
        
            
                
            
        

    
	1. Summary

	World economic growth consolidated in late 2017 at reasonably solid rates, reflecting improved results in all major areas and showing signs of continuing in good health over the coming quarters. Support from economic policy, above all in developed economies, eventually had a clear impact on the real economy, with a recovery of investment that gained traction with support in the form of increased demand and an upturn in international trade, factors which have also driven the recovery of the industrial sector. Meanwhile, private consumption continues to perform well in advanced economies, while gaining momentum in emerging economies. Forecasts and market confidence in many such economies have also been favoured by the higher commodity prices, as well as by financial markets, which continue to encourage the influx of capital. Confidence indicators continue to improve, the result of strong economic performance and reduced short-term risk, with forecasts pointing to an ongoing positive panorama. This scenario of increased growth and higher demand has been accompanied so far by subdued inflation, despite the expansionary measures adopted by the major central banks and the gradual reduction in idle capacity in the developed economies.

	In Mexico, we are maintaining our forecast for growth in 2018 at 2.0%, driven by private consumption that is being strengthened in a context of lower inflation, and the consolidation of exports driven by improved performance from the US industrial sector, especially manufacturing activities. In 2017 the economy grew by 2.3%, as a result of a rebound in growth in the fourth quarter to 0.8%, driven by trade and services, which showed a rapid recovery after the September earthquakes, and primary activities, which recorded greater dynamism in 4Q17. Manufacturing is beginning to show signs of recovery, after registering slow dynamism in the first three quarters of the year.

	In 2017, the primary balance of the public sector was positive for the first time since 2008, registering an amount of 310.2 billion pesos vs. -25.0 billion pesos in 2016. If this disciplined management of the finances of the federal government and state-owned enterprises continues for the rest of 2018, the target of 0.8% of GDP will be attained for the primary surplus of the entire public sector. The historical balance of the public sector’s financial requirements (SHRFSP), the broadest indicator of public debt, stood at 46.2% vs. 48.7% of GDP at the end of 2017 and 2016, respectively. It is important to mention that the SHRFSP (% of GDP) had not registered a decrease since 2007.

	The decrease in the current account deficit in 2017 of US$4.0 billion (compared to 2016) was mainly due to the significant swing in the balance of trade for non-oil goods, which went from a deficit of US$377 million to a surplus of US$7.5 billion. This is due in large part to the greater external impetus coming from the recovery of manufacturing production in the US during 2017. With regard to the balance of trade, the deficit went from US$13.1 billion in 2016 to US$10.9 billion in 2017. This lower deficit is mainly explained by the substantial reduction in the deficit of the manufacturing trade balance, which fell from US$6.8 billion to US$0.3 billion between 2016 and 2017. For 2018 we estimate that the balance of trade deficit will stand at US$13.2 billion.

	After the temporary increase in 4Q17, inflation has resumed its downward trend in 1Q18 as we forecast. Data for the first month-and-a-half of the year (to mid-February) clearly indicate that both headline and core inflation are moderating, and suggest that, as we anticipated, the interruption in the downward trend in inflation during 4Q17 will only be transitory. The change in trend in inflation in 1Q18 is due mainly to the gradual fading of the two main shocks to which it was exposed in 2017, namely the increase in energy prices in January and the considerable additional depreciation of the peso in reaction to the result of the US elections which led to an increase in the rate of pass-through to goods.

	Inflation will continue to decline at a good pace; the risks to inflation continue to be biased upwards, but have moderated. We expect both headline and core inflation to continue to decline at a brisk pace throughout 2018. We anticipate that headline and core inflation will be below 5.0% and 4.0%, respectively, in April, and below 4.0% (at 3.8%) and 3.5% (at 3.3%), respectively, at the end of the year, below the upper limit of variability of the central bank target.

	In this context, the end of the rate increase cycle is approaching. Going forward, Banxico will maintain this pre-emptive approach in the short term, but we believe that Banxico will consider increasing the monetary rate only once more and that after doing so it will feel more comfortable with inflation falling at a good pace, with anchored medium- and long-term expectations, with those at 12 months being moderated, and year-end expectations possibly decreasing marginally. In addition, the increases in rates already observed have brought the benchmark rate to a restrictive level.

	The main risk continues to be associated with the NAFTA renegotiation process. The slow advances, if extended, will continue to delay the recovery of investment and to affect the exchange rate. In fact, the uncertainty surrounding a possible NAFTA 2.0 has prevented further appreciation of the peso. This week the seventh round of negotiations began. Expectations are low; major advances are unlikely. Non-controversial chapters will continue to be closed, but there will be hardly any significant concessions on the crucial issues put on the table by the US: the rules of origin in the automotive sector, the automatic termination clause every five years, and the resolution of disputes. Both Mexico and Canada know that a NAFTA 2.0 will not be reached without changes in the rules of origin in the automotive sector, and for the moment, the US is showing no flexibility. The risks of a collapse continue to decline, but those of prolonged negotiation have increased.

	

	

	

	2. Global growth is strengthened

	Robust and sustained global growth in 2017

	World economic growth consolidated in late 2017 at reasonably solid rates of around 1% QoQ (see Figure 1), reflecting improved results in all major areas and showing signs of continuing over coming quarters. Support from economic policy has fostered growth of the real economy, particularly in developed economies. Investment spending has gained traction with support from increased global demand and an upturn in international trade, allowing a recovery of the industrial sector. Private consumption continues to perform well in advanced economies and is gaining momentum in emerging economies. At the same time, an improved growth outlook and enhanced market confidence in many such economies have also been favoured by higher commodity prices (see Figure 2) and foreign capital inflows. Confidence indicators suggest that the economic expansion is set to improve, favoured by a sound economic performance and reduced short-term risks. In this context, we forecast global growth to increase by 0.4 percent points to 3.7% in 2017, 0.2% more than in our October projections.[image: Image]

	

	Over the past three months, there have been further reasons to remain optimistic in all the large areas. Throughout 2017, recovery in the U.S. has been taking root, with slightly higher-than-expected growth rates and improvement in the labour market. The tax reform was finally passed and it might lengthen the cyclical recovery. However, we don’t expect it to have a significant impact in the long-term. Recent Fed appointments suggest continuity in monetary policy management, which should be reflected by a very gradual normalisation. In China, the measures approved by the government have managed to stabilise the economy, while some structural reforms have been introduced and an economic strategy more focused on reducing economic imbalances -and less on meeting growth targets- has been adopted. Finally, the eurozone posted higher growth than expected on the back of an improved global outlook and stronger internal demand that is benefiting from a more reduced political uncertainty. 

	This scenario of increased growth and higher demand has been accompanied so far by subdued inflation, despite the expansionary measures adopted by major central banks and the gradual reduction in idle capacity in developed economies. Doubts remain as to whether factors underpinning the weakness of inflation are transitory or permanent. Globalisation, the flexibility of labour markets, low inflation expectations or increased productivity could lie behind the slower response of prices to increased economic activity. In this context, the degree to which inflationary pressure will remain contained is uncertain, at least for the time being.  Continued economic growth and higher oil prices should push inflation up in the short-term, facilitating advances in the normalisation of central bank policy in developed economies. Meanwhile, emerging economies still have room for manoeuvre for using monetary policy to bolster growth.

