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Abstract

The Brazilian market is very important to China’s corn imports. Firstly, this paper illustrated the
development present situation of Brazil corn industry. Secondly, we used IMS, RCA and TC index to
do a comparative study on the international market competitiveness of corn industry between
China and Pakistan since 1992. The research results showed that China’s corn international com-
petitiveness had a volatility trend of “From down to up, and then decline”, while the corn export
competitiveness had been a steady increase in Brazil. Then, we carried out the SWOT analysis of
corn trade interaction between China and Brazil. The analysis focused on the advantages of corn
industry resources and complementary characteristics of agricultural products, and the disad-
vantages of agricultural infrastructure construction in Brazil. At the same time, it also analyzed
the opportunity of corn trade and discussed the possible threat between China and Brazil. At the
end of the article, we put forward a series of Suggestions, such as, fully tapping Brazil corn export
potential to promote China’s imports diversification; broadening the bilateral agricultural prod-
ucts trade and investment, with corn trade as an opportunity; strengthening the standardization
of Brazilian import inspection and quarantine of agricultural products and ensuring the safety of
export agricultural products.

Keywords

Brazil, Corn, Trade, International Market Competitiveness, SWOT Analysis

PEFRMRE RS HERESTH

—AE K F B

m B
BB RFAILE R, LV A
Email: gaoqun8@126.com

WESIH: E. PEFERETE S BRI, RlkEE, 2018, 8(8): 987-994.
DOI: 10.12677/hjas.2018.88144


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/hjas
https://doi.org/10.12677/hjas.2018.88144
https://doi.org/10.12677/hjas.2018.88144
http://www.hanspub.org

Weks H i 20184FE8 HsH; A HME: 20184F8H20H; KA HM: 201848 H27H

G2

FZEEERKRSWREIR, FIHIMS, RCARTCERIGHN 19924 IR EX K= EEFT TS/
HATWEGT, GRRVETEEREGRSFARN “B~Tt—F" REEBHOFRRN, BEFKRHAR
§HERPT; FENERME, SHSWOTOHHER ST T BFEX4EH O FRESLRE. EAMESET
RS ARN B ER R T H R ES, RIS EEKE B RS DKB. AR IOLR M
ROEERNEE, TP BEKRR S MmEGE R 5% EE. RERFUETEREM. #E—PRHBERZ
T KW O3 7 R E FKBE O Lok, LIRS BRI HBEIOLR™ 5 H 55 BRETR,
TR P PR A TR R A TE B ORo B2 U PR R R B R S R

Xiin
B, K, %5, BRFEWHES, SWOTHHT

Copyright © 2018 by author and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|8

A ] A R K 9 [, 2008 4F LRT 2 Tk sk, 78 E PR LA SE 4 /1 2008 4F
PUG TR E PR e 4 i iR, #2014 K, CEES AV N T KFHE N E. 2003 FHEE
K A EA 1639.945 Jil, G F T S8 IF R AR TR H D mad 5%, AL 2002 SR T 40.48%,
PG BB el oK A T, S K AR R R ARG Y, Rt R R B S BT H, 2010 Rk
BECEIAF] 157.24 50, S ERIS NN FOREEE O E JGHGE 2012 4, BT ENEOREERN RS 16
B BRI = b () 75 SR R AR, 2 [ B T 34 47 7E 2 000, S50 X — 4 FOKE L1, 53 7 sEIE1E 520.8
Jiml, FORECNHE D ER KA REY, FKEORESBEYH DS ER S H 2010 FLARTAZ 4%
IR 2 37.34%; B fa I AE A oK O FE A Filsz, A 2014 3 DS SR IFARTE 260 F7 M
KV AR, Hge— B SO OB REHE O AR e AR, AR E A AT BRI
LA T T R B 0 R £ 22 4 AN P 2D 1 T B

SRIMT, ARSI FOKIE AN T 45 LT A bl 56 [ 2 1, SR U P 4R vh Wk B8 K I i k3 KU 5
M, fEBEE E P OGN, X R R XU 5 AN E PR TE AN WTINER[ 1] B oxt 38 B RoK 1
BECVORE,  FEARTT I AR, $h R FoK s D E0E . ORI O BRI B fEJE . VMR N REREE =R EKE
FEERIEE KRR SR E, A KA FA 18RS (1 VR0 34 H tH 20 DR K b SR 5 B T
BRI, BONRARIER.

