ZEF.ESERUNBEFARFHRE

REEHUNBIARTHRE

Y

WE.RHaueBAMFLTEART HREARGE PR . BALINFREWMAE, TR
SNTRHBERGHBURA R G Hw EARAN TR ARSI, ERENESF R REALLKRZL
T ROBaaA b EZR AT ELZEHN  F oL K T HREZSFA LR o g REFAR
BAR B 8w H PR, TAH P AT AT AR 8 AR B AT AT R R B, AR B %
BTN BLER R AFERERANMANFTRAREBREZRABRES —RBEFRT 5L
R Rm, ZHLENRBY XA T HHR ARHRARSEFAFG O EEX— KB A,
N F @ EAT S B wA R A 6 %o A R BOR AL,

XEBIE A Hadvk BAMF et FHEFBE BREFHAE

5 8 BB 1R R T8 (welfare gains from trade liberalization) AH 3¢ SCHk 3= BT 55 52 5 I i 51
e — [ S BRI A B S Sl S O . 1B 52 5 BRE LA BR ) 1) kS [R5 285 SR A S W 5% 8 A% 0o 1) REE At 1) ol 445 4
NGy BRI A Z B R VI OCTE AL 58 W AUE ity 3157 5 BB /e 2% 57 PIHE ZE A58 42 58 BT
FENF R 25 FE B R B A B R R 2 % — E AR AR 2 . 20 gt 80 AE ALK, BL Krugman
(1979) AR BB 52 25 Bag 5| A 2B Wi 55 G T 35 4540 TF 46 SC T F O R 2R 3 K X fa A iy 2o, 21 ik
241, LA Melitz(2003) S A3 09580 8T 52 2 B0 13 B, =% FLIF 06 25 6 W00 5 B Pk b A7 AR R A 5
KR A TS 10 8 Fak B RN 5 5 B e 3 8 4 RO I ST TR A

ARG T IE 20 4FRMSE T 5 B AR AR R I A5 AR OGSOk . AR X BB ) Y, — 5 T
B 52 5 3R A Y D) SR 5T 1 Al O TR) 3k Aol B 1 30 1 E R 2 5 o — T T, N B A R Y i 5
D5 ¥ R M A B Ry 32 2 ) LUE A A o 3 B BR R 5 AR R B AR W2, H B E £ o0
o YT SCHR T R 2 48 A T AR A oY BRI T UL =AM R — R R S S S HE R
Sy B B F 75 (aggregate gains from trade) s 2 IR R WO A ML AT 2 % 52 5 14 2 48 ) e 15 1 3 58
BB W =128 52 5 18 R 10 45 Fih e R #5642 (sources of gains from trade), o, Xt 56 —~[a] @i
FE AN R A I AR A UTE — . X5 = AN R B8 £ 2 T WA A B . — 7 Tl 78 5
il 52 5 B YRR B o A R B 7R U, e AR RN I R G R S A A i A TR
e POV N AR A 1 TR . 5 — 7 T 0 R 2R g BRI RUHE B TR AL T B 4 R I AR g R R

AR SCHY EEE E AR - (138 BR E bR B2 2 SR RTUT O [ AR DG 58 S 1R B . = Tk Al % 3R
Gy W) AR R e 75 Je A 5% 02 [ A1 B2 5 2 B 0 AV 8 D PN 3 S 1) A 5 A X A D HLAE A3 BT AR R R
VSRR £ 5 TR R S . A SO B AN A SR, A S S R SR AR A A, () BE BB R
Dy ) S AR A A5, oA B A ke 50X S AR A i 45 109 5Tk 5 B A B LA LB B AR L 52 B ) i
5 A B A AR SR B G (R 0 T g RN i 1 FRBE R AL A AR R B R G A BE A B

 FEFLOLATEREEFF IR, WB L 250358, & F ¥4 :sally0569@sina. com, A2 A B Rt HF
AR B AR 2 FH R ARG T AR BT RT(20B]Y082), B E L FAAERGBAEL. XA R,
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THEAR 5 5 [l A0 48 ) B S AR W AT B T A% A R OGS AR M B 25 AR R e . (3) H AR B
A0 5 5 i A SCHR . e P R i A 2 SCHR A R R 2 U A A TR e s P B R R
(B Al 73 BT 4 SR 5 SR DA 3 B

—AGEENRUEME RS BEHANENAE

[ PR 52 2 BRAG LB AE A Wr & e, it Ak A B R S DA SR Jo P A ol A 352 O B il /) i 5 ) S Y L
“IH” B Sy B R 2R 1 S AR R T AR 7 A B I [ R R A SR AH S B W 8 DA Arkolakis 45 AR
R 7 E T IS AR 57 5 580 ) Al B 5% A7 22 S o (HL 2 3 26 57 ) 6 U A 205 7 55t B2 ) Uk 1Y) T
PN 2377 AR A i AR R T A5 BRI GIOU A Mk A7 S X BAR I BT AR F B B X LA Bernard , Melitz 4
AR A 27 35 TN TA A LA S A A ol g il 4 300 50 o 55 AR B L S3 )  AR) JT AR DR, DA I B AR R T A
RN

(—)HMEMAXMBEZEMNMNITE

AL M BR D Y ) O BE Al R R T AR N AH DG Y & Arkolakis et al(2008) , /RN BT 5
R0 ) T MR 5 A T R BT 5 R O R Bl T AN 2 S B ) T A R AR ISR UL A ATTAE 1986 — 1992
A 0] 5 307 35 B0 0 HOHE A 30 1 0 e 2 T Ok 1 BR 5 T A L AUF O A B 2 2% AR U A AH [] Y
B oy SRR SEBR ARG T O 5 S A AR W R Y B E T R S s . R X TR
A A RS 3B 3G 7 AR S A A S BT Al SRR AR B BT B S B A R BT AT Y 5 TH B G A
AH A

Arkolakis, Costinot & Rodriguez-Clare(fij % ACR,2012) fIfF o518 T ) 2 8 6 id ., 1%
ST — RN 2 ML IE s B2 5y K50 Y v i) AR A B 45 [R) R, 3 46 AR 410 % Armington (1969) FE84 |EK #51 7Y
(Eaton & Kortum,2002) ,Krugman(1979) 58 Fl Melitz(2003) #E R . BF 9845 R & B, G165 i S fi
YR IOUL 5 SCIar e AT A A R A AR e T A S8 1t — 2 7 0 S A A A BT 1 s
MBI AR s ZJ2 0 T A2 52 5y WA i 3 100 31k L (7 AR B2 2 3P, LA e RoR . ACR(2012) i) 32 8
REUIE - WA T A S [R] (A R B0 A 5 < 2 i 5 ) A 17 (1 4 R 0 DD AS 5 A5 700 U0 2 1 ) A% 8% i, 1R
B R [R) 8 [ P 77 it SR RN BE B SR e, DS AN AR RLKS P A S R R S Sy AR . B T, ACR
(2012) Ak B2 5 () SHOWE B it X 6 52 5 Pl i ) 38 L2 5ok B/ IR 2707,

5 Arkolakis 1 2 5 BF 53 HHBL A 42 45 : Atkeson & Burstein(2010) 7E 51 5 19 11 i i A 0] 25 {5 5%
TAIRSE T A B A BT A PR R e B A B B AR S A 20 S B A oMl R Y L R
T A5 (OO R S 7 A K i L 3 88 Rl 00 )22 T ) R R — [T 2 0 3 T AR A R 1 R SO AN B g, @
Burstein & Cravino(2015) 858 & 3K, %t T 45 2 149 52 5 15 4 Rl n] 48 B2 5 iUAS 1 A2 4k, 52 B GDP 1) 48
Te ANt S S B 7 2 A 28 AL 7E LT 58RI — R 9 5 5 R R B 6 O