	Optimism in financial markets amidst the normalisation of central bank policy

	An optimistic mood has predominated in financial markets over the final quarter of 2017. In the absence of adverse global economic shocks, market fundamentals have continued to support risk taking by investors (see Figure 3). In particular, the upbeat economic environment has added to still accommodative monetary conditions -thanks to abundant liquidity in the system and interest rates at record lows- which has helped to maintain volatility at record lows while favouring again risky assets (as is the case of peripheral debt and emerging countries’ assets). Yet, this is leading as well to doubts about a potential overvaluation of certain assets, including equities in advanced countries, which have maintained their upward trend. The flattening of the US yield curve due to low long-term interest rates and rising short-term rates following monetary policy decisions are another question marks hanging over financial markets as we enter 2018.

	As regards to central banks, there have been no surprises. Nevertheless, the strong pace of growth which characterises the current economic scenario is increasingly pointing to a normalisation of monetary policy. This positive outlook has also triggered an upward revision of economic projections by the main central banks - the U.S. Fed and the ECB- and has also accelerated the process of scaling back the current monetary stimulus.

	In December, the Fed increased interest rates to 1.25-1.5% for the fifth time since the beginning of the interest rate hikes in late 2015, and they have started reducing asset purchases. The Fed's adequate communication policy is also facilitating the transition towards the new phase of monetary policy without causing major shocks in financial markets. Moreover, they maintain their forecast of three interest rate hikes of 25 basis points in 2018 -in line with our upwardly revised current expectation, adjusted after the introduction of the tax reform and its estimated impact on economic growth. Thus far, the dollar has not capitalised the new fiscal and monetary policy decisions (as it continues to trade at around $1.20 against the euro).

	The ECB, as expected, will reduce quantitative easing in 2018, but with an approach that differs from the Fed's. Asset purchases have been reduced substantially (up to half, to 30 billion euros per month), while in turn the programme has been extended at least until September. In this setting, the ECB is maintaining its commitment not to raise interest rates until sometime after the end of quantitative easing, in order to anchor interest rate expectations. This means that ECB's quantitative easing (QE) will probably not end until Autumn this year, and therefore interest rate will not be raised until 2019 (we expect the first deposit rate increase in March and the repo rate to be lifted in June). All in all, it is likely that the debate on the ending of QE will intensify in the spring.[image: Image]

	

	Other central banks, such as the Bank of England and the Bank of Canada, are taking steps in the same direction (with one-off interest rate rises). The Bank of Japan has maintained its monetary policy unchanged, although it has slowed its asset purchases in line with major central banks. All in all, financial markets will have to adapt to a more “normal” monetary environment: liquidity will be scarcer and financing conditions less accommodative (see Figure 4).

	World growth will tend to stabilise in 2018-19

	Our forecasts point to global growth slightly accelerating the next two years by around one basis point to 3.8% per year (see Figure 5). This represents an upward revision of 0.3% on our expectations three months ago in response to higher growth forecasts for the U.S, China and the Eurozone in 2018. This is mainly due a more buoyant economic activity than expected in past quarters, but also thanks to the aforementioned economic measures adopted in the first two key areas. In Latin American economies we now expect a somewhat stronger recovery this year, due to the upward revision of global demand and higher commodity prices. Despite the expected stability of world growth, we still expect a mild moderation in developed economies in 2019, while emerging economies will continue consolidating their recovery. On top of this, there are still a number of political risks that could drag economic confidence and impact financial markets. These uncertainties are however less significant than three months ago. 

	U.S: higher economic growth in the short term

	Economic activity surged once again by slightly over an annual pace of 3% in the third quarter of 2017. Although the most recent indicators suggest a certain slowdown over 4Q17, this appears to be transitory, and the consequence of rebuilding works after recent hurricanes and delays to investment pending the implementation of certain fiscal measures. Various factors have bolstered the recent strengthening of the economy. Higher oil prices and the depreciation of the US dollar have supported investment, while greater global demand favoured a further rebound in global exports. Consumer spending has also increased at a relatively stable and solid pace, in contrast to the more gradual recovery of the labour market, higher inflation and a slight tightening of financial conditions. Public expenditure made a very positive contribution to growth, despite Congress agreeing to increase caps over discretionary expenditure. As a result of all the above, GDP increased by around 2.2% in 2017. 

	Improved domestic and global fundamentals could lift 2018 growth by around 0.2pp. We also estimate the tax reform to further add another 0.2pp, increasing our 2018 GDP growth forecast to 2.6% (see Figure 6). The impact of lower taxes on personal income will not be too pronounced, as they will mainly affect those with the highest earnings –who are less inclined to consume-. The greatest impact will stem from cuts to corporate taxes, although here again, we expect that this will be relatively limited given the temporary nature of some provisions, the higher financing costs and a possible increase of savings -not investment. Taking into account all these factors, we estimate that the accumulated effect of the tax reform on GDP could be around 0.6% up to 2024. Although monetary policy will remain accommodative, the improved economic outlook will strengthen the process of normalisation started by the Fed. As a result, we expect growth to moderate 2.5% in 2019. Despite a reduction of risks, these remain high, given the considerable amount of political tension and the threat of a pronounced shift towards protectionism, while some assets could be showing signs of overvaluation.[image: Image]

	China: a more moderate slowdown

	The most recent figures suggest that economic growth remained stable over the second half of last year, showing some resilience to measures adopted by the authorities to tackle financial vulnerabilities and to move towards an ordered deleveraging of the economy. As a result, growth could have stabilised at 6.7% in 2017, with a slight slowdown in both consumer spending and investment, compensated with positive net exports figures. Despite the good economic performance, we still expect a growth moderation moving forward, albeit to a lesser extent than in our previous forecasts due to an improved international outlook and the economic policy strategy presented at the 19th Communist Party Congress.

	The factors underpinning this scenario remain unchanged: less support from economic policies, with a more prudent monetary policy, the regulatory tightening, the end to industrial over-capacity and a less expansive fiscal policy. Nevertheless, the withdrawal from a strict growth target suggests a greater focus on the reduction of structural imbalances, while the measures aimed at opening up the economy and the introduction of structural reforms could help to improve potential growth. We now forecast that GDP to slow to 6.3% in 2018 (0.3% higher than three months ago) and to around 6% in 2019. Higher commodity prices will lead to an upward pressure on inflation, which had been subdued at the end of last year. However, this effect will be offset by a stronger currency and a stricter regulatory framework. As a result, we expect to see inflation pick up to 2.3% during 2018 (from 1.7% last year), rising to 2.5% in 2019. The central bank is expected to keep benchmark interest rates at the current level all through this year, discharging the precautionary approach of monetary policy to macro-prudential and regulatory tools.

	The strategy put forward by the authorities and the more gradual slowdown of growth have reduced domestic risks in the short term. They nevertheless remain at high levels in the medium term, which adds to external risks related to increased protectionism. 

	Eurozone: upward revision of growth but slowing in 2018-19

	The recovery of the eurozone economy stepped up over 2017 to a surprising extent, with GDP growth at a relatively stable rate of around 0.6% per quarter. There was a greater balance in terms of components, with growth more evenly spread across the member states. The strength of internal demand and the positive contribution stemming from net exports have allowed a growth acceleration of 0.6 percent points to 2.4% in 2017.

	Moving forward, the favourable economic sentiment could be prolonged, though it will be difficult to maintain current growth pace - clearly above potential- all through the forecast horizon. Recent figures, along with an increase in global demand and less uncertainty, have led us to revise up our GDP growth forecasts for 2018 by 0.4pp to 2.2%, while we estimate growth at 1.8% for 2019. 

