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s 1980 —2007
) 1
1 1980—2007
1980 0 1341 - 01837 — 0 4440 ~ 0 0190 - 07172 0 6791 ~ 0 2348
1985 0 4467 ~ 0 4643 -0 5339 — 0 4518 ~ 09092 0 2940 0 1633
1990 0 2344 0 0302 -0 2812 0 1708 - 05018 0 7156 0 1278
1991 0 1969 0 252 ~ 0 4169 0 1588 — 0 4655 0 7441 0 1011
1992 0 1239 0 045 - 0 4391 - 0 0886 - 0 4063 0 7194 0 0000
1993 0 0795 - 0 0890 - 0 3546 -0 2702 - 04932 Q 7131 0 0000
1994 0 0890 0 0108 - 0 3209 ~ 0 0949 - 04031 0 7613 - 0 9653
1995 - 0 0639 0 835 - 0 3109 0 0568 - 02527 0 7369 - 0 9828
1996 -0 0742 0 0649 - 0 3420 ~ 0 0483 - 02159 0 7385 - 0 9635
1997 - 0 0888 0 1654 -0 3072 0 0332 — 0 0940 0 7836 -0 9912
1998 - 0 0566 0 1637 -0 3227 0 0221 - 00619 0 7850 - 0 9868
1999 - 0 1476 0 1151 - 0 3970 - 0 0156 - 00828 Q 7640 - 0 9868
2000 -0 2947 0 1129 - 0 4281 0 0088 - 00535 0 7425 - 0 7641
2001 - 0 2692 0 0959 - 0 4125 0 0219 - 0 0600 0 7049 - 0 4832
2002 - 0 2664 0 0042 -0 4362 0 0440 ~ 0 0380 0 6726 -0 4141
2003 - 0 3528 0 853 - 0 4288 0 0385 - 00133 0 5850 -0 1457
2004 - 0 4861 0 1092 - 0 4259 0 1527 0 0296 0 5144 -0 1579
2005 -0 5015 0 1638 - 0 3697 0 2281 0 0961 0 5227 -0 1112
2006 -0 5591 0 2050 -0 3231 0 3358 0 1221 0 5389 0 0655
2007 - 0 5961 0 372 - 0 2813 0 3625 0 1663 0 5446 - 0 0621
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Status and Evaluation on International Competitiveness of Industry in China

Liu Yan
(Chinese Academy of Agricultural Engineering, Beijing 100125, China)

Abstract: According to the status of Chinas international competitiveness, this paper analyzes systematically the evaluation methods and inde
xes for international competitiveness. And it selects the indexes of market share, trade com petitive index and revealed comparative advantage,
and uses the export data evaluation method to calculate the international competitiveness of overall industry and main export products in Chr
na The result shows that the export of agricultural raw material have weak comparative advantage, and the export of manufactured goods have
strong comparative advantage However, as a whole, the international com petitiveness of Chinas industry is still relatively low.
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