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InEX UN Comtrade 1995—2013 395 804 7.69 3.88
InGDP, GDP WDI 1995—2013 386 039 24.47 2.32
lnGDP, GDP WDI 1995—2013 383 700 24.24 2.39
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Comcur CEPIIL 1995—2006 236 843 0.01 0.11
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3
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1995 -0.298 -0.294 -0.292 -0.284 -0.284 -0.285 -0.285
2001 -0.144 -0.139 -0.142 -0.140 -0.139 -0.141 -0.141
2007 0.255 0.255 0.251 0.248 0.249 0.251 0.251
2013 0.327 0.324 0.322 0.317 0.319 0.321 0.321
1995—2001 -0.257 -0.252 -0.253 -0.247 -0.247 -0.249 -0.249
2007—2013 0.264 0.263 0.260 0.256 0.258 0.259 0.259
(%) 202.6 204.1 203.0 203.5 204.3 203.9 203.9
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1995 -0.156 -0.825 -0.636 -0.633 -0.425 -0.255
2001 -0.091 ~0.780 -0.638 -0.593 -0.258 -0.106
2007 0.275 -0.667 -0.441 ~0.347 0.095 0.297
2013 0.233 -0.696 -0.413 -0.146 -0.025 0.388
1995—2001 -0.130 -0.810 -0.654 -0.640 -0.358 -0.220
2007—2013 0.204 -0.722 -0.488 -0.309 -0.001 0.317
(%) 257.0 10.9 25.5 51.8 99.7 244.5
HS SITC Rev 2 Lall *
. . . (5,
5
5
1995 -0.237 -0.258 -0.168 ~0.284 -0.222 -0.476
2001 -0.070 -0.037 -0.026 -0.024 ~0.004 -0.199
2004 0.209 0. 184 0.139 0.135 0.141 0.185
2010 0.386 0.356 0.348 0.354 0.201 0.517
1995—2001 -0.189 -0.176 -0.128 -0.177 -0.128 -0.345
2004—2010 0.329 0.301 0.268 0.298 0.201 0. 449
(%) 273.9 271.7 309.3 268.4 256.9 230.3
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39
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6
1995 -0.335 -0.061 -0.384 0.132
2001 -0.142  -0.053  -0.115 0. 000
2004 0. 068 0. 002 0.134  -0.087
-0.080
2010 0.283 0. 100 0.300 -0.123
0.094 0 1995—2001 -0.276  -0.080  -0.279 0.079
o 2004—2010 0.232 0. 094 0.231  -0.102
-0.279 (%) 184.0 216.9 182.5  -228.1
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1995 -0.168 -0.226 -0.241 -0.241 -0.200 -0.201 -0.201 -0.202 -0.200
2001 0.014 0. 060 0. 066 0. 066 0.147 0.147 0.149 0.149 0.148
2006 0.372 0.211 0.220 0.220 0.143 0.144 0.143 0.143 0.143
1995—2001 -0.111 -0.097 -0.103 -0.103 -0.063 -0.064 -0.064 -0.064 -0.063
2001—2006 0.166 0.124 0.132 0.132 0.099 0.099 0.099 0.100 0.099
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China’ s Export Potential: Trends Distribution and Sources

SHI Bingzhan ZHANG Xia
( School of Economics Nankai University Tianjin 300071 China)

Abstract: Based on the gravity model regression we can determine whether China has enough export potential. We

have the following conclusions. Firstly China’ s export has turned from under-potential into over-potential which can be

seen by the export decreasing. Secondly from the perspective of geography distribution China’ s future export potential is

mainly within Asia. Thirdly China’s over-export is driven by quantity and there is large potential for export price. Finally

the middle and west China has larger export potential compared with the east regions. Therefore on the one hand the gov—

ernment should realize the necessity of China’ s export speed decreasing on the other hand the government should imple—

ment policy to adjust export geography distribution upgrade export quality and price to achieve the partial export potential.

Key words: export potential; gravity model; potential of export margins; export potential of regions; zero trade