	The lower level of uncertainty after election results last year together with increased corporate profits should bolster a recovery of investment, which will moderate somewhat in 2018-19 after the strong growth seen over the past two and a half years. The eurozone will also benefit from a significant export growth momentum, although these may experience a slowdown given the currency appreciation and the stabilisation of global growth. Job creation will lose some traction (down to 1% in 2018-19 from 1.6% in 2017), but will be sufficient to sustain household income and a strong growth in private consumption. 

	Inflation moderated towards the end of the year due to the base effect of energy prices. This trend is set to continue entering 2018, taking general inflation to around 1%. Nevertheless, we now expect the price of Brent crude oil to increase by around 16% more than in our previous forecast, meaning that the aforementioned base effect will fade from March onward. As a result, we are increasing our headline inflation forecast by 3pp to 1.5% for 2018 and to 1.6% for 2019. Regarding core inflation, we continue to forecast a gradual increase to 1.3% in 2018 and to 1.6% in 2019, driven by strong domestic demand, a healthier labour market and the reduction of spare capacity.

	Domestic risks for the eurozone as a whole are still downward biased, although they have diminished and are moderated. Despite the fact that the political outlook partially cleared in 2017, there are still latent risks, such as Italian elections in March and difficulties in strengthening the European project. Brexit negotiations have moved forward, although we are still far from ensuring that this will not be a disruptive event if a trade agreement is not reached by early 2019.


	3. In 2017 the economy grew by 2.3% with seasonally adjusted figures

	In 2017, the economy grew by 2.3% (annual change, SWDA), as a result of outstanding growth in the fourth quarter, of 0.8% (QoQ, SWDA) driven by the tertiary sector, which showed a rapid recovery after the earthquakes in September, and primary activities, which registered greater dynamism in 4Q17 (Figures 3.1 and 3.2). Although the manufacturing sector showed a weak performance throughout the year, the November and December activity indicators registered positive results that point towards a recovery in 2018 in line with an expectation of greater growth of the industrial sector in the US, especially in manufacturing activities.[image: Image]

	

	In the fourth quarter of 2017, the tertiary sector (63% of GDP) showed the recovery that was anticipated after the earthquakes that shook the economy in September (Figure 3.3). Within tertiary activities, the education sector together with the health and social assistance services made up the segment that suffered the greatest effects derived from the earthquakes. Nevertheless, the data from the IGAE (Global Economic Activity Index) for October and November already indicate the recovery of the sector. In October and November, the percentage variation (MoM, SWDA) of the IGAE in this segment exceeded the figure recorded in September by 8.1 pp, and the same behaviour is recorded by the activity indicators for wholesale trade, professional, scientific and technical services, as well as for temporary accommodation and food preparation services. As a whole, in 4Q17 the GDP of the tertiary sector grew by 1.0% (QoQ, SWDA), a figure 1.0 pp higher than that registered in the previous quarter. In annual terms, the GDP of the services and commerce sector grew by 3.2% (SWDA), which represents a fall of 0.5 pp relative to 2016.[image: Image]

	

	Regarding secondary activities (30% of GDP), the latest activity data began to show positive signs, with a -0.1% growth in 4Q17 (GDP, QoQ, SWDA), which represented an increase of 0.3 pp relative to that observed in the previous quarter (Figure 3.3). With this figure, the industrial sector has already had two consecutive quarters with greater dynamism, after registering growth of -0.5% in 2Q17 (QoQ, SWDA). By components, activity indicators of the mining sector (5% of GDP) point towards the stabilisation of oil production after the hurricanes that hit the coasts of Mexico and the US in September. The growth of 9.9% (vs. -10.4% the previous month) of crude oil production in October pointed to the temporary effect of the hurricanes, although the fragile growth in November (-1.9%, MoM) and December (0.3%, MoM) corroborated the weak performance that this sector has shown for several years now (Figure 3.5). In October and November, the percentage variation (MoM, SWDA) of the IGAE for this segment was 9.0 pp higher than that registered in September (Figure 3.6). In 4Q17, the GDP of the mining sector grew -1.1% (QoQ, SWDA), 3.6 pp above what was observed in the previous quarter. In annual terms, the GDP of this activity registered a variation of -9.8% (SWDA), 5.6 pp below that observed in 2016.

	

	[image: Image]

	With regard to manufacturing industries (16% of GDP), the IGAE figures pointed to a better performance by the sector after the fall recorded in September, a month in which this activity registered a growth of -0.6% (IGAE, MoM, SWDA). The positive data for November (IGAE 0.6%, MoM, SWDA) and December (IGAE 0.1%, MoM, SWDA) were in line with the higher growth observed in the US manufacturing sector, which in 4Q17 averaged 0.5% (MoM, % SWDA), 0.6 pp above the 3Q17 average (Figures 3.3 and 3.4). We expect to see this sector consolidate in 2018 as a result of improved performance by the industrial sector in the USA. (Figure 3.7). In 4Q17, manufacturing GDP grew by 0.7%, 0.2 pp more than in the previous quarter. In annual terms, the GDP of this sector grew by 3.4% (SWDA), 2.1 pp more than in 2016.

	Like the mining sector and manufacturing activities, the construction sector showed signs of recovery in 4Q17, with growth of 0.4% (GDP, QoQ, SWDA), 0.7 pp higher than that registered in the previous quarter. In particular, the month of December showed an extraordinary performance, with growth of 3.7% (IGAE, MoM, SWDA), 4.0 pp higher than that observed in October and 4.8 pp higher than that registered in November (Figure 3.6), most likely derived from the reconstruction work in the wake of the September earthquakes. In December, the Industrial Activity Indicator for this sector recorded growth of 3.7% (MoM, SWDA), 4.4 pp above the October and November average (Figure 3.8), with the construction segment reporting the highest percentage variation at 4.4% (MoM, SWDA). In annual terms, construction GDP grew by -1.1% (SWDA), 3.1 pp below what was observed in 2016.

	Finally, the activities related to the generation, transmission and distribution of electricity, water supply and gas (1.5% of GDP) showed a growth of -0.2% (GDP, QoQ, SWDA) in 4Q17, after a figure of -0.4% (GDP, QoQ, SWDA) recorded in the previous quarter, possibly related to the interruption and/or intermittent provision of services as a result of the earthquakes. With respect to the evolution of the primary sector (3.2% of GDP), growth in 4Q17 was 2.1% (GDP, QoQ, SWDA), 0.6 pp above that observed in the previous quarter. In particular, the global activity indicator for the month of November surprised on the upside with growth of 6.2% (IGAE, MoM, SWDA), the highest growth since January. [image: Image]

	With regard to economic activity on the demand side, the main driver of growth continued to be private consumption (68% of GDP) (Figure 3.9), which, according to the latest data published by INEGI, grew by 0.7% in 3Q17 (QoQ, SWDA). In line with the recovery that the different economic sectors showed in 4Q17, we anticipate that the growth of private consumption in this period will be close to that very figure, and that it will continue showing strength throughout 2018 as a result of the recovery of real income in an environment of lower inflation. In annual terms, the variation in private consumption (cumulative 1Q17-3Q17, SWDA) amounted to 3.5%, unchanged from what was observed the previous year. 

