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A Study on Sustanability of Chiha’ s Trade Surplus
Shi B ingzhan
(Tianjin University of Finance and Econamics)
Abstract: The trade suiplus  sustainability depends on its source structure W e propose a decamposition method t decompose trade
aumplus inb three margins price quantity and extensive margin By analyzing the trade data 1995 - 2007 in China, we arrive at the
following conclusions quantity surplus is the only source of China’ s trade suplus price and extensive margin are deficits quantity
aumplusmeans large resource and factor input, price deficit induces the global trade conflicts, and China’ s urce of trade suiplus is very
different fram Gemany’ s A ll these conclusions indicate that China’ s trade suplus is unsustainable
KeyW ords Trade Sumplus Sustainability; Three - M argin’ sD ecomposition
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