28 2 Vol. 28 No.2
2020 2 PACIFIC JOURNAL February 2020

DOI: 10.14015/j.cnki.1004-8049.2020.02.006
e ’ : ¢ ) 2020 2 66-78 .
WANG Fei “Sinod.atin American Production Capacity Cooperation under the Belt and Road Initiative: Theoretical Foundation and Potential Analy—

sis”  Pacific Journal Vol. 28 No. 2 2020 pp.66-78.

14 ) .
1
(1. 100007)
113 ”»
TS 2
:D815/F114.4 TA : 1004-8049( 2020) 02-0066-13
«
”» “«
o A
»
( 13 ”)
13 ”» 2015
[13 ”» 113 ”»
12019-04-02; 1201941223,
: “ ‘ ’ ”( 19CGJ027)
(1986—) .



67
« »” “
” ® .
“ ” ( Angela Torres)
“ ” « ”
o @ . ( Celio Hiratuka)
“ ”
“ ”
“
A
”
Al AY Oq®
RO
@
oo : X
) 2016 4 23-41
® “ » ) T
K¢ ) 2018 4 60-74 .
’ ® "«
) 2017 3 38-59
@ L« . »
@ 2017 6 o
o ® o
— "« ) 2018
1 40-59
° ©
.0
50%
« ’
( ) 2017 4 3-15 .

”» @ Flavio Marcelo Rodrigues Bruno and Marilda Rosado de Sa
Ribeiro  “One Belt One Road: Novas Interfaces Entre o Comércio e
os linvestimentos Internacionais ~ Revista de Direito Internacional
Vol. 14 No. 2 2017 pp. 192-213.

® . Clélio Campolina Diniz ~ “Expansdo Asidtica  Corrida
° * ( Flavio Cientifica e Tecnolégica Mundial ~Desindustrializagio no Brasil ”
Bruno) . ( Marilda Ribeiro) Texto Para Discussdo No. 565 Cedeplar Setembro de 2017.

( Clélio Diniz)

Q

©@ Angela Piedad Sudrez Torres  “China and Latin America
from Neo — colonialism to Interdependence? The Case of Brazil ”
Dimensién Empresarial Vol. 16 No. 1 2018 pp. 185-194.

10 Celio Hiratuka
egy after the Global Crisis and Its Impacts in Latin America ” Revista

2018 pp.1-25.

“Changes in the Chinese Development Strat—

de Economia Contempordnea Vol. 22 No. 1



68 28
- 2018
« »” “ 9
« ”
2.1
« ”»
2020 1 19
« ”»
@ 33
10
« ”
o o @
« 9
“ ”
« 2
« 9
@
« ” « o "
« o »@)
@ 19 . R .
: . N N N . .
® “ ,
. 7 ) 2018 2 13 .
’ ©)
21
> “ ”
Naudé Wim “The Financial Crisis of 2008 and the De-

2015

€

”»

. 2016

i

11

veloping Countries ” No. 2009/01. WIDER Discussion Papers World
Institute for Development Economics ( UNU-WIDER) 2009; Yeyati
Eduardo Levy and Tomas Williams Emerging Economies in the 2000s:
Real Decoupling and Financial Recoupling the World Bank 2012.

@ — .
( Raul Prebisch)



69

14

»

»

2030

13

113

“«

113 »
N6
“ ”( Capital Doubtful Re—
cycling) @ o
2.2
N6
“ »
2015
[43 »
4 ) 2014 2 61 o
@ N N D : "
€ ) 2017 3 5-18 .

@ Vandana Chandra Justin Y. Lin and Yan Wang “Leading
Dragon Phenomenon: New Opportunities for Catch-Up in Low-dncome
Countries ” Asian Development Review Vol.30 No.l 2013 pp.52-84.

@

® Joseph Y. S. Cheng “Latin America in China’ s Contempo—
rary Foreign Policy ” Journal of Contemporary Asia Vol. 26 No. 4
2006 pp. 500-528.



