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0.9% 2011 2.1%: ( VS3) 1997—2002
2003 9.4% 2006 8.3% 2011
9.3%.
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VS1  0.001 4 0.001 2 0.001 3 0.001 0 VS1  0.002 6 0.004 4 0.005 7 0.005 1
VS2  0.004 2 0.003 0 0.003 1 0.002 8 VS2 0.009 9 0.011 6 0.012 2 0.012 0
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¥S1 0.0023 0.002 7 0.003 2 0.002 9 ¥S1  0.0020 0.003 3 0.004 1 0.003 7
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VST 0.002 8 0.003 7 0.004 4 0.004 1 VS1 0.002 1 0.003 4 0.004 2 0.003 8
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Producer service input vertical specialization and
productivity of equipment manufacturing industry
ZHAO Xia

( Gansu Business Development Research Center Lanzhou University of Finance and Economics Lanzhou 730020 China)

Abstract: This paper analyzes the effect of producer service ( import intermediate input for equipment manufacturing in—
dustry) and vertical specialization degree on productivity of equipment manufacturing industry. Based on decomposition of
vertical specialization into three specific forms ( international division division of domestic foreign invested enterprises and
division of domestic native enterprises) and the measurement of the degree of vertical specialization of subdivision industry of
the equipment manufacturing industry and producer service industry this paper theoretically investigates the influence mecha—
nism of productive service input on the productivity of equipment manufacturing and has it empirical tested with industry data
during 2001—2011. The results show that the vertical division of equipment manufacturing of domestic native enterprises is
more common than the international division as well as the divisions of domestic foreign invested enterprises. Compared with
domestic division of which the productivity effect is negative the deepening of international division benefits productivity im—
provement of the equipment manufacturing industry. Compared with other enterprises vertical divisions of state-owned enter—
prises have more significant effect on the improvement of productivity.

Key words: vertical specialization; intermediate product; producer service; equipment manufacturing industry; produc—

tivity



