28 5

Vol. 28, No. 5
2009 5 Technology Economics May , 2009
1 1 2
(1. , 1000832 , 100287)
1988 —2007
-F752 61 A :1002 - 980X (2009) 05 - 0059 - 05
1
y 60000
50000
40000
30000
3 20000
1] 100004
, L0 1985 1990 1991 1992 1993 1004 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 20012002 2003 2004 2005 2006 27
E 1
- PR (T ) - S PR ()
' 1 1988 —2007
2009 USDA PD
1988 1994 ,
150 , 10000 15000 ’
, 1995 ,
, 1998 "
19929 3825 , '
19. 32 % , 1998 , ’
, 2001 2003 2
, 3000 , 2007
49818 !
. 2007 37816 2007 2007
1988 9 ,
75 91% 1988 —2007 3 '
:2009 - 03 - 07
: (07JB Y1086)
(1986 —) , :
(19699 , , , , (19709,

)




28 5

1
11
(3]
; ,1993
1988 —2007
4
, 2005 18000
14000
12

1994 —2006 13

60

[5] 2
1994 —2006 )
, 2007 )
2007 2 )
, 1
1994 400 / 2006
1300 / , 2005
4000
3500 ,\\.\,
3000 //\ /
2500 /‘/ \‘\ /
: x ——
2000 == /./-/\
1500 \""'\- b
1000
500
1994‘1«)95 19%‘|w7 l‘)\)é%‘l*)‘)‘) 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
o
——PEEER G O /M) e 1 SRR SIERRTBEN (O /)
2 1994 —2006
:1
()
, 13
, P
) 1987
\ 29 ,
2000 ) WTO )
1 2007 15 ,2008
2
1988 —2007 14
16000
, 1992 ,
3%, 114 % 1996 ,
, 3%
, 114 % ,
[6]
1996 —2007 3%



WTO , 3% ( , ()
2007 1% )
2002 3 , )
, 4
, ( )
, 1] 4) , GDP
2
1988 —2007
y 5) 1
21 6)
, : , 2002 ,
1) 0, , 1
, (1)
DEP =d +B:InPRI +B2InPRE +B3:InFRE +
2) , B. TAF +BsGEN (1)
) ] (1) -cx ;[31
) ;[32
;B
) ;B4
3) Bs
1 1
1
D EP( %) 28 58 19 16 75 91 0. 01
PRI ( %) 132 85 142 19 200. 88 58 14
PRE( ) 38 93 33 15 70. 96 13 22
FRE(10 ) 215. 88 122. 47 1066. 34 2 92
TAF( %) 47. 30 3 00 114. 00 1 00
GEN( ) , 0 1,
22 USDA
2) 1988 —2007
1) 1988 —2007 PRI ( /
DEP, ) , 1 ( /

61



28

) 2007
, / , 2007
() , 1988 —2006
1994 —2006
EXCEL forcast ,
3) H
PRE USDA
FAO FAPRI ,USDA
4) FRE
1988 —2007 ,
FRE 1987 —2006
5) : , 1996
, , 114 %
© 1996
WTO , ,
3 %:;
WTO 2007
3%; 2007
1%
23
1988 —2007 ,
Eviews5. 1 ,
, 2
2
t
C - 31 8477| 64 9934 - 0.4900 0 6317
LOG(PRI) | - 26 7300| 14 5259 - 1 8402 0 0870
LOG(PRE) | 26 3553 6 3074 [4178502" " Q0. 0009
LOG(FRE) 1 9519 4. 3534 Q. 4484 Q0 6607
TAFE - 0 1447 0 0670 |- 2 159490 " 0 0486
GEN 9 8756 6 4688 1 5266 0 1491
R2 0. 9469 D. W 2. 2449
R? 0. 9279 AlIC 7. 0799
F 49. 9275 0. 0000
ML 1% $ %" 10 %
RZ

62

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)
988,

1%,

1% F

AlC

2 25,

- 26 73,

26. 36,

0. 26 %

195,

-0 14,

0 14%

10 %

1%



[71

[1] :

[J]. ,2007(11) :34-44.
' ’ ’ 2] ,
9. ,2008(1) :23-30.
3] ,
9. ,2007(8) :7-10.
[4] ,
[J]. ,2007(12) :28-32.

[5] , . [J1.

,2007(1) :4-10.

! [6] , .

,2006(5) :35-39.

[7] . [J1.
,2006(3) :32-34.

[J].

Analysis on Influencing Factors of Foreign Trade
Dependence of Chinds Soybean

Zou Yujuan' ,Wu Laping" ,Tan Lin’
(1. College of Economics and Management ,China Agricultural Universty ,Beijing 100083 ,China;
2 College of Economics and Management ,Beijing Forestry University ,Beijing 100287 ,China)

Absdtract : Using the annual data during 1988 —2007 ,this paper caculates the foreign trade dependence of Chind s soybean ,and analyzes the
characteristics of change trend of foreign trade dependence of Chind s soybean Then ,it establishes the empirical model to analyze the factorsin-
fluencing foreign trade dependence of Chind s soybean quantitatively. The results show that ,the change of domestic press demand for soybean
and the tariff have sgnificant impactson theforeign trade dependence of Chind s soybean ,while theimpactsof price gap of soybean at home and
abroad foreign exchange reserve and the implementation of safety management regulation of transgene are all not obvious

Key words: foreign trade dependence ;press demand for soybean ;foreign exchange reserve

63



