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Abstract
on the indexes of MS, RSCA, CA and TC, this paper conducts a contrastive study on international competitiveness of agricultural products in
China and India from 2001 to 2016. Results show that Chinese agricultural products accounts for a much higher MS than that of India, but has
lower negative values on the other three indexes. Chinese agricultural products are less competitive than that of India. However, China has

As great agricultural countries in the world, China and India experience fierce competition in agricultural products export. Based

comparative advantage in fish, vegetable and fruits, while India has advantage in cereal. Reasons for this include scarcity of production ele-
ments, change of consumption patterns in the market, underdevelopment of relevant industries and scattered production in agriculture. There-
fore, to improve international competitiveness of Chinese agricultural products, it is of great importance to improve agricultural production con-
ditions, optimize production and trade structure, develop relevant industries and implement production at proper scale, and also promote coop-

eration between China and India in agricultural products trade.
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Table 1 MS index of agricultural products of China,India and the United States during 2001-2016 %
GBS AE4Jy Year
Country 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
H[E China 3.01  3.21 3.24 3.08 3.37 3.4 342 3,14 3.46 3.78 3.8 401 404 422 464 4.75
E[JZ India .15 1.18 1.05 1.12 1.20 1.32 1.44 1.58 1.39 1.69 2.07 2.54 2.57 246 2.26 2.13
ZE America 12.67 11.75 11.15 10.16 9.72  9.79 10.01 10.40 10.12 10.45 10.12 10.42 10.11 10.32 10.40 10.16

7 B IR TR YE WTO Database B3 FEBHR 133454

Note : Data were obtained according to WTO Database
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Table 2 RSCA index of agricultural products of China,India and the United States during 2001-2016

GBS 4E45y Year

Country 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
H1[E China -0.18 -0.22 -0.28 -0.35 -0.37 -0.40 -0.44 -0.48 -0.47 -0.46 -0.45 -0.47 -0.49 -0.49 -0.50 -0.47
E[1J# India 0.24  0.22 0.15 0.15 0.12 0.13 0.15 0.13 0.03 0.07 0.11 0.23 0.22 0.19 0.16 0.13
%[® America  0.04 0.05 0.08 0.07 0.06 0.07 0.10 0.13 0.09 0.11 0.11 011 0.10 0.10 0.07 0.06

E BRI TR YE WTO Database $di ZEBE TS

Note ; Data were obtained according to WTO Database
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Table 3 CA index of agricultural products of China,India and the United States during 2001-2016
EES 4EAR Year
Country 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
H1[E China -0.20 -0.16 -0.24 -0.38 -0.36 -0.40 -0.44 -0.54 -0.44 -0.50 -0.53 -0.61 -0.53 -0.54 -0.68 -0.63
EIF India 0.66 0.61 0.44 0.57 0.63 074 0.78 0.87 0.48 0.58 0.73 0.99 1.01 0.8 0.64 0.47
ZE[H America  0.44 0.46 0.53 0.49 0.47 0.47 0.57 0.68 0.55 0.59 0.59 0.57 0.56 0.55 0.42 0.39
BRI TR S WTO Database $if A8 t4475 1 .
Note ; Data were obtained according to WTO Database
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Table 4 TC index of agricultural products of China,India and the United States during 2001-2016
Ex 4EA4y Year
Country 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
H1[E China -0.10 -0.08 -0.16 -0.27 -0.22 -0.23 -0.25 -0.35 -0.30 -0.35 -0.38 -0.41 -0.40 -0.39 -0.37 -0.34
EIFE India 0.17 0.16 0.08 0.13 0.15 0.22 0.21 0.28 0.07 0.13 021 0.24 0.29 0.23 0.12 0.08
2E[# America  0.01 -0.02 -0.01 -0.05 -0.07 -0.06 0.02 0.09 0.09 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.09 0.07 0.02 0.01

E BRI TARYE WTO Database 8yl BG4
Note ; Data were obtained according to WTO Database
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Table 5 Comparison of MS, CA index of aquatic products in China and India during 2001-2006

BH 4545 Year

Index 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
MS( ) 7.88% 8.61% 9.07% 10.24% 10.61% 11.43% 10.91% 11.00% 11.80% 13. 15% 14.23% 15.16% 15.16% 15.37% 16.09% 16.28%
MS(EfT) 2.44% 2.63% 2.32% 1.93% 2.29% 2.15% 2.06% 1.71% 1.85% 2.39% 2.80% 2.81% 3.69% 4.05% 3.93% 4.48%
RCA(H) 2.62  2.68 2.80 3.33  3.15 3.33 319 350 3.41 3.48 3.66 3.78 3.75 3.64 3.47 3.42
RCA(E]N) 2,13 2.22 221 .72 1.90 1.64 1.4 1.09 1.33 1.41 1.35 1.11 1.43 1. 65 1.74 2.10

T B IR TR YE WTO Database B3 FEBHR 13345

Note : Data were obtained according to WTO Database
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Table 6 Comparison of MS,CA index of horticultural products in China and India during 2001-2006
T4 4EAR Year
Index 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
MS( ) 5.21% 5.53% 5.65% 5.99% 6.46% 7.03% 7.61% 7.41% 7.72% 8.92% 9.34% 9.14% 9.05% 9.00% 9.85% 10.42%

MS(EfN) 1.20% 1.17% 0.99% 1.13% 1.37% 1.32% 1.16% 1.25% 1.33% 1.30% 1.39% 1.32% 1.60% 1.45% 1.42% 1.44%

RCA(H) 2.43  2.54 276 3.07 3.07 3.30 3.8 430 409 421 413 3.8 3.8 3.58 3.90 4.05

RCA(EQ) 1.o4 0.9 094 1.00 1.14 1.00 0.8 0.79 0.9 077 0.67 0.52 0.62 0.5 0.63 0.68
T BRI TG WTO Database R AR BR AR 1T

Note ; Data were obtained according to WTO Database

F7 2001—2016 F£HE . EDEEY MS,CA $5HLLE
Table 7 Comparison of MS,CA index of grain in China and India during 2001-2016

Her 4EAR Year

Index 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
MS( ) 2.42% 3.40% 4.68% 1.54% 2.54% 1.92% 2.47% 0.95% 1.08% 1.04% 0.98% 0.88% 0.87% 0.84% 0.82% 0.97%
MS(EJl) 1.87% 2.99% 2.49% 2.76% 2.80% 2.12% 2.66% 2.74% 2.64% 2.46% 3.39% 5.28% 6.34% 5.94% 4.67% 4.26%
RCA () 0.80 1.06 1.45 0.50 0.76 0.56 0.72 0.30 0.31 0.28 0.25 0.22 0.22 0.20 0.18 0.20
RCA(ED) 1.63 2.53 2.36 2.46 2.33 1.61 1. 86 1.73 1.91 1.46 .64 2.08 2.46 2.41 2.07  2.00

VBT TR WTO Database BCH: PERCH T B A
Note ; Data were obtained according to WTO Database
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