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Abstract

The G20 economy now accounts for more than 80% of the global economy and has become one of
the most important platforms for global economic governance. Boosting the cooperation of cultural
product trade between China and G20 countries is of great significance for advancing the sustainable
development of the world economy. This article uses G20 countries as a sample, based on the trade
data between China and G20 countries from 2002 to 2015, using the gravity model to study the im-
pact of cultural distance on Chinese cultural product trade. The random utility model test results
show that the total cultural distance has a significant negative effect on the Chinese cultural product
trade, in which the power distance and uncertainty avoidance have a more significant negative im-
pact on the cultural product trade. The smaller the power distance and the uncertainty avoidance
index between the two countries, the lower the cost of cultural trade and the higher the return.
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1. 5|8

B A5 B AT, & B [ 0 51 G A Sk ek ). G20 B K AE A — A B AR
MEPRETAIEN, AR, RN, EAIRNET KEMEH KRR 5 H EZAL. 45
THEZR, 2016 4, G20 EHZKM GDP (5 &ERETFI 90%, TR 581 4RI 80%. H EE N FEE 5%
KE, EHEK, 5 G20 MR EZ MG A/EH N5k, FeHl&7E = & 57 5 7 sk e % . 4R
UNCTAD it &R, FHEE G20 B SCA IR il 5 5 S B\ 2002 411 21,929.84 17 5 3L oK 2
2015 4] 94,244.62 H JiZEJ, FEWBIL 11.87%, RIMHBIOKREHEL. BEEREN CGERE, H
BRI 1 5 N 77 i 52 5 52 31 28 B BE B RS O R3S . X TR R BT, SRR BURRE. #i
JE 5 R ST AR BE B8 L4 N SCAL B 55 R SRR R R o AR SCEE S R T SO B R [ 5 G20 & E ik
PR R Gy R, B T RRR AR R G EE A AN (RO SR, 3 ut TR 0 e B SO R R ) R
P A i B G SR, SR U i I S e g 7y, AR S G20 [ U R S IR R A
HIEZ N

2. XEkER

Filippini & Molini (2003). Brun ef al. (2005). %K% 55(2014)55 324 8 A 5K B H42(2015) 55 7% 5 LA
Ji T B B B 5 (R . ARAT— BN N MR PR B RN, AZ 5 ALY, AR G k> . A
HIFURIE AR B X 2 5 A . Ellis (2007) [1]+ XIS4E4E(2009) [2150 47 T 304K 22 7546 %6 4157 5 1) 5
i, PRI 5 bl R R B 0 R B K, SREEAS [R) A A2 B 1 I K R G A8 R 1521 - Disdieretal ef al. (2010)
BRI FE R, P SCALAEARRL, X 3R 5 AR K . Cyrus (2012) [4] R BISCARE BS FRA T 82 11 57
S, ZRAI{EAE(2014) [S)ELE 2001~2012 EH E 5 R Z T Gk E RIS S 8dE, 15 H SO EE B o E F
BE— [ SR VAR R SRR . 25 30F(2016) [6]4 H 4 /NSO AT DL a3t r [ 5 9 2 el 5
RO RK. FHELEEQ017)iEE 1993~2015 HEE—H — & E XSRS 50E, s AR EESPrigiE
SCARER B X2 5 G it A K 3 ) ) s
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B SCAFE S R B 5, TR (2012) I\ N SCAL B B2 SO H T e B e M IR 2R, M1%%5(2016)
(7] R BRAS R SCAYE FE X SCAL iR = fb A — e o KT SCABR &5 5 U4 = i S B IR M R R R, B2
INASCALRE B 5 S04k = i 52 ) 22 8] £ FUA 9% . Hofstede (1983) [8]+ Brakeman er al. (1999) [9]. White R et
al. (2007) [1011EB T SCALRE B () 41 1A 540« Ferreira & Waldfogel (2010) [11139A K SCAL SR 5 FE £ b6 %5 75
{5 FH [F) 8 3517148 K . (Bichengreen & Trwin, 1998 [12]; HFRFIE A&, 2001 [13]; PREIEFIE IE /%, 2008;
Tadesse & White, 2010 [14]; Zhou, 2011 [15])55F I\ 9 SCAEE B0 SO i 57 25 B $HIE F « VR AIESE(2014)
HHABEA5(2015) [16]9 SO ZE o) o [ SCAR 2 il 1 A 238 A i . FHRE(2015) 51 70 R . [ 54
] (1 SRR B 0o v ] S 7 i B R A S, TR Y R R = o R AR B R . B
S AE(2015) WA A A ] FEE AR SCAR B B 5x v [ ST AR = it BR 2 BRI R B S, ST T A 2 SCA P R G e AR
AFIFEM . £ 2= KEF2017) [171R I SCA R B0 [ A SR SUA IR 55 B2 5 B K A i Z BRASAEH o ARTLTN
(2017)i 1t 2003~2012 FH E 5 40 A F AR G TR S AK ARt O EARE I B LR TR [F1)H
BRI AR R SCABE B0 B O SO i O B B35 RS BRSO I AR AU PR 845 51 5 AR (L
WS R, BE. BHERA)BK.

