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Analysis of the Productive Comparative Advantage and the Export Competitiveness of Tea in Hubei Province

QIU Hai-rong
Abstract

(College of Economic Management, Huazhong Agricultural University, Wuhan, Hubei 430070 )
The index of production scale and index of production efficiency were used to analyze productive comparative advantage of tea in

Hubei Province. The possession rate of international market and the revealed comparative advantage index were adopted to analyze the export

competitiveness of tea in Hubei Province. On the basis of the result, some suggestions for developing tea industry in Hubei Province were put

forward.
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Table 1 Tea production of Hubei Province from 2000 to 2006

Gy IR/ x10° hm® - 25T/t i o AR e TR o 42 EL ) /% AR 4 E ) /%
Year Area of tea plantation Tea output Rank of the production  Proportion of tea plantation in China Proportion of tea output in China
2000 121.0 63 703 4 11.1 9.30

2001 155.6 64 370 4 13.6 9.20

2002 155.2 67 178 4 13.7 9.00

2003 119.4 72 225 4 9.9 9.40

2004 126.3 76 235 5 10.0 9.10

2005 138.4 84 976 5 10.2 9.10

2006 146.4 92 400 5 10.2 8.99
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Note : Data came from the China Agricultural Information Network. The same as Table 2.
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Table 2 Productive comparative advantage of main provinces in China

B 2001 4F 2002 4 2003 4 2004 4F 2005 4%

Province RAS  RAP  RAA RAS  RAP  RAA RAS  RAP  RAA RAS RAP  RAA RAS  RAP RAA
Wt Hubei 2.84 1.10 1.77 2.8 1.07 1.76 2.11 1.20 1.59 2.15 1.21 1.62 2.19 1.23 1.640
W17 Hunan 1.28 1.10 1.81 1.27 1.21 1.24 1.21 1.33 1.27 1.19 1.36 1.27 1.15 1.37 1.260
WHT. Zhejiang 550 1.12 2.49 6.00 1.27 2.76 6.36 1.15 2.70 6.48 1.30 2.90 6.27 1.25 2.800
faE Fujian 6.57 1.33 2.95 6.8 1.39 3.08 6.95 1.36 3.07 7.01 1.50 3.25 7.19 1.52 3.310
74 Yunnan 4.00 0.72 1.70 4.34 0.71 1.75 4.22 0.70 1.72 4.17 0.72 1.73 4.15 0.85 1.875
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Table 3 Tea export of Hubei Province from 2000 to 2005

WLz O A ERR AL R
4 fy VEST LT/ % LT/ %
Year  Tea export of Hubei Proportion in the Proportion in the
Province tea export in China _ whole export of Hubei
2000 101.57 0.30 0.052
2001 84.14 0.20 0.047
2002 239.21 0.70 0.110
2003 369.26 1.00 0.140
2004 540.73 1.24 0.160
2005 734.68 1.52 0.170
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Note: Data came from the China Businesss Yearbook, FAO and China

Chamber of Commerce of Import & Export of Food stuffs, Native

Produce and Animal By-products. The same as follows.
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Table 4 International market share of tea in Hubei and other regions
%

Hi X Region 2000 4 2001 4F 2002 4 2003 4 2004 4%
#5164 Hubei 0.034 0.0297 0.095 0.13 0.17
th[E China 12.370 12.700 0 13.880 13.09  13.86

B 22K Sri Lanka 23.190 24.1000 25.970 22.86  22.38
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Table 5 Revealed comparative advantage index and comparison

of Hubei tea

Hi[X Region 2000 4 2001 4 2002 4F 2003 4F 2004 4E
#H1t4 Hubei 1.11 1.02 2.91 3.65 4.46
*H1E China 3.18 2.93 2.74 2.25 2.12

HrEL>% K Sri Lanka 274.00 307.00 355.00 336.00 353.00
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Table 1 Component analysis comparison of poplar APMP waste liquid

before and after conversion

S0 cop o kAR ANUR BEE E

Ttem L mg/l mg/L N’;;l;% ](\?r/izr;; su":ro;]‘éﬂ Sfedu/;l‘?g
. . sug .sugar//g/L

JEIR 4.57 732.40 433.00 6.15 1.38 25.03 10.01

Raw liquid

AL 1.85 643.10 386.70 4.68 1.04 17.50 4.02

Conversion

liquid

FIHIR 59.52 1219 10.69 23.90  24.49 30.08 59.84

Utilization

rate // %

HIZE LAl UL AR APMP JRE 5% 4k SY1 bR % Akl
AR 8E3 2 5 SRR U XA R [RIRE 9 R e, T AL SY'T pRi bk
TE A B R AR T I R B8 HILA OB, [R] i 34k v
Jir 2 B BB A R B A R T B R
2.6 MEFEEXE  APRYEGE LA APMP PR
22 SY1 TR AN, A TEO0T 4 b 3 it S T 141 B o ) A
B o FERRIRI 26T L 28 ST A I 00 7t 1 B

