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Dollar Standard and the Welfare Allocation between sino — U. S. Monetary Policy:
Based on a NOEM Perspective
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( School of Economics and Management Wuhan University)

Abstract: From the perspective of periphery countries like China this paper with a dollar standard pricing and dynamic general
equilibrium method analyzes the monetary policy’ s welfare allocation between China and America using NOEM. When the periphery
countries adopt expansive monetary policy the exchange rate pass — through effect is not absolute under dollar standard. It reveals
America as core country in international monetary system can obtain positive welfare increment while the welfare of periphery countries
is not determined which is influenced by the level of dollar standard the consumption elasticity of substitution and the country scale. The
level of dollar standard and the consumption elasticity of substitution affect the total welfare increment of two countries while the country
scale affects the welfare allocation percentage between them. General speaking the welfare loss of China can be reduced by promoting
RMB internationalization increasing the bargaining power of Chinese exporter and enhancing the Sino — US international monetary policy
cooperation.
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Researches on the Relationship between Trade Surplus Trade Screen and Employment:
Reexamination Based on the Monthly Data

Chen Hao and Xie Chaofeng
( School of Economic and Business Administration Beijing Normal University)

Abstract: Employment impact of export and trade surplus is studied in this paper using monthly data of foreign trade from 2001 to
2009. The increase of export has direct shock to employment when taking no account of import temporarily. But the employment effect of
surplus is increased then decreased when taking account of import. The traditional view that trade surplus add to the employment in the
Phillips mechanism maybe need revise. The “screening mechanism” proposed by Helpman play a major role in the labor market at the
current scale of trade scale in china. Thus the state should play attention to the role of import to economic development in promoting at
the same time improving export scale further. The scale of foreign trade is controlled in reasonable range.
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