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Analysis of the Contribution of Foreign Trade to the
Economic Growth of China on the Basis of VAR
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Abstract ;. The development of foreign is very important for the rapid growth of economy, and this paper will analyze the impacts
given by the foreign trade to the growth of economy through establishing the VAR model. After learning about the relationship between
Chinese foreign trade and economic growth, and then the contribution done by the Chinese foreign trade to the economic growth will be
discussed deeply. On the basis of thus, some suggestions for the further development of Chinese foreign trade will be supplied, which
will make much more contribution to the economic growth of China.
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o Bl BCEETT B 35 4Rk, XM A B R R b B A TR RAEH T2 RRE N TR, 45502 FEE - EmA
WTO LA R 25 2BRALHH—P 3 , & E 2 18 8 5 S AR A WTIR, B 5 %t # B 25K 59 TR e A W
¥, 0 T AU BAXS B 5 R B 2 5 K TR, BTSN A 5 S TP R Z R R B+ E

— X5 A5 5 & FrE K R

Lo B B 2K X AR ek, BARFARF—HIERNETK 535 5 &R Z B f 2 R it
T5E, AR ZSBRBEIR . WEERBIFERE , FENIRE A T2E =56 B —F R D a T
KR - 5T (R. Nurkes,1953) fZ {458 (D. H. Robertson,1937) AR, MATA NS H 5 RATH K
A“51EE”  — B XM B 5 R B (U RE BT SR ELER R 2R , 3 BB SR 1/ 25 [RI4E A 25 5 A (BB R P SR 4R
BREHREIEN . B _MRRMRURRREPERN 2 HFE R - T EHM (Raul Prebisch,1949)
#NFA% (Hans W. Singer,1949) HRK , AT N —EXIS A G W R BE N SE LT R AT, &
B LA ORI80™ i o ER R B E 2, MRS 5 HE 22 RFA R K, MRE—F AN ELE
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E&ME: AR SPERESTE (11CJ1046)
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EZTFA R P48 ( Clarvis, 1973) AR, KRG X R, WA A R R2—BEE KK,
AR —EZFF RN AMER, HhE—BEFERNERR TN AZ UIMEE AL ENNEER,
Xtoh B 5 RRAE S Lt X2k B R M2 5P KA BRI E AL

EEER, ENZEE TN ASGH LT KN TR LR ERZEUT I T : REFZZERE R
(2003) 35 i : EAMEAD 90 ERBIA M40, FESNAH DK 10 ME 2 S#&fEs) GDP K 1 AME 4
Mo BRZMW SRR (2012) @3 04 MRS R, H O 523 KX RIFAEIEMENRR, i OMEK
1% ,£:4E3h GDP 3K 0.714% o R (2013) 5, P E CDP MK BEATFIINH 5 , & B4R GDP HyFRFEE
B, —E BRI O RSN,

IS 2 H R AR I, SN 5 B R R XT T 2T K TR, ER KA BB H AR, [
i E Y O X 2R 7 A R A AR TR o AR SORE MRS B2 55 % 22 B 38 4 - B 2800 A B 8O 8 34T 2
B, T BBy BEAURDSS R, R I dooRe 3 1 10 DA DX 550, et 1 AR M s8R EA T B AT o

2.3 BB 2HHEKE AR R T %L, HTRIZFEEZLTMK SIS A B ZERXR EHWS
FAE I, (VRS0 22 8 A B A SRR 30 ) A B SR & AR B X238, NIRRT ¥ ER AT EEA LT
JLA S — R Ir IR LN R 5 5 5P K Z M M E AR R R AT AT, IR X—rEEERM
AR RBOR BT KR SX oM 5 Z B EARTF R R, FF AR RECR R BN Z B A AR R
S R R U [ 204, BIGE S A R — TS IR A AL AR ST B 5 A D B AL 45 B A BE BT 51 B
SIETHRIEN 55 =ROr kR o80T, @S 28R B R T R 5 K& AR B 1H
R EARYRE K E R R URSE— B XM R R BB, 5 MITE R TR IR, BRI
SR E REA TR N R ER, R B PTX5 A B3 ST K KSR .

