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Disquisition of the Interdependent Relationship for the Farm Produce Trade
bet ween Taiwan and Fujian Province

CAIl Xianen
(College of Economics and Management , Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University , Fuzhou 350002 ,China)

Abstract : The farm produce trade is one of the most important contents for the agricultural cooperation and communications between the two
seashores of Taiwan strait (Taiwan and Fujian province). In this paper, the farm produce trade between Taiwan and Fujian is anayzed by
means of theincreasng rate, trade combination, RCA index, and trade interdependency. It turnsout that there exists a very intense interde-
pendency for the farm produce trade between Taiwan and Fujian, which however does not originate from the interdependency of their local farm
produce Thefactorsthat affect thefarm produce trade between Taiwan and Fujian are discussed It is suggested that both sdes should takein-
to account the diff erence and cooperation of agriculture and construct a harmonic trade mode in an effort to internationally boost the competition
force of the farm produce for both sdes

Key words: farm produce trade; interdependent relationship; Taiwan and Fujian province
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