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Evolution of Relationship between Producer Services and M anufacturing:

From “Demand Dependence” to “Development Leading”
XUAN Ye HU Xi

( School of International Economics and Trade Nanjing University of Finance and Economics Nanjing 210023 China)

Abstract: From development experience of developed economies in the world the relationship between producer service

" stage the “mutual support” stage and the

industry and manufacturing industry has experienced the “demand dependence”
“development lead” stage. The reason for this evolutionary trend of the relationship between them mainly due to the deepening
of social division of labor the change of market competition and the change of value creation methods. In order to give full play
to the leading role of the producer service industry in the development of the manufacturing industry and to realize the transi—
tion of productive service industry from passive supply to creative supply it is necessary to change the concept and create an in—
dustry-led atmosphere to cultivate leading enterprises and give play to the demonstration role of industry leadership to have
innovation driving and enhance the endogenous power of industry leadership and to reverse manufacturing deep penetration and

enhance the leading ability of the production service industry.

Key words: producer service industry; manufacturing industry; demand dependence; mutual support; development leading



