R Ty A (L L B
i R T OCHR APk FR ) v il 104 S RE 1822 . Dupor (1999) 55 Horvath (1998, 2000) i #F 5¢
L2 BRI THRA — 2 H SR . Dupor(1999) B 45 1836 T 30171 6Bk L8 - 3 W AR FELE A O
BRI FE AN — 77O R AR FREA — 77 454 L 1 Horvath (1998, 2000) 1y #F 58 % B L 36 [E 1 4%
A7 O R AR FR B b0 — A L 45 4 TN = OC &R th D BOh R 2 BT Mk B A b )
LRI . LR RW] L AEX R A — 7 i dhi i S it T I s e 2 T R e S AR
pURIESI L ST

ZR 1] — WA 53 A HE S B AR T AR T T2 T B 9T 1 2% WL Bl 1) Ok U 5 A% 3 AR L {H R BB AN 25
2 1H 48 s O b i A B AL S5 30 0. T E R SE C 2 UE WY AR 7 G I 5 AL TE i R GOV o
TG I R WP S M EE . TR0 2 WA U 2 i = Z0 I 4 — 77 4 485 /) A AR X R L 5 o
AR A R TR AR 7 SR IR AR 0 A O e o ) 225 WL I B R ) B WE ST AR 21 120 R ) R - AR —
BEa A AT o B 30 30T R A 6 5 % T 4 3R 1) 43 A T L R A 7 0 2% 118 2 WL B F 58 AR A8 K R

W 28 J3 B U & T — BT WA SR R A TR LA R0 S i AR R 2H R Y 4% 1 T R BT
22 [] R B 3% 5 07 X AN 45 A R AE (Bramoullé et al ,2016), 45— BIE 45 & 76— i), B A TR
R VAR b A el 78 22 5% R GE A% S AR AT AN ] 7 2 08 38 3 rh B 2 DL SO o An e % 5 TB
R W B A 1 T

PL Acemoglu AR — R WA T 2= & 1 C A WFFE 5L At b Bk i 1 B 2R 77 32 e i 45 45
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s B A% 58 5 W Bl A BT HE R 0 28 3R 55 0 WL 28 5 2 45 6 A R o SRS A 2 1m0 SO0 o i A A
77 IO 2% v 5 ) 5 L8 B 1) S T FNAIL TR o R R A R T A 7 IR A A 0 R L B W R, ik Se B
FEINN » T WL B 2 w0 oo 3 2 7 0 2% £ 5 19 PN AR 25 8 L 5 20 A 17 A 7 0 2% 25 R AT 2 e R 1T o
HTIEL T R T 02 WS o AR 77 SC I 25 44 J2 1T 48 75 1 2% WL i 2l 14 00 > 95 ( Carvalho,
20103 Acemoglu et al, 2012,2016a,2017 ; Ghironi,2018; Huneeus,2018),

Carvalho (2010) H2 4§ 7 ' [A] Hh 18] $e A 58 5 15 8 %5 45 1 56 [ A7l J= a7 B9 AR 7™ ) 28 4 AL B
A1l AR A B R R A 8 B St i 5 Ok LR b R B G i R AT R AN ST R
WU A AT 5 o 26 R 2 80 A7k A3 13 A 4% A . Carvalho (2010) 38 44 8 T — A Y B O Bk 57 3 4%
E 9 A 77 I 25 A RY L 25 T R IR Bl RN A 7 I 4% 5 R 1Y 43 i 2R 3R X IR B & T R G 2 O U
Al ORI T A7l vh i 19 42 5 . Acemoglu et al(2012) fiff S8 — 7 40 B b 1 1 A= 7 190 4% A
B AR 7 A MG TP R R KM A T RGP RO, 03T A S
A 7 O 2 e T L T <l — AL AR X AR L AR X R A 28 T I 2% 4 A AE 9% TR 7 M I Bl Y
Ty NI SR v 2 X sl VI A S S W R L e e Sl G S TR S ST 1§19
T WS T AE AL o A 7 0 2% 235 A8 ) I X R 14 A Ak 85 L RO e i AR S 0B 8 WL I Bl i ]
AEPEBK .

Acemoglu et al(2012) W $2 1 — Ak i) 07 3 T HE 22 L (5 75 56 T A 7 00 2 A0 A 1) 2 WL 18 5 381
TR AR L BE 5 12 G R S BIF ST B A — KL AR 3 T IR AN TR] B £ BE X Acemoglu et al
(2012) $2 H Yy B E 7 BT AE R R A7 R SR 56 38, N9 J B s — 1) CES R 3145 (Carvalho et al, 20165
Baqaee & Farhi, 2018a) ,8| AR 4H it (Caliendo et al, 2018; Bagaee &. Farhi, 2018b,2018¢) , % J&
A7 R4 TN A BB R (Acemoglu & Azar, 2017 ;Oberfield,2018) , A8 SCHG7E T — 35 B R 401 1A 5% L6
PRRBIEIE  H T RN S 3R 3 T 2R 7 0 28 0 A 114 2 WL B B 1) e o A B AR A LB S L

(DIEFRNERATRUDENESSEAZME

AR 7 0 28 9 AL A6 7 2 WL Bl S TWOUL b i 9 2R 7 28 A T R N AR S5 R . AR e A A
Acemoglu et al(2012,2016a,2017) ,Carvalho(2014) ) }z Baqace(2018) %5 SC ik » 15 18 Tk W o o 2 4
fuf 28 A6 77 W 28 A S 4 BRSO BN Y o A ORI A TR A B —  BOUE i i 1) % T R R B AR R E
927 B R BE AL AL o (i 25 OGOV w5 R SR GO i A% S O A AT 2 S A = T AE A
77 09 2% b 22 1 GO e X 5 WL 7 ) 52 2

