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Analysis on the Influence of Service Trade Export to Economic Growth
—Studies Based on the Time Series Data of 1985-2006
HAN Zhen-guo WANG Ling-li

Abstract: Using the total service trade export data, three branches of tour export, carrying ex-
port, other commercial service export and GDP in 1985-2006, this paper makes chart analysis and
Ordinary Least Squares regression analysis, and comes to the conclusions that service export is a
reason to economic growth, service export of three branches make different contributions to econom-
ic growth, the ratio of service export in our country to the global service export is too low, and the
service export structure is unreasonable, so we should make further steps to enlarge service export
and foster fresh services.

Keywords: Service trade export; Economic growth; Export structure

( )
Theoretical and Empirical Analysis on China’s Environmental Effect Caused
by International Trade
LIU Lin-qi

Abstract: Being a developing great nation, China’s environmental effect caused by international
trade should be analyzed according to 5 aspects as follows: scale, structure, technology, market effi-
ciency and environmental policies. Using panel-data model, the empirical analysis on industrial
sewage of our 30 provinces during 2000-2006 tells us that the effects of scale and structure aggra-
vate environment pollution, and the effects of technology and market efficiency, however, decrease
environment pollution. What’s more, the empirical analysis tells us that although environmental poli-
cy effect reduces environment pollution in eastern regions, it increases environment pollution in cen-
tral and western regions. On the whole, environmental effect has a positive effect on eastern region,
but it has a negative effect on central and western regions.

Keywords: Scale effect; Structure effect; Technology effect; Market efficiency effect; Environ-
mental policy effect



