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Does the Belt and Road Initiative Promote the Bilateral Trade Effect
of the Infrastructures?

—Based on the Study of the Six Major Economic Corridors
Hu Zaiyong

( School of International Economics China Foreign Affairs University Beijing 100037 China)

of the three types of infrastructures. After controlling the effects of GDP

der effect

dor

found the Belt and Road Initiative except the New Asia Europe Continental Bridge Economic Corridor

FTA agreement whether a landlocked country and etc.

energy and communication network on the bilateral trade among the

trade potentialities

the empirical study found that

it also analyzes whether the Belt and Road Initiative promotes the bilateral trade effects

bor—

except the China-Mongolia-Russia Economic Corri—

space distance degree of language interoperability

one or more of the three infrastructures have a significant role in promoting bilateral trade in the rest of the economic corridors. The study also

of infrastructures in the other five economic corridors.

significantly promotes the bilateral trade effect
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