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Table 3 The impact on China manufacturing output by the disruption of the U. S. electronic information intermediate

goods supply to China / 100 million $
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Fig. 1 Sector structure of China manufacturing output in 2016

I

154



5 — 21 —
80 IT
14
1 62
50 899 0.64% .
N 3 1
2
0.44%
.2016 2016 ( )
1.41%
20.29%, 62.35% (923 )
37.65% (557 )
3«
I ”»
(
Al Al )
1 (5.73%) . (5.71%) .
’ (5.20%) . (4.88%) (3.29%) .
(
)
40. 12%
3 €«
40%
90% ©.
2 Y A
Fig. 2 The relative impact on China manufacturing output ’
distinguishing domesticfunded and foreign-invested enterprises '
by the disruption of the U.S. electronic information intermediate 80%
goods supply to China ~ N
®@ 20%



2024

5

I 426

10

3
Fig. 3 Characteristics of foreign-invested enterprises in electronic

information industry for some economies

1 060 0.75% .
II 0.11

1.2

II



4
Table 4 Economies with high dependence on the U. S. electronic information intermediate goods
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0.22 0.04 0.11 0.02
0.20 0.20 0.11 0.10
0.19 0.01 0.11 0.23
0.18 0.00 0.10 0.27
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Table 5 Sectors with high dependence on the U. S. electronic information intermediate goods
1% ( )
1% 1%
1.90 0.26 0.29 0.03
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Table 6 The impact on China manufacturing output by the disruption of the U. S. intermediate goods supply to China / 100 million $
I 1I 1
1% 1% /%
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Table 7 Direct demand for the U. S. intermediate goods from China manufacturing industry
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Fig.4 The relative impact on China manufacturing output distinguishing domesticfunded and foreign-invested enterprises

by the disruption of the U.S. intermediate goods supply to China
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Table 8 Economies with high dependence on the U.S. intermediate goods
1% 1% 1% 1%
38.48 0.79 2.77 0.00
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Table 9 Sectors with high dependence on the U.S. intermediate goods
1%
1% ( ) /%
17.46 6.05 0.57 0.76
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12. 84 2.73 2.00 1.35
. 12.78 1.33 0.04 0.13
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9.97 2.86 3.79 1.74
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9.10 1.17 7.10 4.86
8.46 1.92 3.56 3.39
( 8.19 2.24 0.91 0.76
7.93 0.74 0.03 0.00
7.73 1.93 2.69 1.47
7.60 2.44 3.43 3.47
7.06 1.98 0.07 0.07
5.91 3.82 6.80 23.14
5.73 2.17 13.03 6.66
5.64 1.76 2.10 0.45
5.06 2.61 2.99 2.53
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Table 10 The short-term impact on China manufacturing output by the disruption of the U. S. electronic information
intermediate goods supply to China / 100 million $
I I 11 I I 111
. -992 - 1505 - 1553 - 137 - 180 - 183
- 473 - 1161 - 1356 -23 -47 -54
- 381 - 906 -1022 -57 - 111 - 116
N N -330 - 769 - 825 -20 -39 -41
-232 - 660 -792 -171 - 136 - 142
- 211 - 551 - 662 - 153 -311 -336
- 126 -524 - 626 -2 -4 -5
- 166 - 466 - 558 -33 -74 -84
- 133 - 389 - 468 - 11 -21 -22
-222 - 433 - 453 —-41 - 65 - 67
- 113 - 375 - 447 -6 - 14 - 15
N -89 -337 - 405 -49 - 130 - 153
-90 - 300 - 361 -23 -45 -48
- 146 - 264 -276 -23 -34 -35
( ) -79 -203 -241 -49 - 86 -89
- 134 -217 - 225 - 16 -21 -21
- 120 -200 -208 -19 -27 -28
-4037 -9262 - 10 477 -1732 - 1348 -1439
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Fig. 6 The relative impact on China manufacturing output in the short run by the disruption of the U. S.

electronic information intermediate goods supply to China
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2 886 + 3527 4 140 ;

18 329 ~ 22 557 11.
11 /

Table 11 The short+erm impact on China manufacturing output by the disruption of the U.S. intermediate goods supply to China / 100 million $

1T

111

I

-2 041 -3079 -4 026 - 86 - 130 - 171
-3131 -3200 - 3746 - 150 - 153 - 175
- 1898 -2134 -2764 - 216 - 249 - 306
-1629 -2195 -2526 - 198 - 278 - 317
-1551 -1 566 -1798 - 642 - 647 -719
-1095 - 1499 -1742 - 286 - 347 -397
-1110 -1353 -1662 - 614 -832 -1018
-996 -1391 -1630 -12 -15 -17
- 747 -1151 - 1356 - 139 - 198 -232
- 899 - 951 -1269 -49 -56 - 66
- 841 - 875 -1176 -113 - 127 - 149
-573 - 877 -997 -27 -37 -42
- 486 - 688 - 797 -95 - 124 - 141
- 419 -433 - 605 - 54 -55 -71
- 381 - 443 -59% - 145 -197 - 228
-290 - 346 - 442 -25 -31 -37
—-242 - 374 - 432 -35 -49 -56
- 18 329 - 22557 - 27 562 -2 886 -3527 -4 140
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intermediate goods export to China in 2016 and 2019
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Fig. 8 Sector structure of China intermediate goods import and the U. S.
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Table 12 Competitive advantage index of the U. S. manufacturing in China intermediate good import from 2016 to 2019

2016 2017 2018 2019
2.01 2.28 2.56 3.40
1.83 1.74 2.08 2.78
1.67 1.83 2.18 2.50
1.90 1.62 2.09 2.49
2.20 1.93 2.00 2.40
1.64 2.08 2.22 1.95
1.45 1.42 1.58 1.73
1.85 1.88 2.08 1.39
1.88 1.45 1.54 1.09
1.11 1.17 1.21 1.08
0.56 0.57 0.66 0.88
0.56 0.55 0.75 0.51
0.45 0.46 0.47 0.49
1.44 1.52 1.02 0.34
0.10 0.26 0.37 0.18
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Abstract: This study utilizes the latest inter-country input-output tables distinguishing enterprise ownership re—
leased by the Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development ( OECD) in 2016. Based on the coun—
terfactual analysis method this study sets up different scenarios for supply chain disruptions between the U. S.

and China. The output impacts of the disruptions on downstream manufacturing industries in China are calcu—
lated to evaluate the dependence of China manufacturing on the U. S. supply chain particularly on the U. S.

electronic information industry supply chain. The study also alerts to the possible supply chain crisis caused by
Sino-US decoupling.
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