AICHE S AT BT ABT SRR B ZEA L, I 1978 423 2012 48 o [ [ Y 47 B E (GDP) Lk M1 (IM)
A OB (EX) $d% , B 5584 Johansen BRI 7047 2 H O X2 BF K SRR, SR )5 83857 VAR £
RIFFFENF 51 B 5 X 22 B S K S B o

— XF5MA B X 42 T K B9 A< A RS T 43 #

1. AR IS B R R, CEE 1978 4£F 2012 FFRHPIRARMINA S SLFHKMXR, B TE
RSN 5 SETIK AR, HILS T K R GDP 1E 57288, X5 5 DA 0 B IM AL O S
EX AR 8, 0 T SRR 0 AR B AT T XUk Ab B, A3 GDP Rt i O BB 34 R IR T (F B e it 48
$)o ST EESRBTR A R A AT RE AR B 5T 22 5 8/ N DR R AR AL R BRI R Bl , AR SCR A Johansen
PPEE S HT %) LoGDP LnIM  LnEX AT UME R R AR S

2. AR R, XARRHAT ADF BARGR , R REE 1,

F1 ADF BirmRaBER

t 5% W AUE P MR AIC it
LnGDP -2.76515 -3.56838 0.22 (e,t,1) -3.30147 Rt
ALnGDP -3.59696 -3.58753 0.0491 (e,1,3) -3.3773 g
LnIM -2.92358 -3.56838 0.1697 (e,t,1) -1.25055 Rt
ALnIM -4.74903 -3.57424 0.0036 (e,t,1) -1.1027 g
LnEX -2.82023 -3.56838 0.2014 (e,t,0) -1.65621 Rt
ALnEX -3.51383 -2.96397 0.0145 (e,t,0) -1.52181 i

(1) AR ESETF. (DRBHXA (o,t,k)c it 55 A7 ADF RBeh ¥ 2T AHHT,k A FHBHH, % AIC RAEMAR,
MR 1 AL H,7E 5% B3 1EKF T, LnGDP \ LnIM \ LnEX ¥ Jp-FRa A &, 2t —Br &40, 28 P A
BE, UL X=AEENN (1) F,
3. Johansen ##4%r, £33 ADF B4/ HRIGH A LNGDP LNIM \LNEX =AZFEIH I(1) . THEFRH Jo-
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BRI (BRI EM)

2014 48

hansen FREERT T EEXT R FIHAT M ER R, MIRERIEK 2,
%2 Johansen L%

Hypothesized Trace 0.05
No. of CE(s) Eigenvalue Statistic Critical Value Prob. * *
None * 0.691990 50.28839 35.19275 0.0006
At most 1 0.384693 17.31492 20.26184 0.1212
At most 2 0.124321 3.717155 9.164546 0.4558
Normalized cointegrating coefficients (standard error in parentheses)
LNGDP LNIM LNEX C
1. 000000 -2.447544 3.245606 4.896972
(0.55827) (0.50455) (0.34641)

A4 AR TR A5 S AR KL RIT
LNGDP = -2.4475441LNIM +3. 245606 LNEX +4. 896972
B (GDP) IR (IM) L TS (EX) 2 Il 6 R AR L o
e IR 2 K B SO, HE T AEHEK 19 , GDP FIE 2. 4475449 o i T XE 250 S K AT TE R, Hi 11
&K 1% ,GDP B 3.245606%
= 3151 58 5 3 42 S H K B AT A S
RATESeHE . VAR BU8), 2 JE AT RO O REAMHT, 4B IMLEX A B GDP BRI , 48 J5 77 07 2
SIS — B M o X P A R R TR
1 VAR 43458 5 & P ARKE, FELTFIF, FN— B YW ER I T B M, SR
B B UL B RAT R, B LI B A A 5 AR, 2SR o 7 0 R,
T S8 % BT H e B BHASASE o EL5— 7T, WS TR K, LB R S OBt % , 13 e BERRAR S o BRI, B
FEHE G IR E 2 I TR PR, — MO AIC 1 SC BUER: /N MBS SR B B, VAR Y

W E YB3,
F3 VAR KRB EMEHRE
Lag LogL FPE AlC sC HQ
0 -30. 75844 0.001906 2.250563 2.390682 2.295388
1 97.41928 6.78¢ —07 -5.694619 -5.134140 -5.515317
2 117. 6443 3.28¢-07" -6.442955" -5.462117" -6.120177"*
HR4E AIC 1 SC H/NEN, i ERATHE VAR BRI R E0h 2 B, BJa B i VAR BRI 4,
£4 VARER
LNGDP LNIM LNEX
LNGDP( -1) 1.699708 0.013898 -0.297953
(0.17652) (0.47962) (0.36145)
[ 9.62907] [ 0.02898] [ -0.82433]
LNGDP( -2) -0.731881 0.053054 0.420933
(0.17348) (0.47138) (0.35524)
[ -4.21872] [ 0.11255] [ 1.18493]
LNIM( -1) -0.057884 0.989530 0.374365
(0.09642) (0.26199) (0.19744)
[ -0.60031] [ 3.77695] [ 1.89607]
LNIM( -2) 0.003743 - 0. 394680 0.014421
(0.09596) (0.26073) (0.19649)
[ 0.03900] [ -1.51373] [ 0.07339]
LNEX( -1) 0.064170 0.421564 0. 870559
(0.13174) (0.35795) (0.26976)
[ 0.48709] [ 1.17770] [ 3.22714]
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g4
LNGDP LNIM LNEX

