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An Empirical Analysis of the Effect of Trade Protectionism on the Export of China in the Financial

Crisis: Focusing on the Influence of TBT on Electromechanical Products Export to US
SUN Xiao—qin, HUANG Yi-wei

(Guangdong University of Foreign Studies, Guangzhou 510006, China)

Abstract: While the US financial crisis results in the slowdown of world economy, trade protectionism has increased
accordingly. This paper applies monthly data to analyze its influences on China's export of electromechanical products
to US by using TBT as an example. The empirical methods include cointegration analysis, impulse response function
and variance decomposition. It concludes that the economic downturn in the financial crisis can promote China's
export instead of reducing it but may aggravate structures of export commodities, and that the reducing foreign demand
and increasing trade protectionism are the main reasons for the decrease of export. The essential solution to stimulating
export is to expand the domestic demand and break the trade barriers.

Key words: financial crisis; trade protectionism; technical barriers to trade; electromechanical products;

cointegration analysis



