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Abstract

The article explores the relationship between foreign trade, modern logistics, and economic devel-
opment in Hebei Province. Using data from 1993 to 2022, the dynamic relationship between total
imports, total exports, goods turnover, and regional GDP is revealed through cointegration tests,
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Granger causality tests, and VAR models. The results indicate that there is a long-term and stable coin-
tegration relationship between foreign trade, modern logistics, and economic growth in Hebei Prov-
ince. Foreign trade and modern logistics have a significant promoting effect on economic growth, with
import trade having a particularly significant impact on modern logistics and economic growth.
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M. Wb, 1EvhEEENSET R, KX 5 MR I R REHE S &5 i K p k15 T &
BEH . SR1fT, BEE B PRGBS 0D ] P 2255 45 M (K T, T fe G 2 B T %o 4 52 5 AN AR i
7K, BETTRE X IRE UF 1 = T R R, BN AR A 72 R AR

AR AT 1993 44 2022 4RI AME 5 DRI 3% KRG R o ik
B LR, TR R X AR P SE OB B ST T, MR T =38 IR R B A O R RIAH
FAEFNUE . SHIESE LB, WALE IR 5 DA 20K 2 IAE AR AR e T B X R,
HXF 40 5 AR AT 2 5F 3G K A B2 R R o b, 3E 0151 26 AR iR AN 2 B 38 K A4
JugEH, T SR 5 I e B K R R B AR

A SCHIBE I E TR db 4 1993~2022 E&UFIEK . Xt 40 5E 2 AR B N [F]— 458, i@
I VAR BEALAT Granger RSG50 16 7 = & I A B8 5C RAIXU R R OG &R o A S0 45 SRAMVNAT Bh 1 RV ]
JbB XA R G FIBARYDIRAE 55 R & TP A R E A, 38 v Ho A X R R & 0% A i R R I AR 4Rt 1
ESEMSE, B — DRI GG BR—RTIRSER . AP R R, i dba S
KT 28 355 18 K 0 B 5 1 [ B 38 5 0
2. XA

— LGRS SN Ty Z AR R TE . e i e 2= 3005 (2022)i2 F VAR HEALH SEIT 9544 SR SRt
GG R FEIIRM, S5 R EOR: VLAV ANS b2tk e AR E R, HLH SR SR b E - S m 2 3%
Tk 157 5 0 G B A R I8 A 3 — B3R T A IR [1] . AR HE A1 2 1 (2024) 8 1 SRR T ) AR 1Y
SFANA G 5B IKIBUR, R DU DR DTS S 5K 2 (e s KR R 2] KT
5%(2022) ¥4 JE b X K| 738 50 52 Gy S RIS K RE i, I AR SR X H 15 5 s de K, P X g 15 5 5
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RN ANE B BRI 2 TR 2 R AT . 2 EE L (2018) R BRI T BLAR A Bl 6 R AT LTE — 58
FEPE v Hk ) O 5 5 K [4] . St 5 (2018) BT 5% &k B FE BLAR i b 5 06 41 57 5 77 A6 K R
WP A R B2 B o A4 B5(2022) 2K FH A & B R A R AF 70 22 B o 174 35 DX AR A 97 45 5 40 52 5 RO R AR 7
R AW Ak [5] -
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Figure 1. Theoretical model of the relationship among economic growth, foreign trade, and modern logistics
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics of variables
= 1. TEEAMET

GDP EX M TURN
Mean 17954.75 1294.30 843.47 7285.13
Median 14809.65 1182.21 800.11 5965.96
Maximum 42370.4 3314.87 2383.83 14769.5
Minimum 1690.84 96.75 45.08 1585
Std.Dev. 13559.98 954.62 719.46 4844.51
Observations 30 30 30 30

5. SCUERASR
5.1. XM IE

W% 2, MEPUANEFRZ RIS RECAT LR B, X Aol . #FOR 548, 1O % 5 &8ss
YR B2 B EAMAAE S SR IR R R, BT IXEE e fEn b i S kB, Bl — N ighniy
Jnes,  HARFE PR 2 2 ISR AR