2. BAER~ZNERIR
TR AT RN EFF A2 —. FAO FdE FE R R, 2013 L KEZEBIT 182 143%70, 4

YRR B KGRI
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5 ELPE RO S =B 7.34% RAEVETFAER) 12.45% LB VEFHI) 71.03%, EFECENERRE = KE
KEFE. H Rt 90 ALK, BV R/ D EIBERTE, SR ROKE DS E I 1992
SEARE 0.001%, ETFE 2013 41 21.44%, 2013 FF K 15 B EEIE 63.07 143 TG, H 20 ZERTEK IR
M1 iy, BB RS — KRR OE.

BRI 2 3R 7R T 1992~2013 4R [a] H B K H 157 5 B e B Ot o B ] LA HH 5 1992~2013
EEPURZAFAFH OE, s BT, FREEmE 61.77%, 2013 FFKH HEIAH] 266.25
e s BAREORN—EEEE 20 AT T MWHETKR SN RE, 2008 25 E T kKL
HFH o, 2008 2 fE R B ONEEE O E, K, FORE O 8 =AM B, 1995 2 8 FoKH D&
BAE B, 1995~2003 “EIAIEE AN B, 2003 4F LG REEEME R O T 2009 42 difeE
TE SACAJTUATR, 2009 42 Gt AR, 2012 4K %) 52.07 1A 7T, 2013 R BIRART TR, =
WARIREELE 32.65 1224 T K

VEAESR, A E RO O EARIE i OV E, SR, B R A 5 B H T E R R R
XPAMH T EABIE . #8177, UNCOMTRADE Zoit £ 28, 7 i) b [ H EFOR &AL B a4 H
FOREER 0.12%, WAHEH D FREM AR P EEKECOTISTLSEE N E, 2013 4 E N E
H KB E I 90.90%, 1 A PG B E A Z 0.02%.
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Figure 1. The import and export situation of corn in Brazil (1992-2013)
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Figure 2. The import and export situation of corn in China (1992-2013)
2. REERFL ORFER(1992~2013)
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3. PEER~WEFRTIHTF LB

(—) E BRI 5 Z (International Market Share)

E RT3 A R (FAR IMS), 2 — E R E bR O 5w EE R . HAREKRA:
IMS! =(EX? |EX7)*100% , B i [§] j A7 5 DU i 2 it DA be . IMS) (/s Bk i
J RS E B O Seg  mEs RZ AEE2].

M T AR, 1992~2013 i [F TR E PRy sz A R e ja 200 “FHE-TH -7 R GG
#, IMS fHH 1993 £ 21.30%F4 4% 1995 4F 0.19%, EPFriidgth 564 hsiAR 55, Fljs 4 2003
SR E R R 22.87%, 1997~2007 3515 3.3%, Pl i 1 55 4 1 0m, RON A Bk B ZL 1 FOK b
2008 FELLUE KT 0.5%, 2013 SERFE ) L H K 0.07%, [F Py E K H 1555 715 208 N\ 75 #5510 . A
XTS5 EL P oK 1992~2013 4 (] 51 3 A< b T /Mg gk 2 2B FH& 3, IMS {8 HH ) 1 0.001 % RF 227K %2 2013
TR 22.64%, FOKFENH CI5E4 iAo b s, H i Ca SOy AR E B FORE4h K E .

Table 1. To compare the international competitiveness of the corn market between China and Brazil

= 1. PEERTIAERTE S IR

H brriid 5 A & Bk A % AR R akich it
oy IMS (%) RCA TC (%)
i H i T RSy T

1992 0.0015 18.2177 0.0076 7.3887 —99.6730 99.9976
1993 0.0063 21.2946 0.0235 7.2087 —99.5087 99.9948
1994 0.0071 13.3909 0.0246 4.0423 —99.3437 99.9859
1995 0.0188 0.1913 0.0547 0.0425 —98.3268 —95.7482
1996 0.5811 0.2626 0.6377 0.0850 4.2351 —47.0959
1997 0.6260 11.5648 0.5430 2.5997 —19.7661 99.9869
1998 0.0115 7.5176 0.1403 1.7515 —99.2112 89.8471
1999 0.0115 6.5863 0.0988 1.5145 —98.1880 96.7889
2000 0.0098 15.1979 0.1265 3.1097 —99.2417 99.9941
2001 8.5302 9.0894 5.9596 1.6421 80.0311 98.8031
2002 3.9436 16.7586 2.9010 2.3489 77.6696 99.8917
2003 4.9737 22.8716 3.5208 2.7698 63.4426 99.9985
2004 7.2994 3.3634 4.8872 0.4323 87.6717 99.7961
2005 1.4298 11.4987 0.9539 1.3456 28.4811 99.9077
2006 4.7529 3.7059 3.2167 0.3913 60.9187 95.8404
2007 12.2778 5.5209 8.1713 0.4902 81.7850 98.5783
2008 8.4813 0.3330 4.2345 0.0306 78.6240 67.4047
2009 9.2487 0.1540 5.3982 0.0167 74.4943 21.5630
2010 12.9994 0.1530 7.4211 0.0140 91.7974 —85.0192
2011 10.0819 0.1445 5.7476 0.0133 87.0587 —85.5998
2012 21.7163 0.2821 11.4705 0.0255 91.9501 —90.5840
2013 22.6412 0.0660 14.0178 0.0081 93.3805 —95.3553

