
Give to AgEcon Search

The World’s Largest Open Access Agricultural & Applied Economics Digital Library

This document is discoverable and free to researchers across the 
globe due to the work of AgEcon Search.

Help ensure our sustainability.

AgEcon Search
http://ageconsearch.umn.edu

aesearch@umn.edu

Papers downloaded from AgEcon Search may be used for non-commercial purposes and personal study only. 
No other use, including posting to another Internet site, is permitted without permission from the copyright 
owner (not AgEcon Search), or as allowed under the provisions of Fair Use, U.S. Copyright Act, Title 17 U.S.C.

No endorsement of AgEcon Search or its fundraising activities by the author(s) of the following work or their 
employer(s) is intended or implied.

https://shorturl.at/nIvhR
mailto:aesearch@umn.edu
http://ageconsearch.umn.edu/


ＡＣｏｍｐｅｔｉｔｉｖｅＡｎａｌｙｓｉｓｏｎｔｈｅＡｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌＰｒｏｄｕｃｔｓｏｆＣｈｉｎａａｎｄ
ＴｈａｉｌａｎｄｉｎｔｈｅＵ．Ｓ．Ｍａｒｋｅｔ

ＡｉｐｉｎｇＹＡＯ１，ＬｉｐｉｎｇＷＡＮ１，２

１．ＣｏｌｌｅｇｅｏｆＥｃｏｎｏｍｉｃｓａｎｄＭａｎａｇｅｍｅｎｔ，ＳｏｕｔｈｗｅｓｔＵｎｉｖｅｒｓｉｔｙ，Ｃｈｏｎｇｑｉｎｇ４００７１５，Ｃｈｉｎａ；２．ＣｏｌｌｅｇｅｏｆＢａｓｉｃＭｅｄｉｃｉｎｅ，ＣｈｏｎｇｑｉｎｇＭｅｄｉｃａｌＵｎｉｖｅｒｓｉｔｙ，

Ｃｈｏｎｇｑｉｎｇ４００７１５，Ｃｈｉｎａ

Ａｂｓｔｒａｃｔ　ＴｈｉｓｐａｐｅｒｓｅｌｅｃｔｓＣｈｉｎａａｎｄＴｈａｉｌａｎｄａｓａｒｅｆｅｒｅｎｃｅｏｂｊｅｃｔ．ＢａｓｅｄｏｎｔｈｅＵ．Ｓ．ｍａｒｋｅｔ，ｉｔａｎａｌｙｚｅｓｔｈｅｅｘｐｏｒｔｃｏｍｐｅｔｉｔｉｖｅｎｅｓｓｏｆ
ｔｈｅａｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓｏｆＣｈｉｎａａｎｄＴｈａｉｌａｎｄｂｙｍａｒｋｅｔｓｈａｒｅａｎｄｇｒｏｗｔｈｒａｔｅ，ｍｅａｓｕｒｅｓｔｈｅａｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓｏｆＣｈｉｎａａｎｄＴｈａｉｌａｎｄｅｘ
ｐｏｒｔｃｏｍｐｅｔｉｔｉｏｎｄｅｇｒｅｅｂｙｅｘｐｏｒｔｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓｉｍｉｌａｒｉｔｙｉｎｄｅｘａｎｄｅｓｔｉｍａｔｅｓｔｈｅａｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓｏｆＣｈｉｎａａｎｄＴｈａｉｌａｎｄｅｘｐｏｒｔｃｏｍｐｅｔｉｔｉｖｅｎｅｓｓ
ｓｔｒｅｎｇｔｈｂｙｓｈｉｆｔｓｈａｒｅｍｅｔｈｏｄ．Ｔｈｅｒｅｓｕｌｔｓｓｈｏｗｔｈａｔ：Ａｔｐｒｅｓｅｎｔ，ｉｎｔｈｅＵ．Ｓ．ｍａｒｋｅｔ，ｔｈｅｃｏｍｐｅｔｉｔｉｏｎｏｆｔｈｅａｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓｏｆＣｈｉｎａ
ａｎｄＴｈａｉｌａｎｄｉｓｆｉｅｒｃｅ，ｂｕｔｅｘｐｏｒｔｇｒｏｗｔｈｏｆＣｈｉｎａｓａｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓｉｓｆａｓｔｅｒａｎｄｍｏｒｅｃｏｍｐｅｔｉｔｉｖｅ．Ｆｉｎａｌｌｙｏｎｈｏｗｔｏｆｕｒｔｈｅｒｉｍｐｒｏｖｅ
ＣｈｉｎａｓａｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｅｘｐｏｒｔｓｃｏｍｐｅｔｉｔｉｖｅｎｅｓｓｉｎｔｈｅＵ．Ｓ．ｍａｒｋｅｔａｎｄｐｒｏｍｏｔｅＣｈｉｎａｓａｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｅｘｐｏｒｔｔｒａｄｅｔｏｔｈｅＵ．Ｓ．ｉｔｐｕｔｓｆｏｒｗａｒｄｔｈｅｒｅ
ｌａｔｅｄｃｏｕｎｔｅｒｍｅａｓｕｒｅｓａｎｄｓｕｇｇｅｓｔｉｏｎｓ．
Ｋｅｙｗｏｒｄｓ　Ｅｘｐｏｒｔｃｏｍｐｅｔｉｔｉｖｅｎｅｓｓ，Ｅｘｐｏｒｔｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓｉｍｉｌａｒｉｔｙｉｎｄｅｘ，Ｓｈｉｆｔｓｈａｒｅｍｅｔｈｏｄ

