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Heterogeneous Firms Economic Structure and Sustainable Export

Xiang Songlin

( School of Economics Nanjing University)

Abstract: Based on the analysis of heterogeneous firms upgrading of industrial structure and dual margin we find that the reason of

export growth mainly depends on the intensive margin in transition countries related to their agricultural surplus labors. Using HS - 6

international trade data from 1995 to 2009 this paper describes that China export growth mainly depends on the intensive margin and

the extensive trade margin is very little. In order to explain the reason of what happen we use Tobit model do some empirical

researches which include dependent variables of restructuring economic size trade costs RMB appreciation regional economic

integration external shocks common language and politics . These variables do not have the same impact on the dual marginal. The

conclusions will not only provide the credible empirical support for export volatilities but also provide some policy recommendations to

the sustainable development of China export.
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