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50% & H [E KN TLAERE 8l P N3 GDP MK AT LA B 3% LA |, HAAE] 15% K @+
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GRFHRAT I SR X, B R IR E AN HX ) A SUON 2585 H i A

VEE R, MO E BRHUIE R AT 2011 SERGEUE. Jrb, IMF G 2011 4E [T 2 R\ GDP
N 13970 76, FiE 14671 7T (51 H IMF, World Economic Outlook Database, September 2011), H:52,
FRYE IMF BT, 2010 £E5FIFI 473 AN GDP g ik BIHE N SN bR e . X BUR FH B RPIELE T M
N34 GDP B R [ Tl A5 - A AN S Rz E 2011 45 A3 GDP 34K 2 43 Jill & 5.3% 1 5.2%(United Nations Eclac,
Preliminary Overview of the Economies of Latin America and the Caribbean, United Nations Publication, Feb.
2012. p.78, p.90), 2010 & FIFN L Fr 3= A5 GDP 437l 2 11874.3 £ 70 11940.9 3£5T (United Nations Eclac,
Statistical Yearbook for Latin America and the Caribbean, United Nations Publication, Dec. 2011.p.82, Table
2.1.1.6). HIILHESE, 2011 4% FI A GDP Ny 12503.6 2570, 44 12561.8 7T, I IFHE AT E 1)
12276 It HIbR#E.
2 WRAE 2011 4E 7 HFURIT A IORRAE, X GNIET 12276 22T RN . ASORIRYE ST, SR
GDP fJF8hr, 5 GNI KEHE, MW http://data.worldbank.org/about/country-classifications. Z WAL, 5%
B8 CEFRl: BEH “hERNRERE P N rEEE R —— BT R 20 F R HERD, (RT3
PR B 2010~2011), e FHESCHER I ARAL, 2010 42 4 A,
P H BT LAER EATOE KSR, (AR CATEMR T R K KA . B José
Antonio Ocampo and Maria Angela Parra, “The Dual Divergence: Growth Successes and Collapses in the
Developing World since 1980”, DESA Working Paper, June 2006, No. 24, p.4.
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BRI KJE: José Antonio Ocampo and Maria Angela Parra, “The Dual Divergence: Growth Successes and

Collapses in the Developing World since 1980”, DESA Working Paper, June 2006, No. 24, p.5, Figure 1,
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BRIKIFE: José Antonio Ocampo and Maria Angela Parra, “The Dual Divergence: Growth Successes and

Collapses in the Developing World since 1980”, DESA Working Paper, June 2006, No. 24, p.6, Figure 2,
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* Indermit Gill and Homi Kharas," An East Asian Renaissance: |deas for Economic Growth”, World Bank, 2006,
p.12.
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® Sebastian Edwards, Forty Years of Latin America’s Economic Development: From the Alliance for Progress to the
Washington Consensus, NBER Working Paper Series, Working Paper 15190, July 2009, p1.
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ZERIKYR: Nora Lustig and Jaime Ros, “Latin America’s Economic Challenges: Lessons for Emerging Economies”,

Tulane Economics Working Paper 1112, February 11, 2011, p.6, Table 1.1,
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0 RobertR. Kaufman, Barbara Stallings, “Chapter 2: The Political Economy of Latin American Populism”, The
Macroeconomics of Populism in Latin America, University of Chicago Press, January 1991, p.15-16.
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neo-liberal reforms?” Cambridge Working Papers in Economics (CWPE) 1030, p.10.
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K3 BRMXEDEK GDP HKENHT

BHEENT GDP K FEZEX GDP K
‘ ) 5 \ 5Tk
X GDP K X GDP 1K
= 51 ) 1) B | i i Ti) B |
(%) 5 | & A (%) 5 | %
- FNa ~ e
| & | 227/ I N
FER FEE
1960-2002 2.4 05 | 1.2 0.7 % | 1960-2002 5.6 23 | 16 1.7
FiI#R | 1960-1980 4.2 08 | 1.6 1.8 K | 1960-1980 7.3 23 | 1.7 3.4
= Jé
1981-2002 0.8 03|08 -03 i 1981-2002 4.9 23 | 16 1.0
1960-2002 43 1.8 | 2.2 0.4 J& | 1960-2002 4.6 20 | 15 1.2
1960-1980 7.2 2.1 | 3.1 2.0 JK | 1960-1980 8.4 1.8 | 1.7 4.8
L .
1981-2002 1.8 15 | 1.4 | -11 .| 1981-2002 2.1 21 | 13| -1.3
7N
G 1960-2002 3.3 16 | 1.1 0.6 = | 1960-2002 4.5 19 | 2.1 0.6
|
- 1960-1980 4.7 13 | 1.2 2.2 i | 1960-1980 6.8 20 | 2.7 2.1
Z A
1981-2002 2.0 18| 10| -08 | 1981-2002 2.5 1.7 | 15| -0.8
1960-2002 4.1 1.4 | 1.3 1.4 ” 1960-2002 3.1 18 | 1.5 | -0.1
FF] | 1960-1980 3.5 1.1 ] 11 1.3 . | 1960-1980 4.6 16 | 1.8 1.1
=
1981-2002 4.7 1.7 | 1.5 1.5 1981-2002 1.8 19 | 1.1 | -1.3
_— 1960-2002 4.1 16 | 1.4 1.0 | 1960-2002 1.5 03 | 03 0.9
= 1e
i 1960-1980 5.3 21 | 1.4 1.8 | 1960-1980 2.2 0.8 | 0.3 1.1
A
1981-2002 2.9 12 | 1.4 0.3 %+ | 1981-2002 0.8 0.2 | 03 0.7
—_ 1960-2002 49 23 | 1.9 0.7 Z | 1960-2002 3.0 21 | 13| -05
% 1960-1980 6.2 24 | 24 1.4 W | 1960-1980 5.1 27 | 21 0.3
e
5 fﬁﬁ
| 1981-2002 3.7 21| 15 0.1 4 1981-2002 1.0 17 | 07| -13
A