Ｒｅｃｅｉｖｅｄ：Ｊｕｎｅ２２，２０１４　　Ａｃｃｅｐｔｅｄ：Ａｕｇｕｓｔ１５，２０１４
ＳｕｐｐｏｒｔｅｄｂｙｔｈｅＮａｔｉｏｎａｌＳｏｃｉａｌＳｃｉｅｎｃｅＦｏｕｎｄａｔｉｏｎｏｆＣｈｉｎａ（１１＆ＺＤ００８）；
ＦｕｎｄａｍｅｎｔａｌＲｅｓｅａｒｃｈＦｕｎｄｓｆｏｒｔｈｅＣｅｎｔｒａｌＵｎｉｖｅｒｓｉｔｉｅｓ（ＳＷＵ１２０９３８４）．
Ｃｏｒｒｅｓｐｏｎｄｉｎｇａｕｔｈｏｒ．Ｅｍａｉｌ：ｃｎｍａｔｈｓ＠ｇｍａｉｌ．ｃｏｍ

１　Ｉｎｔｒｏｄｕｃｔｉｏｎ
Ｔｈａｉｌａｎｄ，ａｓａｍｅｍｂｅｒｏｆＳｏｕｔｈ－ＥａｓｔＡｓｉａｎＮａｔｉｏｎｓ（ＡＳＥＡＮ），
ｉｓａｃｏｕｎｔｒｙｆａｍｏｕｓｆｏｒａｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｉｏｎａｎｄｅｘｐｏｒｔ．Ｉｔｉｓａｌ
ｓｏｔｈｅｏｎｌｙｎｅｔｅｘｐｏｒｔｅｒｏｆｆｏｏｄｉｎＡｓｉａａｎｄｉｔｈａｓｂｅｅｎｈａｉｌｅｄａｓａ
＂ｇｒａｎａｒｙ＂ｉｎＳｏｕｔｈｅａｓｔＡｓｉａ．ＴｈｅＡｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｖａｒｉｅｔｙｉｓ
ｄｉｖｅｒｓｅ．Ｎｏｔｏｎｌｙｉｓｒｉｃｈｉｎｔｒｏｐｉｃａｌｆｒｕｉｔｓ，ｃｏｆｆｅｅ，ｊｕｔｅ，ｂａｍｂｏｏ
ａｎｄｗｉｌｄｍｅｄｉｃｉｎａｌｍａｔｅｒｉａｌｓ，ａｌｓｏｉｓｔｈｅｗｏｒｌｄｓｌａｒｇｅｓｔｅｘｐｏｒｔｅｒｏｆ
ｃａｓｓａｖａ，ｒｉｃｅａｎｄｒｕｂｂｅｒ．Ｃｈｉｎａｉｓｔｈｅｌａｒｇｅｓｔａｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｅｘｐｏｒｔｅｒ
ｉｎＡｓｉａ，ａｌｏｔｏｆａｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓ，ｓｕｃｈａｓｇｒａｉｎ，ｓｕｇａｒ，ｖｅｇｅ
ｔａｂｌｅ，ｆｒｕｉｔ，ｌｉｖｅｓｔｏｃｋａｎｄｐｏｕｌｔｒｙｅｇｇ，ｔｈｅｉｒｏｕｔｐｕｔｉｓｉｎｔｈｅｆｉｒｓｔ
ｐｌａｃｅｉｎｔｈｅｗｏｒｌｄ．Ａｓｔｒａｄｉｔｉｏｎａｌａｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｃｏｕｎｔｒｉｅｓ，ｔｈｅｇｅｏ
ｇｒａｐｈｉｃａｌｌｏｃａｔｉｏｎ，ｎａｔｕｒａｌｃｏｎｄｉｔｉｏｎｓ，ｔｈｅｔｒａｄｉｔｉｏｎａｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｉｏｎ，
ｔｅｃｈｎｉｃａｌｌｅｖｅｌｂｅｔｗｅｅｎＣｈｉｎａａｎｄＴｈａｉｌａｎｄａｒｅｒｅｌａｔｉｖｅｌｙｓｉｍｉｌａｒ，