JE T A 7 I 2 LA T 2 R U5 Sl A TR 55 42 e A TR 1 S 3 DX 2 A% G AR TR A s D 5 A
BERARE I TIE I RG] A w877 i o 11 AR 7 00 2 455 A0 1 o 20 ) R ] 22 18] s T e f]
AR RBEAEZ) . Acemoglu et al(2012) ,Carvalho(2014) % [ T — A FEA A — TE A% B H AR 58 4
PG N RS Z AT ARG T MW EOR d1 3T 1A 7 Ry = =gl 1 ol g Ho s
A T VAT it A AR AT R R OGBS B a2V TR ] A A 7 OCIRR BE . ER )
[ B A 7 SR I O 8 s ] LA R 28 T sOR SR RO R o A 2 th = AR R (D SRS B
AT RGP R — BT s (O A 1 S A 1 AR TR AR — 7 R, 3
(07 T AR 1 AE PR ) s (3D AL AR o B — AL AR S — AN RFE B A ) 2R R A ) 1AL
a; =0T R B 8 O BREATI j 247k 7 P R AMERIFR T 7 R A28 P 1 880 — s e
Ry PREL w ey s se,) =201 Blog (e /B o

Acemoglu et al(2012,2016a,2017) ,Carvalho(2014) L) }z Baqaee(2018) ZEfE X B H AR K E T,
SIBTRIIE T ok B AL 25 00 T SR F SO0 e o R A= 7 I 4 e R A% 5 RE R ) B AR S DA R OO e i X
T WL L TR R LR

LR T b & 8 4 3 5% JE . T2 7 00 25 00 A 1 % 00 D 3 BV A O RO o i 1) 4% S i R
H A= 77 1 4 v BB A R AR B T E . BB R R MR e L TR BRI AR T Z B T A
2% PR PR AR PN E] 45 0% BE 5 42 (Acemoglu et al, 2012; Atalay et al, 2018) ., Jf DA, HL 5y 15 9 100 4 4 o
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FE T — AT TAE AR 7 W 26 b ) 22 &8 o SV 0 BIER 1) 9 A 78 AR 7 &% | Y ol P (Bougheas
2017) o AR Hp O VB g R T Y ot AR T 9 5 B AR (Hempfing et al, 20185 Huneeus,
2018),

TESIOW o o 4% 3 T8 B 7 L0 3l ) e A o, A 7 28 25 40 Rk #5 E D e e B VE . A SR A 7 I 4% v
AAFAE AL RO EB T B IT A 8T X0 A 7= 14 T R 2 A R 2 48 A DGO e o 4 K BOR AR
Hb S e S BT S A 2 T T L X O U B B S e T O R R AR I
FAEAERZ AT 25 25 40 32 30 0 B S ) Jal 0o — B0 1617 B 6 R R AE , DU & 2 AR A 0 R T 1 o s R AR
AP A FR 1 THR T i 0 EL & AR AR A AR T B i 2 LA S A0 BB T 3 B KA i — 2P AL
(Carvalho,2014) . [K] 1 o9 28 25 ¥4 1) A %o R AE 2 Sk 325 398 58 FO0 o o 09 1% 52 00 B S SRR 4 v W e
o 5% Ak A 75 W i Bl 1 AT R

2. %k TR EGE T &, FET A A Y 2 0 2 BRI A Ry o A 25 00 R0 75 SR A0 Fr) R
W AE A e M 2 (8 A S ISR EE 2 S . Acemoglu et al(2016a) . Carvalho (2014) ¥& #] i —iE 4% $1
W BEMERARIAEE T 40 1 O op i 9 4% 5 5 1), R A 7 S bl 2 ) R R AR S NIRRT T R BB
B2 5 LA P R A A TR AR AR SR A 1Y ol DO ) b AT S NIRRT T A% 5 30 e i 4t
T o DA RARE 1 R A AR 7 AR A

Huneeus(2018) [ B 1 45 0 vp o ) 7 e % 5 932 48 AR AT 5 18 32 00 10 A6 77 e ol 77 0 0
7 G B AR Bk X RN RS B RO BT T g AR D AR AT AR O R R e R O
X g B R B — A B AR R T L 3K R ) IR R e S 2 5 3w A A 7 I 4% R E— 2P A%
T AR A T P 2 B AT I A 7 0 A AR 2 B TR 0 R ATl A T 1 T
Wel s DA . R 0 I 00 R I o A9 A . 0 3R RS T I ) e ARt 25 00 e o 1 S i AR 5 ) B A ) 4
P SRR, o T SR o 1) b A S 0 R R AT S O 1) T SR e il S ATl X A
oKX LBR ERXATL g BER R A IE 1 R SR vy . I W0 IR R R vh R i — 20 ) B RS 5 (Joya
&. Rougie,2019),

3. K T AL & 09 Z e AL, HE T AR 25 AR R 2 0L U 2l B A S 2 W R ATk
2 EOW o il R G S RECRAT AL 2 AR G . B AT 4 0 2 B ACE AT
ot QAT S R A Y A 43 4 i B (Gabaix, 20115 Stella, 2015), Hh, Z WA E %@ T — N7
AR A — 7 O AR P L, — € SCRAT IS A 5 GDP W L, A Al — 38 K% B 307 H AR 26
Bi T AT 22 AL b I O O A RN B B R R PR TR E . WK Z AL N AE T A A
X R E A A SR AR R G B0 F AT ¢ A6 A 77 I 25 1 HL B 9 30 I O I A OT 2R B ORI
22 ¥ AU R 3 0 AT I E ¢ ATl ol XY B B2 iR (Carvalho & Grassis 2019 ; Magerman,
2017),