ZERIRIR: Andrés Solimano, Raimundo Soto, “Economic Growth in Latin America in the Late 20th Century:

Evidence and Interpretation”, May 21, 2004, p13, Table 4.

B0, BABANXN ST K TR T BRI AN SR R R R . RORTE
1981-2000 4F- HA A iz 3 Hh [X K 2 B BEAR RN A% 55 5 GDP Y ELAFI AT T/ — I B2 A A
T T ek RN R, T R BRI 4R AR e R 2 R I FA A BT 5 GDP LU B T R 1
ANEDEA R T S TFabr BB N BB B HILRE N, — A nTRemfere 2
P IEH X AE 80 AFAX H I 1 22 43 (R I 1 B R rm B I 2, S B bR ARk R 2 2 1,
M R FARIEFA AR 0 Fa e B 2@ K. 55— J71H, BR 1981-2000 4F HA 8] 47 35 H X
BAGTARA AT 5 GDP ELFIFHNT T 1970-1980 FIA I HL T — EFEFE I R A S H)
F5, KEREFTHE R4 T 5.6 NE A (R 4). BE EIF, AL RIEK T AL SR
PREMAT KA — A EEORIE, EAERSEMXIEES RS 5. SR M, R
X, BARKFIA LB IHABRE BRI RN T, BERA TN BIEMA T K. i, &
FITE 1981-2000 4 HATH] A FL# 5 5 GDP LUBIAEXS BT — I HA R B 1 2.5 N E 70 5, (HRAANF B
HKIESE R THIE 8 MA M. SR, FHELE AT 5 6DP HLFI7E 1981-2000 4
WAARTF R — B L3 7 2 AN E a8, (H A GDP K I\ 1960-80 1 5.3% &
F| 1981-2002 1) 2.9% (3K 3).,
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R4 N EZBAMAFERERUER (5 GDP KEH)

) RAK | AL | B ) AR | AL | B
= 51 o J] B e . e I 51 oy ) B e e .
o i o i i jriy
1970-2000 14.8 5.2 20.0 1970-2000 15.4 6.6 21.9
ZKJe
FiIHEZE | 1970-1980 14.1 8.8 23.0 i 1970-1980 15.2 6.5 21.8
i
1981-2000 15.2 3.2 18.4 1981-2000 15.4 6.6 22.0
1970-2000 15.5 5.7 21.2 1970-2000 12.3 7.5 19.8
JER%
B 1970-1980 14.8 7.0 21.8 . 1970-1980 13.0 8.3 21.3
7N
1981-2000 15.9 5.1 21.0 1981-2000 11.8 7.1 18.9
1970-2000 7.1 7.5 14.6 1970-2000 13.8 6.0 19.9
BRI4ET | 1970-1980 7.9 8.9 16.7 | Z=P4%aF | 1970-1980 12.8 7.9 20.7
1981-2000 6.7 6.7 13.4 1981-2000 14.4 5.0 19.4
1970-2000 12.5 6.1 18.6 1970-2000 15.6 5.3 20.9
BRI 1970-1980 7.4 7.7 15.1 & | 1970-1980 15.3 5.5 20.8
1981-2000 15.3 5.2 20.6 1981-2000 15.8 5.2 21.0
1970-2000 10.2 7.0 17.2 1970-2000 8.9 4.4 13.3
FHMEHETE | 1970-1980 10.3 5.8 16.1 | #iE | 1970-1980 8.6 4.6 13.2
1981-2000 10.2 7.6 17.8 1981-2000 9.1 43 13.4
‘ 1970-2000 15.0 6.0 19.6 1970-2000
TR TN Fi
1970-1980 15.3 7.0 22.3 | 1970-1980
hn Ei0A
1981-2000 14.8 5.5 18.2 1981-2000 9.1 8.9 18.0

ZRISkIE: Andrés Solimano, Raimundo Soto, “Economic Growth in Latin America in the Late 20th Century:

Evidence and Interpretation”, May 21, 2004, p.15, Table 5.