70 28
1
o e 2015 — — “ 7
(1 :
e 2018 3
2015 5 N
N 1.000 e 2018 2
90% o
“%3” o@ e 2019 5
« ” e 2015 11
e 2016 4
2003
> e 2017 1 CPFL
o 54.64%
e 2017 8
o 2018 7 e 2016 3 56
55 15 ’
e 2016 11
N N 9 o o
N 5 N 4 * 2018 6
3 \ \ 1 @
13 ’
R e 2015 10 N .
SANTOS . 2016
85% (SANTOS)
3
o® e 2015 5
2015 ’
e 2019 5
@« . . . »
° http: //www. gov. en/zhuanti/lkq201505southamer
ica/ 12018 12 30
@ / /
N ” CGGT 2018 8 23
( 1) http: //www.cggthinktank.com/2018-08-23/100076387.html .
(e}

®

and Latin America and the Caribbean 2018

CEPAL  Exploring New Forms of Cooperation between China

p.57.



71
(2)
2000—2019 o
1 660 o 3.1
33 10
150 @ 770 @ .
( 100 )
( 300 ) ® @
Y 8 o
330
200 80% o
100
30 0
¢ i
»
10 @
CAF-
.® 2019 4 22
@® 2017 5 30
150 50 o
- @ 2016 — 620
. 2017—2025 50
N N 70 7 ( . Y 2019 5
26
A A ® 2019
N 7 o
. ® ’ — "
Y 2016 10 47 e
” << >>2016 4 42
.©® 2019 ; D 7
11 Y 2018 1 1 .

»

(® Margaret Myers and Kevin Gallagher “Down But Not Out:
Chinese Development Finance in LAC 2017 7 China—Latin America
Report of the Dialogue [Inter—American Dialogue March 2018.

© “ ”

2019 4 22 http: //www. xinhuanet. com//money /2019 - 04/
22/¢_1124399367.htm,

@)



72 28
. 2009
45%
. . 2016
3 4.35% @
. 2000
5.27 2011 6 2018
6.58 1990
o ’ 2000 63% 2018
’ 62.8% ( 70%)
’ (64.1%) . .
’ ( 1) . 2018
(1) 79.97%.
21
; 2006
: : 10
0% .
° 2016
° . 2005
1.2 .
2003 17.9% . 2016
2008 1982 36
.®
2019
18.05% .
@ https: //data. worldbank. org. cn/
° 12019 3 31
N ® @-.
i ® ( Euromonitor International)
(1LO) . ( Eurostat)

2013 10%



73

PR A2
V5
FHE
JEJRZ /K
Wit
LB
BF
e
i
EnE i
90
OY5HE mhSEEE oaSEHE
(%) - 2017
2018 .
1
http: //data.worldbank.org/ 12019 12 30
° 2
R&D
98 64 60 48
° 58 58 27 58
° 78 46 74 42
102 85 106 64
36 59 64 52
87 72 88 75
(2)
106 98 69 65
99 56 71 51
° N 26 32 15 46
© World Economic Forum  Global Competitiveness
Index 2019 http: //www3. weforum. org/docs/ WEF _ TheGlobalCom—
petitivenessReport2019. pdf 12020 2 4 .
©019 )
141 o N
( R&D)
° ( GDP)
2
: R&D ]
° 50
(017—2018 ) .
N N FDI

“ ”

FDI “ i



74 28

( 3) 2018
1178 2 874 . (S.)
. . . ( UNIDO)
Z a8
. 2018 GDP g . A
ab
12.84%
o Soi Sy a b
J n o
o j
@
3 %
( ‘ 0.92~
1.00
/GDP / /
0.956 (0.992) .
2 874 29.41 93.37 30.89
1 676 17.32 81.26 21.04 ( 0986) N ( 0984) ( 0981)
862 9.67 36.14 12.95 o
1178 12.84 47.35 14.25 ( 2)
748 11.22 20.67 7.27
2013 11.65 22.32 7.20 <<
1483 12.69 20.45 5.33
899 14.16 6.05 5.28 >> N
1 695 10.64 14.26 6.38
898 12.94 11.29 4.57 “ »
http: //data. worldbank. org/
12020 2 5 o ©)] .
( Christian Helmers) . - .
3.3 ( Jean — Michel Pasteels) @ .
(S). ( Sayeeda Bano)
(TP) ( RCA)
1 ® . “ ¢ ’
7 ) 2016 6 82 .
@
o 3 (ISIC)  10~45 . .
® N B ’
(1) — " g ) 2016
10 3-14 .
) @ Christian Helmers and Jean-Michel Pasteels “Assessing Bi-—

lateral Trade Potential at the Commodity Level: An Operational Ap—
proach " ITC Working Paper 2006.