	Like private consumption, exports (34% of GDP) maintained their momentum (Figure 3.10), recording an annual variation of 4.3% (cumulative 1Q17-3Q17, pesos, SWDA), 1.5 pp above that observed the previous year. In dollars, total exports in 2017 grew by 9.8% in annual terms (SWDA), 11.7 pp above the growth reported the previous year, and the highest figure since 2011. By component, 2017 was a year of recovery for both the oil and non-oil sectors; the former segment (8% of total exports) grew by 26.4% (vs. -19.1% in 2016), while the latter (92% of total exports) grew by 8.9% (vs. -0.8% in 2016). Within non-oil exports, manufacturers showed the best performance; in 2017 this segment (94% of non-oil exports) grew by 8.7% (vs. -1.3% in 2016). Although exports of extractive activities registered growth of 24.5% (vs. -2.6% in 2016), they accounted for only 1.4% of total non-oil exports. We anticipate that exports will consolidate throughout 2018 in line with increased growth in the US industrial sector, especially in manufacturing (Figure 3.11).[image: Image]

	

	Unlike private consumption and exports, investment slowed in 2017, and we expect the slower pace to be maintained in 2018 as a result of a context of greater uncertainty associated with the renegotiation of NAFTA (Figure 3.12); although the possibility of breakdown seems to have diminished recently, there is no convergence of positions regarding the issues put on the table by the US, which guarantees that the uncertainty will continue.  To this we should also add the period of presidential elections. In 2017, investment registered an annual variation of -1.4% (cumulative 1Q17-3Q17, SWDA), 2.5 pp below what was observed in 2016. By components, private investment fell by -0.1% in the same period (vs. 2.6% growth in 2016), while public investment fell by -7.6% (vs. a fall of -5.6% the previous year).
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	Our growth forecast for 2018 remains unchanged, at 2.0% (SWDA), driven by private consumption and a consolidation of exports. In the first case, the consumption of households and companies is being strengthened by a recovery in their real purchasing power, in a scenario of lower inflation. On the other hand, we estimate that exports will receive more stimulus from the industrial sector in the US, which will allow this sector to consolidate its growth throughout 2018. By contrast, private investment will maintain a slow dynamism as a result of the risks and uncertainty associated with the renegotiation of NAFTA and the presidential elections to be held in July.[image: Image]

	Current account: the current account deficit decreased in 2017 in response to a swing to a significant surplus in the balance of trade for non-oil goods

	After exceeding US$30 billion in 2013, the current account deficit has gradually shrunk to US$18.8 billion at the end of 2017 (Figure 3.15). In GDP terms, the current account deficit went from 2.4% to 1.9% over the same period (Figure 3.16). For 2018 we forecast that this deficit will be 1.6% of GDP. 

	[image: Image]

	On analysing the behaviour of the current account deficit in the fourth quarter of 2017, we see that it declined relative to the figure from the third quarter of 2017 (Table 3.1). This was mainly explained by the swing into surplus of the balance of non-oil goods and, to a lesser extent, by a smaller deficit in the balance of services. 

	When we compare the behaviour of the current account deficit in 2017 vs. 2016, we can see that the US4.0 billion decline in this deficit was due mainly to the significant reversal of the balance of trade in non-oil goods, which went from a deficit of US$377 million to a surplus of US$7.5 billion (Table 3.2). This was due largely to the greater external impetus coming from the recovery of manufacturing production in the US during 2017.[image: Image]

	With regard to the balance of trade, the deficit went from US$13.1 billion in 2016 to US$10.9 billion in 2017. This lower deficit was mainly explained by the substantial reduction in the deficit of the manufacturing trade balance, which fell from US$6.8 billion to US$0.3 billion between 2016 and 2017 (Figure 3.17). For 2018 we estimate that the trade deficit will stand at US$13.2 billion. [image: Image]

	

	It is worth noting that the balance of trade in crude oil, natural gas and petroleum products has been in deficit since 2015 (historically, this balance had been in surplus). Despite the yearly increase in crude oil exports in 2017, the balance of trade of the oil industry as a whole increased its deficit relative to 2016 (Figure 3.18). This was mainly due to the increase in the trade deficit of petroleum products resulting from higher levels of petrol (gasoline) and diesel imports.

	Public finances: the primary balance of the public sector in 2017 was positive for the first time since 2008, while the historical balance of the financial requirements of the public sector (SHRFSP) stood at 46.2% of GDP, thus registering its first reduction in 10 years 

	Total public sector budget revenue showed a real annual decrease of 3.7% in the period from January to December 2017. It is important to mention that this year-on-year comparison includes the amount of 321.7 billion pesos from the Banco de México operating surplus. If we excluded this component from budget revenue for the period, the real annual rate would have been a fall of 10.0%. 

	If we break down total budgetary revenues into components, non-tax income (including the federal government’s petroleum revenues) showed real annual growth of 8.3% in the period from January to December 2017. Excluding the central bank’s operating surplus would imply a decrease of 27.1% in this component in real annual terms. There was a 0.9% real annual decrease in tax revenues in this period. Although income tax contributed 2.1 percentage points to the real annual variation of tax revenues, this positive contribution was more than offset by the negative contribution of the IEPS excise tax on petrol (gasoline) and diesel of 2.5 pp to the dynamism of tax revenues. For its part, VAT also showed a negative contribution of 0.8 percentage points to this dynamism. 

	Income tax is an important component of tax revenues due to its weight in their overall structure (55.0% share in the period January to December 2017). It showed a real annual variation of 4.3% in that period, which compares unfavourably with the real annual growth of 13.5% observed in the period January to December 2016.

	Public sector oil revenues accounted for 16.7% of total budget revenues in the period January to December 2017 (16.3% during the same period in 2016). It is important to note that this revenue item fell in annual terms, with a real growth rate of -1.1% in 2017.[image: Image]

	

	As far as net public sector spending in the period January to December 2017 is concerned, it registered a real annual decrease of 8.7%. This was mainly due to programmable spending (accounting for 74.4% of total net public sector spending in 2017), with a real annual contraction of 12.7% in the period. Within programmable expenditure, capital expenditure showed a real annual decline of 36.7%. Current expenditure meanwhile recorded a reduction of 3.1% in real annual terms in the same period.

	It is important to acknowledge that federal payments, public pensions, and the financial cost of public debt continued to place pressure on public finances in the period January-December 2017. Our own calculations show that without financial investment and the expenditure items referred to, other spending was kept in check to a greater extent, with a real YoY reduction of 9.9% over the period.

	The real annualised reductions in this more limited expenditure item show the federal government’s efforts to maintain some measure of financial discipline in the items more directly under its control. The federal government will have to redouble its efforts in terms of cost containment during 2018 to achieve the goal of 0.8% of GDP for the primary surplus, especially since public finances this time will not include the operating surplus of the Bank of Mexico due to the appreciation of the peso observed between the end of 2016 and the end of 2017. 