BE IR : R HEIE A T 7 5 B8 B0 FE (http:/comtrade un.org) fil WTO i (http://www.wio.org) B ¥E i 545 51 .
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() BB A8 8 (Revealed Comparative Advantage Index)

EIRPE AR B AR E(FIFR RCA 1550, FH T — B 5 EBR 57 5 AL, HAaRXERA:
RC4} =(Ex] JEX!)/(Ex./EX.)» Wi [ j b= i o R 12 1 A 30t 17 B AU 4 400 5 i 557 ) ol
s i R R A e s RSB R B b 35 RCA) > 2.5, BRSE i [ R R R
T 1.25<RCA) <25 REBHBRHOTES)1: 0.8<RCA/ <1.25FK M i [ j Fly= 5 384 /1K
s RCA < 0.8 REFZEFEA R LLRAE, EHERH M55 J)#55[3].

1992~2013 4E[A][H N £oK RCAERIFEN T “FE—TH =" K&, 1992~1994 48] RCA {H¥
FE 4.0 LAE, FOK M R BRI E bR O 5ER 0% 1995 F1 1996 4F RCA fHANE 0.05, H HZEFLH
VR S RCAEHA TS, 1997~2005 F[AIEEAHAERFAE 0.8 DL L, fERIKH 5 b B&—a i Ot
2006 LK RCA fH— 467K, 2013 SEEARE 0.01, RECSE LR T M OEHER, MR
TS OE, M2 T, ERREK RCA HE—K ., HOESMmAEEHE; JHZ 2001 4L
K RCA [HEEAAORYFAE 2.5 UL, 2013 R 2 ik 14.02, EFECARPE A FOKH H 3R E 2 51,

(2) EAKRA Z 54 J118%(Trade Competitiveness)

R 5 354 J1HRAU(IAR TC 4840, 2NEE R & fighr e —, AARERN:
1C) =(Ex! — 1M} )/(EX! + M/ )*100% , TC/ e[-1,1], Bl i [E j 7 g th FRE [RS8 5 A (b
#H, o, TC) > 003K [H ;A B A BRI E RS TC) BEEIL 100%, S i H FAHX
FUBGER  [H bR 3E 4 Jlk5E: TC/ = 0 ULBH a4 b T 2R T37K s TC <0 R [ 7 Py~ dn 7 B br
ST A TC) BT -100%, WIRIRE G DA I R, B Rse 4 /) @i gs[4].

1992 LK, EAEAK TCHEMERNN “FFE—Tt—FF" KEzhas, Hr, 1992~1994 48] TC {4+
T 1, BRI R B TR DSBS 1995~1996 4E[A] TC {E/M T 0, Tookifdk s K,
HEES T H % 1997~2007 FEE = FOKWE H ASEF05,  HARZORFFEOR M TR 3 i H R
SRTMT, 2008 AELAE D 4 AR 3 R AE/K, HT 2010 ELAE @ #E DR H 258K, O HAE RIS,
MERTE R K= R KR, 1992~2000 [0 TC AHI/NT 0, HARWHIAE-1, K O58495 %R 3 2001
LG TCEIRZARR 1, B B R KPR E TR, B&AmIMH D5E4 0%, B D@k
HK.

M B [ oK 3R S ISR A SRR E, IMS. RCA K TC = KIBEULFAHEE T 1992 LA
KEN TR OESEI “HEoTt B KEGESE, HOES R0 7. 55, 9. $5MidE,
M FKEERT 5 DRI Bk S, HE 1992~1994 4 [H oK H H5E F LA B i
1995~1996 F[] oK PRSI, H F5e4 1A T 5% 1997~2007 fE R RS H DR S, B4
BREZ R FORHE 2008 FLLE FOKH D SEFH R A FRGEK, RO H BT, BT 2010 L5
MR ARG O E, ot H35E S ) IR A R . EVEE 1992~2000 fEA] FK 156555
ARER; 2001 FLUE ARFFRSIH OS2 2 A0S, FH OB ERIE K, HilCSB N EREE N E
KA KE. HO5RE.