75

®

[

TP, = wmin( SE, MI)) — max(IT, ET)

TP, i
SE, 1 MI,
i ITi
1 o ET,
i o
SITC
5~8
( SITCS) .
( SITC6) .

( SITCT) . ( SITCS) . SITCS
SITC7 SITC6
SITC8 . (

4)

4 ( )
1 085.0 936.9 2 733.8 544.8
411.1 492.8 1.498.7 284.2
329.8 116.1 372.4 70.4
91.2 59.5 260.1 32.8
83.7 51.4 110.3 25.1
65.8 45.8 181.5 35.2
51.5 35.7 92.1 17.3
33.4 18.4 42.5 9.3
12.7 8.5 17.4 5.5
Comtrade

(3)
( Revealed Comparative
Advantage RCA) ( Balassa)
1965
RCA
.®
X, /X
RCA‘(ab, — abj ab
- Xauj /Xaw
Xal)j b J
Xd]) b Xawj
.] Xaw
- RCA o
RCA>1 j b
RCA>2.5 1.25<RCA<2.5
SITC
HS 16
o 8
7 N 6
2.5
( 5) o
@ :
"« ) 2012 5 3-

| B
@ Sayeeda Bano Yoshiaki Takahashi and Frank Scrimgeour
“ASEAN-New Zealand Trade Relations and Trade Potential: Evidence

and Analysis 7 Journal of Economic Integration Vol. 28 No. 1
2013 pp. 144-182.

® :
K ) 2003 5 33



28

76
5 (RCA )
(5.01) . (3.3)
(4.45) . (3.94) . 3.41)
(3.21) . (3.18) . 3.07)
(4.32) (3.76) . (3.1)
( RCA>2.5) (4.47)
(3.21) . (2.94) . (2.81) . (2.5)
(2.88) . (2.76) .
(5.11) . (3.02)
(2.1) (1.94) . (1.67) . (1.65)
(1.73) . (1.63) . (1.61) . (1.32)
(2.17) . (2.09) . (1.52)
(2.13) . (1.56) . (1.44) | (1.34)
(125<RCA<2S) (2.22) . (2.06) . (1.99) . (1.85).
(1.6) . (1.58) . (1.26)
(2.02) . (1.58) . (1.37)
(1.9) (1.71) . (1.49) . (1.41) . (1.33)
(2.62) . (1.39) (1.28) . (2)
(1.04)
(1.16) . (1.05)
(1<RCA<1.25) (1.13)
(1.06)
WITS
3.4 °
6
“« » ( 6) 112 125 73 138 114 102
. . 4 94 141 91 1 132 127
32 77 26 1 1 35
A 122 128 91 1 1 59
° 103 116 | 116 | 111 36 63
111 123 85 1 43 86
128 130 | 99 100 105 117
24 111 23 121 58 30
’ 2017

(2017 2018)

: World Economic Forum

Global Competitiveness Index



»

“1+3+6”
o 2015
10 5 000
2 500 0
85%

FDI



78 28

Sino-Latin American Production Capacity Cooperation under the Belt
and Road Initiative: Theoretical Foundation and Potential Analysis

WANG Fei'
1. Chinese Academy of Social Sciences Beijing 100007 China
¥ jing

Abstract: The Belt and Road Initiative advocated by China has injected new development momentum into
the world economy providing new thoughts for South-South cooperation. Since the introduction of Sino-.atin
American production capacity cooperation great achievements have been made in project construction and
financing support which has formed a brand-new economic cycle between China and Latin American coun-
tries. With the foreign direct investment China has transferred mature manufacturing capacity to Latin A—
merica helping Latin American countries establish a complete industrial system improve processing and
manufacturing capabilities and promote industrial upgrading and economic development. Prioritizing vital
countries and major industries makes a crucial step to promote Sino-Latin American production capacity co—
operation. With the theoretical foundation on the new paradigm of South-South cooperation in the framework
of global value dual-eirculation the paper compares indexes on the factor supply-side and product demand—
side to analyze the potential of different countries in the Sino-Latin American production capacity coopera—
tion. The results reveal that Mexico Brazil and Argentina are the pivot countries in the Sino-Latin Ameri—
can capacity cooperation investment is the most important way to expand the Sino-Latin American capacity
cooperation and that specific political and economic risks are evitable challenges confronted by the Sino—
Latin American capacity cooperation.

Key words: international production capacity cooperation; Sino-.atin America production capacity cooper—

ation; the Belt and Road Initiative; Latin America and the Caribbean