FOUE i o 19 2 0 5 i) B ABE BB e - A 7 R 1) 1 22 B AL A3 A 1) 5 B . Acemoglu et al (2012,
2016a,2017) 45 %2 W2 T 1) S0 U Bl 28 S5 A7 M 3 1T 19 22 B ASCER 43 A7 3R 3 ke Ok L TR W T 87 U 3 % 02
A7l 22 AL E A3 A5 1) R BRI, 3K EORE L TR HAW A AR T 45 B0 T L A7k 2 B AN B By B, 2
T AR 1) 43 A B EL A 8 K R R I T TR BT b e 7 AR 0 o2 0L I Bl 1 R R (Gabaix, 2011,
2016) . 4R, Carvalho(2014) FI Atalay(2017) ANy 47 Mk 22 B AU H 19 55 o 1 R AR 07 940 10 4 Jo P e i
TE 2 WA EAREHCIE AR EE . G SRAT M 22 B A J3 A1 A E AR GOW IR 1) o o DR BORT R b 52 1
S e TS TE 2O R T BRI B (FUR YT 2 A E B B B S SR R AR L A
PR TR Ry A AL I A A €8 5 R B A N R R R R G R R AR T Y vp ok AR AR T AE
T WL BB IS A 7 W At o i i K9 R GAR A RT B BOE 180 WL 3l

= EREENY R

HITSC SR T oW b ot 76 A 7 0 45 o ) e S5 5 R R 5 i B AR LA R BRIOU o e o 0L 5 R S ) A A
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S WL SR R T A 7 A8 SRR R A R, AR PR E A A — TE A% LT ROR B P R
ST 37 R PR N AR 7 O 2 oA A R R S T B S IR O . AR T DR AE B SO A B AL L ST A CES $
ARG 5 1B A il DL S A 7 R 46 N A A = A D TR R T AR 7 R 2 A A R 2 WL sh B AT Y K
JEHAT VR .

(—)BIN CESH AREH

B3 Acemoglu(2012,2016a) i i F5EH 4 ] A — I A% i i R BEE B A 26— ol b i A 2
SO A AT Ml P R TRLBE A A S 3 B30I AA) B5 5F5 s P A A — S A% L i A= 7 o b, 57 gl A b ] A
Z 18] {5 AR st AR v )5 A2 PN A A R A PR AR Ry B 3 . IR R TR XA YA R E T
MATA G T HEZE M) A =R b iy Kol FEE S A48 . Carvalho et al(2016) | Atalay (2017) DA
Baqaee & Farhi (2018¢) i 3 #4 @ CES $; A 4544 1 A 7= W 45 B A L Jiebs 1 LA P AU I & B, 72
— WA BRIRGE T GO i R A A 7 R 2 v A B R AR S

Carvalho et al(2016)WF5% T & X Al i 25 77 e op i 8 B A i S CES HiR G5y A — 7
R P AL A A ATHE A 77 A b i A% S AL X 20 o =880 | 5ER S Acemoglu(2012) K&
YEASE Y — S Az 7 A2 i 1) 7 B T U A% 5 00 RSO LA . UG 07 Sl R AR R Y 2 97
B BER 5 P A A Z (8] R AU A A el A S R R AL . A BTl @ AR R R ] 4
A5 97gER AT 1, 2817 @ =2 B G A 77 b il R BOUE AR BT AT 4T F
BB IR [ T 51 22 b 55 Zh R B AAT M ¢ A= BB X ATl 77 e SR U R ok 2
A AR w5 AN 2 NS N P S W S e e = AW Y IV - A1 C e < i T S T
A% o T 5 T ) P Jo DU BB 57 3 5 v Tl 3 A 2 ] A AR e . e TR AR R T 1 B, 17
fi) A 7 e X L SRR T T RS e 2 AR ) Y . B R P IR AR AR HR R T R A A
PR AR AR X 2R P R AL I R AL . SN (] o ] 4 A TB) AT DAAH LR AR AR ] 2
B BT A 7 A8 s WUDRE A (ST T Y % P B 1) B 22 b 0 R AR 1T AR e R b R A Rt R )
A= AV QAT 2 YR SR U I Tl 1 M S

Atalay (2017) 7E9" & 1) CES 4544 22 5511 5 b J 455 3 v 2R 17 38 177 28 A3 X 3P A 47 ol e i
S VR T o I 0 FH 5 11 77 Ml 5 A AN FT45 A S8 56 1 5000 D00 5 9 11 Aok I i B TE LI N A 7
BRI TR AR AR AR RE T A R, PRMGAT oMb v ot 198 52 Wi ' e 1 BRSSP 1 22 38 170 5 s i ol ] S0 A 7Y
tg " EARAE T AT e 2= B R S — 2R DL E

Baqaee & Farhi(2018c) ik —# 48 CES 2544 it %2 W 28 B 5 B0 ™ Ji 1) 5L AT S5 v 32 M A A 7 o 4%
19 22 5B 1] — M M A b D A% G i A AR P 3 AR A 484 R i 2 A B R B T AR R A R T T e
d XS FRAE AR T30 BRI & AR X AR b A7k 5 B A 77 S XAl 7 B9 77 g S5 A7l 7 2k
FRAE R AT G R AR . Dy T RO A S BN A RO R BR L AT FE A S8 CES S5 H 5
A S G | S B T 2% AR AL R 4 DA e vl S il S TR ARk i PR R . A AT A S AL AR AR T —
AHEE — BACRIREZE  a] LU T 53 A sl ) 380 v i 3 11056 3l 3% O 1) 2L H R i 2 | 8 B R IRAS
B SR 78 TE O BOSTe HBORT BURT S H A 151 A S5 AR AS R G 114 i) R

AT CES ARG N O vh s 09 2 WS e SR B R 7 — i 5 A7k « A = R b &
A AR E R T . S B AT AR AT R i A R B T R R U IR AE AN W ATl
) ERHT G & ANad G0 AR TC AT RS AR R 4% 5 B A Ay R BT 0 T ML A 1 AR 1 R RO AT
JE I L R T DUZE — B L Z % . Gabaix (2011) Hl Stella(2015) 7641 A — 38 A% 7 457 4 A i i
W UEB T — 7k 19 2 B R 2% AT b B O i e s B i SR et . ST ANUAR
SR AT — B P B AR P, Magerman (2017) 1 Hempfing (2018) 48 & Bl X # 5¢ & 76 CES i AR
B PR ML TR S S TEATAT A SN AT R G TR e I R R WAl B AT @ Y AR R
phiti b GDP 52 ma ER 24Tk @ () 22 A R A R AR, 33X Bl o0 B OC R B FR O Hulten 8 B, 2 BF 502
WL Sl B BHOUE R IR 19 A7 T H (Bagaee & Farhi, 2018a), il fi, Gabaix (201 1) fdi Fij £\l J2 Ifi it 22 74
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TR 26 560 43 A A5 A 2 1 A ol B GDP 3 3h A B2 B 1fif Carvalho & Gabaix(2013)#k%E Hulten
FEFEIE T G U R I TIOUL B 003 728 A2 75 RE R R R IV IR 4 .

