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significant negative correlation between American economy and Chinese provincial economies while there is no relationship be—
tween Chinese economy and American state economies. The external economic correlations of high-income regions in both China

and the U.S. are relatively low which means their economic independence is higher than that of other regions.

Cooperation for Mutual Benefit: The Effect of China’s Aid on Recipients” Export Capacity
Yan Hongrong Zhang Xiaolu Huang Meibo( 95)

Based on the data of China’s aid and recipients” value of exports from the year of 2002 to 2014 the paper studies the effect
of China’s aid on recipients” export capacity to China. The paper shows that China’s aid improves the value of recipients” exports
to China. It can not only improve export capacity of the recipients but also meet China’s consumption demand. So it is cooperation
for mutual benefit. From this point of view China’s aid is effective. Through test for heterogeneity we find that China’s aid
mainly improves exports of middle—and low-technology products in manufacturing industry in which recipients may have compara—
tive advantage. It directly refutes some negative views about motives of China’s aid such as "resource plunder". In fact China“
s aid can improve the export capacity of African countries and the other countries especially middle— or low-income countries.
What’s more China’s aid to non-trade facilitation sectors instead of aid for trade( AfT) plays an important role on improving re—
cipients” export capacity to China. The mechanism test shows that China’s aid promotes the development of recipients” industry

and then improves their export capacity to China.

The Empirical Study of the OFDI’s Influence on the Home Country’s Status of GVC
Yu Haiyan Shen Guilong( 107)

The deepening division of GVC has brought new development opportunities to developing countries. Based on the data of 39
countries from 1995 to 2017 this paper empirically tests the OFDI"s influence on the home country’s status of GVC and draws
the conclusion that OFDI can affect the home country’s status of GVC. Then the sample is divided into developed countries and
developing countries and the test results show that the impact of OFDI from developed countries and developing countries on the
home country’s status of the GVC is different OFDI from developed countries can promote the home country’s status of GVC  but
OFDI from developing countries has two sides. Further empirical analysis of data from 16 industries in China from 2004 to 2014
shows that OFDI in China has positive impact on China’s status of the GVC but there is a crowding out effect between domestic
RD investment and OFDI and the increase of foreign dependence will also be detrimental to the promotion of China’s GVC sta—
tus. Finally this paper classifies China’s OFDI into five categories and finds that the OFDI of central enterprises and units can
best promote the increase of China’s GVC value as well as investment in developing countries can enhance the added value ca—

pacity of GVC  providing reference for the optimization of OFDI structure in China.

China’s Producer Services Opening Up and Manufacturing Global Value Chain Upgrading
Gu Xueqin( 121)

On the basis of constructing the theoretical model of service task outsourcing this paper analyzes the impact of China’s pro—
ducer services opening on the upgrading of manufacturing value chain and its influencing mechanism from the meso-macro level by
using the framework of total export accounting at the national and sectoral level WIOD database and China’s input-eutput table.
The empirical results show that the opening of producer services plays a significant role in promoting the upgrading of manufactur—
ing value chain. The mechanism analysis finds that producer services” opening-up improves the value chain status of manufactur—
ing industry by increasing the proportion of labor remuneration and working hours of skilled labor in manufacturing industry. Fur—
ther research shows that China’s producer services opening-up has a significant effect on promoting the upgrading of the middle

and low level value chain while it has no significant effect on promoting the upgrading of the high level value chain.

( »2020 3



