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Export and Productivity of High-tech Industries in China

Zhao Wei ,Li Shuzhen
(Institute of International Economics,Zhegjiang Universty ,Hangzhou 310027 ,China)

Abstract : Through summarizing and analyzing the trade theory ,this paper proposes three mechanisms which enhance industry productivi-
ty. These mechanisms are scale economy effect , learning-by-exporting effect and reallocation effect. Using the data of Chinds high-tech indus-
tries during 1998-2004 ,it tests the influence of the export of high-tech productson the total factor productivity of high-tech industriesin China

The results show the export of high-tech products has alittle efect on the tota factor productivity of high-tech industriesin China,thoughits
not obvious Finaly ,it discusses the empirica results to analyzes reasons of these ,and pointsout the weaknessin current research and research

directionsin the future.
Key words: export ; high-tech industry; TFP

[3]

[4]

[5]

19 )
[J31.
,2007(4) :60-66.
" [31.
(5) :24-26.
. E. . [J].
,2000(2) :11-16.

,2007

(6]

(7]

MYTEL KA L ,FARINELLI F Local Clusters,Innovation
Systems and Sustained Competitiveness[ C]// Paper pres-
ented at United Nations Universty, Institute of New
Technologies, 2000 : 1564-8370.

- E- . [M]. : ,
2002.

Lewisian Turning Point and Trang or mation of Traditional
Industrial Clusters of Coastal Areas in China

Lin Chengliang
(College of Economics,Zhejiang University , Hangzhou 310027 ,China)

Abstract : With the enhancement of labor force cost ,it is getting more and more obvious that China has been presenting Lewisan Turning
Point. Being Different from the thoughts of majority of scholars,this paper thinks that Lewisan Turning Point is an important opportunity for
China to trandorm the economics development model ,and it will be a great help for coasta areasin China to break through the low horizontal
trap of traditional industria clusters and improve the technical level. However ,the smooth realization of promotion a s needs other conditions
including capital market consummation ,marketing channel promotion and so on.
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