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International Competition and Upgrading of China’s Exports” Quality
Gao Yue' Li Ronglin®
(1. School of Business Shandong University of Technology Zibo 255012 China;
2. School of Economics Nankai University Tianjin 300071 China)

Abstract: This paper reveals a kind of effect caused by the competition between the developing nations and the devel-

oped nations. It has an influence on the commodity quality and enhances the commodities” quality of both the developing na—

tions and the developed nations. For the developing nations this effect is related with the increase of the categories of high

quality commodities. This paper also makes an empirical study using Chinas export data. The main conclusions are the fol—

lowing - more developed a nation is that competes with a developing nation more quality improving the developing nation has;

for

can

the quality competing industries more severe the industries compete in the quality more quality improving the industry

get; for the price competing industries more severe the industries compete in the price less quality improving the indus—

try can get.

Key words: product quality; competition; heterogeneous firms; export; quality upgrading



