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a

(1) LD (2) LD (3) LD (4) DGMM  (5) SGMM
HEXS 0.6325™%  0.4293™  0.276 1™ 0.017 0™ 0.018 6™
(0.0168)  (0.0157)  (0.0091)  (0.0022)  (0.00009)
EXS 0.891 8%  0.033 1™ 0.0320™ 0.0426™ 0.046 5
(0.0201)  (0.0204)  (0.0117) (0.0132)  (0.014 1)
LP 0.090 8™ 0.076 5  0.0534™  0.046 9
(0.0076)  (0.0043) (0.0010) (0.0023)
EMP 0.104 8™  0.1193™  0.104 1™ 0.104 2™
(0.0044)  (0.0026) (0.0097)  (0.0048)
CAP 0.39597*  0.046 8™  0.054 8™  0.084 4™
(0.007 1)  (0.0042) (0.0125)  (0.0027)
FSH 0.198 4™ 0.016 8"  0.020 6™  0.040 2™
(0.0125)  (0.0075) (0.0048) (0.001 6)
AGE 0.0005  0.0024™ 0.0047%* 0.003 6™
(0.0006)  (0.0004)  (0.0012)  (0.0009)
L.1d 0.469 87 0.302 6™
(0.028 4)  (0.0342)
_cons 3.270 97 ~0.690 97 0.729 97 0.986 4%  0.580 6
(0.0277) (0.0534) (0.0419) (0.0399)  (0.008 3)
n 56 249 56 205 56 205 43 246 43 246
R? /Hansen 0.103 9 0.240 4 0.763 1 0.319 0.380
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N N N o GMM
GMM Hansen 0.1
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4
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
LD LD
H o ( World o -
0.254 0 0.054 0
Bank) OECD (0.0354)  (0.0198)
> OECD HEXS 0.0022  0.046 9™ 0.068 5™
(0.0353) (0.0149) (0.0118)
EXS 0.285 8™ 0.0922**  0.0436 0.0169  0.054 4
(0.0204)  (0.0117) (0.0417) (0.0165) (0.017 6)
1 LP 0.0933%* 0.0762**  0.0031 0.069 6™ 0.087 4™
0 4 (1) . (0.0077)  (0.0043) (0.0178) (0.0064) (0.006 2)
EMP 0.112 3™ 0.1193™*  0.141 3™ 0.121 1™ 0.121 6™
(2) (1) (0.0045) (0.0043) (0.0097) (0.0038) (0.0037)
° CAP 0.4120™F  0.046 2™ 0.103 4™ 0.012 1™ 0.028 2™
(0.007 1)  (0.0042) (0.0196) (0.0065) (0.0057)
FSH 0.177 4™ 0.0202 0.136 0™  -0.0133  0.036 0™
(0.0126)  (0.0075) (0.0112) (0.0168) (0.005 7)
AGE 0.0005  0.0024™* 0.0025" 0.0029"* -0.0025™
(0.0007)  (0.0004) (0.0007) (0.0009) (0.000 5)
_cons ~0.856 4™ 0.810 8™ 0.728 9™ 0.6328** 0.764 9™
’ (0.0617) (0.0452) (0.1553) (0.0606) (0.0639)
n 56 205 56 205 2919 26 712 28 048
R2 0.2310 0.763 1 0.709 8 0.753 5 0.772 9
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(1) (2) (3) (4)

] WTO HEXS 0.0263°  0.0467°  0.0141°  0.059 8%
(0.0110)  (0.0165)  (0.0069)  (0.019 1)

) EXS 0.074 1™ 0.076 3%  0.0069  0.003 6
(0.0141)  (0.0212) (0.0123)  (0.022 1)
. P 0.078 3%  0.0725**  0.0514**  0.036 6™
5 o (0.0051)  (0.0082)  (0.0045)  (0.008 4)
N EMP 0.116 8%  0.124 8™ 0.0723™* 0.172 6™
(0.0030)  (0.0049)  (0.0029)  (0.0047)
CAP 0.046 2% 0.048 7%  0.0348**  0.071 7"
(0.0049)  (0.0079)  (0.0043)  (0.008 1)

’ FSH 0.0196°  0.0080  0.0212%  0.0355°

(0.0088)  (0.0143)  (0.0076) (0.0148)
AGE 0.0025*  0.002 1%  0.0001  0.004 3

(0.0004)  (0.0007)  (0.0004)  (0.0006)
_cons 0.740 0 0.7542°%  0.979 6** 0,233 3%
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(1) (2) (3)

HEXS 0.022 1% 0.0116*  0.030 1™

’ (0.0057)  (0.0050)  (0.009 2)
HEXS x INNOVA 0.029 2™

(0.007 6)
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FSH 0.033 7  0.0189" 0.0155"
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o (0.0003)  (0.0004)  (0.000 4)
_cons 2.775 2% 0.385 4™  0.726 0
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Export and Internal Wage Scissors in Enterprise:
The Impact of Export Destination
DU Weijian LI Mengjie
( School of Economics Shandong Technology and Business University Yantai 264005 China)

Abstract: This paper introduces the characteristics of consumer heterogeneity into the framework of monopolistic compe—

tition theory and examines the impact of export destination on the wage gap between skilled and unskilled workers. On this

basis we systematically investigate the impact of export on wages scissors between skilled and unskilled workers from the per—

spective of export destination with the matched data of industrial enterprises and Chinese Customs during 2000—2007. The

results show that the improvement in proportion of export to high-income destination will increase the relative demand for

skilled workers and eventually expand internal wages scissors. Furthermore the service cost and quality upgrading is the im—

portant way through which export destination choice has impact on wages scissors.

Key words: export; destination market; wage gap; service cost; quality upgrading



