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Sudy on Persistent Trade Deficit of Agricultural Products between China and ASEAN

Jiang Ying

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

Abstract : The paper expatiates the present stuation of agricultural product trade between China and ASEAN ,and analyzes the phenomenon
and reason of persistent trade deficit in agricultural product between two partiesfrom different perspectives,andfindsthat the agricultural prod-
uct trade deficit between Chinaand ASEAN isexpanding The conclusons are asfollows:firstly ,the main agricultural product trade holds alead-

ing post in the mentioned deficit ; secondly ,the trade with Malaysa,Indonesa and Thailand play important partsin the genera deficit ;thirdly,
the trade deficit caused by chief agricultural products exported resultsin agricultura product trade deficit between China with ASEAN ;finaly ,
one of reasons by trade deficit are the comparative advance of Chinese agricultrua productsis weaker than that of ASEAN countries
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