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Measurement of Export Trade Interests and Analysis on Industrial Differences in China:
Based on the Method of Export Income Index

Gao Jingfeng
( School of International Trade Shandong Economic University)

Abstract: This paper constructs the index of export income share based on the method of export income index calculates and analyzes
the relative export trade interests in China and its sub — industries between 2001 and 2009. There is an upward trend of China’ s relative
share in the average world export income index which is mainly in low — technology industries by large export scales. In the high —
technology industries China’ s market share and trade interests are rarely. Panel data econometric model tests showed that the export
income share of China’ s manufacturing industry correlated positively to technical input the ratio of capital to labor foreign investment
and participation in intra — product specialization. In order to get rid of the OEM way to join the global value chain China must
accumulate physical and human capital improve the capability of independent innovation and form a technology — driven competitive
advantage.
Key Words: Trade Interests; Export Income Index; Global Value Chain
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