PR AT PR AR o B S, DR Pl B AR 6 43,6 mm, X6 3 0
9o DA T 00 22 AR T K B0 DA 1% 0 R PR AR 43
32.4.30.2 F126.5 mm, ifif A 2855 A0 i J5 1 81 Sk Xof B TG 311
PRIG o ()R & B 2F A B R BRI B RCR A, B R 2
FIRCE 15 d SRR AT e R K
3 &g

A APMP 52 3 & A n] (R A AR A 1078 55 4y, & —F
KUY Bacillus subtilis %2 TRJF L. Z8SZ 568 58 A FH R WAE N
BRI B A B LR FRT T SY 1 B R AOE B R B A N
pH {1 8.0, B 75/250 ml, :Fh 8 5% IR 35 C. #E1
REFRAE T SY1 BRRAYIE 2Ef 800 1T 3% 3. 96 x 10° CFU/ml,
W COD HEAb R EL B 5 59. 52% o BEELEH G 55 ALK,
43 i 5 RO 38 R TR BE A R [ L A AR APMP
VA SY1 BRFRAY A KR UL T DB E IR IR, 41 5
553 I, S ARBORHE Y 4 P e DAL BR 34 5 A B I A 4
YEM o PRI IZA APMP BB A 7= 25 A P i) L of 1
FH A0 35 19 A B R Xt & R R Rk ol AR E I )
FHRNE ISR AR A — i 13 Lo

S 30k
(1] SRJBAL AR, PR AR T R ) . iR, 2004 (2) 118
-23.

[2 ] T SREAEAM AT AR SR K TR SR (T 1.
TTHIEYR,2006(4) 2 -8.

[3 ] 28875, 45000, B, 25 FEEEHT I BsS01 HuRees st AL 1 22
el RRE,2007,35 (33 ) 110682 — 10684

[4 ] /35, ToEte MFE 55 F5HTATER Bs-208 B FREETE Mot T LRME )
IS HAEEIE LT . R E A 2003,19 (4) 1171 - 174,

[5 ] &y, st JHIH, 2 AR TER 2 I Sl T i i & B
LD ] S ,2005,32(4) 42 - 46.

[6 ] VT XEs, /NN, 5. JHER AR B ZE AT B BY -2 SR R
AR Ry k[ ] dh M E#41.,2006,28 (4) »
453 - 456.

(7 ] AobihE , PIRE AR AR, 5. R 2E 5T B KI2 A BEAc - O E
AP AOME L) ). il B 2006 (1) :27 -28.

[8 ] SRR, KRBT 572: (M 1.4 B, b iR EEREE
Rl R ,2002:210 -213.

[9 ] K TAlb#pe. TAb&FEEHTIM 1. dbst: chE Tl H i, 2004.

S G S S GGG GGG S GG S S G 0 W S G 0 G G G G G S G GO W S GO O O P GO SOOI SO G Wy

(4% 12971 ®)

4T HACCP .GMP1S09000 . QS . A HL4S G (£ i 45 . A
FARAER IR = S AIE , 42T 48 o 2 o ek

3.4 MARBRE, QM BRE I RERA KA
WA I s 5 AR — AN A T A 5 ) R 4 2%
R, EAT, 2 A ENTRT R A 300 24, HA HIERAE
BRI B AT R E A CEE A0 10 4
SRRRAETT 8 A — R DU, 025 R 5 T 4 R
U], AR AN AT b R, 4 Al SCAk JH 7 SCAR RS SCAbk A

SRR AR SR A T T Y S A 3 AR B A S A

PR A2 R 4% P RS

S &k

(1] 2870, E K. R EFH PV ERRES D SEESHT [T 1 ARillatst, 2007
(7):23 -26.

(2] ¥F AN T SRR ERHERR RS DRIt ) ] 494 s
$12,2005(9 ) :83 - 88.

(3 ] ShE. RERR T = H e i S D 3e g DR sE 5o () 1. E
52 5, IR, 2007 (7) :61 —65.

(4 ] L0 20, D3RP S 7 Zolk kR S ) 1 2%
P31 ,2006,28 (3 ) :102 — 105.



