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The Policy Changes and the Effects of the Traditional Industry Transformation and Upgrade .
A Case Study of Chinas Textile Industry
XIONG Yong-qing, HOU Ling-ling
(School of Business, Central South University, Changsha 410083, China)

Abstract: The article analyses the policy from two angle of " policy change' and" implementation
effect' . On the basis of fully clarifying the existing policy of the transformation and upgrading of textile
industry, the paper studies the history change and main features of China’s textile industry policy about
transformation and upgrading from four dimensions using text measurement analysis method, and
appraises the effect of policy using" target modé' combined with" fuzzy optimization model' . The study

have found that China s textile industry transformation and upgrading policies present obvious "

periodicity' ," proprietary' ," governancé' and" binding'. But the" industry consolidation' and" industry
cultivation” policy is relatively insufficient, and it is of great importance to strengthen the guidance and
maneuverability of policy. The implementation effect of textile industry policy was general in the start five
years, but it has risen steadily in recent years. The influence degree, actual effect and persistent of
different policy tools to specific indicators is different. Based on the study, the paper proposed policy
suggestions to further consummate our country traditional industry transformation and upgrading.

Key words: textile industry; transformation and upgrade; policy change; implementation effect;

text quantitative
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