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Abstract—The comparative advantage index of export products from China according to the technology intensity classification
shows that low technology products are still the main source of China's comparative advantage, but their level is going through a
decreasing process. The level of the comparative advantage of high technology products is on an increasing trend. Using the data during
1992-2012, this paper’s empirical test shows that IFDI has played a positive role in China's comparative advantage transition from low
technology products to high technology products by promoting technical progress, shifting the endowment structure of production
factors. So China should continue to attract actively foreign direct investment, especially to guide the multinational companies to invest

in high technology industries and promote IFDI’s spillover and industry correlation effect.
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R RCA, RCA, RCA, RCA RCA RCAMTH RCAr, RCAr, RCA,;, RCAHTZ(
1992 1.27 0.71 0.71 4.09 151 0.09 0.89 0.60 0.54 0.48
1993 1.22 0.77 0.62 4.23 141 0.11 0.82 0.61 0.59 0.47
1994 1.05 0.72 0.65 4.15 1.08 0.10 0.74 0.65 0.62 0.49
1995 0.83 0.76 0.83 3.94 0.87 0.11 1.12 0.68 0.72 0.59
1996 0.76 0.81 0.77 3.93 0.89 0.11 0.97 0.72 0.85 0.59
1997 0.82 0.70 0.77 3.88 0.74 0.11 1.07 0.71 0.85 0.56
1998 0.77 0.63 0.76 3.80 0.72 0.11 0.97 0.74 0.99 0.56
1999 0.67 0.64 0.70 3.80 0.70 0.12 0.95 0.80 1.06 0.58
2000 0.58 0.69 0.65 3.80 0.59 0.18 1.12 0.83 1.13 0.60
2001 0.51 0.68 0.68 3.57 0.54 0.17 0.96 0.87 1.33 0.49
2002 0.47 0.64 0.63 3.41 0.44 0.17 0.81 0.91 1.56 0.47
2003 0.43 0.57 0.61 3.20 0.33 0.18 0.85 0.92 1.81 0.56
2004 0.35 0.58 0.59 3.13 0.24 0.20 0.97 0.95 1.94 0.64
2005 0.31 0.60 0.54 3.12 0.18 0.22 0.93 1.00 1.93 0.75
2006 0.28 0.65 0.49 3.21 0.15 0.25 0.88 1.04 2.06 0.69
2007 0.26 0.61 0.49 3.12 0.11 0.29 0.87 0.97 2.20 0.77
2008 0.21 0.58 0.74 3.25 0.10 0.33 0.84 1.13 231 0.82
2009 0.25 0.56 0.65 3.20 0.12 0.32 0.67 1.21 2.24 0.82
2010 0.25 0.57 0.64 4.20 0.09 0.31 0.80 1.18 221 0.86
2011 0.33 0.64 0.70 3.15 0.08 0.32 0.86 1.10 2.13 0.78
2012 0.32 0.62 0.71 3.13 0.08 0.32 0.85 1.12 2.14 0.76
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®3 BRI R
RHIEE Gt & 5%l 518 1%l FHE 5% No. of CE(s)
RCA ¢ 0.869814 38.62209 8.39771 3.15239 None
LNFDI 0.101366 1.923838 3.841466 6.34897 At most 1
RCAyr 0.640356 21.46521 5.49471 19.93711 None
LNFDI 0.156227 3.057688 3.841466 6.34897 At most 1
RCA.r 0.755177 26.68292 6.83035 23.15239 None
LNFDI 0.072409 1.352956 3.841466 6.34897 At most 1

4 ARFAEGERE LRSS In FDI, (iR 2218 EAR 628 A K S e &

FEBASRTY R BIERA 45 KRR R
CHA ARCA =-0.0284-0.0973AIn FDI, +0.4015ECM, RCA =5.0751-0.1992In FDI,
i A ARCA =-0.0083+0.0610A In FDI, +1.2469ECM, RCA =0.0802+0.03801In FDI,
EHA ARCA =0.0350+0.0469A In FDI, +0.2177ECM, , RCA =-1.7048+0.1807In FDI,
2E ik (References) International Trade , 2010 (7).

China’s National Bureau of Statistics. 2013 China statistical
yearbook, China statistical publishing house.

JIANG Dianchun, ZHANG yu. Industrial Characteristics and
Technology Spillover of FDI: The Empirical Evidence of
Chinese High-tech Industries. World Economy, 2006 (10).
FENG Mei.
comparative advantage and factor endowment characteristics

the evolution of Chinese manufacturing
analysis. Statistics and Decision, 2012 (10).

Balassa, B.A.. “A Stages Approach to Comparative
Advantages”, in Balassa. B.A.(ed), The Newly Industrializing
Countries in the World Economy, New York: Pergamon
Press,1981,p.35.

ZHENG Zhan-Peng. Empirical

Structure and Export Competitive of China. Journal of

Study on foreign Trade

890

(6]

(7]

(8]

Worz. J. Skill Intensity in Foreign Trade and Economic Growth.
Empirica. Vol.32,N0.3,2005,pp.117-144.

Lall S., A, Manuel. China.s Competitive Performance: A Threat
to East Asian Manufactured Exports? World Development,
Vol.32, No.9, 2004b, pp.1441-1466.

Technology innovation model mainly comes from the Romer
(1990), Grossman and Helpman (1991), Aghion and Howitt's
(1992) study.Romer, M. Endogenous Technological
Change. Journal of Political Economy. Vol.98, No.10, 1990,
pp.71-102;
Product Cycles. The Quarterly Journal of Economics. Vol.106,
No.2, 1991b, pp.557-586; Aghion, Philippe, Peter Howitt. A
Model of Growth Through Creative Destruction. Econometrica.
\ol.60,N0.5.1992,pp.323-351.

Paul

Grossman G. M, E. Helpman. Quality Ladders and





