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Research on Relationship of Trade Potentialities between China
and the Asia—Pacific R egion
—Based on Comparison between TPP and SR EB

WANG Jue HUANG Guangcan
('School of Economics and Management Northwest University Xi‘an 710127  China)

Abstract: This paper selects trade flows between China and some countries in the Asia—Pacific region to analyze the situa—
tion during the year 2000 to 2014 uses the Trade Gravity Model to test them empirically and measures the trade potentialities
by comparing the two groups of the TPP members and the Silk Road Economic Belt. The conclusions show that these factors
have a significant positive influence on bilateral trade flows such as GDP population common border and the WTO. The eco—
nomic scale of trading partners is an important motivation to drive China’s foreign trade growth but the space distance between
two countries is a negative factor. Results of comparisions of potentialities show serious lack of trade in trade flows between Chi—
na and the Silk Road Economic Belt. Strengthening the new regional trade cooperation is an effective strategy to cope with new

world trade rules.

Key words: Asia—Pacific economic and trade relations; trade potential; gravity model; comparative analysis



