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Abdracts

An Analysisof Brazil’ s Industrial Campetitiveness (pp-3- 8)
Econamic refoms in Brazil since the 1990s have kept the industrial sector intact, but little productive capacity
has been generated Privatization, alongwith A& by foreign cepital, has changed the awnership of the industrial
entemprises and raised their productivity
In order o mprove its industrial canpetitiveness, Brazil needs o expand productive capacity, pramote the
development of high - tech industries, and strengthen R&D.
(Su Zhenxing)

International Camparison of L atin American Countries
Campetitiveness in the A ge of Globalization (pp- 9 - 16)

Campetitiveness of different countries in L atin America varies greatly and this variation has been on the rise at
a tmewhen the region is faced with increasing competition from A sian and the transition countries The major
factors that affect the region’ s campetitiveness are institutions and policies aswell as the refoms mplemented since
the 1990s

Since 2003, with the rgpid growth of the region’ seconamies, itsoverall competitiveness has been raised But
the progress is less ramarkable than that of other regions

Rising energy and food prices ssan © have had little effect on Latin America’ s campetitiveness Before
making invesments in Latin America, the Chinese invesors sould take the region’ s competitiveness into
consideration and choose the right project in a right country.

(W u Guoping)

Refom s and N ational Campetitiveness Camparing
Chinawith Other Developing Countries (pp- 17 - 22)

Three decades of refoms have strengthened China’ s national competitiveness One of the notable factors that
contribute to thisprogress is the development of the private economy. Campared with other countries in the world,
howvever, China is still lagging behind, particularly in financial, educational and innovation areas

The bestway o upgrade China’ s competitiveness is o geed up the construction of a market systen and
deepen the refomsof the goverrment institutions

(L iao M ing)
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