()RR EMEMABSEHAITE

HeHlE ACR(2012) I E518 52 5 B S R JF AN 52 W 52 9 1) 2 Al 45 21 X SR 51 22 VI )iz SG TR
it

L st ACR(2012) % & 89 bt . ACR(2012) 2t 19 5 5 A A I O7 kR A nl A7 . 32 B2 K
1205 B AR RE S I 25 BV B F 8 (Edmond et al, 2015; Feenstra & Weinstein, 2017) ,{H iy T~ ™

DOACR(2012)¥f Armington(1969) 45 51 2 S fiY 3 S 4510 55 ik Oy * G 12k 52 5 B 2807, A Oy 33k 6 57 ) A8 R0 149l 2 LA
P9 A~ b AR B 4% 18 < Dixit-Stiglitz i 45 — B A4 77 R R MG B 2w P R EW A H G450, Fef, e
S R = A 75 L2 T 2 R SR A < BR G TA 5  R I R R AR A — AR B 05 s BE D J SR R CES,

@1fH Atkeson &. Burstein(2010) A S FAF L v 1) DU A~ i $2 7T RE 45 3 S0 71453 H 19 4538 2 A A (g 19 - AR Al 1
TEATN AL 5 Al B AR 72— 7 s 20 G th RO s B R AE R

®Burstein & Cravino(2015) %% 22 il £ %1 40 35 Armington(1969) £ % | EK 5 #  Krugman (1980) # % 1 Melitz
(2003) B
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W B LR S N D WE SR T B BE , FE S AR AR A — U EE [ S g AR BR g s R A
et JC AR LU R R L T R 3 B0 2y e A AR A . B ) R S A A B G B S T g
B 5y A8 A I A T S A7 7E D 22

(1)ACR(2012) A BRAIAK 52 2 A A . 52 Zp B SO08 56 il ] LS o DL A2 52 ) — [ 1% 48 1) ZKF
Ho— SRt e B O3 by B B AT 2352 Wi 8 WA 2R, 24 ] 742 B2 by AR T R I, 9% A A
b 22 B P43 B4R S T A 7 AR R A KO DT $R T — 8T Y 52 5 48 R 3 BR (Bernard et al, 2007
Melitz & Redding,2015), H. =, Wi 530% M G, 76 7] A28 A 34 (variable elasticity of substi-
tution, VES) R T 89 AT 42 BUA I (markup) 5846 T 52 55 — 1Ak B AR th 9 76 T, 5 R 3 1 — 1k
A A ] P AR S A 28 T g 108 7 i T B e 5 BT 37 4 30 28 W B 4 A A PR RIS A i SR — A A
SR A5 R T 7 A A9 R B %% R (Dhingra & Morrow, 2012 ; Holmes et al,2014),
= E ] B S AR O, 2 Al 1A AR 7 R A T e ) i B 5 3 B AR T B, AT
N A= 7 ) R 2 0 £ 7 Sl % A B AR R 35 (Costinot & Rodriguez-Clare,2014), KT DL E =&, Ui
W57 J5 1 A oMl Ay B it 1) 5 o A5 R 7 A () R R T A TR R AL SR RL , ACR(2012) XA B2 B i 12 O A
RE AR i 33k 26 A5 1k, , PRIt v BB AR Ay 52 5 4 A A4 5% g, ©

(2) ACR(2012) 58 b A AN 28 B AR B L B B . 57 ) 9L e A 8 A0 57 o A0 A ) BT A5 v e 3 O
TER @ ACR(2012) 45451 1 BUSE AT T A% 9 200 R 56 1, G SR %o 30 2 2% 0 S ol Ot 25 52 5 it gl &2
Wt 25 17 3 0 52 B A A8 Ak, DT AT g 5 8058 B A R 1 A6k 1 0 L S {22 [R] 1 3 22 (Meelitz & Red-
ding,2015) , RPN JRAOW )2 18 K 3R L A [ RS A T 9 52 5 sk T BB OF AN AR [R] 225 75 - B 8L A
AR IR 1) 52 S A3 250 FIRR X6 T 1] 722 52 oy JUAS 1) 52 o SR I 5 S A A8 28 i) 3 — 2D AR VO [ 1) 7 ot
RS FAS [F] 14 [ 52 e ) 728 50 50 AR o A BB ARIE ACR(2012) B9 %538 57 (Melitz &. Redding,2013)

2. WALE F Y e GAaa Al it SR . A SCHRGE B Armington (1969) 18 5 EK AU {f
R — AR AR, DL Krugman (1979 BERIAE Sy 8 —ARAEAY 94X 3% , 3f L BEJK # % (Bernard et
al,2003) 8% Melitz(2003) L B A= Sy 25 = AU R A A0 o 3 aed of = Q57 5 W28 o A5 A R L B 0T 5 T LA
BB AR R 2R o = AR S 5 AL 7 A 1 52 A R i O D AR B R0OUE R 3R X B2 ) A ) A
1) 52 ]

Balistreri et al(2011) A Armington(1969)#5#Y h Fe vl BF 5% A& PL, 24 41 3& Mk & B8 T B 50 % B, A4
77 A AR R O R 2SS KA Melitz(2003) B v 2345 > T AR R RN , 44 b X 1) A48 Ak 3547
B35 AR IR ZASE AL T N B 11 P A R A A R T A DR 24 2 AR A B A B BT AR A Y AR R BT A Y 4
5. Simonovska & Waugh(2014b) W58 & B, 7£ Armington %I | EK #15 BEJK F A, 24 51 5 it
P (] 2 B JR A AN RIS 7 A (1Y) 5 57 gy st A ) o (LA (] A A0 GO0 2 T A0 A 28 2 1) 485 X0 AN A [
W, 25 58 B2 by i RN OUL 2 T M o AN [R]85S B 5 R AN () 1) 52 g PR R A A I A . Ml ] 45 & ACR
(2012) $& 3 A9 2~ WP 58 2 BL L A = AMBERLrp AR R B 5 0 i 19 02 BEJK B8, fe iKY 2 Armington
(196D, Melitz & Redding(2015)#f Melitz(2003) #5 %1 5 ELAT B #i Ak 7= 56 43 A3 (19 [ 5t 4 ol A
R OPEAT 5 B, 5 FASE R (04 AR R A 9T R MR . 78 Melitz(2003) B v, B AR 52 B i AKE: L [F)
Jo i Ml 45 TR AR A5 1T 22 A A T B 5 LA A T D AR R K . Balistreri & Tarr(2020) £ — 44
B 10 AN HLK R 9 ASEBTT I 42 Bk 5 5 A %) Armington(1969) #E%  Krugman(1979) 15 Fl Melitz
(2003) A AT K A FE B o3 & 3 G K L 52 2 AR R BRI B 1 B —ER T R 1 B4 Al s 00 T 1Y

O IR ACR(2012) 4518 W T 5 i i A ZF i A 5 5 T4 . B Holmes et al(2014) 3\, RIMEE ¥ 52 5) i
LR 5 B WA T ek 2 3 a5 e G B AR T R AR R BT S,

@Simonovska & Waugh(2014a) ,Cheong et al(2020) #B5& I T 57 5 3 v 78 A 1148 A BT 45 iof A9 28 22 1k L A 1732 A
R T T AT T R 5 B L I Eaton & Kortum(2002) (45 1B AR T 1T 50 % » 33 8115 52 5 vh i 48 A1 B 4534 i 7
—A&