Table 2. Variable correlation coefficient table

=2 TEEXREE

LNGDP LNEX LNIM LNTURN
LNGDP 1.0000 0.9869 0.9826 0.9875
LNEX 0.9869 1.0000 0.9881 0.9795
LNIM 0.9826 0.9881 1.0000 0.9768
LNTURN 0.9875 0.9795 0.9768 1.0000

5.2. ADF B {IiRib18

AL EC AN SR e H R B ) ) e B A A SR Y I TR 51, DR B DR [ A 43 A 7R m) S A
R, JE38E G bl T AP AR T S BN AL SR, 000 & AR AT P AR AL 36 . A SCHE %K ] ADF
BANARAS I8 1) 7 VR AR BT PR AR S, PR LRSS BB AR 3 P IXRERER VR T DURR SRR AT T TE
AT 1A 43 A B A5 P 128 2 PR

L 3 P LUKREL, %] LNGDP. LNIM. LNEX A1 LNTRUN f P {4 %4 0.9352. 0.9993.
0.9986 I 0.9829, #RZAEFEa/Fol. FEMLEEAE b, 2 RHUEAI—Br 245, 15%] DLNGDP. DLNIM,
DLNEX 1 DLNTRUN, & H P {85 0.0441. 0.0950. 0 1 0.0101, ffLk, DLNGDP F1 DLNTRUN 7£
5% 55 35 MK RN P RRF 5], DLNIM 7E 10%0) % KT AT A2 741, DLNEX £ 1% 3 MK
SR AR T A X BB SR A T SR Gl — B 22 o AL B S AR AT AR, B T L) M R R A, il T A
AT o
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Table 3. ADF unit root test
%z 3. ADF BIRIIE

e ADF #56{H 1% level 5% level 10% level P{H VO TR
LNGDP —0.9507 —4.3240 —3.5806 -3.2253 0.9352 A FFa
LNIM 3.2071 -2.6471 -1.9529 -1.6100 0.9993 R
LNEX 2.9453 -2.6471 -1.9529 -1.6100 0.9986 A FE
LNTRUN -0.3947 —4.3098 ~3.5742 -3.2217 0.9829 AFE
DLNGDP -2.0123 —2.6501 -1.9534 -1.6098 0.0441 TR
DLNIM -1.6362 —2.6569 -1.9544 -1.6093 0.0950 R
DLNEX -5.1765 —2.6501 -1.9534 -1.6098 0.0000 PR
DLNTRUN —2.6481 —2.6501 -1.9534 -1.6098 0.0101 TR

TE: D FRREM B ES, SRR 10 R EVEACE EIRAFRBL TRIRAE 5% IR E A BRI s, T
FIRAE 10% ) B K P EAE L IR .

5.3. ERMEEHY

MG 3H AR, AR M B, W 5L VAR BRI 55 o b T BB B x5 B 20 ik
FRONBUR, iR Bo B K, B H SRR T R B oL, T RE 2 T8 AR K

Table 4. Optimal lag order selection
4 mIUEEMBERE

Lag LogL LR FPE AIC SC HQ
0 25.3481 NA 2.28E-06 —1.6422 —1.4486 —1.5864
1 140.7959 186.4925" 1.10e-09" -9.2920" -8.3242" -9.0133"
2 149.7465 11.7046 2.10E-09 —8.7497 —7.0078 —8.2481
3 166.4134 16.6669 2.63E-09 —8.8010 —6.2848 —8.07646
4 188.5531 15.3274 3.08E-09 —0.2733 —5.9829 —8.3258

%4 7 VAR WAV G IR R R L5 B, 454 LR #EN]. FPE #EN. AIC #EN. SC #ENIFT HQ #EN Fi
ANHEN, Rk R 2 W — AT e N A eI A, 15 AR iR 5 BN 1 81, BT DA R ok DLt
AT R 5

5.4. thEEKE

IS PO RAEM R VAR AR O —, BEZ MIWRAMAENELR, Bami g VAR
B, [F B ASEAT RIS, T RO 22 AN R A B VA 2B L. A SCFIFH Johansen TG 56
ORI X A e S R B &AL R B S AR T e B )R AR AE K RS e I G R
FERfE P m) B AR E R R I, IR S EON 1B, 15K 5.

