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FDI Export Spillover :Mechanism Analysisand Empirical Study with Typical Industry

Zhao Wei ,Chen Wenzhi
(School of Economics,Zhejiang University , Hangzhou 310027 ,China)

Abstract : Demonstrating and modeling three typesof FDI export spilloversincluding export information spillover efect ,competition effect and
demonstration effect ,this paper anayses the mechanism of FDI export spillover effects Then it extends the research model from the firm-level
to the industry-level and putsforward some theoretical hypotheses Empirical test with the data of China High- Tech industry isfollowed Panel
data estimation shows that competition effect and demonstration effect are positive and significant ,and the R &D capability of domestic firmsis
influential. At the same time ,export information spillover effect is sgnificantly negative ,contraring to the theoretical hypothese ,which may be
explained by the development stage of Chinese High- Tech firms Finaly ,it provides some policy suggestions

Key words: FDI; export spillover ; High- Tech industry
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