	In 2017, the primary balance of the public sector was positive for the first time since 2008, registering an amount of 310.2 billion pesos vs. -25.0 billion pesos in 2016. The increase in the primary surplus was largely due to the federal government balance and, to a lesser extent, the balances of the CFE (Federal Electricity Commission), ISSSTE (Institute for Security and Social Services for State Employees) and the IMSS (Mexican Social Security Institute). If this disciplined management of the finances of the federal government and other state bodies and enterprises continues for the rest of 2018, the target of 0.8% of GDP will be attained for the primary surplus of the entire public sector. [image: Image]

	

	How did the recovery of oil prices in 2017 contribute to the improvement in the public balance? The cumulative flow data for January-December 2017 show that the reduction in the public deficit was mainly due to the yearly reduction in public sector spending, and, to a lesser extent, the strong performance of both oil and non-oil revenues (including the operating surplus of the Bank of Mexico).
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	Gross public debt stood at 47.4% of GDP at the close of 2017. The debt level is 2.0 percentage points lower than the ratio of public debt to GDP seen at the close of 2016. As regards the breakdown of this debt into domestic and external components, external debt went from 37.8% in 2016 to 37.3% at the end of 2017. The appreciation of the Mexican peso against the dollar during 2017 was clearly a prime factor in both the reduced proportion of gross external debt and the lower ratio of gross debt to GDP. 

	At the end of 2017, the stock of public debt (SHRFSP) was 17.4 pp of GDP higher than its level in 2007. This broad indicator of public debt stood at 46.2% vs. 48.7% of GDP at the end of 2017 and 2016, respectively. It is important to mention that the SHRFSP (% of GDP) had not registered a decrease since 2007. [image: Image]

	

	

	The SHCP attributed the reduction in the public debt (% of GDP) to the following factors: i) the appreciation of the euro against the dollar increased the debt ratio by 0.3 percentage points of GDP; ii) the appreciation of the peso against the dollar helped reduce the ratio by approximately 0.8 percentage points of GDP; iii) gross indebtedness increased the ratio by 3.2 percentage points of GDP; iv) the increase in the assets of public bodies and companies decreased the ratio by 1.6 percentage points of GDP; and v) the increase in annual GDP between 2016 and 2017 reduced the ratio by 3.7 percentage points of GDP. 

	4. After the temporary increase in 4Q17, inflation has resumed its downward trend in 1Q18 as we forecast

	Having shown a rising trend since July 2016, headline inflation peaked in August 2017 at 6.7% and reached an inflection point in September of the same year (6.35%), as we had predicted at the beginning of 2017. However, in October inflation did not continue to decline (6.37%), and it increased significantly in November-December, to close the year at 6.77%, the highest level for a year-end since 2000. What prevented the inflection in inflation from being consolidated in the last quarter of last year? A new supply shock in energy prices in the last five months of the year (the energy component had average monthly increases of 3.3% in that period), which prevented inflation from falling as expected to 6.2% at the end of the year. In fact, the increase in LPG prices alone contributed more than 0.4 pp to the increase in inflation in that period. In other words, without this new supply shock, inflation would have decreased in the last quarter of 2017 as we anticipated.

	[image: Image]

	Therefore, annual headline inflation maintained an upward trend on average in every quarter of the previous year. After averaging 4.98% in the first quarter of 2017, it went on to average 6.10% in the second, 6.48% in the third and 6.59% in the fourth quarter. We said at the time that the upturn in inflation by its nature would be transitory and would only represent an interruption in the downward trend that began in September 2017. The most recent data confirm our expectation. From December 2017 to January 2018, headline inflation fell from 6.77% to 5.55%. This fall was not surprising. As anticipated, the effect of the January 2017 increases in energy prices, mainly petrol (gasoline) prices, dissipated. Data for the first half of February seem to confirm that this trend of moderation is continuing. Annual headline inflation decreased to 5.45% in the first half of February, and with this figure our forecast is that it will be at 5.42% at the end of the month.

	On the other hand, annual core inflation halted its upward trend in the fourth quarter of 2017, although the decrease in that quarter was marginal. After averaging 4.19% in 1Q17, it averaged 4.78% in 2Q17, 4.91% in 3Q17, and 4.85% in 4Q17. Within core inflation, the goods index increased by 2.5 percentage points (pp) between December 2016 and August 2017 (from 4.05% to 6.51%) before gradually moderating to 6.17% at year-end. Both sub-indices showed significant increases in the same period, rising from 4.4% to 7.57% in the case of food items and from 3.76% to 5.63% in that of non-food goods. The food sub-index moderated to 6.50% towards the end of the year; however, that of non-food goods did not do so and stood at 5.62% in December. A contributory factor to the latter may have been the additional depreciation of the peso during 4Q17 following the increased risk of breakdown of the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) during round 4 of the renegotiation process at the beginning of October. On the other hand, the service index remained relatively stable in 4Q17, increasing from an average of 3.68% to one of 3.77% between the third and fourth quarters. For the first quarter of 2018, we anticipated a noticeable slowdown in annual core inflation as the effect of the higher pass-through rate of the exchange rate to goods dissipated. Thus, from December 2017 to January 2018, annual core inflation fell from 4.87% to 4.56%. Data for the first half of February continue to show a significant moderation. Our forecast is that it will be 4.27% in February, that is, 0.6 pp less than the level registered in December 2017. 

	The most important thing is that this slowing is across the board and shows, on the one hand, that underlying prices are falling at a good pace, and on the other, that the weakness of the peso during 4Q17 is not having a permanent effect on prices of goods. In addition, a stronger-than-expected peso during 1Q18 should help consolidate these trends. Between December and February, we foresee that goods inflation will have decreased by (-)1 pp (from 6.2% to 5.2%), that of food by (-)0.8 pp (from 6.8% to 6.0%), and that of non-food goods, the one most closely related to the pass-though rate, by (-)1.2 pp (from 5.62% to 4.46%). As for services, we foresee that in the same period inflation will have decreased by (-)0.3 pp (from 3.8% to 3.5%), favoured by more moderate increases relative to 2017 in the prices of tourism services and of education.[image: Image]

	Summing up, data for the first one-and-a-half months of the year (to mid-February) clearly indicate that both headline and core inflation are moderating briskly, and suggest that, as we anticipated, the interruption in the downward trend in inflation during 4Q17 will only be transitory. The change in the trend of inflation in 1Q18 is mainly due to the gradual fading of the two main shocks to which it was exposed, namely the increase in energy prices in January 2017 and the considerable additional depreciation of the peso as a result of the elections in the USA which caused an increase in the rate of pass-through to goods, mainly during 1Q and 2Q17. In fact both the seasonality of inflation and base effects prevented us from appreciating the moderating trend in inflation that the data were already anticipating. Figure 4.5 shows how the data already anticipated the moderation we are now observing. As shown in Figure 4.5, after the rebound both in the series observed and in the calculated trend, annual inflation has resumed a downward trend, which we expect will be consolidated in the coming months.[image: Image]

	

	The notable change of trend in inflation in the latter half of 2017 in a context of additional supply shocks to prices was possible thanks partly to the stability of medium- and long-term inflationary expectations, which have remained at around 3.5%. Short-term (12-month) expectations barely increased, going from a fairly stable average of 3.9% between April and November of 2017 to one of 4.0% in the past few months. This in turn has been possible thanks to the recovery of the peso (which gave rise to the expectation that the rate of pass-through would tend to diminish, an expectation which has materialised, as pointed out previously), the monetary policy actions of Banco de México (namely the increase in the monetary policy rate from 3.0% to 7.5% between December 2015 and February 2018) which reinforced the prospect of the increase in inflation being temporary and avoided inflationary expectations slipping their anchor and leading to secondary effects on the price formation process, and to the rigidity of nominal wages which translates into contractions of real wages avoiding generalised pressure on prices. Thus, although inflation faced supply shocks over the course of last year, a low rate of pass-through to headline inflation, deriving mainly from the absence of second order effects, and the end of the pass-through to core inflation will continue to be translated into a downward trend in inflation. It is important to note that both the pass-through and the supply shocks have only translated into changes in relative prices and have not led to second-order effects.

