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A new method of measuring openness degree of trade
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Abstract; The current measuring methods of trade openness were analyzed. Based on structure comparative index, a new
thod of ing op

]

degree of trade was presented in respect of multi-dimensional trade openness. The multi-di-

mensional comparative result of openness degree of trade between China and Japan shows that this new method is of highly

feasibility and its measuring result is definite and objective.
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and Japan by traditional ratio method
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based on purchasing power parity
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Fig.4 Sino-Japanese trade openness by new method
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