H AR Hulten 5@ #UUE B T 2 BT & GO0 ooy 52 ) 52 77 19 784 e ot o (H R B2 th &
Ve RGEN AR E B o WNET SR 5 RV AT A — 3B R BT O A FIEE R & 5 R G 2 B AE WAR
T U0 A 77 B A8 RN K P  AF . Ak Hulten & B AT RE AN i@ H T 808 ART M & 35 K. Jones
(2013) ,Bigio & La’O(2017) Al Liu(2018) 1) 4 = ) 45 A5 1 #R 6 B Hulten 5 BN & FAE7E T
i RNEZS

7 L VE RS2 Hulten 2 LAY B2 728 SO 6 TR0 28 5 o iy 09 SR SZ I I 5 22 B9 A XA
— BT ARG, XERE, A S ERDNRET R RA RN L B En, £
WAEA R —DEEAEL ARTE S AT Bl fe 2 — MR I L. Acemoglu et al(2016b)
A} Bagaee & Farhi(2018a) i 1 5 400 28 55 whr o X S5 7 HY A B 0 B A A0 BT R T AR R P A 1
. AT R E R CES 25 f 5 1 rb iF BH 3 26 — By 240 0 BUR T 20 KA A 77 M 45 (CES i B 451
PR 5 o R AR A D R 28 AT DAAE A oMb ) B T ) AR B L PRI, Houlten o 3812 X 30U o o — B 2%
JOF P 220 L T A 7 D) 4% AT DA g R I S A 3] T A AR P AR

(Z)5INTHiAHA

B 3C Acemoglu(2012,2016a) E: i B DL M Carvalho et al(2016) 4% CES 7 A& 45 #4 3 J 458 B %
IO o it A% S5 D7 1) R 52 B8 1 0 BT BT AR 158 T 3 PR Bt 58 4 se RN ARAE T S BE AR AN . ROk
AR SOV A AE T 3 2 482 R il A9 4% 20 4 Aol 52 me SO0 o o % =

Xof 56 4 v AR 1A A AT B T B A L E Aol 1 11 BR IS0 R 0 B B AR 22 ) g N AR AR A il B
Cwedge) , 51 10 LA 4 i B 0 T 208 JHE 48 A7 1 3% % 0t 25 A 20K F- . Jones (2013) , Bigio & La’O
(2017) J¢ Fadinger et al(2018) 55 R X F W58 1 A2 77 I 48 J& A An] 55 A= 7= S8 RN e h 28 BAF
FH AR P B A A WFIR A R A B 1 B AR A 8 A AR 7 I 4 v B AT T R A
FJEH B T8 T Bk TFP MG ERCR TR, ANk, i AT 8R & AE T A — 38 A% BT B R IR 8%
G LA L BT A AR 2 B A b AR R R U — 3 .

WE MR T i g M 7E CES 5B b i fE ] . Caliendo et al(2017) ¥4t R 23 FH
PR — A BRI A — 72 3R DL B R — 3B 116 g 2 A 0 AR B0 7, e Sy T — A
i R At B2 BR A — P R I R CES Az 7= R 9% 45 40 31 5 Tt BN — 7 A R
BEXTEEA — 7= O R XAl G S . B ST A S R B Ll st AR R TR B R ER ] 2 [A)AEAE  E
F S BT s PN E R SR El A B R R DR — A B g, R il ™ S e N B & TR A5 A L OF
Xof H At 5 B — 7= A AR R 2 K B A B R . Baqaee & Farhi(2018b) & % 77 76 411 # 1)
— I My 28 AR R AL T AN AOUR o X WL e Y — B B A e Ak 2L i Gk A ROW o i 0
WL 225 5 52 W) 53 % R W9 4« 2R AR KON o DA B % 05 R T BT A I TC B AR R . X R 43 1Y
Ho/IN R AR B BB 25 L B R B M DL B I 45 B AR S 45 R O 48 T 2 B 2 . Bagaee &
Farhi(2018b) [ 58 ik BEK & » HH T 2 U5 e B 2008 & A A8 A6, 1 ih (9 47 76 7T DL el A8 28 7= 8 b i 1
& .

) 2 56 1 i 5 B R A B9 Lin (2018) 43 M 1 1l 5 41 il dnAe) 52 350 A= 7= 9% R 7E 45 A6 1)
Z (B (AN BC B 5 DA Ay X S T AR T Ay K i v ) 3 ek 7 ol BSR4 T Bl s AR s AR A Y T T it
Bl Vs E . FE B AR A — 7 W OGRS AL T . DU 5™ EE A AT M O BUR B AT BE S 2
BHEARA L H ATk R ATRETEAE = M 48 th L R K . King et al(2018) D) [F) 4 1 S8 2% B 98 47 7E 1%
A =7 SRR 228 1T 2 0% v B P ) B B 1BR O W) e A A8 ) A B 1B SR A AL LA 7 Ml 8 A AR HE Tk K
S B AR 1T H LA A A 7 4 T ) R AR B bR . Z5 b B T S S RO p i A X
SR 75 WL 28 i A Bl o T L R B R TG SO . [RII L AR BT I T S i ) SR B A [
FETTE % A M2 AE .
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B T 375 O GO0 i i A% S 1 S e AT SCHR G TE 1T 3 00 5 A B X SO0 i i A% T Bl
B AEH o Grassi(2017) 3Ky 7 37 5 I3 0T B3 SO0 o o 1) 25 WL e+ 73 B 22, JF S e ey 7 — A4 A
AR GEEFEA — 77 1 2001 5 B ol — R B A A . 2R B Al 1 R g
PEN A AL DA 4 Ml 9 235 4 i P ply 1D )23 T Y 5 0 R L Al AR 2R 7 R % e g BB T AL DL K Al
FURRIL R e 5 o AR T Al 2 T 9 A 7 58 o 3 5 52 0 A A0 i [] B 1) T 9 R G R 1) A%
T . Baqaee(2018) W58 1 Al it A IR M XS il 4% 2 (9 52 Wi IR 4 ol gk s D SR N AR Ak F IR T A4
b AR 5 SO N 58 42 5 A R AN LA 2 55 52 0 DA — ATl sl 3R AT DL AR A AT
b Al B R E 5 AT 5 | K 1% BR AR Ml 9 P A TR 30k gl AR HR Al A 3 AT 9 I 4% R K
(cascade connection) fJJE B & T HOW oh i 1 4 HURIE .