	Inflation will continue to decline at a good pace; the risks to inflation continue to be biased upwards, but have moderated

	Prices of goods are moderating, while inflation in services continues to be stable. At the same time, the effects of the supply shocks on fruit and vegetable prices during 2017 will continue to gradually dissipate, as will those of the second one on energy prices from September 2017. Thus, we expect both headline and core inflation to continue to decline at a brisk pace throughout 2018. We expect that headline and core inflation will be below 5.0% and 4.0%, respectively, in April, and below 4.0% (at 3.8%) and 3.5% (at 3.3%), respectively, at the end of the year, below the upper limit of variability of the central bank target. 

	Our forecasts are subject to both downside and upside risks, and after the deterioration in the balance of risks during 4Q17 due to the new energy price supply shock and the renewed depreciation of the peso, these moderated as the shock gradually dissipated and after the peso strengthened at the beginning of 2018 and remained stronger than was expected for this date in the year. In addition, inflation expectations remain anchored and Banxico is maintaining a restrictive stance for the monetary rate. Nonetheless, we consider that the current level of the exchange rate (19.0 pesos per dollar) already factors in most of the risks associated with a possible collapse of NAFTA, so that the additional depreciation if it should materialise would be moderate (around 5%). This depreciation should not lead to significant pass-through to goods if we consider that the most intense rate of pass-through was seen when the exchange rate reached 22.0 pesos per dollar and that there was no moderation in prices after the appreciation of the peso observed in the subsequent months. All in all, the risk of a depreciation of the peso remains, derived either from the NAFTA renegotiation process, from a possible faster-than-expected rise in the federal funds rate with effects on the valuation of risk assets, and/or a possible upswing due to the electoral process in Mexico. Thus, the main upward risks are associated with a possible negative evolution of the exchange rate, although there could also be new supply shocks from an increase in the international benchmarks of energy prices (and/or the exchange rate). Among the downside risks, the main one is again related to the exchange rate and the possibility that the peso will experience a quick and significant appreciation if NAFTA 2.0 is reached, but there could also be a favourable supply shock in fruit and vegetable prices (after a bad year for agricultural prices, the next one is usually favourable). Likewise, a lower dynamism than anticipated in the rate of economic growth would favour the deceleration of inflation, particularly in a context of contraction of real wages and with the possible effects on credit (and therefore, consumption) of the recent additional increases in interest rates.

	The end of the rate increase cycle is approaching

	After the Bank of Mexico (Banxico) announced the end of the cycle of rate hikes last June, it was expected that the inflection of inflation would result in a prolonged pause, and that the next movement in rates would be downwards, although it would not occur until the risks that might impact the exchange rate had dissipated. What changed? Banxico has increased the monetary rate by 25 bps in each of the last two meetings (December and February), bringing it to a level of 7.50%. Not only that, it has made clear in its communications that it will consider additional increases in the next meetings. Were these increases justified? While we agree with Banxico that the balance of risks for inflation deteriorated during 4Q17, we believe that Banxico’s approach has been excessively pre-emptive and that rates have increased more than necessary.

	Although it is true that after peaking last August and starting to decline in September, annual inflation rebounded in the last two months of the year instead of consolidating this inflection, the increase was mainly due to a shock in energy prices (LPG) and bigger-than-expected increases in prices of fruit and vegetables. In other words it was foreseeable that such increases would be transitory and, in fact, as we discussed in the previous section, the latest data confirm this expectation. In addition, although inflation expectations for the end of 2018 and at 12 months increased marginally, the most important ones for price formation and the application of monetary policy, those in the medium and long term, remained stable. Despite the supply shocks that caused a temporary increase in inflation, our expectation and that of Banxico, the consensus of analysts, and the market, continued at all times to be that inflation would evolve favourably. In our opinion, despite the high levels of inflation reached at the end of 2017, with the expectation of a sharp drop at the beginning of 2018, the risks of observing second-order effects remained limited and would continue to decrease when the fall in inflation that we are now seeing materialised. 

	In addition, in our opinion, for the December meeting, the first of the last two in which Banxico increased the monetary rate, a restrictive communication strategy was needed to make it clear that Banxico would act as soon as it became clear that the expected decrease in inflation had not materialised. A pause with a restrictive tone seemed to us the best strategy in a context of limited space for a more restrictive stance (with the monetary rate at that time already around 3.0%). We expected Banxico to open the door to a possible pre-emptive increase. We were mistaken. Banxico not only increased the monetary rate, it showed that it was very likely that it would also do so at the next meeting in February. It did so and kept a very restrictive tone that leaves the door open for further increases, possibly one at the next meeting on 12 April. 

	The minutes of the meeting of 8 February suggest that Banxico remains focused on avoiding second-round effects on inflation. The decrease in core inflation observed in January and the strengthening of the peso at the beginning of the year due to the lower risk of collapse of NAFTA did not lead them to consider that the balance of inflation risks had improved. In fact, in its opinion, it simply did not deteriorate further. The restrictive tone of both the press statement and the minutes clearly indicates that Banxico is maintaining a pre-emptive approach, that it does not feel entirely comfortable with the current relative position between Mexico and the US, given that the Federal Reserve is going to increase its reference rate between three and four times this year, and that it remains focused on avoiding second-order effects. While a central bank can do little to accelerate the convergence of inflation with its target when the downward trend is temporarily interrupted by supply shocks, Banxico decided to increase the rate twice and is considering doing so once again. 

	Going forward, Banxico will maintain this pre-emptive approach in the short term, particularly with possible pressures on the MXN after the Fed increases its benchmark rate in March and/or the electoral cycle in Mexico. Despite this, the tone of the minutes is in our opinion somewhat less restrictive than would have been expected after the tone of the press statement, which suggests that we are close to the end of the cycle of increases. We believe that Banxico will consider increasing the monetary rate only one more time and that after doing so it will feel more comfortable with inflation falling at a good pace, with anchored medium- and long-term expectations, those at 12 months moderating, and year-end expectations possibly decreasing marginally. In addition, the increases in rates already observed have brought the benchmark rate to a restrictive level. In February, the ex ante real interest rate is already above 3.5%, a restrictive level. As time goes by, 12-month expectations will gradually move away from 4% and approach 3.5%, which will translate into an additional rebound of the ex ante real interest rate to levels of 4.0%. If it increases the funding rate again in April, Banxico will bring the ex ante real interest rate to levels above 4.0% in the second half of the year (see Figure 4.7).[image: Image]

	

	Thus, once it becomes clear that inflation is evolving as anticipated by the central bank, we believe that Banxico will feel more comfortable both with the (restrictive) level of the monetary rate and with the differential between Mexican and US rates, so we would expect a prolonged pause, possibly extending throughout the rest of the year after reaching 7.75% in April. In 2019, with inflation at levels below 4.0% and gradually converging with the target, Banxico will be able to calmly consider a gradual convergence of the monetary rate with its neutral level (around 5.5%). Thus, for 2019 we continue to forecast a 100 bps reduction in the monetary rate, but given the level at which we expect it to close 2018 (7.75%), we anticipate that it will be at 6.75% at the end of 2019. This scenario is based not only on our forecasts for inflation, but also on the assumption that NAFTA will not collapse, which remains the main risk for our scenario. 