WA AR AR 5 AR 5B R IEA ., B SO RR B SO0 5 R S (R E A, AR
A Lankhuizen et al. (2001) [18].Guiso et al. (2009) [19].Linders et al. (2010) [20].sherriff et al. (2010) [21]~
Mattoscio & Donatella (2010) [22]F1 i 4%, FHEEINN(2010) [23]. E = €&(2017) [171F 5K, HTAE
SCARTT P A RSO TS 5 R B R, W 9% LU G vl L2 B 2B SRSk 2 ook, R,
SO BT A [ ) SO A 7 ot B A 7 B A B VF T BR 0 R R R R .

ATOL, 2R A A R SR B S BR B B IRRAELE ), AR T IX SR TR IR A S
B Guit o At 7592 LA R SCABE B8 RO B2 AR /AN, STARBE B9 6) ST A B7 5 R s i R FE I 7 1) A6 BT A [
RItE, A BB MHOE— P T . A, INSEIERF T Va0 S, DA B RUR R 2 O R R IA
B, s8R & G20 BI/ME S, £F%F G20 BT ot B st o/, wE s S G20 B Bl 2\ e
iR G IR D . R ETES G20 B K [BIFE SCA = i R G il FE U PR S & P A A A 2
REU 2 FE BN SR ? A SCIEEL 2002~2015 A ELS G20 [ SR [8] 4 SCA ™ it 57 5 B 3547 SEE 73 17
BE— PR UE SRR BS 5 U = i B 5 Z IR BIAE LG &, R A L [R] G20 [ 5% 8] SCAk = il B7 5 S A 3
(/T

3. FESE G20 ExREX=RmBESZ IR

v, S ESC = S AR 5 R R . AR SO CLRA, 23 (B 0 A 77 S G A S5 = AN D7 1T, AT
ST AR SCAG = i IR

1) SCALF= S H AR Al 1 K

FRE A 1B 57 A K4 52 (UNCTAD) S i, M) G20 B K SO0 i ET &I R 2002 4R (1)
21,929.84 F JiE UG F] 2015 14 94,244.62 H Ji3ETT, 7=l OFFER KRN 11.87%, H O SHHF
g bk, RIH RIFEREAES . Hd: 2003 FIKEEIE 13%, 2015 F TR 6.09%, RIH KT
B 5 GDP SEKAALL, SESCE R DA K S S R [E GDP YK ) SRR & AR ], (RS
A7 it VAR 3G K 2 IR B AR . LIS 1