(Z)VEFMENEL

H TN 1R BT R R AR AR — 77 1 DI AT LA Ay OWE o o A% 2 AL A AHL A 7 I 48 A B 1
SERXT R AR o SR AR BLIE A il AT DA Aok S0 A Ok 1 X 8 PR B AR AR . G e
TTAT RE 25 - H0BT A5 A L BE g 3t 1) B AR Q58T . B0 FT BE 2 508 2 P N2 06 &R RLBEXT & IR
Az 7 X 2 H A 3K o PN AR AR A I et R AT DL S b AR 28 5 AR ek ol 4 Bl R RO

R T BRI 26w 04 RN s ST T AR P R N AR T B SCRRER R R 2 . AN i R N AR
A 7 N 2 RS TRY THT I o — 1 L R A« 4 0 ) 422 ) 286 3580 1 1A 1149 52 2% P R sl )23 T 2 3 1 A G
AR 25 8] AT REAZ R O ARt DBl H B /NS 2 T R e b 2 PR A 4R R ek v T A B
P |/

bR 23 SCHR G 2o 19 25 08 100 GE T E R RLOR S IR PR AR . Atalay et al(2011,2018) J o 44 455 24 3¢
B, Al 22 ) ) A 77 0 2% 2 18 3 O 4 9 9 4 3 (preferential attachment, SR B 09 E I fEH
A2 EEN T O FBEPLEHIR & KR IE 8. 3 A 28T O e bR B2 B Hi (scale free)
IR A6 A8 T 47 L DC T S Bk o AR 7 R % (R ARAE . 28U L Carvalho & Voigtlander(2015) % F Jackson
8. Rogers(2007) [ A& VE AR Y, 25 [ 3 (10—l 2B 7= 90 265 1 Jl ol 2 < Sk 3 408 00 (46 1z 7 ol 45 1 S e
e BAT B N v 1 0 28 400 F o L E S A 1 A L R A S SRS TE SR TR 22 RE A R Y Wi £ AN SR
ARE N7 TR 1 AR =2 [ R AT ASCART T 5 2 i S B I AR 7 P 2 R A R A B TE X — I 2T IUAE 22
N AR A T RER T BUA R © & R R T A BRI L T ) ) 4% B g
R — AR E 22 I8 A Y 5% % 4 i WE R = D3 = r 22—

HARGE TR RE A VT 0 B0 52 AR 7 ) 4% 110 — S S B T P (H AR BT EOR B B AT = B B E 1Y
A R IE B HL . Oberfield (2018) i i 1 A~ 4 i 45 4 fif 5 B N A= 19 B 2 2 %7 7 (star suppliers)
R E1 B DA R X AR S SR S e, R OB AY b, Al 7R A 7 e T 55 Sl SR A — At Al it 25 1
() ft o A 7 Y O B TR SR R MR K A oMl B AR e TR 5 A 5 Aol v T R A A TR A R A R R R A
MV B 23 DN E T 0 T b 107 1T R 1 R R R A T e L A AT D ) R B L T A A ol ) A
[F PR e T 2 G AR 34 i A 7 I 48 S5 0 . R ST 485 SR B, 2 7™t XoF vl () 480 A 1 s 1 A K, B RE 3
TR A 2 P AR ) B 3k SRR 0 T Y A 25 DR B A A M A Sy b ) T L e
IO 5 T AR e bt 1 N7 A AR 7 R KT T e ol WY B R S 4R AR AR 7 . Lim(2018) 2k
TR I F s A A ES G A E 5K AR [F T Oberfield (2018) H 2% j& 1 — b ] 4%
A A 77 R TSRV A s T 22 P8 A Aol (8] A= 7 I 2% 1) 301 o 380 2 Bk 1 4l 32 B 09 R 2 0%
F A vt RO AR AR I R 2 P O AR AW A = ) A AL

Acemoglu & Azar(2017) 4 T o) —FASE AL, S GE A B m AN A7 M0 4 8, 43 A A7 oMl T I 1) 2 7= o
TR s A 7 — 1 A7l G it ) R 3 49 v T ot 43 7 77 L2 B D A A4 48 7 i 00 B0 00 S % AR it . 45
— B R] ($5 AZH A AR TR AN R 1 AR 7 eR B DRI 5 ST e IS () ) 456 A 415 BTl o 1 2B 7 Rl 4
5 XS AR i Z (B AT AU . O AR A by T AL PR AT BB T S R AT SE T X IR AN
(7] 14 A Ml mT Al A ] B 4 A TN AR o 2 BB DR 1 7E B B RS TR A3 A7 oMl 0 8 5 1A e /DN 1 4
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N KR [R) B R AR B /NI AR o At (T AS ASCUE B 1 B R B G 359 A 1) A AR M RN — 1 L3R R R
77 P 2% 1) LU B AS P O AT R R AN TE ST BN T W BN AR AR T R 51 R 3 BIRONL L R BUT 24T
b B A 7 AR A TR AR . BN X — ANl O [ AR PR R e B TR AR BRI T T IE A AR
HERN b 3 38 HE— 25 B T WA b R F AR AN A o DTG S5 35024 7= o 286 o 8 4 it 41 gl D) 46 1) R AT
A T AR TR ) 45 0