ｓｏｄｏｅｓｔｈａｔｍｅａｎＣｈｉｎａａｎｄＴｈａｉｌａｎｄａｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓｉｎｔｈｅ
ｉｎｔｅｒｎａｔｉｏｎａｌｍａｒｋｅｔａｌｓｏｈａｖｅａｓｔｒｏｎｇｃｏｍｐｅｔｉｔｉｖｅ？Ｃｈｉｎａｓａｇｒｉ
ｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓａｒｅｍｏｒｅｃｏｍｐｅｔｉｔｉｖｅｏｒＴｈａｉｌａｎｄ？Ｉｎｖｉｅｗｏｆ
ｃｏｍｐｅｔｉｔｉｖｅｃｈａｒａｃｔｅｒｉｓｔｉｃｓｏｆｔｈｅｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓｃａｎｂｅｂｅｔｔｅｒｒｅｆｌｅｃｔｅｄ
ｉｎｔｈｅｓａｍｅｅｘｐｏｒｔｍａｒｋｅｔ，ｔｏＣｈｉｎａ，ｔｈｅＵ．Ｓ．ｈａｓｂｅｅｎｔｈｅｍｏｓｔ
ｉｍｐｏｒｔａｎｔａｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓｅｘｐｏｒｔｍａｒｋｅｔ，ａｎｄｔｏＴｈａｉｌａｎｄ，
ｔｈｅＵ．Ｓ．ｉｓｔｈｅｌａｒｇｅｓｔａｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｅｘｐｏｒｔｓｏｕｒｃｅ．Ｔｈｅｒｅｆｏｒｅｔｈｉｓ
ｐａｐｅｒｂａｓｅｄｏｎｔｈｅＵ．Ｓ．ｍａｒｋｅｔ，ｄｉｓｃｕｓｓｅｓｔｈｅｃｏｍｐｅｔｉｔｉｏｎｏｆａｇ
ｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓｂｅｔｗｅｅｎＣｈｉｎａａｎｄＴｈａｉｌａｎｄ，ｉｎｏｒｄｅｒｔｏｇｅｔ
ｔｈｅｒｅｌｅｖａｎｔｃｏｎｃｌｕｓｉｏｎｓ．Ａｓｆｏｒｔｈｅａｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｅｘｐｏｒｔ
ｃｏｍｐｅｔｉｔｉｖｅｎｅｓｓｒｅｓｅａｒｃｈ，ｓｏｆａｒ，ｉｔｈａｓａｃｈｉｅｖｅｄｆｒｕｉｔｆｕｌｒｅｓｕｌｔｓ，
ｓｕｃｈａｓＢｏｗｅｎａｎｄＰｅｌｚｍａｎ（１９８４），Ｔｒａｉｌｌ＆ｄａＳｉｌｖａ（１９９６），
（Ｔｈｏｒｎｅ，（２００５），ＱｕＸｉａｏｂｏｅｔｃ．（２００７），ＭａｒｉａＣｒｅｓｃｉｍａｎｎｏ，
ＡｎｔｏｎｉｎｏＧａｌａｔｉ（２０１２），ｅｔｃ．，ｂｕｔｉｔｉｓｍｅａｓｕｒｅｄｆｒｅｑｕｅｎｔｌｙｂｙ
ｔｈｅｗｏｒｌｄｍａｒｋｅｔｓｈａｒｅ（ＷＭＳ），ｒｅｖｅａｌｅｄｃｏｍｐａｒａｔｉｖｅａｄｖａｎｔａｇｅ

