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Does the Chinese Enterprises Have “Export-Productivity Paradox” ?

—The Comparative Analysis Based on Different Trade State

ZHANG Kun' HOU Weizhong” LIU Lu’
(1. Economics School Jilin University Changchun 130012 China;
2. California State Universityd.ong Beach Long Beach 908404607 USA;
3. Changchun Central Subbranch The People’s Bank of China Changchun 130051 China)

Abstract: In recent years whether or not the Chinese manufacturing export enterprises have “productivity paradox” has
gradually become the frontier research of the trade behavior of Chinese enterprises and the conclusions are not entirely consist—
ent more disputes exit. This paper attempts to make a more comprehensive and in-depth study of this issue. This paper analy—
ses the total factor productivity accumulation distribution curve and linear empirical model of different trade state enterprises
and draws the following conclusions: from the linear model there is no “productivity paradox”; from accumulation distribution
curve the difference of productivity among Chinese manufacturing export enterprises and non-export enterprises is dynamic
which is influenced by the enterprise size external financing constraints enterprise age and ownership structure. At the same
time it is found that there is significantly positive correlation between the productivity and the export scale. Therefore the
problem that the Chinese manufacturing enterprises whether or not have “productivity paradox” should not be generalized.

Key words: productivity paradox; trade state; heterogeneous firms; Olley-Pakes; New-New trade theory