M7 Taschereau—Dumouchel(2018) 4 & ) £ix Ml )22 T i A= 77 W 4% PN 2B T s 5E 780 v, A ) ) 4% 3%
B2 00 Hy Aol 28 7558 H PSR AR D QR A b A BB T AR I D AR s RRIR . TR AR T
PER T 2 FEAL MR AR Aol 2238 e SR LA A . BRLE L 2 7= M2 b i ik SR AR AL X — R Al
Z 3| e pp R A S — 3 R AR P AT AR s N — KAk A B 5 — KAl R AR T 4 Y
P o AR A e 3 0 2% 85 Ay 2 e oy Ml S I A R R L B8 7 28 T Sl A R B Al ] ) A 2R
PESS R 22, il A% ok SR U Bl B 5 MR U S o K S SR R L A 7 I 4% 4 0 1Y) DY A R Ak R RO 28
e opih R A N B Uk sh B EHKGE

M. SEESEEHR

B SOREAR T T A I 45 R A T W I Bl B ) S AR AE L A 9 R R T R Y ) )
W T IOV oot 76 A= 7 I 4% ] 12 5 14 5 BE L o) B AR SO RS e o T SO E — 2D R4 SR A 5
A 56 IE 3 26 FRIR AR A AIF 5 SCRR

(—)kBITLEEMERIERE

AT Ml 22 T S TE A5 2 WL I8 2l 18 FO0E R 15 o 32 8 5 3 56 91 3 18 A Y ) i) W v < 4% S 5 el
ot A RO I o 19 2 00 S e /0N o A B R A 7 I % 1 oy P R 45 T

1A B ML £ 6945 57 & . Acemoglu et al(2016a) B IR AEAT L2 MR 50 1 b 3¢ A= 7 9 2%
L EASE A SO (4 vh i A% S LA O 1] o AT ST SR BR R AR AT ¢ B G R A R S — A A B R
Al @ 9 A= 7 84X B B 7 Hh A 25 28 FoR B AR AT I A= 7= 3 v i 9 28 20007 BIF SR 4 2R &
B A7 A s B R U S UM AE 22 B AN GE T B AR W B AT TEP — > o 22 B9 19 I s ok 1 i
P2 6 0 IR AN . MR A R il i RO AE G U NG 2 G W X
AR A s Rafit . X2 R B Acemoglu et al(2012) FH 6 455 Y i) T 00 K 1A — 350, 2% S UEAE 42ty
AT LUK 56 7 oK vl A 0. Acemoglu et al(2016a) F1| FHIBHS BURF S H #4922 A #) 3 5 SR ) o ot
SEURSE AR U] 75 5K vk 19 b I 28 800 L TR i R ER RO AN B . S R AR SR
5T 2 W1 1% S B X g FHL VR A5 20 000 e A — 50 7 o 5k S i i B Sy PR 2R DG R I o A AR R A
i TEP 88K 5 722 8 I A REAR 4 b Ak 381 P4 A= 4 1) A

2. FALHA I 04 EMF h . Horvath(2000) Hl Carvalho(2010) 38 i H 445 i KM 22 355 1T 4L
TRk A IOUL o X 8 WL T A B A . X ST S A I R Bl Hh 2 = 3 22 AT IH PR OO0 o
HER’A T RBEA EA/ER . Foerster et al(2011) % A T — Fh & #4 P R 74 it J i B 25 | T
b A 77 A8 B Bl o3 i D SR b AT AR E b R Sy . RS A R R L. 1984 — 2007 4[] 470l A=
prR s A DUARE R Tolk 2 7= B s Y 50% ., di Giovanni et al (2014) #F 5% & B, 1= [ 22 WLk 35 10
80 %0 AT LLHUE T30 1T vh ik 520 o 1T EL 7 22 43 il 25 R S 7S A AOUE ook 0 3R ) e 0 2 2K R L
BV =A% . Atalay (2017) i J] BEA 4 £ (4 48 B2 $5 A — 7 R A E 747 Mk A2 7 R 8o iy = AL
PE R B R Z 8] 2 A AN 0. 2, FpE] 8 A 2 18] B 5 R IR A SO ot B 7 A 1Y
S bR AL ARG Iy BE B S L WL R BE R, O BT B gl b A 8306 W R T AR AT 2 T Y b i
Hempfing et al(2018) WX b 1 J2& 75 2% 1 Az 7 0 28 X6 SO0 b it 52 i 22 WL 8 2l 45 2R 10 22 5 - N 2% 17
7 P I BRIV SR R AT M i il s 6T 2 O I8 Bl 1 5 e A AN R g 20 D0 o {ELR I A A T I 45 4% T B AR
Jei o SO i % 2 UL Sl A R R O BB 800, £ B TIR L IX BB Y R W 48 U R R AR T I 48 R T
Wi B A LI B ) IR B R K
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BLIREAEF M LRI Y h, — FRER Ty 1] 2 5 E OW b i 78 58 5 15 0% ) 48 vh 1) 1% 5
MM . Luo(2016) 30 38 AF 58 AH B OB 1 28 7= S DY K 2 Q] 5 800 45 vh s 76 7=k 4 BT U 14 %
KL AETH S BEAE S A5 R P28 AR BLAE JHTR W 55 bl T DA 238 1 T4 — 77 i 3R IR i b i AL 4
i HL 7 A5 4% 50 T R Ui (4% . Altinoglu(2018) @y T — /> [a] 7= & 52 5 i 43k 17 i A5 % il ¢ 11 22 356
FIASERY SRR S S B L AR 1D T A A 68 0 45 7 180 T R Sl s o O 6 L P A TR . A5 R T
O3 R SR W] 4 IR 43 1 SR I Bl 2 el R T AR R ks R DR ) 25 4% T 0 B AR U Bl A e i 3K Bl
M 55— Tl SR TR R A 7 45 (1 AR LR Pk o B9 22 WS R . Baqaee &. Farhi(2018a) & {k T CES
ARIFEE T A 7= 0 245 55 B0 110 A e M 1 S5 0 2 O 428 5% 1 5 i o ELAF 9 45 SR 3 T - () A 7 0 445 1 I 4k P i
KT G vy B L R T T eh . (20 T AR RO AEAE L B IS )2 A 7 A A el
X FR B A0 R ) s A R S S A A 7 A S A R IR A R U R L (3) 75 PR S M R 7 I 4 1 A
Jei » 7% WA By 1) R R AR L A% e Sk v B Al T i T — AR R

