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Kleibergen—Paap rk LM

o

o

Kleibergen—Paap rk Wald F

5
EM M InImport EM M InImport
(1 (2) (3) (4) (%) (6)
InIPR2 0. 260 -0.001 3.176™ 0. 246 ™ -0.002 3.394 %%
(0.030) (0.001) (0.195) (0.036) (0.002) (0.250)
CDP 0. 079 0. 006" 0.161™** 0. 075 0. 005 0.234**
(0.013) (0.003) (0.077) (0.014) (0.004) (0.101)
FREE 0. 147* 0. 007 2. 400 0. 139* 0. 008" 2,288
(0.064) (0.004) (0.443) (0.063) (0.005) (0.420)
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(0.020) (0.002) (0.108) (0.021) (0.001) (0.107)
InDIS -0.119™ 0. 002 2.835%* | -0.111" 0. 000 2.717%
(0.058) (0.003) (0.697) (0.059) (0.003) (0.732)
BOR 0. 550 0. 007" 11.456 % 0. 565 0. 003 11. 601
(0.094) (0.004) (1.378) (0.098) (0.004) (1. 466)
WTO 0.036" 0. 003" 0.342 0.034 0. 003" 0.220
(0.020) (0.001) (0.252) (0.021) (0.001) (0.267)
WaI 0. 022 -0.005*%| -0.324" 0. 020 -0.004 ™| -0.131
(0.031) (0.002) (0.167) (0.032) (0.001) (0.168)
0.711 -0.024 -26. 1547 0. 663 -0. 005 —25.2327%
(0.521) (0.024) (6.588) (0.532) (0.023) (6.903)
Kleibergen—Paap rk LM 180. 202 180. 202 180. 202
0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
Kleibergen-Paap rk 738. 060 738. 060 738. 060
Wald F {16.38} {16. 38} {16. 38}
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EM M InImport EM M InImport EM M InImport
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)

PR 0. 460 ™| -0. 002 4.296™| 0.153" | 0.002 2,320 0.020 |-0.014™"| 2.211™

t (0.050) |(0.002) |(0.335) |(0.090) | (0.001) |(0.670) | (0.018) |(0.005) | (0.206)

GDP 0.696 -0.025" | 3.080™%| -2.435™ 0.010 |-5.612 0.020™% 0.005 | -0.037
(0.121) |(0.015) |(1.136) |(0.731) | (0.009) |(5.581) | (0.006) |(0.003) | (0.059)

FREE 0. 085 0.004 1.610° 0.222 | -0.005 3,411 | 0.141° 0.026" 2,243
(0.088) |(0.004) |(0.599) |(0.202) | (0.006) |(1.494) | (0.050) |(0.014) | (0.448)

_— -0.010 0.007™| 0.095 | -0.108™% -0.001 |-0.056 0.037 | -0.001 0.353™
(0.028) |(0.002) |(0.150) |(0.032) | (0.002) |(0.259) | (0.027) |(0.003) | (0.149)

1DIS 0.239™| 0.002° | 1.623™| -0.192 0. 004 3.898 -0.029 | 0.346°"| 14.999™

" (0.050) |(0.001) |(0.207) |(0.125) | (0.003) |(1.149) | (0.114) |(0.046) | (0.966)

0 0. 848 ™| 0.005 6.626™| 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | -0.059 | 0.540""| 23.727°
(0.090) |(0.004) |(0.488) (0.184) |(0.070) | (1.480)

WTO 0.015 0.001 0.644™ | 0.048 | -0.001 |-0.428 0.000 | 0.000 0. 000
(0.020) |(0.002) |(0.286) |(0.048) | (0.001) |(0.339)

Wel 0.038 |-0.002 0.045 | -0.012 0.000 |-0.734 | -0.062" |-0.026"%| -0.876™"
(0.043) |(0.001) |(0.187) |(0.043) | (0.000) |(0.546) | (0.037) |(0.008) | (0.301)
—2.4787* -0.018™ |-12.263™*| 1.516 | -0.034 |-35.488**| 1.090 |-3.116""126.697™
(0.479) |(0.009) |(2.217) |(1.093) | (0.024) |(10.267) | (1.085) |(0.429) | (9.067)

448 448 448 128 128 128 368 368 368

R’ 0.893 0.958 0.937 0.936 0.975 0. 944 0.936 0.971 0.973
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EM 0. 256 0. 165 0. 2557 0. 285 0. 236 0. 1897
(0.032) (0.027) (0.021) (0.040) (0.028) (0.024)
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(0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002)
3.613™ 4. 000 ™ 3.8117™ 2. 689" 2.920™ 4. 1247
InImport
(0.314) (0.291) (0.264) (10.230) (0.306) (10.265)
915 918 928 943 939 929
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Analysis of the Impact of Intellectual Property Protection on the
Dual Margin of Technology—-intensive Product Import in China
SUN Yuhong YU Meiyue WANG Ai

( School of International Economics and Trade Dongbei University of

Finance and Economics Dalian Liaoning 116025)

Abstract: The import of technology—intensive products plays an important role in a
country’s economic growth and export trade. Existing literature shows that improving the
level of intellectual property protection can promote the import of technology —intensive
products in middle—income countries but there is a lack of research on the growth path
and structural decomposition of imports. Based on the theory of enterprise heterogeneity
with HS 6—digit trade data from 2002 to 2017 this paper calculates the binary marginal
value of Chinas technology—intensive product imports and tests the impact of intellectual
property protection on it. The results show that the promotion of intellectual property rights
on China’s import of technology —intensive products comes from the growth of extensive
margin rather than intensive margin. By country IPR protection will significantly promote
China’s import of technology —intensive products from emerging economies developing
countries and developed countries and the promotion effect will decrease in turn. In terms
of product categories the influence of intellectual property protection on the import binary
margin of various technology—intensive products is different.

Keywords: Intellectual Property Protection; Technology—intensive Product Import;

Intensive Margin; Extensive Margin
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