LNEX( -2) 0.013494 -0.116854 -0.353670
(0.11640) (0.31628) (0.23835)

[ 0.11593] [ —0.36947] [ -1.48381]

C 0.211507 0.054004 -0.455597
(0.16160) (0.43909) (0.33091)

[ 1.30881] [ 0.12299] [ -1.37681]
R-squared 0.998878 0.990272 0.995230
Adj. R-squared 0.998585 0.987734 0.993985
Sum sq. resids 0.061014 0.450445 0.255826
S.E. equation 0.051505 0. 139945 0. 105465
F-statistic 3412.367 390.2097 799.7786
Log likelihood 50.39963 20.41261 28. 89865

Akaike AIC -2.893309 -0.894174 -1.459910

Schwarz SC -2.566363 -0.567228 -1.132964
Mean dependent 10.61918 7.116929 7.166352
S.D. dependent 1.369299 1.263587 1. 359905

FE VAR AR Jo & BT PR 1, IR IR G5 R N2 5 FIE 1 s o
£5 VAR MEFRERE

Inverse Roots of AR Characteristic Polynomial

Root Modulus 1.5
0.990734 0.990734
0.778338 - 0.215694i 0.807672 107
0.778338 + 0.215694i 0.807672 0.5+ .
0.273984 - 0.512137i 0.580820 00 )
0.273984 + 0.512137i 0.580820 .
0.464418 0.464418 =051 :
No root lies outside the unit circle. -1.0+
VAR satisfies the stability condition. _15 : i

T T
-1.5 -1.0 -05 00 05 1.0 15

1 VAR R ERMRY

B 1 B, 23 FRrs, 1 VAR B8 RRHMER K EIBUEX/N T 1, TR — N FPRARS, 7T LUK
AT Bk wrnd B o34 007 225347 o

2. B eh B 5HT o BKWhOE RL R BUHRA VAR R h— M MER B — AN AR R K, i
HoAb A B S R LUR SRR, 45 R E 2,

Response of LNGDP to LNIM Response of LNGDP to LNEX

1 23 45 6 7 8 910 1 23 45 6 7 8 910
B2 Rkipm Rz &%
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H BB A H, 7RIS 3 OB — D IEAREZ ST B wh 5, GDP 7ERT I B0 R AL, 26 =\ I3 T
MRIH AT S RL, GDP WA BN, FESB ARG T I R AEIE M My, HEARY S H DB —rpdi)E, GDP
FES —HITT IR R B I, I H—H R IEBL .

3. % £ Mo BKHPNARE R BARMIA VAR BRI eh— AN Py 22 AR B A ity 45 FUAth P 22 38 B B SR BRI
T J7 2253 B AT B — G e AR AR B AR L G ROT 2R B R ) MFIRE, #E— BT A R4S
W MERME, VAR REHENNAZR NS ZSAEZ R A S X R E N AL FRER
MR, T2 0 R B KRR VAR REHERE— WA R MTIN T2 (BArEZE) 2 e BRatL b