(Z)kB4LEEMNERIERE

TR R 22 1) SR P £ oMb J2 TP 5000 SR A 9 A 5 I 4% 1 o o A% S B ORI S R IR, X B 5
7 SCAE T« — 7 T & B3 2 19 S B o il A% S8 R A A6 A oMb )23 10T S PRI ok s oMb J2 1T R 0 5 1T LA R T A%
B 1 O 48 (L O B2 R 5 o5 — 7 T Aol J2 T R AR (9 R B AR U T AR AR vy mT DL AT b e
JIR S AT 5 F 0 PN A T

LB ALy & 0 5 5 @, B SE IR A I SO0 i o 7E i ol A 7 N 2% (8] R B AL R i iF 5 . Barrot
&. Sauvagnat(2016) %44 3 [ 2 [ AR UCE GRIXT JHURE /K R XU %2 Az A6 S ) 0 b 55080 A 2
Compustat ZUHE 4280 T Al i S50 07 3 FEE R B — % P O R INAE B IR 98 T4 B 2R 9 5% b
AR AR P P[] 1 Jmy B AL A . PSS RAA . R KB BEREF M EESH KR TR T
2~3H 43 o T L 2 A 7 R 2% rh 32 e e T AR R R A 7 UE DL A I AR AT b b g i — 0 A%
K= A 1 g A O P A oo S s R Ol T - 0 RS NG < AW R G S N R L TR e R
Fl&3 K.

H AR Barrot & Sauvagnat(2016) B#FFE K whils AL AZ G 3 H B At R i A& P 3R 4t 7l
AR o (E o X A A 28 B 19 552 W i BB e T 8 o 2 A e 1) T 19 (R O I Al i R B L PR T
Z (W FE ST T IOW b o 78 A ol 2B 77 W 4% 42 JR) 1 /% 3t . Carvalho et al (2016) ] F§ TSR %4 38 #5
2011 AF- 1y 52 R GOGE H AR AR 7 R 2% 3 B B IR L B SR T A I e O ok 0 4 R A S R R e,
FEER R I (D) bR T 30K X AL T i % 7 i b R i ) B8 3R R B 5 (20 s A F R IX Al
1) B3 B2 5 AR R B 5 52 9 Al 18] B2 3K 3R 1) A oll 5 (3) b 07 4 P 5 B 3, £ b 32 3] 1 o o 5 3
55 5 (4) N liE A RN AE B KT A% S0 . AE sl i 72 L 0 T . R 3 b ok i e AR 7
K RERE T RE S B H AEHGE G — 41 GDP TR 1. 2 A~ H 40 . Boehm et al(2019) 3 i3 F)
FH 2 N R O 06 F 5 2011 4F F A K Ml A% 3 1) (48 17 4 b O 7 2 ) )2 T 1 85 4% 3 1
RIT R A AT 25 G 187 2 A5 30 1) UE 4l R 26 77 st b i G5 A BB 3 R B, th FaE T
R, H A 85 [ A W) FE 56 [ A 43 SCHLAG I 7 B T LT ) B 1) R B . X — & B R B L a0F R Y
B Z I 0 AR M T .

2. B 0 B, AP T A )2 A AE 77 9 48 A8 RSO e o 1 75 08
SEA T T AIVE R . Grassi(2017) 1A SRy A= 7 W 45 W0 A A By 1 B oMl )23 18T 174 A 7™ 238 o X508 10 R0 22 W08
2 S A B A2 o | A =Nt R e R UL TR P u - A K ) 11 A i D s e N O o3 T
Carvalho & Grassi(2019) B 5% & B il i Al 2 10 A= 72 W 45 10 4% S 97 B30 40 o b o o 222 O 90k 301 1) ¢
fikik %) 34% ., Magerman et al(2017) Fl Kikkawa et al(2018) #5 ] F LRI B VAT $d e v o & 19 4>
M 0] 38 5 Bt S A e T BT AN 58 4 5 G T B 5 A8 1 s ol 2B 7 I 4% R A S TP ol ) 2R T I 4% A
R, HAF ST 245 R W, Al )2 180 0 4 TP b o 8 B T 57 00 1) 72 WL Bl (Magerman et al,2017) . fif
Lo Al T g 2 7 o 24 3 3850 T K 19 R 0 % A, AR 08 I 45 1) B 6T 14 3R T 8 5 L k2D 4l
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A ST RS U 25 38 T 24 50 % (Kikkawa et al,2018) . IBLAb, i85 52 UE A 55 $0 A5 7= W 4% 11 %2 W 5%
Wi 17 FH 1 T i 72 W 453 . di Giovanni et al(2018) & BLk E A W E PR 5 5 M g ke T =2 — 1
% [ RN B A [ 58 22 () A 2 R PR IR B AL . Tintelnot et al(2018) F & T — N E A =N % 5
(5] b 52 ) A7 0 s A, O HL A L L 7R 508U v 22 30 ) 4% 19 PN 2R B B ] DR IR R LA £ 1) 52 5 o
i AR S [ B K I ) B2 5 vhili 3R 5 M 5 . Auer et al (01D BFFE & 3, 5 [ 583K T 1] 1 A 7
KHRRGENEHAHES] 1 25 B Y3 17 B Ik B 5 .