2) SCARFE LR G A AR R

M5 E 7] G20 & E 52 (8] SO i 51 55 18 L, SCAG =it 0 R SRR 7R SE [ L H A RIEE 5
2002~2015 4, [ (A S E S0k i DT 11,992.50 B 3£ e K B 43,446.24 [ iETT, K
SCARTFE R 45.71%; HUOR HAS, H DA SRS F 1) 10.23%, G20 Hopth pl 53 B S 4k i H V8
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Figure 1. Comparative chart of China’s exports of cultural products to G20 countries from 2002 to 2015
1.2002~2015 F A [E B G20 EZKCAL =&t Ot E

Table 1. China’s total exports of cultural products to G20 countries from 2002 to 2015 (Unit: Millions of dollars)
%% 1.2002~2015 FpEE G20 ERX U~ REOSEH(BA: BAXT)

x 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2015 Gt Ak

BT A A 6.25 54.82 116.43 256.37 355.54 460.48 381.54 3399.87 0.42%
AR 446.62 766.03 962.56 1595.03 1812.21 2747.59 3126.29 23,699.69 2.95%
ki 98.22 176.58 376.25 771.92 1236.59 2022.99 1797.01 13,907.93 1.73%
JIEYN 740.06 922.64 1354.79 1916.60 2099.10 2716.37 3239.39 26,253.09 3.26%
% 576.51 808.08 1131.23 1667.07 2249.98 2729.51 2676.63 24,708.02 3.07%

1l 122621  1931.90  3295.18  4291.69 5104.14 5941.44 5575.26 56,608.58 7.04%
EMRE 54.33 118.07 273.04 597.14 1191.24 1535.39 2583.52 13,192.37 1.64%
ENEERPEIE  70.82 128.67 159.11 385.79 842.94 1232.73 1386.57 9049.49 1.12%
ROH 646.86 966.51 1450.39 1966.23 2304.61 2242.60 2487.75 24,842.15 3.09%
HA 303624  3653.69  4246.78 6396.94 6071.18 9004.16 6936.88 82,327.34 10.23%
[ 418.27 589.21 969.29 1323.07 1479.55 2519.30 3216.21 21,051.28 2.62%
HyEE 210.86 281.67 516.36 841.91 881.77 1366.91 1800.00 11,862.14 1.47%
% 713.96 257741  1672.53 2117.98 2635.25 3940.81 4048.40 40,759.16 5.07%
WA 194.96 277.95 435.82 756.68 851.79 1652.94 2199.29 12,965.33 1.61%
[EZE[S 101.55 188.31 347.61 465.66 711.08 1215.17 1110.24 8845.03 1.10%
+HH 85.60 174.77 324.41 450.34 586.12 721.69 939.06 7125.08 0.89%
HilE 1310.02 173059  2826.80 404545 4462.38 5763.01 7294.33 56,235.29 6.99%

ESE| 11,992.50 15,643.49 20,291.94  26,633.67  28,613.22  34,727.29  43,446.24 367,723.71 45.71%
Git 21,859.02  30,990.39 40,750.52  56,479.54  63,488.68  82,540.38  94,244.62 804,555.54 100.00%

KU A R B FE(UNCTAD)
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3) SCARFE b R G AR AS P

SR EE, EE G20 HEEEAE O R ETHES, KA SR KRR, FIHKEN 39.97%,
SR IBIE AR, FIEKRNN 10.17%. MF= g o, OB~ DEER R, (s
ik 70.48%, FHA L A BRI SCAL RS R ROINANE . LR e T 20 Bl 2R RGBT R 55 =
57 i, DS A N 10.55%, 6.23%F11 8.88%. B = 2K il HE V40 & B & HUH 8.03%, R
Frifidzix =28/ T R EAY, Xrae 5 EFRfma eI T EARE A K. Ik 2.

