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Source: ILO (2012) 
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• In a full-potential scenario in which women play 

an identical role in labor markets to men’s, as 

much as $28 trillion, or 26%, could be added to 

global annual GDP in 2025 (equivalent to the 

current GDP of the US and China combined) 

• If all countries were to match the progress 

toward gender parity of the best performer in 

their region, it could produce a boost to annual 

global GDP of as much as $12 trillion in 2025 

(equivalent to the current GDP of Japan, 

Germany, and the UK combined) 
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Gender gaps in land, assets, inputs, and technologies have a 
high opportunity cost in terms of gains in yields, production, 
and potentially, reduction in hunger  
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• Can benefit from trade liberalization if they are active 

on sectors that expand – But what is the quality and 

security of their employment? In which sectors? 

 

•  Can lose from trade liberalization if employed in 

sectors that contract (import-competition); 

 

•  The participation of women in the economy depends 

on the structural change of the economy, in 

particular the growth and decline of different 

sectors. This process is strongly affected by trade 

policy. 



•Trade liberalization increases competition from 

imported goods; 

 

• However, it also allows to buy cheaper goods (lower 

import prices) to resell on the market; 

 

• Moreover, trade liberalization creates more export 

opportunities and leads to higher prices of export 

goods 
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Cape Verde country case study: Revenues from import taxes accounted for  
about 21% of tax revenues in 2009. Tariff liberalization in the context of EPA  
would lead to a reduction of about 80% of tariff revenue that would translate  
into 16% decrease in total government revenue 

 