I CA M AR W, 55 B R0 BT AR AN A2 = B R AR AN B0 iy 5 1 [X 28 5 3G KA i Al
BRINE i)

W2, ST IER N Z e 2B R AR T4 R . £ 1960-1980 - IH], i3kt
Hiy X AR B AT B e R B, 2K InME K2 R s Rk A= 3
B2 ENL 3.4%F1 4.8%; FIARIE. ELPE. BEAIZETE . S5 EFAIEHME LU AE 2% 40 1
RAEF S, ShiE. BFHNAZUINFIZS N HG R4 B R A = 3R AR A, P R N B
N 0.3%. {HA, 7E 1981-2002 EHAE], FrEHX S EEAFARMEBERAETFHNEAET
SRR, HBUBCRIRE R R, b, BTHRAE. BERI4ETE. ELVG. JBJRZ /K. SBPUE. Fib
EBMBNIERS 7 NERAEERAEFREE NI T A 10 EHe HE A=A RNz
T, HEBRAMZKRNEERAE R R, HAPERMTTFar st sm 7 02 N E
i, MRS I A GDP K 3 I 1960-80 [ 3.5% 2% 4.7% (£ 3).

() X EEREFRFHEN T REBRIETHE

L X EAZUFRTE BN AT 80 AEARE A B AL =R M 2R NI AMUARILTE 4 %) £
& b, W7E F AR E K b B R AREL R, Bt LLSEE N S EORINCATBL . 1960 4E3
AL 70 SRS BRI R X A B A PR R — B R H B A EUmK, B T3
1) 80% /AT (HIEM 70 ARG HIFFUR, Fr S X (AR A E g A P2 s B T Peid
F| 2007 G TR T EE M 54% 4547 o WIRTEAE = BB )1 AR AL (BB FERID
ZrEdk kL, WEMXMABERATEEREMEEEKR, HERABALAE. BRI,
1960-1980 4F, fu e X A B & A =R H A £ 53% /4 47, (HF] 2007 4F LA PUE T 2 40%
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Z—n (K 8), MWE 4 hIRNTEF LA, RRMX 5REMANTEAZR (Pkiide
B D) BB R R oK, EEE B bt — B4, UG R SRR X TN “ Hhailk
NBEBE” IR TR AIE K T R

B8 HRMEXWMANEERE R GRE=D

1.00 +

0.90

0.80 %05

0.70

0.60

0.50 -

0.40

0.30

0.20

0.10

0.00 L B e s B
S ) o o) V) & N LAY
o © ) o N 4 4 > b oD
IS S S S A

—+—TFP —B=TFP+h

ks Pedro Cavalcanti Ferreira, Samuel de Abreu Pessda, Fernando A. Veloso, “On The Evolution of TFP in

Latin America”, May 2011, p.13, Figure 6.

IR W AT LMK [RI XN 5 55 AR 7K S AR AR AR I 433 R 45 23— P HIESE . 1960
SERSEHL XN D BEAHE Y T 3E Y 46%, 12 1990 FHEmE] T 55%, $&m T 9 NE A
52 A, 1960 4 RRPHFDL P HLIX N 77554555 5 A 24 T35 E (1) 65%F1 66%, 12 1 1990 4
KR T 73%, i T 8 MM 7 ANE A (R 5D XU SEHLIX 1) N 77 BE A K
& e L i KR A b X, ERT AN B8 F N ) B AR I K A8 ok B3R RR R I K I K
WiB. HFERANE, ANJTRARG RGBT RM KR (LR S0, At
2 1 AT RS HG KIE A A T 0

K5 AFRHMKX GEEKESEF ANBREKFHRHENTEL (EE=100)

X 1960 4 1990
LT M 46 55

BRI 65 73

Il 66 73

BRI KJE: Harold L. Cole, Lee E. Ohanian, Alvaro Riascos, James A. Schmitz, Jr., “Latin American in the Rearview

Mirror”, NBER Working Paper 11008, Dec 2004, p.41,Table 7.

i5h WEE EF, WRA P S B IR, S BT A AR AR 22 G A IR B R
R . #a)ihl, RERMIEERARER AR A, IMERI T 25HER, —
HEMAGER, Wk E T4, MIFARERMZ AT AR KL B E S, M A
FE 18] RSN B BB A« P AN BRI 1) o ORI, i St X iy T4 S0 S ft sk 11 A hmes
PEGRIRBCERBCRACT , BEMTX 4 2R R IR KA AR, 25 KA K
5T R A5 o AR, AU TREX — SO B R SN BB f) il DR I 2 S S AN B 1
HIFAEZA LT — 2R RISt 12 Qo 2 T EUR JRNC B CRK R LU,
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THRIZE G AR AT A 32 SO R AR I — el 5 RV i 22 5 4 AL TS gt 1 2 A mes
11 ] FEAR T B AR TS, BRI — LAk M RS TD IR AL, T84 BHIRAC B R IR 2R
AL . B, EFRENERZ R ERERHSEH XN PR RERE” 1R A

