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TFP , ,
1 1994—2010 .
B N R>-adj F D-W
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Study of Industrial Cluster’s External Economy Enhancing Based on the Governance
of Industrial Chain——Examples from Shaoxing Textile Cluster in Zhejiang

ZHANG Xiao—di, ZENG Ke—xin
(College of Economics, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310027, China)

Abstract: External economy is wusually regarded as the important source for industrial clusters’
competitiveness, but few literatures have revealed its change regulation. The research on Shaoxing textile cluster
shows when imitation innovation is beyond a certain degree, the cluster’s innovation would fall into “prisoner’s
dilemma” due to “free-ride”. This kind of market failure would make external economy from up to down. Governance
of industrial chain with shared factors platform as its core can promote the reduction of transaction cost and
formation of symbiotic benefits among the related subjects, thus to dissolve the market failure and make the
external economy by fall turn litre. This reversion could be tested by the estimation of total factor productivity.
Industrial chain governance includes: establishing shared technique platform characterized by incentive compatibility
between businesses in the upriver R&D link, to elevate the cluster’s efficiency of R&D from its levels of
formation, circulation and application; Establishing shared market platform in the downriver sales link, by
extending the traditional market to online market and making reasonable return rate to realize the endogenous scale
up of sales; And promoting the synergistic interaction between the upriver and downriver links. Studies show that,
widening sharing face of cluster’s factors would lead to the external economy increasing; FExternal economy would
be sustainable when based on incentive compatibility among enterprises and between government and enterprises,
together with the endogenous increase of entrepreneur ability.

Key Words: industrial cluster; external economy; industrial chain governance; incentive compatibility;

entrepreneur
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