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Abstracts

95

United States in terms of its overall national strength and international status with the
means of bilateral negotiations and extreme pressure. Objectively speaking the USMCA
does not mean the unilateral victory of the Trump Administration but the compromise
reached among the three parties in North America on the new balance of interests. However
due to America’s domestic political factors such as divided government and partisan
polarization the prospects of the final ratification and implementation of the USMCA
remains uncertain.

Key words: NAFTA USMCA Trump Administration  “America First”  bilateral negotiations

The Elasticity of Factor Substitution and Income Distribution in Six Latin American Countries
Zheng Meng Tian Yongxiao

Abstract: A decline in the labor income share is occurring in many developing countries

and the increasing of labor income share is the key factor to achieve sustainable economic
growth. The elasticity of factor substitution is the core variable to explain the economic
growth of developing countries as well as the key factor to analyze the inequality of factor
income. This paper examines the relationship between the elasticity of factor substitution
and the share of labor income based on six Latin American countries from 1996 to
2011. The analysis shows that the increase of the elasticity of factor substitution between
capital and labor is an important factor to explain the continuous reducing of the labor
income share because of the biased technology progress other factors including the
economy of scale education level openness of economy socio — demographic structure
and industrial structure also play a role. Based on the above analysis this paper proposes
relevant suggestions to improve the labor income share including the balance between the
growth effect and the distribution effect of the factor substitution development of labor
market rationalization of industrial structure informal employment security etec.

Key words: elasticity of factor substitution labor income share Latin America biased

technology progress

111 The Debate on the Issue of Foreign Labor Before and After the Abolition of Slavery

in Brazil

Du Juan

Abstract: After the slave trade was banned in 1850 finding new sources of labors
became the top priority for Brazil” s economic development. In the mid-late 19th century

Brazil’ s attempts to introduce Chinese labors in large scale almost failed. There are several
reasons for this. First the notorious “coolie trade” has aroused resistance from major
countries in the world. Second the late Qing government changed its attitude toward
overseas emigrants from rejection and indifference to control and protection. Third

compared with the forces of supporting the introduction of Chinese labors in Brazil the
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