4. SCUERASR
4.1. EBERE

AICUL G20 FE S A D B AREA, KA 5| IR, 58 SCAGEE B A [ SO 7™ il 57 5 (R 2

1) SCAGEE B

SO PR B R & B B AE SCA A EW R B 1 22 e o 1961 4F Kluckhol S -4 H 1 I & S AL BE 25
M SCAZE A . Hofestede (1980)4& H SCAL DU4E 38, BRI IFEES(PD), A& /AN AN FE L(IDV),
ANt 5 P EE(UAT AN 3 P Ab /2 AL R FE (MAS) . J& 5K Hofstede (2010) 0N T K 3/465 1 S 171(LTO), A
HY) R AND)IX P ANERE, A SCR A Al H /S 4E FEFR b R G B OCAEE S .

FARRT R L AR B A EDI 464, EDI 84502 4 T Hofestede SCAER B (4L, K FH W)L B4 7 [H]
TR

CD, =\/Zf:1[(’:,- _Ii)z/Vl}

FENANYEZ ERIERBER SR 775, CD, 30R j FCRIERE) 5 b B 2 18 (SO ERES, 1, #oR j [F i
YEPE FISCABE A, 1 R THE i 45 ERSCEEEE, V0 1 4R SCI R T = .
2) ¥R I G A
Tinbergen (1962)F1 Poyhonen (1963)i5 5 FH 5| 7715 R4 BH 7 5 [ (8] A XA 52 2 i & 1) R, AR AL 3 Ay
PR HET 5] TP R 5 SRR B R B SO B G i sg e, LR TR
7:'/'=A(Y;Y/)/Dij

T, o5 i [ EIRGA T 58, A R AMUERM, 1,2 § [IZ BB GDP, ¥, & j i GDP,
D, f i 15 j [H 2 IO SEHE

Table 2. China’s export structure of cultural products to G20 countries from 2002 to 2015 (Unit: Millions of dollars)
% 2.2002~2015 F P EE G20 EIRX W~ @t O%EHM(BA: BAXT)

i 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2015 &t Hoth S ER
TE M 2505.07  3225.59  4453.65  6027.46  6128.80  8688.37  9943.97 84,863.99 10.55% 11.67%

PR BEAA 92.69 102.84 71.01 408.76 303.69 186.93 431.90 3309.10 0.41% 39.97%
XAEIE 16,050.81 23,263.09 29,173.24 36,787.32 45,161.20 55,490.32 67,511.84 567,037.03 70.48% 12.10%
P 1075.42 1465.31 323438  8379.29  6181.44 817238 792632 71,47545  8.88% 20.10%
THEA 338.51 537.15 634.83 946.77 908.32 1066.30 1069.21  11,191.58 1.39% 10.17%
H A 252.50 411.09 769.27 1397.55 1465.34 1756.32 1891.72  16,582.52  2.06% 18.03%
MIEZAR  1614.84 198533 2414.13 253238  3339.88  7179.77  5469.67 50,095.88  6.23% 11.56%
&t 21,929.84 30,990.39 40,750.52 56,479.54 63,488.68 82,540.38 94,244.62 804,555.54 100.00%

Hi kIR BCA E 5K EE E(UNCTAD).
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InE=B,+B InY, +B,InY, +u,

EX Fon = s A o B, By FRon® 3L Y, Y, LoRBEK G, j R, BARA i E KRR, u,
FoRBEHLIR % -
FIFE A TR AR (2012) 5 5 F BEATWEFUIS . A 51 Sy S5 I O, 453 B Ze R . RSCR
PRI RE T 20 SCAEBE B 5 ST 7 i 52 B YV REREAT [B1 U 70 A, InNI= AR &, ST an R AR .
InEXPORT = B, + B, InGDP, + B, In CHGDP, + B; In PGDP, + B, In CHPGDP, + B;InCD,, +u,

R A 36 [P 5 2 -
InEXPORT = B, + B, InGDP, + B, In CHGDP, + B; In PGDP, + B, In CHPGDP,
+B;InCD; + B, InGEO, + B, InCG, +u,

