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Abstract. Almost seven years have passed since Czech Republic joined the European Union. It is not a particu-
larly long period; nevertheless, the first summaries of the accession results can be made. The presented paper
carried out analysis and evaluation of the comparative advantages of the Czech Republic in the agriculture and
food products trade. The calculations were made using Lafay�s indicator. The research shows that the Czech
Republic did not take the opportunity which was given by the full liberalization of the trade within the European
Union.

Introduction
For Czech Republic and other member states, the accession to the European Union meant aboli-

tion of the limitations in trade, including the trade of agricultural products and food. While opening
its market, the Czech Republic has also received the chance of selling its products at the developed
European market. After almost seven years of functioning in the European structures, some conclu-
sions relating to the competitiveness of Czech products on the common market can be made.

The objective of this paper is to present the chosen development tendencies in Czech agricul-
tural and food trade and the analysis and evaluation of comparative advantages of Czech Republic
in the agriculture and food trade after entering the EU. The research focuses on the products
belonging to categories 0, 1 and 4 SITC in the years 2003-2010. The three sections include almost
all agricultural and food products. The analyses were based on statistical data obtained from the
database of foreign trade of the Czech Republic, made accessible by the Czech statistical office.

Overview of the foreign agriculture and food products trade of the Czech Republic
After its accession to the EU, the turnover of agricultural and food products in the internatio-

nal trade of the Czech Republic has increased dramatically.  In the years 2003-2010, the export has
increased from 1.4 to 3.7 billion EUR, and the import � from 2.1 to 5 billion EUR (Tab. 1). A particu-
larly strong dynamic of growth was observed in the first few years after the accession. In the
following years the agriculture and food turnover has still been increasing until 2009, when it
decreased due to the world economy crisis.

One of the main criteria of evaluating the results of the foreign trade is the change in the
balance of turnover. What is important is not only the value of the exchange and its change in the
examined period, but also the level of covering the import by export and the ratio of the turnover
balance to export (or, alternatively, total trade turnover).

In the year 2003 the negative balance of the agriculture and food products trade of the Czech
Republic was above 0.7 billion EUR. In the following years the trade deficit increased. In 2010 the
turnover of the agriculture and food products trade concluded with a deficit of 1.3 billion EUR. In
the examined period a slightly higher growth dynamic was present in the export, rather than import,
hence the level of covering the import by export increased from almost 67% in 2003 to 74% in 2010.

The dominant role in the Czech agriculture and food products trade is played by EU markets.
The Union�s share in Czech import and export exceeds 90%. The biggest supplier of agriculture
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and food products for the Czech market is Germany (25.5% share in 2009), second place is taken by
Poland (14.8% in 2009). Czech agriculture and food products are exported mainly to Slovakia
(26.4%) and Germany (23.3%) [Pohlová 2011].

The measurement used for evaluating the competitive position of a country is its share in the
world trade. A significant role is played by the export side. The Czech Republic�s share is not and
never was particularly great. In 2007 it was 0.55% in export and 0.72% in import [FAO Statistical
Yearbook 2009].

Evaluation of comparative advantages in agriculture and food products trade
A method used very often to evaluate the competitive position of the country in the internatio-

nal trade is the analysis of the level of the revealed comparative advantages. The scientific output
in the area of calculating the revealed comparative advantages is significant1. This paper uses the
Lafay formula2:
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where:
xi � export of the product (product category) i,
mi � import of the product (product category) i.

1 In the subject literature, the most known formula for calculating the comparative advantage was proposed by
Balassa [1965]. Other methods of measuring comparative advantages are presented by e.g. Hoen, Oosterha-
ven [2006].

2 Lafay�s Indicator used in this paper is a modification of the original index, which was made by M. Bugamelli
[Marconi, Rolli 2008].
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100 /slaminaeviL ewy¿atêzreiwZ 12.1 52.2 99.1 60.2 29.1 08.1 46.1 96.1

110 /nezorfrodellihc,hserf,slaminaenivobfotaeM
eno¿ormbulenozdo³hcs,e¿eiw�:ewo³owosêiM 10.0- 62.0- 05.0- 74.0- 84.0- 53.0- 64.0- 54.0-
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220 /maercdnakliM anateim�iokelM 14.2 12.3 66.3 94.4 40.5 53.4 96.3 88.3

320 /rettuB o³saM 47.0 26.0 91.0 82.0 71.0 10.0- 41.0- 53.0-

420 /drucdnaeseehC igorawtiyreS 80.0 92.0- 86.0- 57.0- 89.0- 49.0- 69.0- 59.0-

520 /hserfsggE ajaje¿eiw� 72.0 11.0 20.0- 50.0- 41.0- 61.0- 61.0- 31.0-
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140 /taehW acinezsP 13.2 55.0 29.2 69.1 13.2 92.2 10.3 03.2