®Melitz & Redding(2015) H A AT X BRI AR 8 T ACR(2012) 5 LAY “ 58 1 51 5y B AL " I 05
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AP AEE Melitz (2003) 45 8 rf i KL 7F Armington (1969) B 51 v 8 /v, i 24 52 5y B A< 33 fin i
Melitz(2003) #5 B {14 4% A1) 2 5 B K » Armington(1969) 45 Bl i) 43 A 451 2 B /N o Armington(1969) f55 5l
T A B AU 45 Krugman (1979) BEAIRE A AR B 7500 ~ 9526 . X U B Melitz(2003) &AL b 4l Y
B 3R e BRSO BRI N T AR AT A L EE Krugman (1979) 468w iy 577 S ol 28 18K 458 10 of 4 ) i o5 o8
HEE,

BR T A AR BE, — SR F 5T L DAV 9% 8 R T DG TR BOWL R 3R X B 5 A R B R . Nigai (2016) LA
S BRI 2 RO AR TH 9 & BB AT W9 K B 2 52 5 U T B 15 06 IF AR R M 2 B A AL
£ 725 N 5 %R B S ARAE T8 A 11 % BT 1S . Bertoletti et al (2018) #fF 58 & BH . 76 A4 11 52 5 i 48
AN FF 5 T 2R 5 D e 1) A1 18 280G T B, PR kg g 407 i 24 1 Ml X6 T 35 1) S B B T A ol % T 3 1Y S A BB
TSR L 5 Sy A H Ak 0 A R A AR A AT I8 ST T — B T 1] 4 W] IR 4F (indirectly additive
preferences) Fl 5 JB P A Ml 9 28 W7 5 4 — M8 4 57 5 A Y L 4t T 60 Aol B B AL BE G LR R Y
SCH YR 5 S A R A A 2

(Z)RRECUHEFEZSHBESHASEHABITENZ N

TG H 5 BV Al 52 5 BRI, TG 5 WA 2R 4G 43 A1 78 BEAE FN S IE 43 BT o 5y T AR B, AT 46 K 22 51
SCHRZ: B Melitz(2003) B8 8Y , BB Al 28 7 IR N TE B R AT e .t T0A R 4601 nir kb
BACHRMEA AR NI IE 4 ACR(2012) #E I A X —HFE AR Z 5 B PE Al 52 5 BB T 23 77 A A R 1 8L
A

L ota Rt ot AkeE— AT 5 A, BRI R0 001 BRI AT B2 A 2L SOk 48 i ih R4 50 1
A REAR 47 b Jz e A b 2 72 38 45 A 14 S AR 8 (Combes et al,2012; Virkar & Clauset, 2014 ; Bee et
al,2017) , NI 22348 BB %8 . Axtell(2001) & U573 K A4 7= 43 #i (Zipf productivity distribu-
tion) AE U8 BT I B A A vh ol 1) SR A 7= 22 0 4IRS . Combes et al(2012) Fl Head et al(2014)
X ECIEZS (log-normal) /3 A R HE T4 AME R AYIEYE . Edmond et al(2015) % F“ A RIL” 01 &
2 Hrb Al Y AR 7 3 el T ) I 9 53 AT N A3 R SR A5 2 3 WA 23 0l DA A A ] JEIR 2 4
AR PR AN R 46 0 A1 R R

2. FRMALGEFRSAHBERLTH MR HAAGTHE ., LT HF RS A A 5= 255 E
AR AR B2 5 AR RIS R X — ) R A

58 ACR(2012) 4518 19 S LAMH FRFC 70 A g i $2 . 24 4 iR B (4 52 ) s v AR [ 1)L 557 TH 52 5
AU 2 A A ] 08 A R T 453X — 18 W LA Al 28 77 58 i BN A R 46 43 A1 Sy 25 8, 78 HoA o3 A 5 AF R L X —
4518 7T BB A UL Y (Arkolakis et al,2008) 4 AE 7 A2 W SR 4T 53 A I, Aol 53 B Al i 23 S BOR
BN A 55 #5 Al (Nguyen & Timoshenko,2017)@,

HW AR A 7= R A T2 T 77 B 0 R 5 kIR AE 7E 22 5 . Bee & Schiavo(2018) X% A [] 4=
AR T B B D A R HEAT L BSAIE S e B A R i A 1 RS LA B [ B B AR 5 AT AR B B AR 1Y
AN B BV AR A T AR AR PR TR AT AR A A B ik, B B AR — o A 2 SR Y. Di Gio-
vanni & Levchenko(2013) A8 T 55 % K A= 7= 28 43 A3 FUECAK 40 #0220 o B 46 0 A B R R 5
1FO% B, [ 52 5 5 WA T B 00 00 25 B o — A B0 9, it ml A8 BR 5 AR T B A i 25 K — A B
9¢. Head et al(2014) B 58 & I, 76X BOE 50 A T o U B2 11 28 1A (9 75 125 AR 77 28 109 3 A 2 500k
Ry A AT AR EEO, M55 0T Al A B 0 B S A M VT B A X BR 0 R Y
R e, X BT 25 0 A BB B8 R R T A 2 0 SR T A A i R R A% . Nigai (2017) 3K Sy 540 F %

@Al 3k AL 7= 45 W Fp 7 28 - Melitz(2003) (9 [ |1 i AR AT Chaney (2008) [ 4h L 3 AR . ACR(2012) 4§
PIRMR I T R SR R S AR,
@Di Giovanni & Levchenko(2013)3A J i 264315 1T IR S 5 8 2 52 00 52 55 B A5 10 MRS B A8 A .
@ Head et al(201)WF 5T W7 o 35 I 78 WLECHE I 93 o 2 77 32 3 A1 CE 38 46 20 A FOx 800 28 43 A3 B e F 45 21 i B
G R 25 AR AT L AEL 32 A A 00 B e Tl A 7 3R A0 A AR R AR B 81 5 R3S A AR
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BOE A 40 A S0 BG4 A A B A AR b OB R S R A L X 5 B T B G AR R B 3
JUE R 2 IR T — AR A o A (2 R X BOE S A A A7 R F A R AT A A LA TR 25 R
BN,

B o FUREJE W0 BT oA, A A0 T8 S 0 (B 5 X 52 5 4 R B 52 Wi R — £ . Feenstra(2018a) A
s 5 TCFMA R AT A A RS A B R AT 43 A 7E A B B D A R I 23 459 3 T Oy A i 0 45 2R L I FE BF
TR Ty W R B R IR 25 AR PR R g o B A B, 48 BTR, ACR(2012) HJE#R AL T —
T REL ik 5 52 5 s ) 1 15 45 v o B W VR A 0 B B A ) R A TR R B A R 4 ke R B R
Al BB R AT Z B R

= SRIR N B2 5 18 T B ST

G B 57 R A8 ) O it X A ) T A5 02 45 A 52 T AT 9K A7 7E 4 0, (B 57 ) 52 Wil i ) 11 i
PR T AR B0 5 2, Al MR T B 5 B b M A B — I B ) AR R Y 32 R
P8, DAFAR 22 S ol 3% UK 22 S O Rk 1 7 I ) 57 2 M 52 W AR R . 9 28 W 5 4 o [ B 52 ) B 1Y
FEGEME AN R G R A e R A — E R B RS YA E R R S (Melitz & Trefler,2012) ,
Feenstra(2010) & H , 5% G AL S RUAR LL 28 W7 58 4 55408 19 [ PR 57 2 B BIA A7 7E = 28 N3
Ty W 3J i B0 AR - — S R A Rl SR 5 TR B e B A SO AR Al A ISR T B = A
b RN A 7 R R . X R AR PR A B T A R R R R Y 2 BN BE B A R ok
SR o S S O A M TR 3/ Y o

