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Import Sructure and Technological Progress:
Empirical Evidence from China

Zhao Linhai ,Ye Lingli
(Business School ,Huagiao University ,Quanzhou Fujian 362021 ,China)

Abstract : Aiming at the research problem that whether import can cause technology spillover and then promote technological progress or the
increase of productivity ,this paper establishes the indexes about import structure and the indexes about technological progress,and makes the
co-integration analyss and the Granger causality test for mutual effects between import structure and technological progress. The empirica re-
sults show that :the import of capital goods and intermediate goods have long-term stable promotion on technological progress;there exists tech-
nological spillover in Chindsimport ,and the technological spillover effect of intermediate import goodsis stronger ,but there doesrit exist mutual
causal relationship between import structure and technological progress,and a virtuous circle between the improvement of trade structure and
technologica progress haverit been formed. Based on the above conclusons,it putsforward three relevant policy suggestions that are strengthe-
ning foreign trade and making full use of technology transer , combining technological innovation and technology transer , and replacing tarriff

protection by competition support.

Key words: import structure;technological progress;technology spillover ;co-integration; Granger causality
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