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Positive Analysis of the Relationship between Import- Export
and GDP o Fujian Province

Wu Chengye

Abgract Based on the method of co-integration theory , the authors make a postive andyds d the rdationship between import-export
and gross domedtic product (@P) of Fujian province by usng ecoromic data of 1981-2002 fisca years. As shown by the postive resuts
on exports, inports and @GP these three factors, imports and @P are the Granger cause o the gromth of exports; exports and P are
the Granger cause of the growth of inports; and noreover , there exigs hidirectiond causal relaionship between export growth and inport

gronth.
Keywor ds

Chen Yarwu
(College o Commerce, Huagiao Universty , 362021, Quanzhou, China)

error correction nodd , Ganger ted or tes of causa reationship , inpulse regponse, variance decormpostion

1 @P 101
50 % ,
1 , 2 70 %
, GDP b ”
@P , ;
@P () LDP LEX LIM
.LDOP , , LOP
L@DP )
L DP .2 @P ,
, L DP 1
; 1 , 2
. (3 @P
. LD( 1 )
L DP , 12 ,
3
' @P P
Qanger , @DP Qanger )
@P  Ganger P
!GDP 1
(2003 ) [M]. ,2003.42 325
[J1. ,2001,20(6) :63 68