4. BETHXER L ERKE SWOT 51

(—) PEIEKRA G HAIRH

D) P EERS . O BEiRER TR 054 EE, GFEERHRIERRE. FREEEE K
e, MRETEAASORT KRG, K MIHEER. 16 1992 2 G 21 45, EPE T KIGR AR fa e i
1~1.5 T AU AT N 3 Fias, B2 KT LLAE R 4.05% IR BEFa B4R T, 2013 SFE4AE A W77 B ik 5253.60
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Figure3. Corn production in Brazil (1992-2013)
E 3. BAEEREER(1992~2013)

AN, BRI 2.3 %, FEBAFARBIAE R, 1992~2013 4E L7 Tk B 7= EAEINIEA 4.71%, H/7E
1 3050.61 J3MiFHZE 2013 4F (1) 8027.32 JjMli, fEAERT AR AIH 5.72% T+ 2 7.88%, HNAERE = K&
KAEFEL fr T EMBE AR E~E . b, EFA SR RMER AR TIEMR A, BANAEE 80%MH
LR ARABRITFR(5], AT BB RAIE AR LY R, 15 FORFFEEI ™ O P RE . & (I DT OR B A
mpEfTKEREFRETSEIER. @ BTN RESRAMRS . EFk, FEHZSTRETKT
K FRIEE, AT 225 Q013X E B R 2 A AT T RFA#INE, B Fu4s B E E
HERBR AR & TN, PR ESEE 6] T TR BAMBRANS, P ER S HRA
T a e, ETEHUH R B KR K a6 T A9 23 1 5 248 5 .

2) WEARF R G EAME R Fragett. © dEF KRR SUCGRAAEST B Ah . FERELASEE N
T AT 508 B ) KPR AR, A H BRI R IR AT IE A%, 46
I REE AR T2, BESThESER. EWAEER, BAARBRAE &4, WEEKAMES
WERIIFAEZE TV EANC R B REA A BT AT LS, WIRr KT thas | 346, 7
TP P EORBE A BN R AL T I o« @ XU A5 AN [ 1 02 5 Sy (o St 1 A= RS TR 3t
Bo XA D5k, RIES A EMRS . FRELA RS, HBIFHR KRR XX
J5 RS SRR RSN, BAME R T 4 E[7) (8], — 5T, ERPETEA PR TOKAE A ) % 4
R 5 77 TR A RBE AR FA[9] [10]: —J70, A B 7K RN S 56 57 2 2 42 70 7= it = A L [ s
SE IR DR 11] [12]0 TMAA =50 TR U7 R G4 kR TSR = BAb, 45 TR, HL
KA SEIE.

3) BUM S & RIS FEMPE RIS A SRR HEXTTEE “SrEEK” . BHME
Gk, B —mmMR R GG e, WE 1974 4 EEAL, 1993 Fi EXUTHiE T IE KRR
Hf, EZEESE KA. &R Ay, B K rkERE, B EER LR KRS
G BRI, REBUF A &S FWIEETEEXCAR 54, w2013 4 11 AP Ew
EBUFEE (PR ER) , RE3 H 31 Hid GEDETE R KRS IR ER ) Sui, A
BV E KA E T BEE TR FIREREE AN B R L, E ST FORAE IS X R R
J 7 BN KR 5 AR IK[13].

(=) MEFKR L BB S H

1) 5 EAR R 2207 m] fe it — 2P0 . B0 TR MR AR KRR FE b S2 ) 19 AR i 4N, IO 1
Wi EPERREIE R TR AR EZ 2, 5 B Rl 1Ak 1) 3 S A {5 75 02 PR 5 N A DG LG 5 A
Wil Gdl . 25 EINOR N EL P oK, F il cAe 25 DR RS 147 5 A0 B 22 195 DR RS (R 2E N .
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2) VG AR BRI @ BT S, RN DARIZAR P2 R B . AT, ELPEEE Y ol I
TVt 2 K PO S, 2012 4E7E tH FARAT R 2 BRIERE SO @ K E 580, IEHEZ 104; HIEW
A EKIBEZBIZMIATAZ T, A5 5 B2 S O LT E [14]. X AT RETE— 22 b
BELAS 77 U2 78 K 7 (1 I I, {45 58 P A0 s A S v T At [ R B X o S £ e O 8 LA =
RO REZE . BRE TSN RBRA, EBUTTRER BEHIMEANT W05, W A i
it A T R A T IS i A A TR 50