ｉｎｄｅｘ（ＲＣＡ），ｔｒａｄｅｃｏｍｐｅｔｉｔｉｖｅｎｅｓｓｉｎｄｅｘ（ＴＣ）ａｎｄｉｎｔｒａｉｎｄｕｓ
ｔｒｙｔｒａｄｅｉｎｄｅｘ（ＧＬ）．Ｉｎｔｈｉｓｐａｐｅｒ，ｃｏｍｂｉｎｉｎｇｗｉｔｈｔｈｅｅｘｉｓｔｉｎｇ
ｒｅｓｅａｒｃｈｌｉｔｅｒａｔｕｒｅ，ｗｅｔｒｙｔｏａｄｏｐｔｔｈｅｍａｒｋｅｔｓｈａｒｅａｎｄｇｒｏｗｔｈ
ｒａｔｅ，ｅｘｐｏｒｔｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓｉｍｉｌａｒｉｔｙｉｎｄｅｘａｎｄｔｈｅｍｅｔｈｏｄｏｆｓｈｉｆｔｓｈａｒｅ
ｔｏｓｔｕｄｙｉｔ．

２　Ｒｅｓｅａｒｃｈｍｅｔｈｏｄｓａｎｄｄａｔａｓｏｕｒｃｅ
２．１　Ｒｅｓｅａｒｃｈｍｅｔｈｏｄｓ
２．１．１　Ｅｘｐｏｒｔｓｓｉｍｉｌａｒｉｔｙｉｎｄｅｘ．Ｔｈｅｓｔｒｕｃｔｕｒｅｏｆｅｘｐｏｒｔｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓ
ｉｓｄｉｆｆｅｒｅｎｔ，ｓｏｉｔｃａｎｎｏｔｆｕｌｌｙｒｅｆｌｅｃｔｔｈｅｄｅｇｒｅｅｏｆｃｏｍｐｅｔｉｔｉｏｎｂｅ
ｔｗｅｅｎｃｏｕｎｔｒｉｅｓｂｙｔｈｅｍａｒｋｅｔｓｈａｒｅａｎｄｇｒｏｗｔｈｒａｔｅ．ＷｅｕｓｅＥｘ
ｐｏｒｔｓＳｉｍｉｌａｒｉｔｙＩｎｄｅｘ（ＥＳＩ）ｔｏｍｅａｓｕｒｅｔｈｅｄｅｇｒｅｅｏｆｃｏｍｐｅｔｉｔｉｏｎ
ｏｎＣｈｉｎａａｎｄＴｈａｉｌａｎｄｉｎｔｈｅＵ．Ｓ．．ｍａｒｋｅｔ．Ｉｔｓｆｏｒｍｕｌａｉｓ：