Horr, EXPORT o3ttt 87 by &, GDP, &R E 5K i 1] GDP, HAFFME, X34l it i) /&
SRR, SCHe™ dh 3k DI, CHGDP, Fun i ) GDP, SR BFUBGEOR, SOl M AN A
K, EAFRMME, TP H ORE I BGE, PGDP %ox i A GDP, FIkfrE I E RAEFR KT
J B SR J B, X SCA T i B S B < 3 e 52 5 B M6 N, CHPGDP, 27+ [ #I A2 GDP, CD,
For i B jERRSCRRE, SCIGEREOR, AU i T e, S R, GEO,
Foon i 5 E A R B, PR S ACR RS B WS B S AR R RO, A5
AARHEZ G, ARG S IR R CG, R i Bl 5 j A SCHBE BB B A RN,
FORPRHEREALR %2 o
4.2. ¥IEEKIRE

AL 2002~2015 4F G20 B KA i 52 5 Bl ik Font e, A58 rh (1 AR A SRR an <k 3 F

7No
4.3. SCUERIEFNZER o

283k Hausman #6556, P = 0.9703 > 0.05, FT LA SC 1 THUAR B3 & A BE AL OSAR R o 75 31T SEUE 43 T B
AR ST T SO R B A [ SO PR SR, SRS A AT T SCAR R B NN 4 R E Ak
oL Am A=A

BARLERINZE 4 Fis.

Table 3. Variable setting and data source table
3. TERERYIERIRSR

SCAR T b R EXPORT I T 87 R $d5 R (UNCTAD)
WA= A GDP H FERAT (¥ 1 50 e Fe K 22
NP aE PGDP H FRAT ¥ 1 5 e FR K 12
b GEODIS Geobytes $ it ¢
ST <D fif =% Hofst;céea])'%é%i E);fg%ﬂé%ﬂggﬁaéﬁ A,
SCAGPEES > M HPE B CG
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Table 4. Stochastic effect model regression results

= 4. BEN AR EYILER

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
GDP 1.037856™  1.051435™" 1050420  1.055241°"  1.027918""  1.049852""  1.051713""  1.043964™"
CHGDP 2764753 2.797500 2.770842 2.770994 2.804601 2.801673 2.807388 2770245
PGDP 0.013471 0.002701 0.005285 -0.000922 0.036169 0.000970 0.002373 0.008808
CHPGDP ~ —2.311891 2348690  —2.320677  -2320573  —2359630  —2.352059  -2.358583  —2.319990
CD -0.110763™"
DV 0.015569 -0.001814
IND -0.058722 -0.006977
LTO 0.086357" 0.113658"
MAS 0.101838 0.135075
PDI —0.054894 0.001727
UAI —0.085643  —0.113089"
R-squared  0.890732 0.885876 0.886636 0.888697 0.884925 0.886297 0.886912 0.891577

VE: UL TARIRIRTE 1% 5% 10%KF i B A

SEREW, B (CD)MEEE <1%, FEHEE. RECN-0.11067, VA STIER 25X} ESC
=R 5 BRI R AR ER, SCREEESER/N, FES G20 U= R Skt E ;. BUES4)
H(IND) (Z¥: —0.058722, Sig>0.1). A HFEE(PDI) (7%k: —0.054894, Sig>0.1). ANHf5E PEH ke
(UAI) (R%: —0.085643, Sig>0.DMRHCAT, (HAEZE, UHBUTE 2o 1) & i) #E E 5 A
iffy A R0 2 22 B 3G NPT e 2 BELAS S = i 52 5, X R RN AR R EGER I B 5K, i e LA
XELZ, 2R RERINE SR EALE LA SR, A K AT Re S 5 s AN AFE NS
4R L ADV) (REL: 0.015569, Sig>0.1). HikF X5 LtF X(MAS) (7%L: 0.101838, Sig>0.1)
WRECNIE. AEE, WHANNSERE LB S Lt W EFBR, FE S0 531 5
B ReR % KI5 5 HARUA(LTO) (Sig < 0.05)i8id 1 5%I1) R 2 /K-FAG I, 2% BH K J A H a) [ 2 25
(I3 2> (R E SCAG = i B8 5 BRI I, PT R Bl SO0 AN [) SCAR AR G ARV 51 8K, AN 79 B 2 )3k
1T SCA TR Gy ] B R K

