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o Python TextBlob
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» TextBlob -1 1

After 14 years U.S. beef hits Chinese market. Trade deal an exciting
2017-07-2 20:20: 56 0.150
opportunity for agriculture.
I am very disappointed in China. Our foolish past leaders have
2017-07-29 23:29:05 allowed them to make hundreds of billions of dollars a year in -0.613

trade yet...

Spoke to President Xi of China to congratulate him on his
20171025 19:24:10  extraordinary elevation. Also discussed NoKo & trade two very 0.492

important subjects!

() 2017 7 29 “I am very disappointed in China. Our foolish
past leaders have allowed them to make hundreds of billions of dollars a year in trade yet...”
-0.613, 2017 10 15 “Spoke to President Xi of China

to congratulate him on his extraordinary elevation. Also discussed NoKo & trade two very important subjects! ”

0.492.
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2017-11-09 23:39:56

2018-12-03 12:54:30

2018-12-11 13:19:26

2018-12-29 16:03: 02

2019-05-06 11:08: 41

2019-05-0 11:24:39

2019-08-01 17:26: 11

I dont blame China I blame the incompetence of past Admins for
allowing China to take advantage of the U.S. on trade leading up to a
point where the U.S. is losing $ 100% of billions. How can you
blame China for taking advantage of people that had no clue? I would

have done same!

My meeting in Argentina with President Xi of China was an
extraordinary one. Relations with China have taken a BIG leap
forward! Very good things will happen. We are dealing from great
strength but China likewise has much to gain if and when a deal is

completed. Level the field!

Very productive conversations going on with China! Watch for some

important announcements!

Just had a long and very good call with President Xi of China. Deal
is moving along very well. If made it will be very comprehensive
covering all subjects areas and points of dispute. Big progress being

made!

The United States has been losing for many years 600 to 800 Billion
Dollars a year on Trade. With China we lose 500 Billion Dollars.

Sorry we are not going to be doing that anymore!

We have lost 500 Billion Dollars a year for many years on Crazy
Trade with China. NO MORE!

...We look forward to continuing our positive dialogue with China on
a comprehensive Trade Deal and feel that the future between our two

countries will be a very bright one!
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 ChinaNegTrade, (N (2) (3) (4 (5) (6) (7 (3)
OLS OLS Logit Logit Probit Probit MEM Logit
. 0712 0.534"  6.983™% 5448 3840  2.957*  0.618™ 23.306™*
log( disapprova,_,)
(2.51)  (1.80) (2.67) (2.00) (2.65) (1.97) (0.306)  (3.16)
log( vix. 1) 0.153% 0.171°% 1.168 ™  1.415™* 0.670™ 0.786™ 0.160™*  -0.003
og( vix,_
! (5.12)  (4.55) (5.12) (4.64) (5.09) (4.59)  (0.0336) (-0.00)
0.011™ 0.010™  0.051" 0.036 0.027 0.020 0.00405 0.273 %
unemployment,_,
(2.44) (2.20) (1.68) (1.14) (1.51) (L.11)  (0.00357) (2.83)
0.085 0.794 0.432 0.0900  -2.667
log( chinadeficit,_, )
(1.40) (1.55) (L.51)  (0.0579) (-1.46)
0.061 0.735 0.424 0.0833 -1.654
log( deficit,_,)
(0.33) (0.48) (0.49) (0.174) (-0.52)
-3.1637" -4.056™ -33.130™" -44.0237" -18.365™% -24.3327 -50.863"
Constant
(-2.75) (-2.09) (-3.12) (-2.62) (-3.13) (-2.58) (-1.65)
N 1343 1318 1318 1318 1318 419 1318 234
Adj R?/Pseudo R? 0.0507  0.0524  0.0563 0.0617 0.0566 0.0620 0.0888
Log likelihood -518.014 -515.019 -517.855 -514.863 -125.104
TR e 10%-5%  1%; t .
2020 1 15 o
20200 1 15 5 (8) .
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Domestic Conflicts and Trade Protectionism:
Evidence from Tweets

Kun Lang' > Xincheng Li' Ming Feng’
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2. Academic Center for Chinese Economic Practice and Thinking Tsinghua University;

3. Institute of Quantitative and Technological Economics Chinese Academy of Social Sciences)

Abstract The “domestic conflict theory” demonstrates that non-trade factors may
lead to trade protectionism especially when faced with domestic governance crisis
politicians are more inclined to adopt trade protection policies in order to divert domestic
conflicts and win voters” support. After analyzing 31166 Trump’s tweets this study
provides empirical evidence for how non-trade factors attribute to the China-US trade war.
This study finds that non-trade factors that reflect the domestic conflicts in the United
States such as Trump’s disapproval rating and VIX index have a significant impact on
whether Trump posts negative tweets involving China’s economic and trade issues. On the
contrary those trade—related factors” effect is not significant. After the signing of the phase
one trade deal the mechanism between domestic conflict and Trump’s trade protectionism

has not fundamentally changed. This study also shows that tweeting against China can win



84 2022 3

public support and attention. This study contributes to the literature by providing empirical
evidence for how domestic conflict factors contribute to trade protectionism. It also
provides us with fresh insights into the causes of China-US trade war. One implication is
that given that the US is unlikely to sort out its domestic governance problems in the near

future China will most likely face continued protectionist pressure from the US.
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