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1 1980, 1990 1997
b b
“ o ”
1990 o
1 Krugman
1980—1984 1985—1989 1990—1994 1995—1997
A B C D B—A D—C D—A
0. 404 0. 384 0.421 0.559 —0.02 0.137 0.155
0.517 0. 484 0.516 0.5 —0.033 —0.016 —0.017
0.45 0. 429 0.48 0. 543 —0.021 0.062 0.092
0. 385 0. 362 0. 489 0.567 —0.023 0.077 0.182
0. 289 0. 282 0.31 0. 392 —0.008 0. 082 0.103
0. 357 0. 333 0. 388 0. 406 —0.025 0.018 0.048
0.433 0.403 0. 44 0. 475 —0.03 0. 035 0. 042
0. 269 0. 301 0. 345 0. 361 0. 031 0.015 0. 091
0. 364 0. 335 0. 388 0. 449 —0.029 0. 062 0.085
0.216 0.242 0. 329 0.437 0.025 0.108 0.221
0. 264 0. 326 0. 446 0.472 0.062 0.026 0. 209
0.272 0. 281 0.27 0. 356 0. 009 0. 086 0. 084
0.312 0.277 0. 328 0. 445 —0.035 0.117 0.133
0.523 0.482 0. 544 0.621 —0.042 0.077 0.097
0. 36 0. 327 0. 308 0.316 —0.033 0.008 —0. 044
0.316 0.3 0. 367 0.461 —0.016 0. 094 0. 145
0.483 0. 466 0.599 0.768 —0.017 0.17 0. 286
0. 297 0. 277 0.323 0. 352 —0.02 0.03 0.055
0.583 0.475 0. 487 0.615 —0.108 0.128 0.032
0.334 0.414 0.52 0. 647 0.079 0.128 0.313
0.533 0. 397 0. 454 0. 647 —0.136 0.193 0.114
0. 564 0.565 0. 622 0.732 0. 002 0.111 0.168
0.594 0. 544 0. 644 0.801 —0.05 0.157 0. 207
0.557 0.532 0.62 0. 747 —0.025 0.127 0.19
0.41 0. 368 0. 388 0.419 —0.042 0.031 0. 009
0. 305 0.292 0. 319 0.461 —0.013 0.142 0. 156
0. 45 0. 487 0.578 0. 688 0. 037 0.11 0.238
0. 493 0.611 0. 858 0. 968 0.118 0.11 0.476
0. 405 0. 392 0.456 0.543
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80 ; 90 R “u
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(Ge, 2003),
2
1980 1985 1990 1997 %)
A B C D (C—A)/A (D—0)/C (D—A)/A

0.2495 0.2433 0.2245 0.2902 —10.00 29. 24 16. 31
0.3407 0.2901 0.2319 0.2410 —31.94 3.95  —29.25
0.5157 0.5758 0.5915 0.7020 14. 68 18. 68 36.11
0.2652 0.2514 0.2842 0.3863 7.14 35. 93 45. 64
0.1391 0.1171 0.2654 0.4426 90. 74 66. 80 218.16
0.2341 0.2282 0.2905 0.4614 24. 08 58. 81 97.06
0.4250 0.4286 0.4587 0.4337 7.93  —5.44 2.06
0.2283 0.2021 0.2243 0.2455 —1.76 9. 46 7.53
0.2574 0.2292 0.2508 0.2598  —2.57 3.61 0.94
0.2025 0.1875 0.1648 0.2327 —18.62 41. 21 14. 91
0.5206 0.5327 0.5413 0.5956 3.98 10.03 14. 40
0.6581 0.5979 0.5958 0.4933  —9.47 —17.21 —25.05
0.2234 0.2111 0.1681 0.2203 —24.77 31.02 —1.43
0.1577 0.1899 0.1943 0.2380 23. 26 22.45 50. 94
0.5839 0.5136 0.3865 0.4171 —33.81 7.91  —28.57
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1980 1985 1990 1997 %)
A B C D (C—A)/A (D—C)/C (D—A)/A
0.3663 0.2852 0.2971 0.4652 —18.88  56.58  27.02
0.2822 0.2432 0.2507 0.2923 —11.17 16. 59 3.57
0.1335 0.1300 0.1411 0.2104 5.68 49.12 57. 60
0.3436 0.3615 0.3327 0.4016 —3.18 20.72 16. 89
0.1502 0.1427 0.1406 0.1865 —6.35 32.67 24. 24
0.1606 0.1544 0.1603 0.2427 —0.17 51. 35 51.10
0.3343 0.3280 0.3376 0.4197 0.99 24. 31 25.54
0.1995 0.2328 0.2135 0.3076 7.01 44.08 54.18
0.3309 0.3886 0.4221 0.6012  27.55  42.44 81. 67
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1980 1990 1997
1980 1
# 1990 0.682" 1 11
1997 0.536 0.964 ™
1980 1
#® 1990 0.933" 1 9
1997 0.733" 0.900™
1980 1 8
#® 1990 0.952" 1
1997 0.952™ 0.952™
. xx % 1% 5% .
4 (6) ) 80
90 . B .
.
4
B
1980—1990 —0. 315 0.028 0.020 —3.88 —53.09 49. 20
19901997  —0.168 0.036 0.022 21. 96 —30.76 52.73
1980—1997 —0. 546 0. 050 0. 036 17.23 —79.41 96. 64
6).(7) B
1980—1997 , 79.41%,
96. 64 % , 17.23%., 80 .
53.09%, (49.02%) ,
3.88%, . . .
. . (1 3)
. 90 30.76 %, 52.73%
. 21.96%.
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Ellison and Glaeser (1999) . Midelfart-Knarvik et a/. (2000)