(— )t O R 3 i A 3K 19 18 A U

A Krugman(1979) JF 4, 22 546 7™ i 76 B bR 57 5 v i) B 20 0 8 by 2 i L, 24 i SCHR O i
AR i R 2RI G — 1Y RE SC s PO UL A RO SRR — Al A i R EOR B R B S 2 2R R
PR — A RS . B S B A T A A B ok R AR A AR R R AR S K
BRI 2 1T 2 R IERR A TR R L SCRE A HE 11 6 R B L AT £ T B2 ) B AR A K P (Romer, 1994 5
Balistreri et al,2011),

L. 3t o b 38 K ey 48 F) 2R 69 46 3t O ok Bkt 2 R, I 22 A A 2 4R R R ) ) SR
SR 0 J7 15 T R R B 1 2% 40 1m0 AR 9 772 R (Hausman, 19815 Feenstra, 1992 Romer, 1994 ; Kle-
now & Rodriguez-Clare,1997), O A SCHk v+ 4k #F 10 25 48 R 2800 19 % 1 5 245 Wi : Feenstra
(1994) #2 4 9 J7 75 s Broda & Weinstein(2006) X%} Feenstra(1994) J5 ik i 4 & . Wb 7 T5 40 LA AE £
RERPE(CES) U BB THT# . Feenstra(1994) 76 CES #LAY fofie 7 fib 245 F 230k 1160 4 15 B0t 4
b T A AR A HL D) B AE Ak I ERAS 7 b 2 A Sl X AR R B R A O ik H R X R Oy R R R
K I HL 4 Az U o 7 A fBRE A SR i 1 A Mk LA B (9 3 . Broda & Weinstein (2006) 3 i3 >R
B e 1Y Ah 328 AN CHE Feenstra(1994) B4l 11 SR W& i e 13k PN [R) 80, 42 40 1 7 i i S iy &2 & ik 1
Y ks 18 80 2O R IR R Iz R AL

L8564 T 45 R L E 101 i 28 3 K AR R R0ON 1 5 /7 7E . Broda & Weinstein (2006) 1 F 35 [
1972—2001 4R [H]IE 30000 F i i (9 K48 QHEAT A T & B, 56 B DA HE 11 b 6 34 v 3145 10 W 25 40 >4 7T
WL F] 2001 4F B2tk 3 GDP 1 2. 6%, [AlFE & X% 26 B A9 £ 1, Feenstra & Weinstein(2017) 18 1} &
] 1992—2005 4F [] 7= fif Fp A8 K 235 20 15 B 52 5 i A8 19 52 %6, Cabral & Manteu(2010) W58 & #HL,
1995—2007 4Fa] 3k F1Fh 238K BT 44 A7 4 %5 F GDP 1 0. 7% . Chen & Ma(2012) %f 1997 — 2008 4F
(i) v ] i 10 o 2 1 R A AR I 5 2 I, AR R T 0 8RB ) ep ) B B I L T G B R 2R i A
5§ GDP 4. 9% . Funke & Ruhwedel(2008)#F 5% & B . ik 11 R 23 K %f [/ GDP # 53k o _E SR BF

@Broda & Weinstein(2006) 741 d B T X 2875 3k 4 R BR 14
@Broda & Weinstein(2006) F] HS—10 S5 4E = S A 2 3k B — A B K07 il oy — A 2
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ST E R —26,1995 4E 4 10. 66 % .2003 4EH 14. 09 %,

(B 3 10 o 288 8 R 08 A R 500 A AN (] (] 52 1] 19 4 A1 2 AN S48 ) /0 Rl A R DX 28 35 K 114 5 i
PAFIUL RS £ . Mohler & Seitz(2012) XF 27 A~ B B = K0 4k 1 7 , BRCE P90 09 “ 38 /N il 617
“HEHT R DN R 2R K P R AT T AR R R IR RS L 0T HLE AR IS R i £ 48 S 4ok B RRCBE P B B
Sy Ossa(2015) WH T A6 [ K10 52 5 e A5, & B3 1 b 2 38 4 A AR A 9 1) [ 8 S BRI AT B3 K
55. 9%« BRI A — 2L /N B 1 0 45 B2 30 o A 85, K B I g8 EEAR — 2, b [ R 3B A R AR 4 ) 2
35.3% M 13.5% ., Kancs & Persyn(2019) 5% & B, 1988 — 1997 4 [i] 2 Vb J& . 7 i 4 S0 71 37 P %
IR S ] G 11 ) Rt o AN R B, R B AR T A= 338 A & 1 9% 3 1140 4 AR AL 25 e /0N 1 2 1 0t A4 T
fi GDP 1Y 0. 73 % , e K& Z ¥ Je W, i GDP 1y 1. 28 %,

2. 4Gkt i P A =&, Feenstra(1994) Fl Broda & Weinstein(2006) B fiti i1 77 1 78
121z 32 Y TR B 32 200k A SR A Pk . Blonigen & Soderbery(2010) 4§t T & e fli it
Pk HS 4% O™ & Al Armington (196 9) B35 11 43 7 i B 28 19 Jmy BR Ve, I BLACR FH ##F 11 850408 i
205 A -2 ) 3 S R AR A R 2 7 FARAG B2 5 4 R . Ardelean & Lugovskyy (2010) B 5%
RIS R SR A R S8 A B AT L [ AR P A AR IS R R SR A T B e, B AR
(14 ) SO 0 1R S ) T SR T L DRI R A TR R 17 e e A R 5 e R G 2R 22000 HE 1
5 E PN S22 I A A5 RS B ™ R 22 . Feenstra & Weinstein(2010) F1J FH 8 %t 50 I 4
AL CES A3t TR 2l 25, A AL B e CES i T 2 /N, Soderbery(2015) 1A 2l Feenstra
(1994) fil Broda & Weinstein(2006) [ J5 75 Al 111 114 45 R 75 2R 51 s 7 78 S 501 A 22 . 0 It 42
T AR A T R 2 TF 3 — R 2% AL 7E 1993 — 2007 AF ] 25 [ 3 1508 s T 00 4 1 gk
ATWFFE & B, HS—8 7 i 7= i i i 2 5 SR M B AR T 35 %0, X R % Feenstra(1994) fil Broda &
Weinstein(2006) [ 77 32365 7 5 Bl 0 K 000 9% & i g Ak 1 T H b Rz —.

3. M oA LI KRR RO TR EIEEA LS KRT . BRLIZEW TES R CES fi i J Al #2 /9 3
Uit 57 oy AL Ry 2 8 i 0 Z2 AR AL I 4% (BR FE TR A o0 FRME A 9 B W AR W K T 2R 2R
B S B T 2 S 5 22 B 2 () AT AT . Ardelean(2006) BF 58 & B o AT i 28 22 R Ak 14 M 4
SEH AR AR B B 5 R 22, 40 H Krugman (1979 AR AR 42 % , AT S I RS KT S 8
AL B F= SRR S B K BT AS . 7E 3L Al F , Oyamada (2020) #F— 25 & B, 24 3 O 7 G 2 2 R 40 00 T
D5 R 9 55 B () AR oMb A TR s T B S U AR oMl AR R 7 AR R AR R A