LU0 Ul A BRI 5 A A S DO Lt Tl [ 50 25 50 42 A
NG AR Z G I BN Z o AR P S K EE L, — Bl T 25 B it 75 LUK
&, TR TR GER I E R A7 R b b, RERKM S B R A R KA,
AR ZTIGRM IRIFAZE, B, WIRETHIE R IR, AR5 K
M T (HZ, R KIERPEHR B FHRIRE, AR a2 A R M
TSR ARG, L, BURF 2 8 AN AT A ECROR G gk A= Y, 2RI
i FLIR A X U KA, (HR AR E R LIRS TR e, HEX 5
VRC B 3 K AT R

V0. EERAEFRTRERRE DT

R HTER T, A EEEAE AR B R S S X 2 A Y B s (R R S D
BN “ PSRN EBE” BORCODMRREIR 3R . A B AR P R S v T B P N IR AR R S -
— AN SRS B E B, (AR G SR REA B A AT eI B, TR IE R HOR Bt
ARAFRIRER (N BEAF R RS m R P — D E ) Ry R T Relki .
T, WRAAEE Lk H] LIRS, B TEFARETE D IT, AT R
e B RIRR A P s S A B BRI A . TR, RN EAFEMAIRME S AL, P
WEARANEHE BE /IR 55, A AL SRR BRI B T S, AT TE i R SE B A 7 7] g
PRI AW . PRI, BRURIC B R SR AN BIR BE A AR T 2R R ZE R I
M EE PR R (B 9),

B9 KL KrRERR

[ ZPFHK ]

| | | |
[%%ﬁﬁ(%ﬁﬁﬁii] [ SEEAPEE ]
|

[ HERER } [ FHRRIBLF A ]

BRERIR: 1EH 2.

(—) HrSeHh X B EAC B SR A 55

FRBC B R AR AN EER R AL AR A7 ) “ i) P i . S E
REARE, N MERXEFREEREE, Bk, BRFRILERGRE, KFHlEH
W1, PRI, B, QAU ZE 1, KINATHE Kot & 2. 72T

2 juans. Blyde, Christian Daude Growth, “Collapses and Productivity Destruction”, Oct, 2006, p.2-4.
14



WG, THHURIRE T LARAE 2 KRR B AR AR B mi BRI B RO . A3
M IX L2 ST 1T A R S, (ER P S R B T R ) e o P B R VA AT AR
bR, SEGTEECEMRRL 0K IR BB e A BRAT R

1. XfE P TAE e RS AR TR i3+

HIRFLSEH X % [ AE EAMEAE 80 A I 90 AEAXHT 14y Sy k478 B 32 ek, B
JREE T SRR RE B ARG, 285F t A [ B A FE T A Y Jre e A, LA 2 1 A A PR
PRI AR 55 M E PR bt AR B il B AT BUH 7 A BGR
A HIAT ORI PSS o (ELEARTT S, o RO SO SR, SRz, N B Bah bt
RS2 P S b 5 KR ] T A0 - S 2B W RS S b T R X OR3P R A D AT A, A
3 20 tAD 90 SEACH ISR 58 2T [ R 4 AR, RO SRIER B, B, I
1] FEE RN SRAE AR 1R 15 [ B ) 5 4 A AR — L8[ SR AE A 2 A B 28l 1%
[ B 5 AU BR 1D o

1985 4F, B I DCHE TR RLE R0 51%, HhSRMIX B2 s 66%, 2PTH K
JEr B K K, RN X BB SRR 17%, FIRTERUR. 735k, B 7R
B2 Ah, Xk CUR i E A AR B 22 UM, o, R SRHE X B E AR KRB RE 22
BEFVR df EE51 08 60%, 1 H S DX 4= it R AR I L T ARSR B RE 22, AN EE b X 3¢
B IARRAEE 22 LLBIEAR, 9 23%, BV TIHIBIX (R e). HIMER]T 1995 4, i3k
XU E B E KRB IR B, AL TR E S AR E S, B T E AR
Wxasrik (K 10).

£ 6 1985 FERBHHXAHEOHRT (%)

SRR (2 EXBIBELHEH (b)
X 51 60
HHSEH X 66 100
S bt X 17 23
JeAEHIX 39 85
FrIbE LSRR IX 36 86
PUMFH X 5 11
K 78 7. LA A I b X 25 21

ZRISkIE: Alberto Melo, Andrés Rodriguez-Clare, “Productive Development Policies and Supporting Institutions
in Latin America and the Caribbean”, IDB Research Department, Competitiveness Studies Series, Working Paper
C-106, p.7, Table 1.

