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Determinants of Export in Chinese Local Manufacturing Firm

Liu Zhibiao' and Zhang Jie"

(& Business School of Nanjing University; b: Renmin University of China)

Abstract; With the questionnaires from 342 local companies we conclude that intra product division enterprise s size and location
have positive effects on China s manufacturing companies  export competitiveness while there is no such crucial mpact from other
factors strengthened by dassical trade theory such as technology mnovation, human capital and capital intensity. In the context of
China s economic transformation, institutional factors play an important role on local companies’ expansion of export which shows
itself in the promotion to smalkscaled companies’ export. China s local enterprises have an advantage in its conciliatory income of
so-called clustering effect a side effect of which is that they can also lock local enterprises in the bottom of industrial chain and
block their further improvement in export competitiveness ability..
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