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Empirical Research on Productivity Spillovers from Foreign
Direct Investment in China: Based on A Meta — Regression Analysis
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( 1: Management School Wuhan University of Technology; 2: Library Wuhan University of Technology)

Abstract: This paper analyses the empirical literature on technology spillovers from foreign direct investment( FDI) and debates about

whether spillovers exist. Our meta — analysis uses a sample of 31 studies to determine what aspects such as study design data

characteristics overflow direction time factors technological gaps industry property quality of labor and R&D and so on explain

spillovers from FDI. Our finding show that some aspects of the empirical methods used namely how the presence of FDI is defined. The

spillovers of FDI_output are more significant than FDI_level; using panel or industry and R&D Vertical spillover and so on are more

likely to be significant; service sector FDI Spillover has more significant than manufacturing industry; spillovers of labor and capital is

lower. We also discover that technology gap is too big not to conducive to FDI absorption and digestion the variable parameter of time

mean is negative which showed that FDI spillover to drop nearly 10 years. Results also highlight the possibility that the documented

spillover effects from FDI in China may be partly a product of model misspecification.
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