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How to break through the “double low —end lock” of Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei?
Research on industrial upgrading and economic growth effect

based on regional value chain
YUAN Jiagi BU Wei YANG Yuxia

( School of Economics and Management Beijing Jiaotong University Beijing 100044 China)

Abstract: The formulation and implementation of the Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei cooperation strategy has strengthened the
link between them. Based on the strategy the construction of regional value chain can effectively break through the “double
low-end lock” in the national value chain and the global value chain. The paper firstly uses the inter-regional input-output
table to confirm that the Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei region is in a “double low-end lock ” position; secondly it analyzes the
mechanism of constructing regional value chain through Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei regional integration indicating that the site has
the conditions for constructing the regional value chain; finally the paper analyzes its regional connections from three aspects
of economy transportation and politics and builds a regional value chain based on it. A model of simultaneous equations is
established by using the monthly data of 41 months from January 2014 to May 2017 of Beijing Tianjin and Hebei Province
and the industrial upgrading and economic growth effect of the regional value chain of Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei is tested. The
results show that the Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei regional value chain based on regional linkages formed after the coordinated
development policy can promote economic development and industrial upgrading and the effect of industrial upgrading in
provinces and cities with lower per capita GDP is more obvious; the impact of regional linkages on the economic development
of Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei industrial upgrading is achieved through technology spillovers in Beijing but the positive feedback
mechanism of technology spillovers needs to be further improved.

Key words: regional contact; regional value chain; economic growth; industrial upgrading; simultaneous equation model