Overman et al. (2000) (Interaction)

16 “ ”»
N .

“ ”»

In(S, ) =aln(Pop,) + 0ln(Man,)

+ 20BLIO0L — D GLTL —«liD +ey (8)
Pop, Man,; , ;
sl =0 iav 0 BLJ] 5
il «lj] . ,
K>y 3
Y
. BLjJ , (
K) ( 12, ;
(Midelfart-Knarvik et al. ,
2000) ,
8Ly ) Sanguinetti ~ Volpe Mar-
tincus (2004) “ ” (LSDV) o
S [0,1],
o Logistic (Bai et al. , 2004)
(—oo,+00), In(S,/(1=S, D", & A
In(S, /(1 =S, = >R 1yLi 1=l +0. +4, +e,. (9
) (9 . 5
16 Ge(2003)
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5
AgrA GDP
HumE “
NatrlE ( )P
DMP 5
Industry ( )
Road
FMA 5
Gov sDP
HinD 1, 0
Agrl
Huml
Natrll
FinalD ¢
EconS ( /)
Interl
InterS
Trade
FDI
PrtTax
SOE
X (AgrAX AgrD 1
X (HumEX HumD 1
(NatrlE X NatrlD 1
X (DMP X EconS) 2
(Road X EconS) 2
(Industry X InterD 3
X (DMP X FinalD) 4
X (Industry X InterS) 4
X (FMA X Trade) 5
X (FMA XFDD 5
(GovXPrtTax) 6
X (GovX SOE) 6
;a. 1983 6 s
b. N . .
(1985 1980 1980 ,1990,1995
1978 Do
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C ) N
6 1995 o
6 1995
AgrA 0.216 0. 239 0. 382 0.032 0. 089
HumE 0. 135 0.122 0. 354 0. 057 0. 069
NatrlE 0. 060 0.043 0. 254 0. 0002 0. 056
DMP 22.017 19. 663 61.467 5. 357 11.596
Industry 1. 043 0.718 3.952 0. 049 1. 021
Road 0. 275 0. 246 0.741 0.021 0. 184
FMA 0. 501 0. 190 3. 339 0.025 0.726
Gov 0. 057 0.053 0.092 0.033 0.016
Agrl 0. 066 0. 030 0. 349 0. 000 0.108
HumlI 0. 064 0. 058 0.115 0. 034 0.022
Natll 0.035 0.008 0.329 0.001 0. 066
FinalD 0. 241 0.173 0. 624 —0.003 0.193
EconS 0. 207 0. 159 0.777 0. 058 0.161
Interl 0. 480 0.532 0. 625 0.216 0.121
InterS 0.421 0. 399 0.761 0. 147 0.192
Trade 0. 220 0.198 0.412 0.062 0. 099
FDI 0.210 0.227 0. 457 0.010 0.108
PrtTax 0. 095 0.073 0. 600 0.024 0.108
SOE 0.203 0. 155 0.752 0.068 0. 140
, (Endogeneity) ,
b o
b b
;
b o
, (OLS) o
; (TSLS)

