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Agro trade Potential for China and Brazil

(College of Economics and Management, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract: As major agricultural trading nations, the development of bilateral agro-trade between China and Brazil will affect global agro product

market. In this paper, the development of the bilateral trade in agro product is described and the rationality of the bilateral agro-trade structure

is analyzed, using three indices: agricultural export dependence, revealed comparative advantage, and trade com plementarity. T he advantageous

agro-products differ significantly between China and Brazil, indicating that there exists large potential for bilateral agr o trade. China may increase

imports of land intensive agro products from Brazil and exports of some labor intensive primary and processed food to Brazil. Both China and

Brazil will gain from enhancing bilateral trade in agro products.

Key words: China; Brazil; agro product trade
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Dynamic Analysis of China’ s Agricultural Trade Pattems

Wu Xiaoyan"?, Wang Yinghuft
(1. College of Economics & Management, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100083, China;

2. College of Economics & Management, Shijiazhuang Railway University, Shijiazhuang 050000, China)

Abstract: With the statistical data of agricultural products provided by U N Statistic Office and the use of the im proved RCA model, this paper

analyzes Chinas agricultural comparative index and its changes in distribution between 1996 2008, as well as inter period changes in the evolu

tion of the trend. The analysis shows that the majority of Chinese agricultural products does not have comparative advantage, the comparative

advantage of Chinas agricultural products has a downward trend, the trade pattern has a certain stability. In addition, Chinas main ex port agri

cultural products and agricultural products of comparative advantage are not entirely consistent.

Key words: agricultural trade; trade pattern; comparative advantage; dynamic analysis
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