240 /eciR ¿yR 22.0- 52.0- 22.0- 42.0- 12.0- 92.0- 22.0- 02.0-

340 /dellimnu,yelraB ynoleimeinñeimzcêJ 06.0 73.0 89.0 34.0 05.0 63.0 54.0 93.0

440 /eziaM azdyrukuK 60.0 70.0- 30.0 64.0 22.0 53.0 95.0 82.0

540 /ellimnu,slaereC enoleimein,a¿obZ 00.0 60.0 42.0 31.0 51.0 90.0 51.0 31.0

640 /taehwforuolfdnalaeM annezspak¹mikisyrG 70.0 40.0 20.0 50.0- 80.0- 40.0- 11.0- 70.0-

740 /sruolfdnaslaemlaereC ¿óbzezak¹mikisyrG 10.0- 10.0- 00.0 00.0 10.0- 10.0- 10.0- 20.0-

840 /ruolffosnoitaraperpdnasnoitaraperplaereC yrowtezrP
ik¹mzyrowtezrpiewo¿obz 84.1 13.1 92.0 47.0 27.0 30.1 51.1 40.1
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enozrowtezrpywlubi 57.0- 37.0- 26.0- 06.0- 76.0- 37.0- 76.0- 17.0-

750 /deirdrohserfstundnatiurF
enozsusbule¿eiw�yhcezroiecowO 98.4- 10.4- 96.3- 75.3- 61.3- 74.3- 80.3- 01.3-

850 /snoitaraperptiurfdnadevreserptiurF
ewocowoyrowtezrpienawowresnokecowO 35.0- 13.0- 43.0- 44.0- 25.0- 06.0- 35.0- 75.0-

950 /seciujelbategevdnaseciujtiurF
enwyzrawikosiewocowoikoS 61.0- 41.0- 22.0- 32.0- 42.0- 23.0- 42.0- 42.0-

160 /yenohdnasessalom,raguS dóimiasalem,reikuC 10.0 93.2 34.2 16.1 50.0- 84.0 32.0 64.0

260 /yrenoitcefnocraguS ezcinreikucyboryW 41.2 11.2 52.1 41.1 98.0 49.0 09.0 98.0
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This indicator is based on the import and export streams of a given country and, particularly on
the character of the trade turnover balance. If the indicator�s value exceeds zero, than the country
has a comparative advantage in trading a product or a group of products. A negative value of the
indicator reflects the lack of comparative advantage.

While analysis the valued of the LFI
i 
indicator calculated for trade in the years 2003-2010 (Tab. 2)

it can be observed that the Czech Republic has a revealed comparative advantage only in relation
to a few groups of agriculture and food products. Particularly high advantages occur in the trade
of milk and cream (LFI

i
 = 3.88 in 2010) and tobacco products (LFI

i
= 2.55). A relatively advantageous

situation occurs also in the area of cereal, particularly in the trade of wheat (LFIi = 2.30 in 2010).
Czech Republic also has an advantage in the trade of live animals (LFIi = 1.69). Small relative
advantages (LFI

i
<1) can be found in the product categories such as: sugar, molasses and honey,

confectionary, and alcoholic and non-alcoholic beverages. In relation to the group �alcoholic
beverages� it needs to be pointed out that the positive level of comparative advantages is an
effect of an extremely favourable situation in the beer trade, which export in 2010 was as much as
151.7 million EUR. The trade of high-percentage alcohols shows no comparative advantages.
Products of this type generate deficit of 28.5 million EUR (2010).

In the analysed period there were no significant changes in the structure of the revealed
comparative advantages. After the accession to the European Union, Czech Republic lost the
advantages which it possessed in the pre-accession period in relation to few product groups, such
as: butter, margarine, cheese and curd, fresh eggs, fish. Some of the advantages were weakened.
Only in one group, unfortunately not very significant one � SITC 017, Czech Republic has gained
a comparative advantage.
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yzsladg¹iC.2alebaT
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170 setutitsbuseeffocdnaeeffoC endohcopjejiawaK/ 71.0 10.0 01.0- 43.0- 35.0- 27.0- 72.0- 80.0-