ＥＳＩ＝ 
ｌ
ｍｉｎ

Ｘｌｉｗ
Ｘｉｗ
，
Ｘｌｊｗ
Ｘ( )[ ]
ｊｗ

Ｉｎｔｈｅｆｏｒｍｕｌａ，ＸｌｉｗａｎｄＸ
ｌ
ｊｗｒｅｓｐｅｃｔｉｖｅｌｙｉｓｔｈｅｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓｅｘ

ｐｏｒｔｏｆｉｃｏｕｎｔｒｙａｎｄｊｃｏｕｎｔｒｙｉｎｔｈｅｗｍａｒｋｅｔ，ａｎｄＸｉｗａｎｄＸｊｗｒｅ
ｓｐｅｃｔｉｖｅｌｙｉｓｔｏｔａｌｅｘｐｏｒｔｏｆｉｃｏｕｎｔｒｙａｎｄｊｃｏｕｎｔｒｙｉｎｔｈｅｗｍａｒ
ｋｅｔ．Ｔｈｅｉｎｄｅｘｃｈａｎｇｅｓｉｎｔｈｅｒａｎｇｅｆｒｏｍ０ｔｏ１００．ＩｆｔｈｅＥＳＩ＝０，
ｓａｉｄｅｘｐｏｒｔｃｏｍｍｏｄｉｔｙｓｔｒｕｃｔｕｒｅｏｆｉｃｏｕｎｔｒｙａｎｄｊｃｏｕｎｔｒｙｉｎｔｈｅｗ
ｍａｒｋｅｔａｒｅｃｏｍｐｌｅｔｅｌｙｄｉｆｆｅｒｅｎｔ．ＩｆｔｈｅＥＳＩ＝１００，ｔｈｅｅｘｐｏｒｔｃｏｍ
ｍｏｄｉｔｙｓｔｒｕｃｔｕｒｅｏｆｉｃｏｕｎｔｒｙａｎｄｊｃｏｕｎｔｒｙｉｎｔｈｅｗｍａｒｋｅｔａｒｅ
ｃｏｍｐｌｅｔｅｌｙｔｈｅｓａｍｅ．ＩｆＥＳＩｉｓｍｏｒｅｃｌｏｓｅｔｏ１００，ｔｈｅｅｘｐｏｒｔｃｏｍ
ｍｏｄｉｔｙｓｔｒｕｃｔｕｒｅｏｆｔｗｏｃｏｕｎｔｒｉｅｓｉｓｍｏｒｅｓｉｍｉｌａｒ，ａｎｄｔｈｅｍｏｒｅ
ｃｏｍｐｅｔｉｔｉｖｅｉｎｔｈｅｗｏｒｌｄｍａｒｋｅｔｏｒｔｈｅｔｈｉｒｄｐａｒｔｙｔｒａｄｅ．
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ｓｈａｒｅｍｅｔｈｏｄ，ｔｈｅｓｈｉｆｔｓｈａｒｅｍｅｔｈｏｄｉｓｔｏｓｔｕｄｙｔｈｅｅｘｐｏｒｔｐｅｒ
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ｐｏｒｔｐｅｒｆｏｒｍａｎｃｅｒｅｌａｔｉｖｅｔｏｔｈｅｒｅｆｅｒｅｎｃｅｇｒｏｕｐ，ａｎｄｔｈｅｉｎｄｉｖｉｄｕ
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ｔｉｏｎ．Ｗｈｅｎｎｅｔｔｒａｎｓｆｅｒｉｓｇｒｅａｔｅｒｔｈａｎ０，ｉｔｓｕｇｇｅｓｔｓｔｈａｔｔｈｅ
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ＮＳ＝ＡＣ－ＳＥ （１）
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０
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ｅａｒｌｙｐｅｒｉｏｄ．Ｐ０ｌｒｉｓｔｈａｔｔｈｅｐｒｏｐｏｒｔｉｏｎｏｆｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｅｘｐｏｒｔｉｎｔｈｅ
ｒｅｆｅｒｅｎｃｅｇｒｏｕｐａｃｃｏｕｎｔｅｄｆｏｒｏｆｉｔｓｔｏｔａｌｅｘｐｏｒｔ．Ｇｌｒｉｓｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔ
ｅｘｐｏｒｔｇｒｏｗｔｈｉｎｔｈｅｒｅｆｅｒｅｎｃｅｇｒｏｕｐｉｎ［０，ｔ］ｐｅｒｉｏｄ．
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ｓｈａｒｅｉｓｍｕｃｈｌｏｗｅｒｔｈａｎｔｈｅｔｏｐｔｈｒｅｅｃｏｕｎｔｒｉｅｓＣａｎａｄａ
（１８．６５％），ｔｈｅＥｕｒｏｐｅａｎＵｎｉｏｎ（１３．５３％）ａｎｄＭｅｘｉｃｏ（１２．
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ＴｈａｉｌａｎｄｓｔｏｔｈｅＵ．Ｓ．ｍａｒｋｅｔ．Ｆｒｏｍ２００２ｔｏ２０１２，Ｃｈｉｎａｓａｖｅｒ
ａｇｅｇｒｏｗｔｈｉｓ１８．１％，ａｎｄＴｈａｉｌａｎｄｓｉｓ６．３６％．Ｓｐｅｃｉｆｉｃｔｏｅａｃｈ
ｙｅａｒ，ｗｉｔｈｔｈｅｅｘｃｅｐｔｉｏｎｏｆ２００９，Ｃｈｉｎａｉｓａｆｆｅｃｔｅｄｂｙｔｈｅｆｉｎａｎ
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Ｔａｂｌｅ１　ＴｈｅｍａｒｋｅｔｓｈａｒｅｏｆｔｈｅａｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓｏｆＣｈｉｎａａｎｄＴｈａｉｌａｎｄｉｎｔｈｅＵ．Ｓ．ｍａｒｋｅｔｆｒｏｍ２００１ｔｏ２０１２ Ｕｎｉｔ：％

