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Innout = a X Digmy + k X Control (1)
Innint =m + b X Digmy + ¢ X Labty + d x Digmy x Labty + e x Control (2)
Innout = n + f X Innint + g X Fiscl + h X Innint X Fiscl +1 x Digmy + j x Conirol (3)
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Fiscl Control o
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( Innout) -
R&D ( Innint)
GDP ( Labty) ;
GDP ( Fiscl) o
( Scale) ;
GDP ( Fdip)
2002—2018 ¢ ). Wind K A
N o Cronbach’s o 0.8
Cronbach’s o
1 N
M SD Innout Innint Fiscl Labty | Digmy | Scale Fdip
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 Innout 9. 853 1. 511 —
2 Innint 23.393 1.332 0.759™* 0.975
3 Fiscl 22.217 9.453 -0.405** | -0.710™* 0.913
4 Labty 11.017 0. 506 0.360™* | 0.410™ | -0.290* | 0. 864
5 | Digmy | 0.113 | 0.140 | 0.469%* | -0.294 | -0.329"* [0.216"*| 0.827
6 Scale 18.923 1.239 0.332** 0.301*" -0.022 |0.487*|0.165 | 0.847
7 Fdip 0.260 | 0.337 | 0.147° | 0.099 |-0.186** |0.337**| 0.131 | 0.023 | 0.827
* Kk, kkk 10%+ 5% 1% Cronbach’s « o
2 1—6 S N
GDP N N N
GDP X /df 1 3 RMSEA ( 0.0640)
0.8 SRMR (0.0242) 0.05 TLI (0.9855) CFI (0.9952) 0.9,
1. 2. 3. 4. 54 6
2
X’ df TLI CFI1 RMSEA SRMR >
AX Adf
7.717 7 0. 9855 0. 9952 0. 0640 0. 0242
1 18. 4893 8 0.8143 0.9292 0. 2290 0. 0896 2 vs 1 10. 7723 1
2 11. 0769 8 0. 9455 0. 9792 0. 1240 0. 0705 3vs 1 3.3599 1
3 12. 4679 8 0. 9209 0. 9699 0. 1495 0. 0426 4 vs 1 4.7509 1
4 20. 8224 9 0. 8139 0. 9202 0.2292 0. 0936 6 vs 1 13. 1054 2
3 8. 3043 9 0:8535 0.-9372 012034 0.0787 Tvad 19:5873 2
6 14. 2406 9 0.9175 0. 9646 0. 1526 0. 0835 Svs 1 6.5236 2