FrYERI BTk, PR X% A E IR 247 LNGDP \LNCD . LNM1 # LNSST #4777 22 73 ## 3 # o
%6 CDPHEAME

Period S.E. LNGDP LNIM LNEX
1 0.051412 100. 0000 0. 000000 0. 000000
2 0.095902 99.69230 0.306744 0. 000958
3 0.138648 99.19489 0.653267 0. 151845
4 0. 178099 98.75735 0.754121 0.488529
5 0.213776 98.52268 0.625451 0. 851869
6 0.245833 98.36417 0.473119 1.162716
7 0.274632 98.09253 0.481608 1. 425859
8 0.300539 97. 60263 0.732168 1. 665199
9 0.323911 96.87649 1.230623 1. 892892
10 0.345120 95.94349 1.948402 2. 108106
11 0.364530 94.85301 2.841553 2.305437
12 0.382462 93.66137 3.857347 2.481284
13 0.399177 92.42432 4.940346 2.635332
14 0.414882 91.19115 6.039556 2.769296
15 0.429743 90.00078 7.113728 2. 885488
16 0.443897 88. 88065 8.133211 2.986137
17 0.457463 87.84754 9.079180 3.073277
18 0.470540 86.90950 9.941706 3. 148799
19 0.483216 86.06788 10.71767 3.214455
20 0.495564 85.31931 11. 40887 3.271822
21 0.507646 84.65729 12. 02045 3.322261
22 0.519513 84.07355 12. 55953 3.366924
23 0.531206 83.55903 13. 03420 3.406771
24 0.542757 83.10462 13.45278 3.442602
25 0.554191 82.70166 13. 82326 3.475083
26 0.565525 82.34220 14. 15304 3.504760
27 0.576772 82.01920 14. 44871 3.532083
28 0.587941 81.72657 14. 71601 3.557415
29 0.599038 81.45915 14. 95980 3.581048
30 0. 610066 81.21267 15. 18412 3.603212
31 0.621028 80.98365 15.39226 3. 624092
32 0.631925 80.76931 15. 58686 3.643832
33 0. 642758 80.56748 15. 76998 3. 662546
34 0.653530 80.37645 15.94323 3. 680323
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Percent LNGDP variance due to LNIM Percent LNGDP variance due to LNEX
100 100

80 4 80 4

60 60

40 4 40 4

20 4 20 4

S — L —
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3 GDP HEHRER

M ETE R ZHT4E R AT, 3 O 8%t GDP ST ERBARETEL 15% , i A GDP [ TTRREBRASEAELI3. 5% o

M RiER RS

ASCHFH 1978 453 2012 4E {3 H OB GDP BB RSN A S 5L KA R, BB INT .
FESFHK B OHK M OMKZ BRAEKIRENSE X R . Johansen UMK T 5 R B 3 O X
ZUFHE K B RS, Bl O3 K 1% , GDP FRE 2. 447544 % 5 H O 5t 2 Br 6K 78 IE A0, B 3 O 4538 K
1% ,GDP }#iK 3.245606% , MAEE LNEX fAF & LNIM HRBCEE , KIIRE H O X5 K MR K,
Bk P R AT SRR I MR A OB — A IEAREZEF B vbi 5, GDP ZERT I B Bc B I b, 55 = . U
FEEGFRIH B 8] B RN, GDP WA BB/, FESE /S B 5 FRIG B AR IE M wp ity s M7E A B4, th DB — bk )5, GDP
SR IR R BN, H— B R IESN . FEMEHSPTERERN 3O GDP M s mi K,
FAETE 15% ; H O X GDP B s i /N RRETE 3. 5% . Bt AR, NEBI BRI ZIES
H D85 8 D8 R 28 TR SRS B 3 K, A HE DR A S sh X 22 B 3 K A Sh B R IR S A 28, BT A
] AN A5 8 1 8 HH AR K s AT R & B R IR I R K%

HOAFREEIL

L. XA#she T HR R, HORGHREMNTLFHKNERRES TN, B ORSHNRERER
LRI ARL 3 o E ] PP SR 2 R B, R s =\ S5 H R W Ak, B4R & 7=l = A R sk B fr it 25 o 3
K. Wb}, H 0% 5 0ERES O OHEL TSR SN R TR ER, SERER
Wi iR B Al BB B RS E U TR TR B, X st Ol 88 H T3 ESR, e B+ /UK
=S ERN S BIR T, B O AT ORI T EARBIR SR, 2L &S R it
4 RAER ORGSR R,

2. EA o2 FHRGER, —BORYE, FEOX TR KANER RAEEi3 KR A AR H
Ko FEFHE, Wik O =BG T, 3BT MR T R R8s B — T Tl R4t T YR ;
5 B} A8 TR0 7= i B T e AR B4, MR R A PSR B T W Al . BT A A O BB ik — 24
s E R A=, AT —B R 0% 0 XS L —SHK., Y F#HOms, ZER
O b P B 1 7 S 5, o LR DB N A PR v L H DS T AR, X T 251 K 72 A 1 IR

3.tttk o | P A, REHOASHTRFHKNENSKPMRBEERN, BEARE—K
HiERE OMARED, EMIHH ORGSR ERE, AN ELEENTATRERERERT4E
B, i RIME LR R 2R RA TR NARE . Frik, B s s i & WA  SilA 85t 5
SyBUR FE TR MEHEE O R B PR B XA BRI T AT R R %
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