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Determinants of Quality of Export Products: An Empirical

Study Based on A Cross-countries Panel Data

LI Huaijian' SHEN Kunrong’
(1. School of Business Jiangsu Normal University Xuzhou 211116 China;
2. School of Business Nanjing University Nanjing 210093 China)

Abstract: In the field of economic growth the importance of quality of export products has increased in the recent

years. It affects not only a country’ s export updating and export competition but also has an important effect on a country’

s economic growth. This paper makes some assumptions about the determinants of quality of export products. With a model of

quality differentiation we analyze the different factors. By using a cross—country panel data over the 1996—2009 periods from

UN data we find that research and development and physical capital have a significantly positive effect on quality of export

products  but the effect of human resource is not clear. In different countries the effect of factors of export products is differ—

ent,

the higher for a country’s income per capita the quality of export products depends more on the level of research and

development and physical capital; the lower for a country’ s income per capita it depends more on the level of physical cap—

ital

and the human resource captured by the primary education enrolment rate.

Key words: export products; research and development; product quality; quality upgrading; quality differentiation