N N GDP N
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N N GDP o
1 N N N N
GDP o 2 . GDP N
N GDP o
N GDP N
GDP N GDP N
. . GDP o 5
N N N N GDP
N N GDP N
0 6 N GDP N
N GDP N
GDP N o
3
o 2 H1
o 3
Bootstrap
. R&D . R&D N
3
1 2 3
Innint Innout Innout
se t se t se t
0.4556** | 0.1085 | 4.1995 -0. 0095 0.0306 |-0.3087| 0.3414™* 0.0879 | 3.8844
Digmy | 0.4815*** | 0.0683 | 7.0463 0.2166** 0.0224 | 9. 6568 0.5873** 0.0553 | 10.6114
Innint 0. 7700 0.0296 |25.9778
Fdip -0.2003** | 0.0619 |-3.2368 0. 0394" 0.0168 | 2.3492 -0.1149" 0.0501 | -2.2914
Scale 0. 3206 0.1349 | 2.3771 -0.0174 0.0355 |-0.4914 0.2294" 0.1092 | 2.1001
R’ 0. 5400 0.9677 0.6510
f 28. 5666 539. 6510 48. 3430
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0.4937" 0.2037 | 2.4230 0.1829" 0.0736 | 2. 4868 0. 6460™* 0.2040 | 3.1650
Digmy 0.1912" 0.0929 | 2. 0585 0.1835** 0. 0333 | 5.5057 0.3630™"* 0.0930 | 3.9000
Innint 0.9376™"* 0.0311 |30. 1583
Fdip 1.8202°"* | 0.4307 | 4.2264 0. 3061 0.1623 | 1. 8865 2.0130** 0.4310 | 4.6670
Scale 0.1695** 0.0543 | 3. 1211 0.0585*" 0.0199 | 2.9398 0.2170™** 3.9970
R? 0. 4260 0. 9098 0.5190
f 9.5322 322.9602 15. 8450
0. 0000 0. 0567 | 0. 0000 0. 0000 0.0169 | 0.0000 | -3.3516E~15 | 0. 0516 +6.4960E-14
Digmy | 0.4951°** | 0.0581 | 8.5157 | 0.1523*** [0.0201 | 7.5773 | 0.5779*** | 0.0529 | 10.9300
Innint 0. 8598 *1 0. 0207 41.5148
Fdip 0. 0301 0.0574 | 0.5242 0.0402° 0.0171 | 2.3586 0. 0661 0.0522 | 1.2669
Scale 0.2190*** | 0.0577 | 3.7988 0. 0468 0.0177 | 2. 6380 0.2351** 0.0524 | 4.4831
R? 0.5778 0.9414 0. 4490
f 34.4123 823.7422 55.9552
4 N Bootstrap
(0.4737 0.6821) . (0.1126 0.1919) . (0.2751 0.5709)
Bootstrap (CI)
4
BootSE BootLLLCI BootULCI
0.5779 0. 0529 0. 4737 0. 6821
0. 1523 0. 0201 0.1126 0.1919 26.35%
0. 4256 0. 0751 0.2751 0. 5709 73. 65%
0.5873 0.0553 0.4770 0. 6976
0.2166 0.0224 0.1719 0.2613 36. 88%
0. 3707 0. 0547 0. 2689 0. 4826 63. 12%
0. 3627 0. 0930 0.1787 0. 5467
0. 1835 0.0333 0.1175 0. 2494 50. 59%
0. 1792 0. 1572 0.0223 0. 6220 49. 41%
Labty=-0.6707 ,
7.10 g —
6.10 i —— 95%Cl
5.10
. 410
™
z= 3.10
2.10
1.10
0.10
-0.90
-1.20 -0.70 -0.20 030 0.80 1.30
Labty
20 oHnson-+-Neyman (BHdxLabiy)
2 )
-0. 6707 b+dXxLabty =3. 8732+3. 245 x Labty 0 (
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3 Johnson—Neyman (f+hXFiscl)
3 ( GDP )
Fiscl=0.9795+0. 0092% Fiscl 0 ( GDP

Digmy=-1.8812 Digmy=-0.8906
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iBNAE R
4

4 Digmy -1. 8812
0.3434 SE=0.1742 p =0.05) -1. 8812

o -0. 8906
( Effect =0.2430 SE =0.1233 p =0.05)

5 Innint -2.4071
( Effect =-0.0094 SE =0.0047 p =0.05) Innint -0.4186

( Effect =0.0090 SE =0.0046 p =0.05)

o

J+hXx
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Innin=-2.4071 [nnim‘:/-O.4186
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62.22% 37.78%
5
4 5
Innint Innout
t P t P
-0. 0383 1. 1621 -0. 0330 0.9737 9.0134 0.4218 21.3686 0. 0000
Digmy 3.8731 0. 4839 8. 0037 0. 0000 2. 0781 0.2413 8.6105 0. 0000
Labty 1. 3001 0. 1576 8.2510 0. 0000
Digmy x Labty 3.2450 | 0.9165 | 3.5407 | 0.0005
Innint 0.9795 0.0322 30. 4308 0. 0000
Fiscl 0.0129 0. 0052 2. 4988 0.0133
Innint X Fiscl 0. 0092 0. 0024 3.7796 0. 0002
Fdip -0. 6106 0.2077 -2.9399 0. 0037 0.2216 0. 0762 2.9091 0. 0040
Scale 0. 0078 0. 0607 0. 1286 0. 8978 0. 0457 0. 0221 2. 0645 0. 0402
R’ 0. 5272 0. 9453
F 45. 4868 584. 4927
Bootstrap
2.0781,
-0. 5064 —-9.4535 ( BootULC) ( BootLLCI)
6 ( )
Effect se t p LLCI ULCI
6 -0. 5064 2.2300 0.7394 3.0159 0. 0029 0.7721 3. 6878
0. 0000 3.8731 0. 4839 8. 0037 0. 0000 2.9190 4. 8273
0..5064 | 505163 0.5936 0.2927 010000 413459 6. 6867
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Effect se t p LLCI ULCI
; -9.4535 0. 8922 0. 0394 22. 6673 0. 0000 0. 8146 0. 9699
0. 0000 0.9795 0. 0322 30. 4308 0. 0000 0.9161 1. 0430
9.4535 1. 0668 0. 0399 26. 7561 0. 0000 0. 9882 1. 1455
6
o -0.5064 . 0. 0.5064
2.2300 (p<0.01) . 3.8731 (p<0.001)  5.5163 (p<0.001) 99%
0 3a o -0. 5064

