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SEOZE AT E A E iR (Hausmann 4, 2007), BATE 2% Hausmann %5 (2007)
B s ABGE P BRSO BI [R] T A%, A 1999 ~2001 4F 113 AN E % (XD 15
S 8E B AR (A2 GDP Bds ., MRIE= (14) g it 8 aflh = 509 PRODY 1850, %45



PEEAN REBELEBBHT T L « 27 .

AR A A BRI SRR S 24 (Hausmann 5§, 2007),

TERE S fRa @RS B0 T, S8 Kemeny (2011) fO7%E, FRATTHON = b R 2 24 B AN
BRI AS M > TR R A ™ SRR R R I 2 . BT PWTS. 0 %54 8 BT 4 44 1 5
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P R AR PR 38 L AR ALTTR py KL LB sl P . XLt R pa

@ van Kerm P., 2002, Tools for Income Mobility Analysis [R], Dutch-German Stata Users'Group Meetings.
@ Warnes G. R., 2014, gplots; Various R Programming Tools for Plotting Data [R/OL], http; //CRAN. R-
project. org/package = gplots; Wickham H., 2012, scales: Scale Functions for Graphics [R/OLJ, http: //CRAN. R-

project. org/package=scales.
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LA s, HIXAR A SRS
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Has China Fallen into the Comparative Advantage Trap?

Lu Wencong Xu Wei
(School of Management, Zhejiang University)

Abstract: The paper firstly proposes three theoretical interpretations for analyzing
“comparative advantage trap”. After calculating Lafay indexes and sophistication scores on
the basis of disaggregated trade flow data since 1987, we examine the evolution of compara-
tive advantages and sophistication of Chinese products, by introducing kernel estimation of
conditional density function and cumulative curves of lafay indexes to improve the distribu-
tion dynamics approach. The evidence shows that China has avoided being locked in the pro-
duction of low-tech products. Specifically, the mobility of Chinese comparative advantages is
extremely high compared with other countries. An increase in the number of industries with
intermediate lafay index value provides the evidence of trade diversification. In addition,
China has lost its original comparative advantages in products with low level of sophistication
but gained its comparative advantages in more sophisticated products.

Key Words: Comparative Advantage Trap; Distribution Dynamics Approach; Sophisti-
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