40 Broda & Weinstein(2006) {5 [ PN 72 i Fh 25 R 32580 8 A Fh 28 09 52 i, {H B0 S A 1R 2, 3
Sy TR HE 0T RD 23K A W] PN AR 7= 0 R 28 RO 2D T (Melitz, 2003) o 00 5L [ P9 A= 77 1) ol 2 0
D ok AR R 2 R AE N O, T Rl S8 KA 48 R 08 1T BE R AE A B L BE E 2 AR R AR R
Arkolakis et al(2008) LL } Feenstra(2010) A N H ¥ 0 Fr3S 45 O U 25 18 I HTE T [ 9 Fh 2808 20 19
Pk A HE L SRR TR 2 R R B 2T EAR A Y 52 H TS 2, Hsieh et al(2020) W4
ZERIWL A . Di Giovanni & Levchenko(2013) 1A, 24 4k HUASE Al A 55 35 e 52 3 (Zipfl's law) B 57 38
B 3 1177 5 6 AR R Y S RO R . Collie(2016) BF5E & B0 76 1l v A 0 v, Y 57 5 R AS 452 3 2% 1
52 Ty 1) e K T B A T A RGN T B SR IR A T TR R S B R Y 2
FFRAE T, 52 S B A aF 1 R 208 i, AL 10 0% /85 52 50 JAS W A1 17 30 9% 28 00 A& o i e foft T 2% 2 9
e [ 7 R 2 A T

(Z) R 5 MR 3 35 5 30N X 18 F B9 53k

B 5 1 A2 1 5 4 AN SR 4R B S R A B A R S B o B TR B T B S AR Al
[&] {8 43 A7 0 & A= 28 (Tybout, 2003 ;3 Feenstra, 20103 De Loecker et al,2014), K& CHE I T 12

O G A h AT 8= P9 A = 1 Rl 28080, 18 1] (8 B0 BRUE 0 7 & R 202 . e BkAk I 7E TH B O R 6 A
M {7 1 5 A8 45 58y [] JJi 4L, Baldwin &. Forslid(2010) %5 3% Fp 31 4 1 Sl [z Bh 2 Z REAL B Canti-variety effect)
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HE T R N R A B ML N 2 T % (Konings et al, 2005; Atkeson & Burstein, 2007, 2008 ;
Melitz & Ottaviano,2008; De Blas & Russ,2013;Garetto,2016; Bertoletti & Etro,2016;De Lo-
ecker et al,2016), Krugman(1979)3A N, #F 17 3% 43 i B AR A b 09 il R BE % 61 15 52 52 i 1%, ¥
Sy B A2 5 2 BAONE 72 75 5 W0 52 B AR R B SRR 7 [l 243X — (] YOG B e S U R R iy CES iR
B BN AE CES R4 T o Al i s 2 40 A= R 2B (1) (Melitz, 2003 ; Chaney . 2008) . f£ VES B T .
5T N A= 1T A8 i A i B R i A 1T fiE (Bernard et al. 2003 ; Melitz & Ottaviano. 2008 ; Atkeson &
Burstein,2008),

L KRG eieit s F R TR REET HARA— AT ZMMA 5, Behrens & Murata(2006) i
PR VES fif 8 19 28 Wi 55 5 — MO MR A0 e 9L, 57 ) o A9 R A 25 0 11 2838 KT 1%, A &5 (R i 38
4 i, Feenstra & Weinstein(2017) L & Feenstra(2018a) fifi i # #8 %F 55 i 4718 CES w4, AT
A5 A R B A B 7 SR A8 5, Feenstra & Weinstein(2017) 3 334 1135 E M 37F 51 3857 F 2 0
A A Bl v AR g & B TE 1992 — 2005 4E 18], 51 5 W4 F- 2415 GDP 9 0. 85040, Horb 0. 44 %5k H
PR AR 0. 41 00K A AR #ETE Pl aR o (RS VR B A JE , MLATTRE 7 o b S AR N0 BE S Wi AR
BRI IS S Broda & Weinstein(2006) 7E CES fi & F Al 71 9 2 4l 7= 5 B S 0 35 3 AR A1 %5
XA L AR &% F 3 Blonigen & Soderbery(2010) ,Soderbery(2015) 45 H 4E 48 )5 e 7E AL+ 52 5 B
5 A AEARAR )8 (14 1915 . Edmond et al(2015) 3z F A [ 5 1 b X0 8040 BF 5% & B £ 1F 58 4 300
bR S AR 1126 ~38% . Hsu et al(2020) WWF5E K B, 76 16l 1995 —2004 4F 8] ) 5 5 i 45
e 558 G0N 7 2004

2. W B e ALt 55 S T AL B4R T — & o4+, Arkolakis et al (201D WF5Y T DL B Wi 55 4+ 5%
JBT 1 i Ml R AT A AN Ry R AR B 51 AR IR ACR20I2) HiJE I T IE R

dInW =— (1 — pdlnd/e (1

Horpr, W RS4RI A e 43501387 [ P9 S 0 45 A0 82 5 b O 2 — AR B RS T Al m
WA T RN SR A, O G AR A X A S HOE R Y . Y =0 B AR BT S ACR(2012)
— IR AR Y >0 (p<<0) B AR i 75 /0 T (R TH ACR(2012) —SC 538, A2 (D) S2BR
ST AR I Sk A AR R T AR R B AEAE . 2 =0 B, Fe R A AR BUAS I O U A A ok A A0 A R
A7 ik — 20 i T 58 [ A ol B8 E A7 Al 3 AT 45 2R R >0, 3K B AR A T A [ CES i 4 T 4
I A 142 . B TN g B2 B 4 42 3 5 5 R0 XE LA SR 7

3. Wi e B ag gkl aom A T G0N SR A AR s TR AR R N T ] A TR
A R R AR G 2 B OC T . v ) i i 1A A Al BB A% 02 B e L A6 ) 80 A R AT 2B L AT
FAR A 7= A 3 B AR 72 83 (Amiti & Konings, 2007 ; Kasahara &. Rodrigue,2008; Halpern et al,
2015;Ahn et al,2019)Q, K I, Hra] & o 0 Xt 52 5 0 A& R r A5 1T fieth B & Y (Ramanaray-
anan,2020) . LA FE] 5 A BRI AR, JC 18 2 A8 58 42 50 ik o 2B Wi SE AR AT L AR R I AR AR B 3
H4fm (Costinot &. Rodriguez-Clare,2014) , 3 H. 4 F 7 45 B & o 8] 5 A B9 B0 239 0 i 97 K (Ruther-
ford & Tarr,2002).

Hh ] 5 52 S 1 4 R0 A SEUE I 9T T A BIHIE S, Caliendo & Parro(2010) 7643 #1 B hr 3 5 3%

QM Arkolakis et al(201D7E R MR T LAY A4S ACR2012) —B, A (D p B 1 R4k
FE A S T A B A

@n M BARFIEAN p=p[ A= /A —p+0 1, H o, o R AT £ 0 BLAS I B B L 0 38R i ll 2B 7 6 I A
AT RS HL B RN T RSHL

@3 B LA 48 A MRS 8 A6 72 3, 550 B ARt 0T R RO A R SR AR TR R B Ol B AT R I A
HE VT 22 9 6 AR B HOABR AR . Kasahara & Rodrigue(2008) A J7 R N B A2 2 R TS R 5 SR AT £ 4=
A E TR LM ARAER A S AR A R E RN L
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B 2501 H h 52 5 b BR800 I e B, AR 43 W £ ok F AR AS AR 7 B il B IR AS Hh E 42 . Blaum
et al(2016) QN H T —Fh7E S5 B A ol 2 11802 o Ak o ) o B2 5 BT A 19 O 12 5 A R S B o T o
Ty X B 38 ek 0 52 el A v Ta) S S % T P RS I S R G o A R 8 T, AR A AT R ik
P B8 (A T E B A TP R) 5 B R LT R 7 AT B A A% OKE Bk 2700, Ramanaray-
anan(2020) 38 7 P AR v ] E 0 S S B0 Aol i 1003 8 S 5P A AR B e R B S AR R B A TR R
T U 1 B30 5| g A58 R Sy 220 W 5 S 1 A o v T it R W 2 56 19 552 o) DA T AR A 1 B2 B vk L TR A A
T8 5 52 5 # bk i b, T L) Ramanarayanan (2020) #5284 db it 48 ) Fr 451K F ACR(2012) — A 4%
T o 5 T X A Al Bl Al T s, B ACR(2012) i Ak 1 K24 30 %,