3b

0.0001) 99%
9. 4535
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(B=1.0427 p<0.01)

ER BN

1.00

0.50

0.00

-0.50

-1.00

o

3¢

[

3d

-9.4535, 0. 9.4535
0.8922 ( p <0.0001) . 0.9795 ( p <0.0001) . 1.0668 ( p <

—A— AL
TS
di bt

—0— o AL
T
di ke

WERBND

RN Z

/

A

O HEk R

[

¥
=
&

WS
BN

=k

i
B

RS 1Tk g
FOPER T ANEIR



77

o

(B=1.5732 p<0.05)

(B

=1.8811 p<0.05)

o

o

Innint = 6, + 0,Inn int, + @,Inn int, X Fiscl + 0,Fiscl + 6,Fdip + k,

(4)
Innint = p, + p,Dgmy + p,Digmy X Labty + psLabty + p,Scale + k, (5)
Digmy = Ay + A Innout + ks (6)
(4) (5) (6) 4
5 Fdip  Scale. N N
GMM 7o
1% o Innint X Fiscl
Digmy X Labty 1% o
GDP o
7
8 9 10
Innout Innint Digmy
( ) —43.5545"|-43. 6060 *|-42. 7591 *|15. 6451 " |15. 6463 ***|15. 8052 " |-0. 3338 ***|-0. 3364 ***|-0. 3475 **
(=3.00) | (-3.00) | (-2.93) | (7.12) | (7.13) | (7.32) | (-4.78) | (=5.00) | (-5.72)
. 0. 77491 0. 7748 | 0. 7756 ™**
Innint
(5.25) | (5.25) | (5.23)
0. 0031 0. 0028 0. 0075
Fiscl
(0.09) | (0.08) | (0.21)
. 0.2266** | 0.2261** | 0.2272**
Fdip
(2.61) | (2.60) | (2.60)
Innint x| 5.5010" | 5.5111" | 5.3662
Fiscl (1.98) | (1.98) | (1.92)
0. 0209 0. 0209 0. 0207
Scale
(0.49) | (0.49) | (0.49)
. 0.0333"** 0. 0333 | 0. 0341
Digmy
(4.08) | (4.08) | (4.15)
0.5828** | 0.5831" 0.5711"
Labty
(2.60) (2.60) (2.56)
Digmy x 0. 1627 0. 1626 *** | 0. 1679***
Labty (3.80) | (3.79) | (3.86)
0. 047271 0. 04727 | 0. 0479 **
Innout
(7.44) | (7.53) | (8.06)
Wald Test | 1905. 4208 | 1902. 6072 | 1923. 7524 | 182. 6999 | 182. 8435 | 183.8118 | 55.3266 | 56.6272 | 64.9652
N 210 210 210 210 210 210 210 210 210
LogL. 45.4762 | 45.4655 | 45.5863 | 148.5232 | 148.5782 | 147.9659 | 478.9476 | 478.9020 | 478. 3388
R’ 0.9136 09136 -'19:9139 0.'5059 0.-5059 6./50837 03969512 0.-3909 0.'3909
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ABSTRACTS

Tu Wei—ming’s Theory of Civilization and the Possibility of Its Further Development
Wu Genyou  (22)