4.4. BEMRELE

N IR R AR SR, RSO BGEAT T AR A HT, TR B R BRI ER A b, PR SN T ke
HRPRES . SR B 5 M R B 1A T INICR F S5 A KA QoI MR 7 k), BEATAHE M EE 7 50, Fafeik:
SHTHIEE RN 5 B

WL, SCHEE BN T [ 2 [ H 58 S B A, B P 8 09 A e 53 i o 7 A
KRR ARSI /AL IDV Z2%HH-0.001814 - F+%] 0.015569, IND &% HH—0.058722 I
TF#)0.108202°, LTO Z¥ih 0.086357" F 4%/-0.013180, MAS Z %1 0.101838 T [4%/-0.108837, XY
MEFREH IR B R BRI FRAE; PDI R %0H-0.054894 45 4—0.158661, UAI ZAH-0.085643 452K
—0.1239117", RPN FEbRAR R, Tk B SR B8 1 B4 J5E IS R 2kt S i 9 622 ) £ 1 11 52 5 s
AR B 5 P B S A A8 3R T01(—0.032332) K A, M ER PR BT SO AL BE B RS R AR — e R, (HR R
Wi SR AT B HFE R B8 5 SO A PR B S R R, B B B S St R [ 2 1) 1 B 5 A A A
M.
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Table 5. Model robust regression results

5. RARRMEFER

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

GDP 1.031222™"  1.024948"™  1.033563™"  1.026384™"  1.023895""  1.023360""  1.028521""  0.999658™"
CHGDP  2.738653 2.742548 2.781596 2747654 2771421 2761618 2.772895 2.738604

PGDP 0.016625 0.016276 0.017328 0.029315 0.032682 0.013070 0.022231 0.031473
CHPGDP  —2.283654  —2283712  —2.331152  —2.295937  -2.321397  -2303027  —2.320303  —2.275806

GEODIS  —0.070835™"  —0.052514"™ —0.075609™" —0.065780""  —0.043668  —0.062124" —0.083184™" —0.097228"

CG 0.021197  —0.016413™" —0.017013™" —0.011419™ —0.012581"" —0.015864™"" —0.008440"" —0.032332""
CD —0.280814

DV 0.083766" 0.086488
IND 0.108202" 0.220130™
LTO -0.013180 0.009617
MAS 0.097472 —0.108837
PDI —0.160294™ —0.158661"
UAI -0.123911"  0.093530"

R-squared  0.893531 0.895295 0.894252 0.892142 0.892246 0.896439 0.896912 0.899256
5. &g

AR TR SCAGER B T R 183G oL 5 5 A B2 i, JF H 2R &, Uikl
7S AR RENS SCA ™ b (0 Y VR S B AN g, Horbe SOHERES ) IDV (N AR LSRR E ),
LTO (KA M), MAS (B S Lot 1 SO =AM SOl il B2 55 B R IEARSG: IND
OFE521H), PDI (BUIBEE), UAL (AN PEALEE) A1 SCAL ™ i 52 2 ) VR S A5G o 7275 FE B ER G
AN AL BE B 55 b B BR B R AC T IUIB L T, SCAGRE B SCA P it VR 5 AR s e T3 SR 2 A G . AT
o T SCALER B I HR bt — D R G RINITE R bR, JF3cA 5 8 BIBE I [ HERS T 46/, 3K 7T E -5 5P
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