HRIELS & PR B0 45 5, mT LA HY Atmost2 £ Atmost3 1) P {43 524 0.0249 i1 0.0974, W17 5%
[ 2 Z P KCF R, LNGDPL LNIM. LNEX fil LNTRUN 2 [BJf77E 3 MR R, 76 10%H) 5 KT,
WIFEFE 4 MHEER R .
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5.5. VAR RBIpg 2

HRHEHTT A 45 2R, GRS 1 B E v i R o i@ VAR AL, Je PR EAT 2047, 751 VAR(D)
B, 1% 6 fras:

Table 5. Johansen cointegration test
% 5. Johansen 4018

JR BB FFAEAE gt E 50 [ B 5 7K1 P 1A
None" 0.8127 90.8349 47.8561 0.0000
Atmost1” 0.5745 42.2529 29.7971 0.0011
Atmost2” 0.3982 17.4741 15.4947 0.0249
Atmost3 0.0904 2.7471 3.8415 0.0974

Table 6. VAR regression results
6. VAR EJFLER

DLNGDP DLNEX DLNIM DLNTURN
DLNGDP (-1) 0.5990 -0.1243 -0.0793 0.0738
-0.1787 —0.5478 -0.7122 -0.2647
[3.3517] [-0.2268] [-0.1114] [0.2786]
DLNEX (-1) —0.0590 -0.3277 -0.1376 —-0.2150
-0.0748 —0.2294 —0.2982 -0.1109
[-0.7888] [-1.4285] [-0.4614] [-1.9397]
DLNIM (-1) 0.0769 0.1887 0.2365 0.1442
-0.0646 -0.1979 -0.2572 -0.0956
[1.1921] [0.9536] [0.9194] [1.5080]
DLNTURN (-1) 0.1146 1.0452 0.0239 0.5263
-0.1399 -0.4289 -0.5576 -0.2073
[0.8190] [2.4367] [0.0428] [2.5391]
C 0.0252 0.0449 0.1123 0.0268
-0.0189 -0.0579 -0.0752 —-0.0280
[1.3338] [0.7757] [1.4925] [0.9570]
FARP) VAR BRI
InGDP, -0.06 -0.06 0.07 0.11] [ INnGDP_, 0.03] [s,
INEX, | |-012 -033 019 105 y INEX, , .\ 0.05 L| =
InIM, -0.08 -0.14 0.24 0.02 InIM, , 0.11| | &,

INTRUN, | | 007 -022 0.14 053] [INTURN,, | [0.03]| |z,

i VAR B G , wT BLE R AR RFEAR A9 A RAS AR R S AR e v . anlX] 2 Jom TR AEAR 19 73
AL, B LR, RHIEAR PR R e A bR R A B B PR SRR R E AR R S, ShR
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Figure 2. Model robustness test
E 2. HBFIRMARLE

5.6. Granger EI R

S BRI TT UL SR PP AR 2 AR B AAE K HATRE K R, (HE TV 78 B 2 A1 A LR I 5%
R, WERL RO AR R B AL FE KIS, 1 Granger PRI TELVE TR R E L
RSO R, MEZ R, Granger PRSI0 U Re 9%k 40 A8 & 2 IR R OG &, e o7 AT g

Table 7. Granger causality test results
7 7. Granger EI RIS AR

JEAR F 4t P{H
LNGDP does not Granger Cause LNEX 1.8924 0.1807
LNEX does not Granger Cause LNGDP 5.1013 0.0325
LNIM does not Granger Cause LNEX 8.2709 0.0079
LNEX does not Granger Cause LNIM 0.1869 0.6691
LNTURN does not Granger Cause LNEX 7.0813 0.0132
LNEX does not Granger Cause LNTURN 0.0682 0.7960
LNIM does not Granger Cause LNGDP 20.9512 0.0001
LNGDP does not Granger Cause LNIM 0.0200 0.8886
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LNTURN does not Granger Cause LNGDP 3.6943 0.0656
LNGDP does not Granger Cause LNTURN 0.9631 0.3354
LNTURN does not Granger Cause LNIM 0.0047 0.9459
LNIM does not Granger Cause LNTURN 6.8646 0.0145