K vh 8] 52 2 B A 5 ) R 5 ) BT AR TRCLE W) — HE R N EAT OB EAR IR R S8, Ara(2019)
IR ] i 1 57 ) O DR T T s 2 ) PN S 3 R B g s B I A 2R T AR B ) A I A
S Z2 Al R A BT AR R T A D e a] g BR G R AR R S AR TSGR B S . (B T
HE A BRI T AE A3 A0, BT LA — S50 IF AN R 40 1 o (B AE S BT P i oMl 9 A2 7 IR M i R AE 4y
A5 B AAEZ AT s BT TAR AR A E A E S IX I ok A rh(E] B B AR 28 5R D B T A
SRR . 5 ACR(2012) B4R R ik X — 8,

(=)t O B ek £ 30 5 % 48 7 19 53

SR R 1 A R AR TE S A B AL R b i T OO A B AR TE L AR R R
Al 3 F A HE T T, A AR AR B A ol S N A T 8 A R R B Aol R AR 7 (Melitz,
2003; Yeaple, 2005 ; Movahedi &. Shahbazi,2020), %2 5 [ 1Ak {8 8 JEAE 7= b P9 58 18] & 4R 72 R0 4
W B AL 2 S 24 72 R | T (Bernard et al, 2003 ; Chaney, 2005 ; Melitz & Redding, 2015 ; Benk-
ovskis et al,2019) . TE—E H 4 AR FAET AR 77 R4 R 3 U)AH G, 2 4k 23 7 9 28 77 S g L 4
SR RN B S 22, DT AR AR

L BEAFZEZRT HAA G —AFAGT, EIFRETRMT B TR 800 % 48 1 1 52
LB H VIR MAS  — M AE . BN S 5 A A0l I A A v 2B 77 A8 00 ) 1 R R AL il 1 N
SRR 77 AR Al B DT T 5% BE AN S REAR SR THARFK P . R e A S AR . AR R A
AR AR Al IR A AS 2 7 8 7 o R 2 /b o (ELZ 9 11 o 2R AH 02 19 1 C Agur, 2006) . BRIV A7 73X Fh
2% LU RIRUA L A SCHRATS SR 2 B 19 FR 35 B R0 J2 15 I 52 5 A R Y — A SR R, 0 28 7F R Sl A
FAET E kO RIS B 5 B4 E ST G800 A 52 b 5 W AR R R HC A B A T RE 23T 2k L T R
PR W A 14 48 ) BT 45 4f AR A7 7E (Holmes et al, 2014 ; Feenstra, 2018b; Arkolakis et al,2019) ,@
Melitz & Redding(2014) 1Ay N A 7= %551 [ 45 1 & R il 28 O 40 23 7 28 B e 52 W, B B2 5 3% Wil
Fa AL T — AN TE PR AR AT LA S 5 51 By [ N A 7 R s g b i AL S S e R . 52 5 T DR fil A 7
H2H 46w A A R AT A A i A A AR A A A BT AR S R R e B R ) R 1Y
KA L ACR(2012) 5B T RES Y KIRZ .

2. 3T A &RLFZAEITF B, Bernard et al(2003) ] LLA E & b A F& 35 £ 200 145 19 46
T ABATAE AT 3158 0 — S AR A b iz ] S g 5 7 AL T B A AR X S R AR R Al i R
HE R B 5 el AEL 2 At AT Al BB A ol I RS A2 S AT 3R 80 A 5K ] Y 2% S O M Rk
Corcos et al(2012)7E— EFEE L3R40 T Bernard et al(2003) AU B EE , 76 H 5 30 2 fy A Al v, S 45 T 0F
F RIS | 57 5 A 0 58 4 2000 S 19 308 98 000 368 3 xof D L 1000 5040 R A7 A T O 2R AT S i SE L R
P24 Rk BN AFAE RS L S 5 T A B KA £ . Feenstra(2018a) £ Ak A 7= IR AT A\ R HE 5

@ Holmes et al(2014) WFFE M 78 Bertrand a4 T . R B A P R R T F G RIC 016 .0k B 5 5 mlss LA
HIREERN . Feenstra(2018b) KA, U12R Melitz(2003) 45 B v i s i AR 7 32 IR A R HT 4045, TR 49 0 Ab 24 K
ST A5 [ DA ol 2K 000 R B9 45 R A LIRS 1 DRI ™ o ol 2l R A v M A S L I AR A £ R T T Tl
A A Arkolakis et al (2019 W58 A 3L, ZEAE CES i 4 FI AT [ 52 AR W], BE 157 R 20055 Ak 101 58 4 Wi i 48 AN 42
FETE AR T A5 ROk B B Tk 280 .
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i F QMOR (the quadratic mean of order r) 3 Hi BB O IR BT 8 52 5 8 A A9 = A Sk U5 il A )
— AR 55 36 E 1992— 2005 A [ B0 A7 Al 3 o, U 1 Fh S 38 K R 2 58 40 2500 R B I 4R
295 SR Ty AR 0 75 %6 . 1 A FRE ROV 20 S 5 T A Y 25 %, {HJE Hsieh et al(2020) Al i1
S5 AR EL IR, AN [ PN A 7= 256 T A5 3 11 A= 7= S5 45 2 KT @, 30 101 R 2 T 45 B 1 P9 R 2 4 2K 1K
T T LA S (0 A9 AT REZE N OB 20 7 © . At AT s A T g k38 A B B D LAY 3 2 i
T R R ¢ B 0 R S PR A7 T R A OB B R L AR 1988 — 1996 4F [H] , B 2k 7l o £ K S B i
AN TFBE 1525 ANk 52 5 (0 A% e i 45 7 432 1 52 5 9Bt 2%, e LA BTG 3 in &2 RAT5 4R A% A #R
B2 5y W AR A v A A

3. A RN ES T L AR TS @ TR LR — 5, HOULZE AT RS SR A A4
ARG AR R Z [ 7] BT I — P U OC R . 2 AT A8 5 5 AT W I AH 24 T A 7 AT BE M A B )
SR E o B S EARRIIG N . 515 AR T B[R] I 51 AR 7 SR8 B AR 0 i Ml 3R s B8R ) A 7 R Y
A M B A3 T 3R Al [8] P A3 C 2 — 20 At Ss AR A EUIR R R R, I S BORE A 3E n f
PR B, TSR B B 5 A PR R E T (Costinot & Rodriguez-Clare,2014), B {8
A TE Melitz(2003) 18 H 9 BAECIRZS R B @, b Aixll 18] 723 e 8007 516 04 28 7= 32 7% 2 5 4 1) 25 B
77 1 T AT R A A A LY . Demidova & Rodriguez-Clare (2009) L & Felbermayr et al (2015) i@ 33
Y Melitz(2003) 8 BN i 1 SCHBERN B AR 9 2800 & 30, 1 1 SCBE 3G A R, Hh 00 %0 W R AR A R
RS2 AATHOUR-F- 43 T A7 B2 2 101 DG 32 300 0% R0 DA A 77 238 0 108 i Ml 1) 2 7 3R AR A Aol 7543 TiE » 4k 45
B3 1 7 AR OK P BEEARG 5 TT EEY 0 Ut 5 350 5 050 DA A 7 38 AR 1) A Ml ) A= 7 238 i 19 A ol #4570 B S 4k 25 F- 34 28
FRAOK P . AT UL el O T Y IR A3 T 5 R Y A 2 o X A 7 3R AR gy 5 2 4 R K P =2 8] 5
WA — MR IEACOC R . A A 5 AT B B4 7 R i A Al R 4 1 349 48 77 0K
AR T b A AR A s BEAIRAR FIKOE L DU 5 30 T Z A DG R AT RB T AR R .