(=) PEEKE G HIERLE

1) BB SE EBE ORI FINLE . — 5w, #EOWmEooi, WRiTsEE x4 TR D% 5 R
— BT R T AR R AL, 2010 LK, BEINZE D TR 90%I5 F 3£ E, 2012 4F M3 E 1t
151135 31| [y S AF 98.19% . H— 52 Gy % SR REURE T XS, #K 5 S BUE BB L ARE R, T
KRG WA [15]0 IR ETEE LK, S 0h 2 BRAR KT 56 [ A3 URAZ B, kI PR SR 5 AU o o5
AT G HH . H—JiH, FEEERSGIEETHREER SR A =W O R 487, 4
BREOK T G B 1) 80%HE ADM. HibE. 53t 6 Bk 74505 DR A 1), 95 BEDRR R 45 I imiE AL s
et [ R e i S AR O3, R POy BB A SR K, BE AT ARG R [ SE RS AE,  SORT AR LA R
KA =2 ISR T -

2) LAEKFNCN I L, 3058 R XA AR = R 5 G . — 5T, XU 8AT TR S K &4,
IR N EL PG E L1 oK A e TR D IR AR AL TR P S M B B S — 5, P ERER R S
HAMEFHA R, PLEKPEEARNL, TEAUE. ZER. @K IRBIGLR T MA T EE, &K
ARANSR TR ] 5 B2 4 s P 5 5 S Ak R R I R AL

(LI e 5 N5 e e B i) 7))

1) KGR 5 BEEE . T P Tpx B i g A B s f AR, T P D L AR S B e
BRI T K &, FEORIL T 5 Friim 5 BEBEAK[16]. Frib L Dok, EIIR& R AT E K. fiskH
v WTO 5 22 ot o 6] 7 ot SR B 9 44 it e A S R R K 2 — 5 24, L BR 0 PR AT R Ak T
W71 B4, HEXOGTHRAER SRR ELZE RN 525 Ry 3 5L ki

2) I FK T R 2 g IR AR D BK BHIR 5 AR 24, S Ky i B ey (1 B
FEACE BERIIA S AT ALGT . T VG FOR ML SE S T, BURTE IR SR b % R A 7= 4
BECRE, FlES . AL, iR S [ A R R HLER O TG KRR T wIROK S e i 3 R
FiAR . 2008 LI B P EEFE R oK P & R, 2013 R TR L E E T 75% [18], N ERE
TORIEFEF R E . AR, B ORI S IR T, X N AR A AR R, SR
FEQA] 2 Ik B0 Ak £ 45 T4 LA 0

5. FRE EKEE O AR R

NFREN Tk 24, WESMERE O, FANEA L0, CROVTER 4 HsE. T B
MR E BRTE S 7y P ARRA 8 A7, 3R E AR KK TR IB S RE, B ERK
TER RSN DR A F LK BBL, D sl XU R AR ™ i B 5 SRR

B BFEMZIRE IR D g, R E TR D 2 oot WKIERE, AR s bR
PO TP RIBUIR, B ORI T8, B SEE 3 O FOR MR, I NP oK AT,
AR IR . DA BB B 3N, s p - 2R 4% [ A2 KL 5 T 57 5 AR R &R, JUHRAE . 56
FORARUGRZFTT, B M r AL E R PE I AME S, 2 ML PGy 3 (0 F 2R E A 7 5, PG
AP ANENE, PO Rz .
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o, ELIOKRTZ RN, XL i 5 SRR — i, s ORI A
i S 5 A SEBARR . JRIT o X7 S A TR 1, &R R B HE 1 R SE a7
TP 0 R R 45 7 S A TR kxS BOR P P SE EE R R B BOR B S T PR A, 4TI
Mt se —J7m, EEE Nk “ERET , GURERRE AT NRiEkE, #—»
BEAR L PE B A M TRRRAS s DRI K A5 3t S T 7 i QIS SR S A, 3ol BESR T B0 78 AR Ml Bt 82 it 2
BRI AE B % 0 Ao lb A BB s T e e, R RE S PAORA T AR BATR T 2 AR b A it st
TS B B BT N A S R A I IR B TR B AR T

= SRR PG DA SIS BRI, WO PR B R . SR PR DR
KA b B R i AT E RV, JCHR N xt SE [ . PG BT AREE A A ER AT = KRRk A oK
A R R TS, B ORIE P e 4y AT RE. BRAh, Dy SEIE Hh R H R X2 BR B IR B B 1 ke A
TR S A SR T, A B R A AR B At R, OGRS T R E M ) SRR A 55 B
E SIS
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