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Review on the Path Selection of China’s Technological Progress

Yu Yongze

( NanJing University of Finance and Economics)

Abstract: The path selection of China’ s technological progress is controversial. In theory there is a controversy of “endowment

" in the theory of comparative advantage and “technology development hypothesis” in the theory of competitive advantage. In

hypothesis”
practice how to choose imitative innovation and independent innovation is a controversy. Considering the situation of the inequality of
regional innovation factor endowment and the coexistence of both traditional industries and emerging industries the technology progress
path of various regions and various types of industrial will not take consistent strategy. Future research should consider combining the
dynamics of technological progress and its path. Comparative advantage and competitive advantage should not only stay in a static
comparative paradigm.
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