LR R A AL A A E WK R A e R e . TR A2 ol ] A A T N 4%
[ 4% 5 2 H AiT I 7R 0 38 R i 0 B T 3k 28 SRR A 7 ) 28 A 5 A [] ) e i 5 5 R R L
TR A e R e i 521 . Demir et al(2018) BF5E 1 ¥ h P 32 BR A A b Xt 4 il b o 100 1% S 00
Pl g Aok A B Al 18] 58 B BOE DL Ko B OE 1R Y B 5 15 Y Bl VS AE B Y 5 Ak
LR EAL AB AT FE A B L ik sl P 32 BR 00 i 1 R 32 B ob iy O X R oop i AL 45 TR R . Car-
valho & Draca(2018) | Ff 3% [H BUM ) 25 3 % W £ 4fs A1 Compustat |- 17 28 &) 43 5 4 8046 UE 9 . 75
SR I AALY™ R T e &/ KT R B9 B8 55 77 . i HL 38 5o 17 3 AR 9 388 I3 &40 9 K T T R
FIBI BB % S, Ozdagli & Weber(2017) , Todorova (2018) 3 VE 4™ 3K 1 4% M B3 vp i (fE h — Fh
Sie 255 SR i ) G A] E aek A= 7 P 4% ) bR AR S BIESE T AR R 2 AR Sy B T LR AT RE 9 4% S AL A
HAE AT

A HFRERE

28 5 o TR R T A0 B 9 2 O IR 2l 8 SO A R T A 7 I % 2 i O ol it 5 s L IR B ) R
INAE 77 16 2% 19 W £ o 2 WL 3 2 SO o o 1 A 7 T 28 A% S IO N ZE 85 58 o AR SO AR 77 1 26 L
MR T BIF 5 2 WL Bl 1) 00 ok 58 %) 308 R S IR SCHR B 5B s T OO0 e o R A= 7 I 4% ] 1) 15 T
J&E 7 ) AR B H R L BRI A BT CES $72 AR 8548 (1 S il L A2 7= W 2% o4 2B Ak %6 Ty T ) R
TR AR P 28 A0 WL S AR A 7 R LB L O ELAE [T T AT Ml A A Ml 2 TS UE N RE R G IR
A 7 T 28 6T 2 WL B R e ) SCRR » B S5 B T 1 SIS TR A R A )

TG 2 AT AR A )2 T AR R R ER AR BRSSOV 8 R 2 BRSOk OC T 1 R TEAT
JE A A A R R H B R SR R AR AE A R T . R A )2 T ) R
A7 g AT A B AR IO 5 NS T B TR o DAl )2 ThT ) A 7 O 246 55 TR 5 B A A A 3
JUAS A 0 TR - (1) b 25075 BT 37 45 A0 1) 52 2 M 3 T AS S A A oMb 2 T A A 57 54 e 1R 18 A oMb 2 () Jo
M ERTER . (2 A2 TH IR T Ak 1 43 T7KF- PRI Al A 77 19 24 485 28 b 251 2% TEOAS [] 4%
A B AR 22 S 0 Al 5 AR B 4 iU 52 0 (3D Al i 45 A — 7 S B R R S A e . R
57T I LA 3 M TR X 3 DA AR ol J2 TR AR 5 A 7 I 8% P S5 R 52 i) 1) A 5 0 76 AS BT T B . 2 L Carvalho et
al(2016) .Oberfield(2018) .Bernard et al(2019b) 4%,

FOWR AR VAN 58 42 111 35 F0 44 SOV 20 855 vh 486 A — 77 i 0 48 0 25 WL B3R 1 A% 2 f 2 i .- Chrs-
tiano(2016) Hl Pasten et al(2018a.,2018b) fMT 5T LR W+ 25 1 AE 7™ M 48 45 44 )i« 3 52 6% 1K 14 4 A1) ol
AR ] R 2 3G 2 T o S A K B ath 2 60 AR A O ROBE B T BOR A SE PR AR o X Al RE R SR A0 BT T
3 A A (Kikkawaa et al, 2018; Todorova, 2018) . #FZRE ™ M 4% %) 4% MU 15 T2 1
PG E BT T BRI E # T E L

I JE s HEITSCHR 32 285G T A 7 0 28 X 2 WL 2l 14 52 i 58 /0 A SRR 9 AR 7 I 4% ) 48 T 1 KR
KBS, —SiFRZYESTE, 1 Ciccone(2002) . Jones(2011) Fl Acemoglu & Azar(2017) #ik K
Az 2T T M AR AR K o B AR, — b RS 4R A iR AR SR AT
S RAL T B R 8 40 & B IR R E 2 A PEf# ., Hidalgo et al(2007) Ml Hartmann et al(2017)
L™ fit 2719 7 it R B E Sy J0G e i B8 g A S 7 i 2 ) (o 2 A A, LI 32 28 5 R LG A G A A A
a2 K TH B AR O 7 i 2 BE RN 8 5 O A B i R T R ) 1) SRR B AR 25 S M 25 0R . i — 2
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Research Progress on Microeconomic Sources

of Macroeconomic Fluctuations from the Perspective of Production Networks

YE Chusheng REN Zhaoke
(Wuhan University, Wuhan, China)

Abstract: Economists have paid more and more attention to the study of microeconomic sources of macroeconomic
fluctuations. As the production network is a bridge between microeconomic shocks and macroeconomic fluctuations,
this paper reviews the research progress in exploring the microeconomic sources of macroeconomic fluctuations from
the perspective of production networks. We first discuss the transmission path of microeconomic shocks in the produc-
tion network and its macroeconomic impact, and then explain the extension of models on macroeconomic fluctuation
from the production network perspective by introducing the CES technology structure, market distortions, endogenous
production network and other aspects. We also review the literature that empirically and quantitatively examines the
impact of production networks on macroeconomic fluctuations at the industry and firm level. Finally, we discuss the
problems to be solved in this field and propose directions for future research.

Keywords: Macroeconomic Fluctuations; Microeconomic Shocks; Production Networks; Input-output Relationship
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