Questions about civilizations have entered the realm of humanities and social sciences for
almost two centuries. They are related to the “age of discovery” that has linked together all re—
gions across the globe. Owing to Professor Tu Wei—ming’s persevering promotion and presenta—
tion of the theory of cross—civilization dialogue in global academia of humanities and social sci—
ences especially in the conferences organized by the United Nations his theory has received
positive responses from different perspectives because it is an answer to the need of contempo—
rary international community. The structure of Tu’s theory of civilization can be summarized into
three points: firstly as a theory of cross—civilization dialogue it is a response both to scholarly
questions and to real problems; secondly stimulated by the problems of globalization it is a
holistic reflection on the development of human civilization which proposes the cultural vision
of “New Axial Age; ” lastly it investigates the dynamic history of civilization namely how hu—
man beings follow the moral demand of human nature and establish themselves as a subjectivity
facing the nature. Following the logic of Tu’s cross—civilization dialogue this paper proposes a
new idea of “dialogical civilization” based on the concept of dialogue in order to solve the new

problems that current human societies are facing at various levels in different domains.

A Study on the Impact of Digital Economy on Regional Innovation in China
Xia Jiechang Yao Zhangi Xu Ziyan  ( 67)

Taking the national panel data as the research sample this paper explores the impact of
digital economy on innovation output and the intermediary effect of innovation input from the
perspective of labor productivity and local public finance expenditure. The scale of digital econo—
my can significantly promote innovation input thus improving innovation output capacity. Labor
productivity regulates the relationship between digital economy and innovation input. The faster
labor productivity grows in each region the stronger the digital economy promotes innovation in—
vestment. Local public finance expenditure regulates the relationship between innovation input
and innovation output. If the proportion of local public finance expenditure is high the efficien—
cy of transforming innovation input into innovation output is higher. Although the promotion
effect of digital economy on innovation input and innovation output in central and western re—
gions is less than that in'eastern regions ' ‘the promotion effeci-of ‘innovatior inpui on" innovation
output in central and western regions is greater than that in eastern regions. This paper provides

practical reference for improving fiscal policy promoting scientific and technological innovation
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and accelerating digital economy innovation. Finally this paper puts forward some suggestions to

promote innovation output through digital economy.

A Comparative Study on the Twenty—four Histories Published by the Five Provincial
Official Publishing Houses in the Guangdong-Hong Kong—Macao Greater Bay Area
Liping Jiangxiao  (119)

The combined edition of the five provincial official publishing houses is an important link in
the development of the Twenty—four Histories which is a turning point from the traditional doc—
ument to the modern edition either from the printing methods or the layout structure. By exami—
ning its collection status it not only reflects the accumulation of traditional literature in relevant
areas but also reveals the trend of traditional literature breaking—out of the old pattern. With
this aim this paper made a general investigation on the collection of the Twenty—four Histories
in the key libraries of Guangdong—Hong Kong—Macao Greater Bay Area. Our comparison finds
that not only all the key libraries of the Greater Bay Area have a certain number of the Twenty—
four Histories in their collections but also the University of Macau and South China Normal U-
niversity have the full volumes. The one in the University of Macau is the perfect initial print
whose layout structure and material are of benchmark significance. The one in the South China
Normal University are made up of supplementary materials even uneven in material quality but
it can systematically reflect the evolution process in local printing. The findings have important

academic value in the history of Chinese printing.

A Study on the War and Literature in the Jin Dynasty
Hu Chuanzhi  (173)

The Jin Dynasty fought with the Song the Western Xia and the Mongols for fifty or sixty
years during which the literati’ attitudes towards the wars were different due to the different
natures and the their poems also changed accordingly. At the beginning of the Jin Dynasty
when attacking the Song Dynasty the literati accompanying the troops did not describe the mili—
tary achievements of capturing cities and lands. Cai Songnian’s poems mainly showed the passive
mood to the war and the joy of withdrawing from the war. While many of Wan Yanliang’s poems
advocated war with distinctive features during the southern invasion. Yanshan Anonymous’ po—
ems to her husband reflected the disasters of family separation. During the reign of Jin Zhang—
zong the Jin Dynasty fell from the peak of its power. The literati supported the war and created
some literary works confronting the war directly which brought about new changes in war litera—
ture. During the Zhenyou period after the Jin regime went southward many literati got involved
in the war. Their writing focus shifted from the war to the people’s livelihood, reflecting the idea
that the people were more important than the monarch which transcended the boundaries of

hostile regimes and exemplified the war literature.