E: (a) QFERBIFFATREBL (para-tariffs); (b) % B AEISBIAE 22 (33 O 7 EL
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B 10 1995 FEARIERZ RIBLFE LEL

14 -

TRk EE L. £k H World Bank, WDI Online.

B RRHERRBEEA—RENRBXEER

P S X A3k LA S T EAMIEAD 30 4R4K, R T 50-70 £RAK, —EAEZER] 80 M, 1
AT o JUITRD, o S IX 22 R AN Tk AL 2 7 T AR S 1) 7 ARCK s, A 38 GDP /KPR 31 TR K
Tt KE B SRR — I WA EE N A SN SR AT . (RS T 70 EACRN], et X 23R KT 46
BN fsti, PR 80 4R )5 I 90 SEACHTIVIR 22 [ S SEHt 130T B o 5 S, (RS MRAS BRI %
LUK N IERIES . RS R, LTI Rh S X E ZOR TR T S5 NB B, R B e “ o
FWNFEBET 2. Dk, RN RAR G R R E R E L, M BRATHR T T LR R

F— BUFESHAT R R M BUEER BA RK N BUN ESRIZ 5 R E T S E 27
M BRAEZ GEg S, AR EEE BN B U B AR AT 32 I BURT B R BB BT, AT 8 A A 7 LR
W i A FIREBE R o 2 SR N ANBUR L F A LEBRE 2, IR AREA A TR L] LI B 4ERp, &
DREK R R R s i . (H2, — BEWAABGA LS R AR, A5 KT REfE AR
FEEiR 2, RS X MM R MR GIE. B 70 FARMALTIRARE TRIZIAEN, 1971
AT B WURRAR AR 2R AR A J5 3 1 B B TV S AR R R EL, 1973 4R 1979 SFHIM A B WL T 2 i 56T
MR FE rp I R ) AR B SR BT, R B DR A k. AEIXAN R PRy 5t b, 1982 R4 SR IX I A 1 ™ B A fit
S5IEHL, BIZ YL, IR SEAU R A R & AE 554 S 3 X DA B0 A STt B2 A PR R o 35 A A A 7 2
EYS S

B BERVEN AU E BRI AR 2 T R . R R AT NN T R R AR I BUIE
FE NI AR 1, AT DU BIBURF ) o Bk R Zh A E B & Ak 2 R B BH, B AR PR8N, s
Bl AU, AT “STINBEPE”. (HAE, ARSI S ), H8MAe R Oeemme s
THUBAER], 0BRSS R AERAZ R0 K7 S IR R B B KGR BIR, A BRA %
X2 LU AR TR, R A TN “ rPERISONREBE” e — SRR S E. el FEEA TR ERIRN
WrEgs, #HARzprTr ARZR e, EAREE HEJF GDP. fuskMibimtss 1 JATR M NRZIZ, B
B AL 70 EAUR RSB X 2 TP IR LB AT AL, /A0 i 958 [/ L ERFRIRE CILRTSO,
B2, RXAES L FELTE K RERE S AMTRRT 1, RATEN P FERE” BEpT . B
Bt FHE T RIS N B SOR U, A AiE 22 B S, R B SR B A B e R RO i 47 1 R AR
LN SINIRTE &

= POk AL R R R E 2, AR KA T K T B AR, £ Tk d)
W, H T MV EREANTE S RS, A BIBUR B B — e AT R R R AR AL L . IR AMUAF R
REFFH SR, AR 7 S A 4 [ R S5 [ 45 75 75 R i B R SRR o (HE, XA R4 A RETE IR
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WAL, SFERATILE PR SE S . dehh, QR T M ORI (9 H AR S Al R 2B R AL, 78
LIXFER A A REMOR, TANBEMCR . ERBRAGIKI AR, — AN B SR U SR D [ Py Aol A7 bR B OR3P 3i
it RS IR BN TR B 5 Ao 5 0 2068 R Il i T S R ST OR 97 RNBCR DL AR, 7E 98 4 7R g L <l
SENUHIEZ EONE, W E AT  R Ak AT B, BRI T IR RS, RS s 1 Ak 3R R
AL 71, o o RO Svg N PSSO BB IOREAR SR 051

S0, HESHZ DR AR A T R B R SR SR AT BH B . BURF 32 T 22 50 R R s BB A5 2 SR
RECAREE G, X SR 2 4R K IR BUR RSP ML B BOR, @EMCRINT, RS h8E, FENE
TR TR R T E R 2T R RS S, RERIMATR SRS . A IES) BRI SR
FERCFEARRIR I DI SR &, RS A a2 A M B 2 I, A AT TR BH e QR SR S AR, BRI )
MRHORMR, HERSCENRHREEMESR, &%, CQIRBCER S EH AR, ERMER. £+4
K SIS S AT T E O 2 R R

FORERIR: 1EE T

2, BERERIAFEAN THR AW ZREMELTHEAFKIE

B T — S AR T bR 3E S RO R DASL, hr S IXGRAE ARG — L6 [ A 38 4+ IR IS o X Ll
TSR EBEIALL . W N RAE & AT I D e RS AME LI 5730 T 3.