M A% 5t LL R B B F 4R F AR

52y TR 5 e MR T 7l 9 52 5 38 2 7 M T8 52 5 i 32 S A2 (Krugman, 1981) , 58 5 1 L A8
DL TS FIAE AL BT A5 A0 B DGR | 78 — B 45 i 455 20 v X8 W9 28 B 13 25 5 % & (Schweinberger,
1996) . T AR PR AR 5 By A U 7 Az 18380 A 1) JIr A5 16 1] IR, -t 38 5 o 2% 5 P HE 22 09 3 JRE A T
PRZ 77N 6] B2 ) A AL 587 e 5 A 34 T A5 104 397 4 41 oA T

(—)ELLERABRE

55 2Z 00 09 5 P a3 A AN TR A OB AT A R — A S, EK BRI A Y 2 2 5 K
KRR T, R 5 ok B MRS A R 34 a7 1 Ll Ak 4> T.. Alvarez & Lucas(2007) 78 EK 524 )
Fehilh AR Y — A 5 2K GDP 1% By 1 5\ B 5§ 10 T8 BUA 52 5 B SE BRI AR B 4196,
Rodriguez-Clare(2007 ) ¥ 51 5 A E: R Y HAE A T %540 TF 000 95 Fp oA B84 7 28, (5 %€ Alvarez &.
Lucas(2007) () 2 BOWAE 0 55 & B, [ AR 25 140 T SEPRIRA L Alvarez & Lucas(2007) 34 i) 2 />, 75
13% ~24% 22 [d], Bernhofen & Brown(2005) F I [ 48 5256 5 Ak 11 1 H A DA L B8 e 3 e i e 433
30 HASE A 7= B (H A 8% ~9% . Bolatto & Sbracia(2016) K 2= 5 & 455 8 o 52 ) (1) 4 F) it 45 43

DOQMOR 1 s EH Diewert(1976) & X, i T I B4 Feenstra(2018a) ¥ 11 2% # 1 A= 6 WA 43 #f h B2 ) i
B = AR < R T RR I 5 B D (R 0 T S RUONE 5 o 1T BB REAL N

QA5 A B A £ E Al AL D R AR AR 7 R S R A, DATT T AR S R L AE
AL A0 1R AR 7 A, S B O A e R R

@ Hsieh et al(2020) 48 5 5y 5 R 53 g “ AL 87 45 R 97 7 i A . AL 507 I A9 2 48 A 2Ry — B4R L™ W i 4 il
AR AL B 7 A AR S ) A0 57 B AR AR S BOE NS TR R . BT T A R 4 U L — R AL 0 Al R AR AR fL B
A B AR 5 3% S0 T AL A T R 2R A Al AR R R

@Dhingra & Morrow(2012) A K i1 345 A Melitz(2003) B i R 5 4179
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Fiff A 1D R AN RN 55 Bl ) T4y O AIONE T R R PR e A AR ATl a5 R AR S BOT B R A AR
b, )5 T T AR SCRBARR AR B DT S 280 0 N A e R e E S I, 2SR5 e
FE B /NEE S BEARLON Ry =, B B2 5 T AR R 1S B 8 K, T 40 BC 800 8 4 T B Ok . X — ARl
AL S5 R VAR AL T R ARIE AL AT X 46 4N FE K 2000 — 2005 4F 18] A9 Ak 11, 18 B 500 e P43 e 300
W L 2 R G AR 6000, FESEEL HAS rpE AR AR R b S RN S LA 5 R
5 B4 0 80 %6 LA b s MR B 3 L 78 [ b g 25 /N 28 B AR, 40 L R0 A F 32 S AT, o 51 5 R A 1Y)
70% UL I

(BRI BERRBMIESRBERHE

2% g IR M50 25 £ JE o 80 ] 5% 22 ) i A 22 S5 6 57 5 R4 R B B 0, B SC K R I — ) M 2
B IEAT T HER W0 18] B AR X B AR 828 X 48 R A RZ . 7 DL L B 0 5 R S Ak 4 7 Il 1) 57 )
BEAY v, Az e s KRR IE L B2 5 S5 1 S8ONAE 3R S A AR TR S o A SR — 1 0 A 7 R B A 1] T 4
5 BT D0 A A A TS K AR SR B A L 3X — #FE Di Giovanni et al(2014) Y BIF5% Ho 45 2 (4 BE
b AT 25 5 T o R — FRARASE Y rp A 3 T o B B R AR B X 75 AN 2 TR AR R R L B R R
B, Y e 2R 7 SRR i 1) A BT B AL K R T SRR N I K B B B R AR R A rh 3R A S
Jo T 1 A R 25

E AR — ] LA 4 40 T 0 A 7 SR R T R, T 2 55 4k 57 ) A B B e A 35, 4 B2 5 ARk 1Y
Fa R Z 41 (Hicks,1953) 3% — W A8 AR 2 R = L 8 34t W] @B i 7. Hymans & Stafford (1995) B
T R Gy AKAEIRITE B A DL 30 1T 1 2 7 g e Sk 0, A Ry 3k Pl 88 45 5 30O7E X — 3B 1] v A EL AR
U FA = 45 e [ 50 18 52 S BRI AR 26 . Samuelson (2004) BF5Y T & & v B 58 4 72 R 3G K, & IR
A X B R 22 5 T 305 B 25 B0, 214 4% ] AR A5 5 AH BLE , 48 A 229820 . Levchenko &. Zhang
(20163 T 72 A2 PR 19 DEBIT] 50 4FRY A = 8 5 A B, Bt kKIS E R E R LR E A, Ik
BASAEAETIAL , WAL T HHR 45 St (57 350 T A = SR K AR TR . b TIN5 A 6] AR R A AN
A Z AR S L I8 FH 2001 2R 5 BB R BEA T B S A T B, T TRR R Az 7 2% e [ X A R B
f) G B, Hsieh & Ossa(2016)%F 1996 — 2007 4F a] op [ (35 1 A4 72 50 K 1 &1 388 500 347 1F 5%
B E R G A AR R KB T 00196, 38 BB — 0. 106 Ouf 48 = (9 5% i) 21 0. 9 %6 O i [
(5 ) 22 1]

PAARYE F R RS T R LR PR AT Lol Ak A 7 AT RE 2 IR R A 3 R M b 1 AT T 9 AT R R
BT HESREA, XA 2T AR F (Redding, 1999) . MBI S EH . 43 kb b 4% [H42
ML X A2 2 1 22 Bl IR T TR R AR R e [ R b R R A, 2% A L AR O A T AT G 55 Ak . SRk
PLiE AR K R G R S St . A BN N R B G R RS ES 5 EES T
B2 S B PR R

(Z)RFEMSLEREENEFEGX

B 2 S v Al 57 2 B B B S M 0 R T 0 AN A 25 g R R R v R A AR R )
et — 25 E . S AT S R A R A R R G PR R ) RS Sy T RE SR — A B
Bernard et al(2007) 7£ H A {3 RS v 5 A 4ol S5 055 4 45 52 50 19 7=l ) 43 e 4680 02 0 7= Ml o -
T 50NE 285 5 AE — e, DA Al 1 R 1 436 10 i B AR i) g PR R T S B 22 Sk . 7R RS BLARAE
B 5y A S RS EB 1T 00 2 R AR 7 R G SE RT3 AR 7 ROk R4S B4R T EE LR S T R
TS E L, — [ R e 7 3 A 7 3 T DT PR ) A= 7 1 R BIL 2 AR 23 B 0K, R
AL T B R 5 AR ok U

