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Abstract : China is the largest tea producer and an important exporter. However, the development of small scale tea
enterprises in the large tea market poses a challenge to the international status of Chinese tea. Based on the theory
of international competitiveness and using the UN Comtrade to link sample data in the WITS database, this paper
calculated the international market share of Chinese tea, the intra-industry trade index, the comparative advantage
index, and export price, and compared them with those of other world leading tea exporters. Results show that China
has some comparative advantage in the global tea market with a decreasing trend. The export price of tea shows a trend
of falling first and rising steadily and the value of Chinese tea has been recognized in the international market. After
the implementation of the green trade barriers, China’s tea industry has formed a new asset ownership advantage and
entered a benign development of intra-industry trade model. The advantages and disadvantages of China’s tea industry
coexist and the key to the improvement of international competitiveness of Chinese tea lies in the improvement of
quality and brand recognition. Therefore, to improve the international competitiveness for China’s tea industry, this
paper suggests: to establish the research and development system with tea enterprises as the main body, to speed up the
legislation of tea technology, to implement the strategy of brand promotion vigorously, to enhance the self-discipline
level of tea organizations, and to increase the support for tea industry.
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Fig.1 Theoretical framework of the international competitiveness of Chinese tea
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Table 2 Intra-industry trade index (IIIT) and revealed comparative advantage index (RCA) of tea

P A7 E (=5 SR LR R AL

CHN LKA KEN IND GBR IDN CHN LKA KEN IND GBR IDN
1992 0.98 0.98 1 - 0.99 6.15 198.05 307.14 25.54 - 5.99
1993 0.98 0.97 -0.25 0.99 6.02 220.58 23.09 1.92 6.57
1994 0.99 0.99 -0.25 0.98 5.27 281.13 25.24 2.16 5.20
1995 0.99 - - 1 -0.18 0.99 6.25 36.86 3.00 6.54
1996 0.99 -0.19 0.99 6.78 30.80 3.09 8.18
1997 0.99 - -0.18 0.94 4.43 513.64 34.71 2.15 4.05
1998 0.99 - 1 0.94 -0.19 0.93 4.36 - 617.06 33.46 1.97 5.02
1999 0.98 0.99 1 0.97 -0.25 0.99 3.57 281.78 584.69 22.62 1.51 4.11
2000 0.98 0.98 1 0.96 -0.42 0.95 3.12 285.39 661.83 18.94 1.22 4.05
2001 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.95 -0.26 0.93 2.71 303.81 623.01 20.34 1.28 3.75
2002 0.98 0.98 0.92 0.85 -0.25 0.93 2.64 356.80 260.70 16.77 1.74 4.69
2003 0.98 0.97 0.97 0.92 -0.09 0.92 2.16 355.54 485.37 13.58 1.98 4.04
2004 0.97 0.96 0.94 0.85 -0.06 0.91 2.03 368.13 474.62 13.86 2.01 4.47
2005 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.88 -0.08 0.89 1.79 366.91 465.72 10.80 1.70 3.99
2006 0.97 0.95 0.87 -0.09 0.88 1.68 384.91 562.50 10.21 1.81 3.98
2007 0.96 0.95 0.98 0.87 0 0.84 1.51 403.91 520.60 9.04 2.07 3.38
2008 0.95 0.95 0.99 0.87 -0.07 0.86 1.37 442.33 535.33 8.86 1.93 3.33
2009 0.95 0.96 0.99 0.83 -0.13 0.86 1.37 384.20 466.12 7.30 1.84 343
2010 0.89 0.96 0.97 0.87 -0.13 0.81 1.22 404.43 553.12 7.75 1.91 2.78
2011 0.88 0.95 0.9 -0.28 0.72 1.64 474.86 9.25 1.63 2.64
2012 0.87 0.97 0.87 -0.38 0.65 1.62 477.19 7.54 1.29 2.63
2013 0.89 0.98 0.97 0.9 -0.39 0.69 1.38 372.84 536.91 5.92 0.83 2.11
2014 0.87 0.98 0.86 -0.42 0.69 1.59 417.50 6.06 0.88 2.24
2015 0.86 0.97 0.85 -0.46 0.66 1.71 356.09 7.21 0.89 2.36
2016 0.86 0.98 - 0.89 -0.46 0.58 1.89 316.27 6.77 0.87 2.09
2017 0.83 0.97 0.98 0.9 -0.49 0.64 1.49 270.79 520.81 5.48 0.65 1.42