HHKE T EENEA . P50 DX 4b B ATy A\ 35 GDP 1) 80 1%, TMI{EIL I N
24 1%, BRINA 36 £, MIEECN 1.7 i (R 7). hiE X B m Ak G oA & I _E o
CAT kR4 T ASMRY, IMTER S T 3758 S /E I A, S 2 n] e 3 B 4l i)
RAERA

KT 1997 FAFMX P ANV B RA B (A3 GDP HIFE50

Hu X 5% [ el M BT M
it 1.7 36 24 80

ZRLSkIE: Harold L. Cole, Lee E. Ohanian, Alvaro Riascos, James A. Schmitz, Jr., “Latin American in the Rearview
Mirror, NBER Working Paper 11008”, Dec 2004, p.42,Table 9.

e AR B RASR AR — A ANFEIEAZ G Q1 — A SR b A5 1 RIS TRV L < BAS R el AR A 28 5 9 A
BRAE ) B AR

Fk, R X WO TS B 1 2 [, X BT DLV B AN, 2011 4F
PSR ANV B AR 2 9 JERR Y, TR EAEN 54 K, fUAIHFZE. WS, OECD
O B X G I A R 2 5 8RR, AR 12 K, SRS HIXIE e X,
KB QNN T ER IS, RS X O NN 37.3%, B2 AFw i, 1 AR T
SR LA R AR (R 8). HRLASRPUREAMI, OV EBIREMP AT B b iE e, W
AL G I H 2 B . P S, s vi AR BV RR EE e Py 9 dE AR, LA
SCHIARZ T N3 GDP 1) 12.5%, AR S, R/RZMSEE 705 247 0.3%A1 0.7%. LEAt,
VU RFSE I 0 AR 25 A 7 A AN b A RE R T A4 SR EF Al TR AR ER 27 T
ANE ST FITE I B 5 B P II TRHR N 550 /N, LGB vt o 21 4l 38 A A i
51.5%. IMTER /R, ol E R 9 WisAl, SHEEAEN BT BRI EZ 76 S/,
AR R o 2 H 9 Y 28.8% .

3 Veerénica Baz, Maria Cristina Capelo, Rodrigo Centeno, Ricardo Estrada, “Productive development policies in
Latin America and the Caribbean : the case of Mexico”, IDB Working Paper Series, No 168, 2010, p.3.
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F8 2011 EAFMKX ANV A it

HhIX FEPHCE | R CRED | B H AR E 4D RGHEABE A LB
B
IR B RS 7 37 22.7 20.1
IRBK T 6 16 8.3 10.0
=Y QL ]2 9 54 37.3 4.3
HZR K& AeAE 8 20 35.0 86.7
OECD =t NE 5 12 4.7 14.1
R4 7 23 21.6 19.1
e TAYNEE 7 8 37 81.2 129.8

ZORISRIE: World Bank, Doing Business Database.

3. ERIATIREEER S T HRA T A FES)

—ANH X 2R T A AR BT A R ARG DR ) AP RO SRR 1, SR X
HREFRF B RN S SN EEL . T E OB ARG T 16 P Tl B A AR R SRR,
20 22 40 FARAN 50 EAX, VRS E SO EAT S ORI EA L, Kk, X —HX
RZ B FBUFERAT R G A BRI . BL 1970 SE %51, S Sehh X & E i+ KRAT
BURT AIT 3 B3 was 75% 1T RS PRI WU FISIE 0 43 79 64%F11 26%, # B BAK T4 S [X . B
SR 1990 FHy SEH X BURFAEARAT i o A BRI 1 47%, AR 98 v T-AH LI BRI ) 40% A1
PN 21%, 156 EBUMESAT PG ZR A Ry (R 9. — ek, BURFERAT T 1)
JEEAR R, BEER BB PR R K, — X FREA MR 5 2T R R S G I T 3 AL Bk R
MIAHFREE, RAT ARt 2 SECE AR A= R RAECE ,, JCHAEIE OB ARSI 1, HRAT %R 2
BETEZREE RAR R T 1A 2 2503 5 ) — AR R AL Yk B s T KB R A
B 7ok, il ISiE S B SRR R SCRE, AT LAl AR IERA A kK. 31X
WA EAE TR ERA LU m ) — AN BB R, i s E ] B 3R IE A AN 2 5 i B,
PR 4L 2 A 57 Bh T 3 BUR ORI R 4%, [ 23 FEAS A~ 2005 4 R0 B e R0 82 =X
B, AP N — MR AR RS

