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Research on the evolution of global value chain cooperation model
and its influencing factors: empirical evidence based on China

and BRICS countries

ZHANG Zhiming' XIONG Hao® CHEN Xixi’

(1. School of Economics and Trade Guangdong University of Foreign Studies Guangzhou 510006 China;
2. Business School Beijing Normal University Beijing 100875 China;
3. School of International Trade and Economics Central University of Finance and Economics Beijing 100081 China)

Abstract: Speeding up global value chain cooperation is the key engine to promote the economic and trade cooperation
between BRICS. This paper constructs a three-dimensional integrated index system of value chain cooperation model from the
three perspectives of overall cooperation cooperation mode and cooperation depth respectively. We empirically observe and
study the evolution and influencing factors of value chain cooperation model between China and its BRICS partners. The study
shows that: (1) The trade cooperation between China and its BRICS partners has a feature of “value chain cooperation
oriented non-value chain cooperation as a supplement”; furthermore the bilateral value chain cooperation has a typical
“direct value chain cooperation oriented indirect value chain cooperation as a supplement” feature. In addition the China-
Russian value chain cooperation is more complex while others are relatively simple. (2) In terms of influencing factors in
addition to institutional quality differences and geographical distances political relations total output high-skilled labor ratio
and material capital differences and accession to the WTO have a significant impact on overall value chain cooperation. It
needs to be explained in particular that these conclusions could have a significant heterogeneity of value chain cooperation
mode value chain cooperation depth and industry.

Key words: BRICS; value chain cooperation; model evolution; influencing factors; industry heterogeneity



