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Analysis on China— CEE Countries Economic and Trade Cooperation Under Great Power Games
YU Sha-sha
(Southwest Petroleum University School of Economics and Management ,Chengdu 610500, China)

Abstract; Sino-US trade fiction has lasted for several years and has become the developing trend for the
new international pattern. The game between two larger nations would affect CEE countries’ trade condi-
tions. This paper used panel data of economic aggregate, total volume of trade pattern, per capita income,
and foreign investment net flow etc factors of China and CEE countries during the period of 2009—2019, al-
so used the data of trade friction between China and United States from 2006 to 2015. Analyzed by gravity-
model to measure the influences among these time periods, The results showed that the trade cooperation
between China and CEE still depends on the economic gross growth on both sides,the friction between Si-
no-US has no significant influences, China would like to establish much stronger relationship with CEE
countries,in additional,’One belt one road Initiative’ promote the economic growth and trade amount be-
tween these nations positively,and improve the whole national income level. These results has supported
the strategies that asking for depth and width economic cooperation with China, confirmed that positive and
friendly policy can promote national economic and income level instead of protectionism. The Sino-US trade
friction exactly has significant influences on the third trading partner, based on this perspective there are
more extensive and useful research can do.

Key words: Sino-US trade frictions; CEE countries; Trade and economic cooperation; One belt one road

Initiative