R AFEMXETHREBATBUR AT G B LR

Hu X % edl M BT SR
1970 0 64% 26% 75%
1990 0 40% 21% 47%

ZHlskUE: Harold L. Cole, Lee E. Ohanian, Alvaro Riascos, James A. Schmitz, Jr., “Latin American in the Rearview

Mirror”, NBER Working Paper 11008, Dec 2004, p.42,Table 10,

A MK B R AR m A e, 1 H SRR A, T
B N R . PR, HRAT T HREST AN b AR A — S N S O, E 2 Rk
PR E R Ll I AT R IR B B, Fr St X rp /N bonek i ff AR AR A7 R 8 T L ()4 TS
IR D . B HEY 2006 SEXTRLEHIIX . AR HE X AT R X 13 ANE S 1800 £ 4 4l 3=
BT T FEMXZ U MR AR, B, &R, BHnAEn. FERLE . S
EIARLE A WA BN, 2 X I 25% KR B AR T s ARAT S R, A
29 109% 1) A il ik R N B8 5 BB AR BT AT BT, AR SER1 T, Hu e Hh X ax — L] I 5
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&, WA 5%HI /N E AR e, L 35% ik 7 i AR AT %2 4

N i% 5, P35 M X FA N ERAT A LA 8 3 L /e A R /N b 3R A 7 B RD AR 55 5 TR T
—HeBL Ty, RN, SAFE LT R BRI GE I H BB RS AN G,
X AT LA ZR MR X (A0 b A5 BIRIE I o 7 55 b DCORTZR W 1 XA /I8 Aol 774 AN #8098 2 DL &
ARG e R vt Bz AR IR, BAARE, 2006 F R A 8.9%KH1 3 X AL AE A1 57
B FAA R R B4, X — e R R RV UFEEHB R 6.8%; MAERTHIX, £
27.1% 1 /AR T H DB Bl FRA AR R 05 4, FE Al R (W BT JLAF X — L fg]
TRk 28.8%. [FIFE, A5 FH JRURG 43 B 35 4 A 7 35 b X A M 7E B S7 R ST 1) e W] T L4233l
2.8%FH 1.7%:; 111 A= P X Al f B A1 ) 43 Sl =38 8.9% A1 15.0% (3K 10D

R 10 2006 SEHL SRR WAL AN B SR B Ak i Agi]

X R HLX
BaL i=pIka BISL I A JLEE
A8 FFA N 8 4 Rl 5 1) £l 8.9 6.8 27.1 28.8
A5 FH XSS #5098 i 7% 1) Al 2.8 1.7 8.9 15.0

ORI : LT RIMIFRBRAT: CHFRE: HEShH T EMERRS I RTIRMEDY, o EAERB ST P T
Frig, Z4CHF e, 2012 £ 5 AEEHIAR, & 110 TT, % 3.10.

4. BHHZTR ATTHMNRS T A FHIRKE RECE

o 5 b XA 157 30 0 T S R A X T 3 5 4P R e Rl » 55 3 VR R BRI R —
HEGR, WA — A B ), i P B A L Y — A B BT 1. DASm A R
e, B DAl 7 BN AR TSRO 2 T H P2 8 2.5 SR PR, i TN
LS A BN 1.1 %, SREMENIER IR ARHTEAME (R 10, SRk B e
W RA Ak 57 50 B BRAS R e, BRI T Ak VR SR IR T, AT AL AR BB T
[, Alb e AR 57 3 i AR 45 SE ORI RR 1 57 X il G0 3 37 el i 457 PRl
WXF T BN A B A B E 1A, AR TR E 5T i B LB, S2 T Al 15T
NP T10 Ak, BETUREE, AR B X A R AL AR B RS B A AT, A A
FAL KRR 6 AN E 4y s TEBURAST 30 Jo e, s e A vy, K B
RN L R, L2 — A A K 55 B DA AR IR 1], S8
DrARIEMARRE B R, (R NI BEATCEA R E, W57 3 11 SHR A I RCRAR T .

® 11 AFRMXFHEeEERetE (A TERIEE0O

1 [X s KK RIAY BTSN
RS 0 1.1 1.5 2.5

ks Harold L. Cole, Lee E. Ohanian, Alvaro Riascos, James A. Schmitz, Jr., “Latin American in the Rearview

Mirror”, NBER Working Paper 11008, Dec 2004, p.42,Table 11,

Zi b, BARPIEM X — SB[ AT T ATHIRIECE, SER T TR RS IR, (B
Pyhr T X L2 A R — e A 1R RS TS SR A0 58 4T Bk, AT R A 1 T 3z LA £ T ER A R
FAEREABE D DR AV (I BIHTE 77, S BRI AN & AR08 THIME . X h e
Mo X A B A P AR AL 70 SEAUR TR M BLSUR NI I — N E R, R

ORI TR RAAT: (HRRE: MR T SN E MRS RS, R ER R R TSR I, 4
FRUEF HifRctt, 2012 48 5 FJRREHAR, 28 110 T2
> ws, Doing Business in 2004: Understanding Regulation, p.29.