,

1982
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o

7 1995 ,
A4—AS5, A7T—A8, A9—A10. All—Al12, Al3—Al4
0.7 ( ) ,
( 6),
9
A9—A10  Al3—Al4
7 —1995

Al A2 A3 Ad A5 A6 AT A8 A9 Alo  All  Al2 Al3
A2 —0.17 1.00
A3 —0.15 0.06 1.00
A4 0.08 0.26 0.09 1.00
A5 0.02 0.35 0.06 0.87 1.00
A6 0.35 0.18 —0.21 0.28 0.23 1.00
A7 —0.23 0.09 —0.01 0.26 0.20 0.21 1.00
A8 —0.22 0.12 0.07 0.35 0.27 —0.05 0.88 1.00
A9 —0.20 0.43 —0.05 0.28 0.31 0.35 0.45 0.34 1.00
A10 —0.14 0.34 —0.11 0.14 0.18 0.36 0.42 0.33 0.84 1.00
A1l 0.43 0.15 0.00 0.55 0.57 0.29 —0.15 —0.13 —0.03 —0.08 1.00
Al2  0.49 0.27 —0.13 0.44  0.48 0.34 —0.15 —0.11 0.0l —0.02 0.83 1.00
A13  0.50—0.11 —0.08 0.00 —0.12 —0.04 —0.44 —0.38 —0.38 —0.38 0.44 0.52 1.00
Ald 0.46—0.09 0.00 0.15 0.02 0.0l —0.33 —0.30 —0.28 —0.28 0.63 0.50 0.86

:Al= AgrA X Agrl; A2 = HumE X Huml; A3 = NatrlE X Natrll; A4 = DMP X EconS; A5 = Road X
EconS; A6 =DMP X FinalD; A7 = Industry X Interl; A8 = Industry X InterS; A9 = FMA X Trade ; A10 =FMA X
FDI; All1=Gov X PrtTax ; A12=Gov X SOE; A13= Gov X PrtTax X HinD; A14 = Gov X SOE X HinD

)
8
21
b
White
19 R
201985 A4—A5 A7T—AS8

211985

0.

1985

86  0.76,

1995
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s (
) ,
(80 )3
, CI
’
) , 1995 (5)
b
b ’ (
) « 7 A9—AI10
0.84), o
( N , 2004), Ge (2003) o
8
1985 1995
(@8} (2) (@D (2) (3) 4) (5)
AgrA X Agrl 8.281* 7.216™* 9.631**  6.495*  9.512* 4.546 7.841%
(2.089) (2.014) (3.358) (2.917) (3. 464) (3.101) (3.122)
HumE X Huml 4. 982 6.518  53.522** 58.714** 52.927* 67.060* 73.838""
(30.859) (31.914) (19.958) (19.775) (20.373) (19.229) (19.321)
NatrlE X Natll 65. 907 67.290* 26.827** 26.327** 26.331** 25.431* 21.800*"
(15.995) (17.671)  (9.267) (9. 303) (9.259) (9.298) (9.587)
DMP X EconS 0. 072 —0.001  0.024  —0.001  0.021
(0.036) (0.019) (0.018) (0.019) (0.017)
Road X EconS 1.484 2.690"
(1.034) (1.374)
DMP X FinalD —0.061 —0.037 —0.002  0.003  —0.002  0.006 —0.006
(0.041) (0.045) (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) (0.012) (0.016)
Industry X Inter] ~ — 1. 291 0.966%  0.784%* 0.976%*  0.792*
(1.062) (0.231) (0.228) (0.234) (0.226)
Industry X InterS 1.667* —0.050
(0.929) (0.184)
FMAX Trade ~ 0.562%  0.448  1.304** 1.114** 1,294 1,007 0. 463
(0.232) (0.226) (0.362) (0. 343) (0.363) (0.347) (0. 347)
FMAXFDI 1,995
(0.411D)
Gov X PrtTax 36.570*  36.771* 19. 755
(17.049) (18.198) (28.447)
Gov X PrtTax X HinD 44.335™ 13.159
(18.857) (21.874)
GovX SOE 10. 425
(20.207)
Gov X SOEX HinD 41,233 33.119™
(12.480)  (10.634)
? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
R? 0. 760 0.758 0. 813 0. 818 0.813 0. 820 0.824
S. E. 0. 669 0.671 0.701 0.692 0.702 0. 687 0.681
Schwarz 2.506 2.512 2. 600 2.573 2.601 2.559 2.557
700 700 700 700 700 700 700
LN * 1%.5% 10% s .S, E.