	Domestic assets influenced recently by global factors, while idiosyncratic risks remain latent

	The economic environment is maintaining a favourable tone given the data showing increased and more balanced global growth, the expectations of a gradual withdrawal of monetary support measures and the introduction of fiscal stimulus measures in the US. The main question and one of the factors that is attracting the most attention among market participants is the behaviour of US inflation, which remains at low levels considering the recovery of the labour market, which is close to full employment. The Mexican economy is developing in this environment, which is also influenced by the renegotiation of NAFTA and the electoral process, risk factors that have affected economic indicators in a variable manner and which could predominate over the global environment in the coming months.

	After almost ten years of the crisis triggered by the fall of Lehman Brothers, global economic growth is not only showing clear recovery, but is more balanced between regions. The International Monetary Fund (IMF) recently revised its global growth figures upwards from 3.7% to 3.9%, a rate that practically has not been observed since 2011, and those of most of the world’s regions, most notably Europe and the USA, the latter driven by the recently approved tax reform. While this extended economic growth has been the main influence behind the increased demand for risky assets, this demand has also been underpinned by the monetary stimulus provided by the main central banks, especially the Federal Reserve. And even though monetary normalisation by the US central bank is under way, the gradual rate at which it is expected to continue has given certainty to market participants that the recovery will not be at risk. However, in the face of this normalisation process, low levels of inflation in a full employment environment continue to be the main question mark among FOMC members and, consequently, have attracted the attention of the markets due to the implications this has for the interest rate. Proof of this could be seen in the recent bout of increased volatility in the equity markets that was triggered by an increase in wages (See Figure 4.9). Indeed, the employment report for January in the US showed a 2.9% YoY growth in wages, a figure above what was expected and at its highest level since the 2008 financial crisis. Given these data, there was speculation about a possible increase in inflation and, therefore, of faster increases in interest rates by the Federal Reserve. The effects of this episode spread rapidly to global stock markets, as well as to government bond curves. Between 1 and 5 February the VIX index went from 13% to 37%, which was reflected in a 6.1% retreat of the S&P 500, a steeper fall than the 4.92% of the global equities benchmark (MSCI World) and the 3.15% of the emerging markets benchmark (MSCI EM). With this movement the US markets practically wiped out the gains obtained during 2018. On the Mexican stock market, the fall up to 6 February was 2.5%. The significant magnitude of these falls was influenced more by technical market issues than by a change in fundamentals based on the growth in wages. The VIX index, which measures the future volatility of the S&P 500, one of the benchmarks of the US stock market, remained for 14 consecutive months below its average of the last ten years, which generated incentives for investors to take positions in risk instruments linked to these low levels of volatility and exacerbated the rise in volatility when they sought to close their positions. Some of the losses in equity markets were reversed days later, which supports the idea that economic fundamentals were not the cause of the movement.

	

	The movements were also reflected in the fixed income government bond markets. After the employment report, the yield to maturity of the 10-year Treasury bond increased by around 15 basis points (bps) to settle at 2.93%, a level not observed since 2014. On the other hand, the yield of the 2-year Treasury bond increased by only 10 bps, leading to a steeper slope on the curve. These increases have been more related to increases in the real interest rate and the term premium than to inflation expectations as might have been thought at first. In the case of the Mexican curve, an increase in yields was also observed. Between the end of January and 21 February, the curve increased 10 bps on average with increases of 14 bps in its short section, influenced by the increase in Banxico’s benchmark rate on 8 February. In the long section, the yield to maturity of the 10-year Mbono bond increased to 7.65%, an increase of 5 bps, while for the 30-year term the increase was of 8 bps up to 7.89% (see Figure 4.10). These increases are also associated with the decompression of the term premium, as well as expectations of increases in the monetary policy rate. It is important to note that even though the Mexican economy faces idiosyncratic risks, the sovereign risk component remains at levels that are below its long-term average. The spread of the 5-year CDS is at levels of 103 bps, whereas the average of the last 10 years is slightly below 140 bps.[image: Image]

	The demand for bonds by foreign investors has been maintained, although at levels clearly lower than those seen in previous years. During 2017, the holding of CETES (Mexican Treasury Certificates) by foreigners decreased by just over US$2.3 billion, influenced by the fewer arbitrage opportunities that have been registered since the beginning of the Fed's monetary normalisation cycle. Regarding bonds, foreigners' holdings increased by around US$5.5 billion, with a significant fall during the last two months of the year in line with the higher interest rates. Thus, in 2017, holdings of nominal fixed rate instruments by foreigners grew by around US$3.17 billion, a positive figure, but a long way below the levels of over US$30 billion reached in 2013.

	The currency market was the least affected by the recent bout of volatility. Between 1 and 6 February, there was a slight increase in demand for safe haven currencies, but this quickly faded with the communication by the main central banks in which they reiterated their position of gradual increases in interest rates. In fact, the implied probabilities in the futures market of observing a rise of 75 or 100 bps in the federal funds rate during 2018 remained at around 35% and 15% respectively.

	In the particular case of the Mexican peso, it has been more influenced recently by an environment of weakness in the dollar than by idiosyncratic risks. The NAFTA renegotiation process is showing little progress on the most controversial issues such as rules of origin for the automotive sector, the termination clause and dispute resolution mechanisms, and this has increased the chances of the process being delayed relative to the initial calendar which allowed for seven rounds of negotiations to be concluded next March. It should be noted that although the possibility of a NAFTA 2.0 has diminished, so too has the possibility of a US withdrawal from the agreement. Indeed, President Trump's stance has moderated recently in view of the costs that a collapse of NAFTA could have among Republican voters in primarily agricultural states, above all given the proximity of the upcoming mid-term elections in November. Thus, unlike last October when the fourth round of negotiations took place, there has been little news regarding NAFTA and, as a result, few movements in the exchange rate (See Figure 4.11). On the other hand, it still seems early for the level of the exchange rate to incorporate the electoral element. To judge from what we saw in 2006 and 2012, volatility increases clearly around two months before election day, which in this case will be on 1 July. This assertion is further supported by the implied volatility indicator, which shows a clear upswing in the 3-month forward node, which coincides with the election date (see Figure 4.12). Thus, with the expectation of an impasse in the renegotiation of NAFTA and an electoral process that has not yet been incorporated into prices, the exchange rate has been favoured by an environment of weakness of the dollar, which has lost 2.3% and 2.6% respectively compared to the emerging and developed country currency benchmarks so far in 2018. In fact, the Mexican currency is the second most appreciated currency so far this year (5.5%), exceeded only by the South African rand (6.0%). [image: Image]

	

	In summary, Mexican assets have been influenced more in recent times by the global environment than by the evolution of idiosyncratic risks. Nevertheless, these risks remain latent and it is expected that in the coming months they will explain to a greater extent the volatility of domestic financial variables, particularly as regards the electoral process. We believe that in a scenario in which the NAFTA negotiations are postponed it will be difficult for the peso to appreciate consistently and bring the dollar to levels below 18 pesos towards the end of the year. This scenario is very different from the signing of a new and favourable agreement, which could take the dollar down below 17.5 pesos. On the other hand, interest rates will maintain an upward trend, which could also be exacerbated closer to the election. In particular, the yield to maturity of the 10-year sovereign bond is expected to close 2019 at around 7.6% on average.