19




77 AN T T B DU R s, BB RE ST I KR EBUE , BIEPF RN T “p
PN =15

(=) PSR X B R AN EIFTE FIHE A 55

WERFIRETRE AR Sy . — X AR BT EOR A = I R B A BERE T =R
SF CA R AR 5] HE L ARSI AA H Ak s TR RE 1. BEE 207 S BRIL IR 5 AR
RS e, BER GRS )1 D E oA — AN B S bRse 4 77 R4 g KA o
DNATTAEAE ) B3 B B e (R 3R o BT A S — P IR AL 7= R 2, RS BAE P B 3k 5 A P 4 F
IS, Bl EF R R, FRELF SHSMENERE ST N, 218N, R E
%%ﬁﬁﬁ@% EEAERIRE . SCIOAE N /MRS 2 R, (A AN A 2 i #E B,
W R AN RE 3l — 7 T HOR T S A E R BRI &, 55— R T S PR AL
o SMETE, FERMX IR ERRAN R EEZMEHAMOLEE G T REER,
RN — B N I AEAE R ZE R

1. NEMRXANBRAFES KEEFANFNETFHEERR

WERFAFIS R — AN EERABERREANS . i DEFRM S, X —ERTER
BAEN AL E b, MBEMES AR REANTERIEH . Roaxit, (£ 20
AR E, FEMX SEAHE IS THEE, Hd 15 X R UL EANDOREY
ZHEFERC M 1960 4F 3.5 FEHEF] T 2000 F1 6.1 F, JULRIE. MREIEE ERE,
BRI EARW— S Mg B 5K, B ansh B X — i B0 F 2 208 R EUN 4.2 FiR A 2
10.8 4F, T 2.5 fir: (HFEM X WIFATEE T REE K, HlanZ: 22X —m R A3 E
B 5.4 F4EEF) 100 F, U196 (B 11). Kk, NS AR & A B S X K
WA PR KAT R IR AR B (CIRTSOR), E A BEARLFEER P — N E KA R A aH
REJIHIZ TR dR . U, — MNER AN TEARFE S, THRAGIERE AR atiE )=,
AR T AR A R KR, AR TSR A5 rTRFaE K .

B 11 fRMXEHAMER 15 5 KU EANDOFERBEFER LR

14

2000 #1960

12

10 +

SEIETHE HEOIDE K AN RS A RIS S
PRI ST PRSI :ﬁy;’g T

%Rl kVE: IDB, “Education, Science and Technology in Latin America and the Caribbean, A Statistical
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HHRIKJE: IDB, “Education, Science and Technology in Latin America and the Caribbean, A Statistical
Compendium of Indicators”, 2006, p.34, Graph B.1.1.
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Compendium of Indicators”, 2006, p.35, Graph B.1.2.
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IDB, “Education, Science and Technology in Latin America and the Caribbean, A Statistical

Compendium of Indicators”, 2006, p.38, Graph B.2.1.

1 IDB, “Science, Technology, and Innovation in Latin America and the Caribbean, A Statistical Compendium of
Indicators”, 2010, p.14, Figure 12.
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Indicators”, 2010, p.5.
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Compendium of Indicators”, 2006, p.43, Graph B.3.2.a.
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Research on “middle income trap” in Latin America and Caribbean: the
analytical framework of total factor productivity

Qi Chuanjun  Zheng Bingwen

Abstract: The history of contemporary world economy has revealed the fact that some countries,
particularly in Latin America and the Caribbean, felled into the "middle income trap™ mainly due
to their slow growth rate or a long-term stagnation and thus were unable to accelerate to the
high-income economies. This analysis first summarizes the characteristics of the "middle income
trap"”, and then in retrospect, makes a systematic review of the negative developments of the LAC
economies since the 1970s. Among all possible theoretical and practical elements that may
account for this longstanding dilemma, the authors points out that the decline of total factor
productivity proves to be the primary convincing reason, just as argued as the pitfalls in the
resource allocation/reorganization, discontinued and unreasonable ratio of investment in R & D
that are detrimental to the region's sustainable innovation capability. Based on the above analysis,
the authors conclude that developing economies, even at their robust growing phases, should bear
four lessons in mind to avoid "middle income trap" mistakes and take right measures to improve
total factor productivity, such as to ensure the efficiency of resource allocation, to timely enhance
the human capital stock, to initiate and attract massive talents and to shift investment gravity to an
enterprise-centered R & D system.

Key Words: Middle Income Trap, Economic Growth, Total Factor Productivity, Market
Competitiveness, Latin American Studies
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