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Does National E-Commerce Demonstration County Policy Promote

County Economic Growth?

An Empirical Analysis Based on PSM-DID

TANG Hongtao LUO Qiong
( School of Economics and Trade Hunan University of Technology and Business Changsha 410205 China)

Abstract: Taking 8 pilot provinces listed in The List of E-commerce into Rural Comprehensive Demonstration Counties by
the Ministry of Commerce for the first time in 2014 as research object using panel data of 426 counties in 8 provinces from 2006
to 2016 and PSM-DID method this paper studies promotion effect of establishment of national e-commerce into rural compre—
hensive demonstration counties on economic development of counties and analyzes policy effect of national e-commerce into ru—
ral comprehensive demonstration county from industrial diversification effect financial pull effect financial support effect infra—
structure effect and human capital effect. It finds that the policy of e-commerce entering rural comprehensive demonstration
counties significantly promotes the county economic growth and has positive fiscal pull effect financial support effect and infra—
structure effect. The policy can continuously promote the upgrading of industrial structure and promote the county economy to
develop towards “service-oriented” but the industrial diversification effect has a certain lag. In addition the policy has negative
human resources effect. According to the results of empirical analysis it’s continuously to promote policies in the future actively
break through constraints of advanced industrial structure in the early stage increase rural e-commerce training strengthen the
supervision of demonstration counties and greatly release typical driving effect of e-commerce demonstration counties.

Key words: E-business demonstration county; county economy; PSM-DID; policy analysis