°
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(GOV X SOE X HinD) ( 7 Al3—Al4  0.86
)c 90 “ ” .
. 1985
; 1995 . 90
8 .
80 , 90
90 .
1995 1% 5% ,
1985 ( ) , 1985
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9
1985 1995
(D (2) D (2 (3) 4) (5)
AgrA X Agrl 7.4427% 6,519 17,204 9.670** 18.201"* 7.379* 9.912*
(2.261) (2.215) (4.624) (3.346) (5.169) (3.594) (3.916)
HumE X Huml —29.205 —27.120 47.174* 59.738** 41.031* 70,383 77.377**
(30.047) (30.990) (20.773) (20.144) (22.624) (19.644) (19.825)
NatrlE X NatlI 67.030* 68,751 28.823** 28.288** 26.584** 28.141* 25,022*
(15.002) (16.888) (9.528) (9.363) (9.767) (9.51D) (9.957)
DMP X EconS 0.069~ 7.55E—06 0.032" 0.002 0.027
(0.036) (0.018) (0.018) (0.018) (0.017)
Road X EconS 1. 468 3.261*
(1.052) (1.328)
DMP X FinalD —0.030 —0.005 0. 005 0.009 0.006 0.011 0.002
(0.041D) (0. 046) (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) (0.012) (0.015)
Industry X Interl —1.639 0.783** 0.726™  0.753" 0.768 "
(1.080) (0.279) (0.249) (0.293) (0.249)
Industry X InterS 1.795* 0.011
(0.980) (0.181)
FMA X Trade 0.529 0. 389 1.243* 0.962" 1,257  0.844™ 0.319
(0. 247) (0.247) (0. 383) (0. 348) (0. 383) (0.353) (0.347)
FMA X FDI 1,992+
(0.421)
GOV X PrtTax 66.972 65,050 65. 048
(17.920) (18.473) (49.289)
GOV X PrtTax X HinD 53.266 19. 423
(19.057) (22.139)
GOV X SOE 49.293
(37.308)
GOV X SOE X HinD 47,375 36,236
(12.833) (12.191)
? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
R? 0.757 0.756 0. 810 0. 817 0. 809 0. 820 0. 823
S. E. 0.672 0.674 0.707 0.693 0.709 0. 688 0.682
700 700 700 700 700 700 700
CESINEC 1%.5% 10% , ,S. E.
, 9
1985 (2 FMA X Trade ,
o b
o , 1985
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( ) 5
{ ) (
, 1989—1998 GDP 1978
1987, 1992 1995 .
(2) . (§
Vs GDP 1978 \
( ) o
s ( . )
(3) . 1982 . 1990
1995 1% ( . 1988,
1992, 1997 ) ( ., 1989, 1993, 1998 ),
2.
(1 , (B6—DB11)
(B12), N . (D44) (D45) .
(D46) ,
) 25 ( 3,
(2) s s (
), 1988 . )
. . 28 (
)y 11 .
9 . 8 .
(3 ( ) o
. . 90
3.
19801997 . ,
(C33) (C43), 25 1
C13/14 ( . C13
Cld); 2. Cl5; 3. C16; 4. C17 (
); 5. C18 ( ); 6.
. . C19; 7 NN C20; 8.
C21; 9 C22; 10. €23 (
) 11, C24; 12 €25 (
. ) 13. C26 (
)5 14, €27 ( )5 15, 28 (
22 1997 s { » s
s 1998 (Ge, 2003),



) 16. C29; 17. C30; 18. C31
( )5 19 C32;
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Foreign Trade, Local Protectionism and
Industrial Location in China

Jiunr Huane Kunwanc Li
(Nankai University)

Abstract We find in this paper that, geographical changes of industrial bases of the
1980s had leaded to a slight drop in the extent of specialization and location imbalance, but
the 1990s had seen the deepening of specialization and the acceleration of the location imbal-
ance. The geographical advantage of trade is found to have a significant impact on the location
patterns, and the effects of local protectionism are confined to the hinterland in the 1990s.
The role of comparative advantage in shaping industrial location is evident, and some predic-
tions derived from the new economic geography also find supporting evidence.
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