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Relationship between Manufacturing Servitization, Service Network

Alliance and Enterprises Performance

Hu Chaping
(School of Business,Guizhou Minzu University, Guiyang 550025, China)

Abstract: This paper constructs a systematic theoretical model of manufacturing servitization and manufacturing enterprise’s performance char-
acterized by the transmission mechanism of service network alliance. And taking some manufacturing enterprises with higher service level as the
research samples,it empirically studies the internal relationship between manufacturing servitization and manufacturing enterprise’s perform-
ance. The results show as follows: there is a close relationship between the improvement and promotion of the service strategy transformation
performance of traditional manufacturing enterprises and their active participation in social service innovation network activities, in the process
of forming an alliance with social service network,network alliance capability of manufacturing enterprise could strengthen the relationship be-
tween service network alliance and manufacturing service performance.

Keywords: manufacturing service;service network alliance; network alliance capability

A Novel Interpretation for Productivity Puzzle of Chinese Exporters:

Rent-seeking or Innovation

Xia Guangtao', Hu Wangyin®
(1. School of Economics and Management, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China;
2. School of Social Sciences, Tsinghua University,Beijing 100084 , China)

Abstract: This paper empirically analyzes the productivity puzzle of Chinese exporters from the perspective of firms, taking advantage of one
policy shock,quota removal in Chinese textile and clothing industry. According to the export data of Chinese textile and clothing industry and
the index of business regulations for local firms from World Bank,it proposes that the dual heterogeneity of {irms, rent-seeking and innovation,
are the key driven forces for this puzzle. Based on the Melitz model, it endogenously introduces rent-seeking capacity into the basic model, and
constructs an extended Melitz model with two-dimension heterogeneity, which could result in a novel interpretation for this puzzle and link China’s
current anti-corruption campaign to firms’ innovation.

Keywords: productivity puzzle of Chinese exporters;rent-seeking;innovation; Melitz model
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