	5. Indicators and forecasts
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Figure 3.7 Manufacturing production index of US and Figure 3.8 Indicator of Industrial Activity. Construction

Mexico. 12-month moving average, MoM % (SWDA)* ‘Sector. MoM % (SWDA)
14 105
12
100
1
08 o5
08
%0
04
02 85
o
80
02 ]
&8
——Indusiral productn index - US. manufacturing
——— IGAE - manutactuing (hs)
#The 12-monih moving average of the IGAE is shown with an advance of ‘Source: BBVA Research / INEGI

3 monihs
‘Source: BBVA Research / INEGI





images/image26.png
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‘Table 5.1 Macroeconomic forecasts: Gross Domestic Product

(Yo growth rate, %) 2015 2016
United States 29 15
EMU 20 18
Germany 15 19
France 10 11
taly 09 11
Spain 34 33
UK 23 19
Latin America* 01 10
Mexico 33 29
Brazil 35 34
Eagles™ 48 52
Turkey 61 32
Asia-Pacific 56 56
Japan 14 09
China 69 67
Asia (exc. China) 46 a7
World 34 33

* Argentina, Brazi, Chie, Colombia, Mexico, Peru and Venezuela
** Saudi Arabia, Bangladesh, Brazi, China, Philppines, Inda, Indonesia, Irak, Mexico, Nigeria, Pakistan, Russia, Thadand and Turkey.
Forecasts dosing date: 12 January 2018

‘Source: BEVA Research & IMF
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Figure 3.21 Gross debt and public sector financing
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Figure 2.5 World GDP forecasts, area by area (%)
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Figure 3.1. GDP. Change % YoY (SWDA)
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Figure 4.6 Inflation outiook, BBVA Research
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‘Table 3.5 Public expenditure indicators
(Billions of pesos)

2016 2017
Real %%
Nominal |Nominal _Real _change
Tomarnet
e e 5347.8) 5177.6 48826 8.7
‘Without financial
v e 48942] 49540 46718 45
Without financial
investmentand  4,2004f 4,181.9 39436 6.1
state funding.
Without financial
investment, state
oo} 3s518| 34757 32777 77
pensions.
Without financial
investment, state
" 3,0787| 29424 27748 99
furding, .078.7| 28424 2,
‘and financial cost

‘Source: BBVA Research based on SHCP (Secrefaria of Fnance and

Publc Cred) data

‘Table 3.6 Financial situation of the public sector

(Billions of pesos)
2016 2017_Real % chg.
Publc balance 5038 2385 554
Public bal wio prod_ Ivestment 47 999 ns.
Budgetary balance 5022 204 567
Budgetary revenues 48455 43472 37
Net expenture paid 5478 51776 87
Federal Govemment balance 6088 2264 649
Agencies & companiesbal 1066 40 ns.
Primary balance 2503102 ns.
Budgetary balance 292 3029 ns.
Federal Govemment 2387 1835 ns.
Agencies and comparies 2095 1194 462
Pemex 4775 ns.
Other eniities 243 119 529
Enties under ndirect control 42 72 618

s = not sgnificant

‘Source: BBVA Research based on SHCP (Secretaria of Fnance and

Public Cred) data
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‘Table 5.2 United States indicators and forecasts

‘Macroeconomic Indicators 20162017 W7 w17 swr__an7 IRTCTREETITIETT
GOP (reat % crange) T [ERNETRMEFRNETI 25 21 20
Personslconsumption (real % shange) EANEYAE 27 2+ IREEEECENFFRNEYM 25 22
‘Goverment consumption (real % change) 05 0.1 5 0z o7 2o VIO
‘Gross e invstment (rea % change) 1632 G2 as 75 se EXEEETEENE)

27 RN ENRTEA 26

16 55 0 57

9 22
30

‘Construction’ 55 17
Industria production (real annual % change) 12 1.6

Final amual infiation
“Average amual nfation 3 21 X
‘Primary fiscal balance* (% of GDP) N
1: Residential investment
2 Fiscal balance (% of GDP)

Note: Bold figues are forecast
‘Source: BBVA Research

‘Table 5.3 Mexico indicators and forecasts
2016 2017 2018 2019 AHI7__ 217 37 4H17__1HIB M8 3mE_ aH1s

‘Economic AtV
GDP (seasonally-adjusted series)
Real annual % change. 27 23 29 31 17 s
Per inhabitant (US dollars) 8782 9413 8752 943 98 9581
USS billons. 1073 1182 1075 1186 1222 1187
Inflation (average, %)
Headine 282 604 a8 610 648 659
Core 297 4s8 413 478 491 485
Financial Markets (cop, %)
Interest rates
Bank funding 429 675 617 675 T 708
28-day Cetes 433 69 607 883 697 707
28.day TIE 458 706 640 702 73 742
10-year Bond (%, average) 62 718 726 711 68 730
Exchange rate (average)
Pesos per dolar 187 188 199 185 178 188
Public Finances.
*FRPS (% of GDP) 28 a1 Er
External Sector®
‘Trade balance (USS biflors) 31 09 28 01 61 -8
Curent account (USS biions) 27 88 02 02 S22
Curent account (% of GDP) 22 s a8 o1 a7 A
Employment
Formal Private (annual % change) 38 aa 43 43 aa a4

Open Unemployment Rate(% actve pop) 39 34 34 34 35 34

3 Accumuated, last 12 monihs
ot billons of dolrs.

dpb: dolars per barrel

“FRPS: Financial Requirements of the Public Sector

na: not available

Note: Bold figures are forecast

‘Source: BBVA Research with Census Bureau, Federal Reserve, Bureau of Labor Stafisics, Banxico, INEGI & SHCP data
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Figure 4.10 Yield to maturity of 10-year sovereign bonds.
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‘Table 3.3 Total public sector budgetary revenues from
January to December (billions of pesos)

Real% Struc.
2016 2017 change %

Total 48465 49412 37 1000
Federal Government 35713 3swe 14 716
Tax 27160 28548 08 517
Income tax 4205 15712 43 318
VAT 7917 8160 28 165
Nontax B3 s 83 198
Agencies & comparies buget 289 3613 38 73
Stte enterprises 53 7ar7 254 151
Pemex 10 w9 236 718
cFE w43 38 273 712
Total 455 4972 a7 1000
Ol reverues. 781 &3 A1 167
Nonoil reverues 4054 41199 42 83

‘Source: BBVA Research based on SHCP (Secretariat of Finance and

Publc Cred) data

‘Table 3.4 Net public sector spending in January to

December (billons of pesos)
Real% Struc.

1617 _change %

Toul 5M18 51776 87 1000
Progammabe ependitre 41593 38823 127 T4
Curent expenditre 29773 30595 31 51

Capial expenire. 11820 7928 367 153

Norprogrammable 11884 1353 52 %56
Cortrbsions to sates 638 7121 50 U9

Financial cost M0 584 63 103

Adefas® and oters 26 198 37 04

* Adefas: Debsfrom pror fiscal years
‘Source: BBVA Research based on SHCP (Secretariat of Finance and

Pubiic Cred) data
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Figure 3.17 Balance of trade and main components (US$
millions)
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Figure 3.18 Trade balances in the oil sector
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Figure 4.1. Headline and core inflation*
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