FESCUEREZE o 008 2 T 25040 0 13z BR 1 3 5 DA 1) 5 bk B Aol S bk . 1) S R
PE 25200 54 5 T AR (0 F 2 % L Levchenko & Zhang (201 BFSE T #5171 4E 7 8 S5 M 78 57 5 BT 45 th
F DR 7 VR T X 3B 1] 22 0] 52 2% 5 T LU B0 3552 ) A7 A B2 ) 0 0 AN 24, ACR(2012) Y B3 T A8 AU IR
i 7 ELSE R S AT O HLAR T 22 6] 0 A= 7 3R A B, AR (AR, AT X 79 AN TER 19 A
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FTRAS T B, 2230 1T LB TR A (4 Al T 45 SRS 15 3026 . D Caliendo & Parro(2015) #4317 8k
g5 b a) i B R 1] A 7 A S B E A N 2 g R AL A T T GBI TR BE XS L 36 B B B 5 R AR
(ISZ R, A PR U B A SE [ A AR R > BB T 1. 31 % A 0. 08% L (H RN E KRB R A H T
0.06% ., Wicht(2020)7F Caliendo & Parro(2015) A JEali I, %% B 8k 038 1176 52 5 0 & L B 57 I
PRI Z [ R Z30] 01— 35 165 43 AT AE 22 vh Al 1 F 52 5 BT 45 7T LUk B, Caliendo & Parro(2015) f 5
RIS HRAL T 13% ~24 % SR 5 7458 . Firooz & Heins(2020) W4 &8 17T h0 B 2% 5 5 M 40 A Calien-
do & Parro(2015) #5 PEAT Al 3+ 2 B0, [ S 18] 0350 0 RE 10350 170 0 ol 35 4 A 14 S o ke 2 e o2 5 5
I 25 43 TC ) B PR 2R, 0 LR X T 00 A Bt A ) 9 9% A AR AT o s ) I A L 58, AT LA A
HEAB R ISR E R T MmN R 5 ki M2 T Bl E R RS KK D, M — 2k
RS2 FH 33T A (Y o 36 57 B BE 82 v J B K N R R ORI 5 2 e A TN 36 [ A AR R 80 4kt 3 3 L o
=] D B¢ A A7 £k

B EREARRE

ARG LTI 20 AR5 5 A i A 4 A BT A5 1) T8 28 SCRk L B9 % B, 28— T i
057 55 9 AR R T A5, 55 — 7 T8 AE 58 D1 3248 B2 20 AR R 00 45 FhaT RE SR R . 224 [ B 57 ) B0 A Ry [) 5T
PEAS ML AR HEAL Ry S T A B S5 AR T A S ORI — ) A b, 24 R I 1 R — B0
R AR AN R RS AR R Bk I & A T B AR i TR SR K R G R S A RN AN
F 8 B AIURE 1Ry B T A R A SR U AR R R AR A A TR A AT R AR RS
e B 5 AR ) R ) PN TR A AN W A R 7 2 s TR S PN 0 A S5 T PR R ok 4 i 2 — A L B 57 5 3
ALY [ B 2 1

MRGEF X R S [ Ak B A BT AR B A DG Y C A R EJR AT LU LA IR R A g — 2 R
R, B— LG ARSI 5 B i A5 TR i AN B2 S R o AT HE 4L, Y i SR R
Ik UL, 46 & Bernard et al(2007) (URESE 44 1 487 48 B B A5 5 10 4 R BT A5 047 B4 # /2
EAF R R T I0]  55 = W55 52 5 5 R Ak b A 1) ) S5 o (A 0 — 25 T 05 R % 1) . 4 7 SC ik
SORTE T 5 A AR =X 140 B L VK 1l 52 55 1A 46 %t 578 5 4 R Y 5% T (Sorensen, 2014 ; Fel-
bermayr et al,2015) fHJZ 765 B I AR L BEARSC B e 1 B2 5 i 45 A5 W7 3 1K, 1 56 il 152 i 0 o R0
Sy B PR L F 55 I PR U RAOR M DG G RIS AR A i BR 5 A R A it T B ) BR B AR X [ B
R 5 W 52 MR RO R K AN [R5 B2 5 AR 88 v T A e 6T 7 Ml PN B R £l ] P T ) 5 )
45 AR AH (] o DA A 6 A R i 45 7= A2 R W) 2 e 565 =, 52 B 3 3000 A R 5 R 48 1 8 K2 7 A KR T
(0 T) R, 52 2 FF R0 RT LA AR R A R AER — 2 i K (Kehoe et al,2011) . A& SR AF 5% 7T 8 4 1l 3 K
oKXk, HM, kTR ZEE—E X mAA S RE, 232K 015w INFE TS A h
R RE 8 2 = — [ AR R KT TR B2 5 4 R 0 4 R 4 2k 6 SCHR 9 2 . Bykadorov (2015) BF5E T 22
e A AL T BR B T S SO R AR R 4 80 BRSO R AR S 2 B B A% A R H T 2 R AR S
R H R 5 40 e B AR AT g R A2 . (B2, Willmann(2004) 75 ) 25 — i 4 6 455 580 vh g iE 7 5% 5 FF ik
0] REAS Y SR 7 BB 0 .

Xt T 5 5 B AR B 9% o B P 24 A AR TR T DO AR PR S R K e . &5 A MRk = ot
1 52 5 UK LA R N RO & 4 A 16 1) [l 183X — & J EL A, DT 9% B bR 3R 5 L vl ARo) v [ 4
FlE 2 B EEECOR & . i, Bk b E X AN G 0 B ARE R A S R S R i 25 8. R
 ACR(2012) \Melitz & Redding(2015) , Arkolakis et al(2019) 2548 i A XAk 8 b B & £ 1 L H
A e [ A5 E R 5 AR IR AT R ) R AR TR MGRP E SR S E 2=, KGR

OHIIIBE I IE A A — DR WM — AR 551 RA 57 S AT B A A A —=
HOGHK s 2 0 T T B B0 3 A A5 PF A 2 B 50 ¥R 1 A 26 AR 5 SR T DB B A ]
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R 5 T AT B A [ SR 50T v [l [ P T 3 ) 2 i AL L JREE 3 o O ) PN T 3 s R A B ) BT A ok IR 4
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New Research Progress on Welfare Gains from Trade Liberalization

LI Jianping

(Shandong Normal University, Jinan, China)

Abstract: The welfare gains from trade liberalization are the central issue in the study of international trade theo-
ry, which has been paid close attention ever since. There is a controversy about whether the micro foundation of trade
models affects the calculation of aggregate welfare gains. Under the assumption of monopoly competition and hetero-
geneous firms, the sources of welfare gains from trade have changed significantly. The import variety growth, pro-
competitive effect of trade and self-selection effect of export have been the new sources of welfare gains from trade.
Quantifying the contribution of “new” sources to aggregate welfare is the focus of current research. The meaning of
welfare based on “traditional” comparative advantage is also expanding, and the inclusion of heterogeneity in the Ri-
cardian framework has become a new breakthrough. In combination with China’s current trade policy of expanding im-
ports and satisfying the people’s need for a better life, quantifying the impact of trade liberalization on China’s welfare
from the aspect of consumption has important policy implications.

Keywords: Trade Liberalization; Welfare Gains; Import Variety; Competitive Effect; Self-selection Effect
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