Ｃｏｕｎｔｒｙ ２００１ ２００２ ２００３ ２００４ ２００５ ２００６ ２００７ ２００８ ２００９ ２０１０ ２０１１ ２０１２

Ｃｈｉｎａ ２．１９ ２．７７ ３．３２ ３．２７ ３．６５ ４．３８ ４．７４ ５．０２ ５．１ ５．６ ５．５１ ５．５７
Ｔｈａｉｌａｎｄ ３．５５ ３．０８ ３．２６ ２．９７ ２．９９ ３．２７ ３．０６ ３．２ ３．５７ ３．６７ ３．４４ ２．８８
Ｓｏｕｒｃｅ：ＵＮＣＯＭＴＲＡＤＥＤａｔａｂａｓｅ．

Ｔａｂｌｅ２　ＴｈｅｅｘｐｏｒｔｇｒｏｗｔｈｏｆｔｈｅａｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌｐｒｏｄｕｃｔｓｏｆＣｈｉｎａａｎｄＴｈａｉｌａｎｄｉｎｔｈｅＵ．Ｓ．ｍａｒｋｅｔｆｒｏｍ２００１ｔｏ２０１２ Ｕｎｉｔ：％

Ｃｏｕｎｔｒｙ ２００２ ２００３ ２００４ ２００５ ２００６ ２００７ ２００８ ２００９ ２０１０ ２０１１ ２０１２ Ａｖｅｒａｇｅ

Ｃｈｉｎａ ３４．１ ２７．５ １２ ２１．７ ３３．８ １７．１ １５．０３ －７．５５ ２２．４２ １５．９８ ６．８６ １８．１
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ＣｈｉｎａａｎｄＴｈａｉｌａｎｄｉｎｔｈｅＵ．Ｓ．ｍａｒｋｅｔ　Ｉｎｏｒｄｅｒｆｏｒｂｅｔｔｅｒ
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