270 /aocoC oakaK 11.0 40.0- 82.0- 42.0- 03.0- 33.0- 03.0- 14.0-

370
gniniatnocsnoitaraperpdoofrehtodnaetalocohC

/aococ ezcwy¿opsyrowtezrpenniiadalokezC
oakakec¹jareiwaz

31.0- 53.0- 84.0- 92.0- 61.0- 30.0- 91.0- 51.0-

470 /aeT atabreH 81.0- 61.0- 71.0- 21.0- 71.0- 41.0- 01.0- 01.0-

570 /secipS ywarpyzrP 80.0- 21.0- 31.0- 21.0- 21.0- 21.0- 31.0- 21.0-

180 /slaminarofffutsgnideeF t¹zreiwzaldazsaP 66.2- 66.2- 07.1- 22.1- 78.0- 41.1- 42.1- 63.0-

190 /gninetrohsdnaeniragraM enbodopezczsu³tianyragraM 42.0 23.0 42.0 63.0 64.0 71.0 20.0 44.0-

890
/.s.e.n,snoitaraperpdnastcudorpelbidE

jeizdnieizdg,ezcwy¿opsyrowtezrpiytkudorP
enoineimywein

40.0 81.0 22.0- 91.0 84.0 55.0 26.0 51.0

111 segarevebcilohocla-noN ewolohoklazebejopaN/ 59.0 83.0 04.0 77.0 88.0 54.0 76.0 75.0

211 /segarevebcilohoclA ewolohoklaejopaN 55.1 42.1 48.0 50.1 48.0 16.0 95.0 74.0

121 /esuferoccabot;derutcafunamnuoccaboT
ewoinotytydapdo,ñotytynozrowtezrpeiN 69.0- 19.0- 96.0- 84.0- 25.0- 83.0- 74.0- 15.0-

221 /derutcafunamoccaboT yborywiynozrowtezrpñotyT 18.1 37.0 46.0 52.0- 74.0 66.2 04.2 55.2

114 /stafdnasliolaminA ecêzreiwzezczsu³tiejelO 12.0- 62.0- 31.0- 70.0- 80.0- 51.0- 01.0- 80.0-

124 /denifer,edurc,"tfos"sliodna,stafelbategevdexiF
eikkêim,enawonifareworusennil�orezczsu³tiejelO 89.0- 96.0- 50.0- 70.0- 33.0 21.0 95.0- 90.1

224
nahtrehtodenifer,edurc,sliodna,stafelbategevdexiF

/"tfos" eworus,e³atsennil�orezczsu³tiejelO
eikkêim¿inenniienawonifar

74.0- 24.0- 63.0- 92.0- 22.0- 71.0- 91.0- 81.0-

134 /dessecorpsliodnastafelbategevrolaminA
enozrowtezrpennil�oriecêzreiwzezczsu³tiejelO 70.0 90.0- 11.0- 52.0- 22.0- 91.0- 42.0 02.0-
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Analysis of the comparative advantages clearly shows that after the accession to the EU, the
Czech food sector did not fully use the opportunity which was given by the full liberalization of the
agriculture and food products trade. Accession to the Community revealed most of all the lacks in
knowledge of foreign markets conditionings and an insufficient promotion of Czech food on the
Union�s market. The producers of food products insufficiently used the pre-accession period for
improving their products� quality and widening the range of their products [Kraus, Ba�ek 2009].
The present effects of those abandonments are presently reflected in the weak competitive posi-
tion of the Czech agriculture and food products sector.

Conclusion
After almost seven years of the Czech Republic�s functioning in the structures of the European

Union it can be stated that the membership in the EU did not cause an improvement in the foreign
trade in the area of agriculture and food products. The carried out analysis shows that products of
this type generate trade deficit of almost 1.3 billion EUR.

The analysis of comparative advantages shows that Czech agriculture and food processing
industries did not take the opportunity, which was the full liberalization of the agriculture and food
products trade in the EU. After accessing the Union, Czech Republic has lost their prior compara-
tive advantages in relation to many processed food products, especially the products of milk and
fats industries. Many advantages were weakened. On the other hand, the products in relation to
which Czech Republic still possesses revealed comparative advantages are highly resources-
demanding and are of low level of processing.
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Streszczenie
Od przyst¹pienia Republiki Czeskiej do Unii Europejskiej minê³o prawie siedem lat. Nie jest to okres zbyt

d³ugi, niemniej mo¿na dokonywaæ pierwszych podsumowañ wyników akcesji. W artykule dokonano analizy i
oceny przewag komparatywnych Czech w handlu towarami rolno-spo¿ywczymi. Do obliczeñ wykorzystano wska�-
nik Lafay�a. Z przeprowadzonych badañ wynika, ¿e Czechy nie wykorzysta³y szansy jak¹ da³a pe³na liberalizacja
wymiany handlowej w ramach Wspólnoty.
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