WEIRFIH LR A T REES, RV M 2L
2RI T SR, S [E 2R A7l N 52 5 4
BRI -1 (A58 . WBCA ) 1 {5, K2
BOFBYFEISE O (B8l , At ) e ) 2 LR g 2
Pl NG E S SEHDRIN, S AT A e
DAL NGRS AN Bt ST = SN

A FERTE TABATHO 2R EBRe 4y S o2

SERIRKIASIT R, AN TSl X S As
i AT
3.4 BRMELEBEBIBH ST

MR LA R R B S S5 5ok R,
A B SR F R A B e SRR A (] 34 (2
PEHLR T 1 (22), RIS EEA R
(IR . 1992—2002 473 [R] 2 HA B HL A 3y
P dh, TFE 2003—2017 4F 1) ) T 5 A7 405 L
ORI o I IS R e e Ko
BAFABI RN S T kg, HEAM R
SO 58 DX [R5 2R i DX [) , A — R b S i
] 9 AR R ST A M & R Tk AR L, 20 i

2090 AFAR, Hh L AR AR AR R JRE 11 b AR A
TGRSR TS T2 R0 A2 1 Dlb A 53 T >k
FIRRE A, Oy 5k, FE E BRI AT
AR eI B R, A AR SRR R BRI,
AP RIS L ez A0 15, Rt g
AR ECE B RS
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AR Zm, s T E ., B, EERE T
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EF ETHR U7 BLGEFR (K 3), M 1992 4 0.50
2T /kg — B R 2002 4E1Y 0.26 25T /kg, P2
e T2 2017 4F 0.85 500 /kg, Bl EZSHHE
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AR PR IE A U5 Sy RE ), AR T
e S AR T IR B, BT T

FEIZR I H TS

LA 5 EASHH S AEREAS A ] () 2 A r
Z5, WPHLER IR P R R A AR A
HAREA Y VAR S B0 B A BT ek
I A RIS AR T K271k, {XFE 2001—2005
AEIA BT N 5 ERREASIHE AR R B B A
Rta s s SRt O E— AR R, (AE
U5 AE RIS, %5 2007 F Mg AR 50% = %2,

F3 FHRFREOME (£5T)
Table 3 Export prices (EP) of tea products ($)

Ay CHN LKA KEN IND GBR IDN
1992 0.50 0.44 0.42 0.53 0.28
1993 0.42 0.43 0.50 1.57 0.29
1994 0.38 0.42 0.46 1.47 0.26
1995 0.37 0.48 1.47 0.24
1996 0.36 0.44 1.56 0.24
1997 0.35 0.43 0.54 1.86 0.28
1998 0.35 0.42 0.52 1.95 0.35
1999 0.35 0.47 0.38 0.46 1.74 0.20
2000 0.31 0.47 0.41 0.40 1.60 0.21
2001 0.27 0.45 0.31 0.39 125 0.19
2002 0.26 0.43 0.23 0.33 1.25 0.19
2003 0.27 0.43 0.30 0.35 1.40 0.20
2004 0.29 0.45 0.29 0.39 1.88 0.21
2005 0.30 0.46 0.28 0.38 1.74 0.23
2006 0.34 0.46 0.34 0.38 1.96 0.26
2007 0.37 0.54 0.30 0.39 2.20 0.27
2008 0.41 0.63 0.37 0.43 2.09 0.28
2009 0.40 0.65 0.42 0.44 1.88 0.30
2010 0.44 0.68 0.43 0.61 1.94 0.33
2011 0.50 0.71 0.40 1.75 0.36
2012 0.55 0.67 - 0.44 1.67 0.34
2013 0.61 0.88 0.39 0.46 1.40 0.33
2014 0.71 0.73 0.44 1.15 0.31
2015 0.77 0.65 0.42 1.16 0.31
2016 0.80 0.64 0.41 1.06 0.34
2017 0.85 0.74 0.42 0.41 1.08 0.50

IE - P A% (1967 456500 ).
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