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Research on the Digital Trade Effects of American-style

Digital Trade Rules under RTAs Framework
Zhou Nianli; Chen Huangi

Abstract: In recent years the United States has actively promoted the evolution and application of
American-style digital trade rules under the RTAs framework which indicates that the global digital trade
policy environment is changing. Based on empirical data from 2010 to 2018 this paper investigates the
trade effects of representative American digital trade rules under the RTAs framework. The results show that
covering American-style digital trade rules in RTAs signed by both parties can significantly promote the de—
velopment of bilateral digital trade. Among the seven representative American-style digital trade rules the
“free flow of cross-border data’  “unforced localization of data storage” and “source code protection” play
the most significant role in promoting trade. American-style digital trade rules have the most positive effect
on the trade of “financé’  “insurance” and “other commercial services” but have limited effect on “per-
sonal entertainment”. The bigger the gap of economic development between the two sides or the lower the
overall level of Internet development the greater the role of American digital trade rules in promoting bilat—
eral digital trade flows.

Key words: digital trade rules American template gravity model effects on digital trade
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