WA 7, RIAE 5%IF 81K R, LNEX. LNIM )72 LNGDP A& 224 5 K, LNIM A1 LNTURN
& LNEX HIA& =8 A, LNIM J&2 LNTURN [958 22 85, 75 10%019 23 £ /KF 7, LNTURN J& LNGDP
RS 22 A TR A o B R AT DU, T b4 sk R HE R, DA R B4 ) e 3R T b 48 s 72 HE R B 7] Granger
JEER, U BT AR B AR 5 5 R AR B T 2 5F K, &5 R R ASRe e sl Xt 4152 5 ARt )
R FEEIARA BE R EUR B2 8 i S LB B ) Granger JGRL,  3E F1RVEIHE 2 DR JE 1 e 1)
Higa) Granger JREAL, 15 BRI A AR 1SR R R A RTELA R IR R J e s 2 2 1t s B R
[ B 3F 1 B K B 3 T AR A e o AELRAE SR P m] DU IR AR B 5740 2 ) K A2 B ) [R] RO
2, ULEHWALE XA 5 BRI AN B R 8 2 TR AT A B BRI R PG 3R, R B A6 457
Gy FIERARD I R TS 1 — 20 Sk i) 2% 1)

5.7. BKHNRE R iR 3

E Ik e 157 B K5 P P, R A R o RO IR TR R ASSORE I JE IEOBE D 10 1, DI A
XHZAE M XA SR TR . TR SR, SIEAE AT RIS 4 . S I ARER
APV I A 5550 o o XM ISR FL AR S R T 48 A S AN [RI A i ST o ol A i N 9 38 o A SO S ) VAR A8
TUFE T IR N 18] 7 50 B IO B REAT — B 22 20 A B, TRIRG, 0l ) SR 5w L 0 S ol X 0 A B e ot
(¥ ] B AR AR B R IR DU

kv 2 ] v g S A P TR PR e 2 3 s Mk e i 7 R BB AR A 2, e B MR T 5 BT 5% T 2 RO 11
& LN AR R ZE 1 EhVE o

T VAR (L)Y 1 Fk o 52 bR 573 47, 25788 B0 i 4 M X AR 7 BB I il BOR W ] 3 . gk
PSR B JA #5245t GDP PR IR Ay, Y ADTAEXS GDP ™ A i KA ofde,  BEAE WIECE i, o
drfERIHIR, BB A RN 0 IHiG, AR5 2 WA B EOR M IE A b dr B 5 T 4R T B, Hpar L
MR AEL, HLLTTY A Re R, BE DA GDP M IBCE K, THIRTS th . [ ik DA B el e
OO DA R B e R, R AR SR A B TSR 5 IR, (EARER IR RS 4 DT
GET H VBT 8 ) A7 1 ok o e VOGS B J e B AR D (9 D R ey, 28 2 T AR it A o
FEH) 2 AR 5 TH R R -

6. FHILRBUEREIN

SHEA TR T : (1) WNKIRE, WAbEXAR 5 AR RN 2 5 K 2 R AE AR E I RE G
#: (2) Granger KGRI EE FAR B, WAL HxF4b 52 5 BRI 2 5F KA B IaEREHER, &bt
B E AM R 5 R IR e S . BhAt, i3k O SR S R BRI T BE 2 16 Granger JE K, HLidE
F157 5 2 BRI Granger JR N . X R WIHE C{EMR BRI & 5r 3K 5 T A B, i
AR X E PR KA B 5. (3) @M VAR BLAL, ik 44 7 ik 11 57 55 fl
AR AT AL 4 GDP ¥4 1E 520, XH4hSE 5 % GDP [l s R4 18] K F A3,  H i 1% GDP
(oAl N v W
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Figure 3. Pulse response results
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