DATA BASE ANALYSIS FOR EXPLORATION OF EU COHESION
AND COMPETITIVENESS'

Michaela Stani¢kova
*Luka$ Melecky
**Eva Polednikova

VSB-Technical University of Ostrava
Faculty of Economics, Department of European integration
Sokolska tfida 33, 701 21 Ostrava 1, Czech Republic
michaela.stanickova.st@vsb.cz
*VSB-Technical University of Ostrava
Faculty of Economics, Department of European integration,
Sokolska tfida 33, 701 21 Ostrava 1, Czech Republic
lukas.melecky@vsb.cz
**VSB-Technical University of Ostrava
Faculty of Economics, Department of European integration
Sokolska ttfida 33, 701 21 Ostrava 1, Czech Republic
eva.polednikova.stl @vsb.cz

Abstract

The question of EU competitiveness is usually associated with the problems of economic,
social and territorial cohesion. In recent few years, the topics about measuring and evaluating
competitiveness have generated keen interest among researchers. The problem is mentioned
mainly in the context of the lack of a main stream approach to the evaluation of
competitiveness measuring. The aim of the paper is to analyse the European Union’s data
base leading to the identification of convenient indicators for for evaluation of the level of EU
cohesion and competitiveness across the EU Member States and regions. When focusing on
differences among individual states and regions, evaluation of competitiveness and cohesion
should be measured through the complex economic, social and environmental criteria that can
identify the areas of countries and regions which cause the main disparities.

Introduction

The European Union (EU) is one of the most developed parts of the world, but nowadays it
faces increasing economic, social and territorial disparities in all the EU Member States and
especially regions [8, 9]. These significant differences affect the level of the balanced
development, economic performance and competitiveness across the EU and have a negative
impact on the EU position as a global player in the globalised economy. Strengthening the EU
competitiveness and support to the coherent, sustainable and balanced development of the EU
Member States and regions are two main objectives which, however, mutually exclusive, but
on the contrary, complement each other. Alignment of cohesion and competitiveness as a pair
of complementary objectives is thus no simple matter. In last few years, the topics about
measuring and evaluation of competitiveness stand in the front of economic research. In most
of empirical analysis, we often face the question of database relevancy that would have a
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correspondence with the theoretical definition of competitiveness on both national and
regional levels [10].

The theoretical part of the paper is based on the descriptive approach origins from the
empirical analysis of the existing and underlying systems. The practical part is based on using
the methods of analysis and subsequent synthesis, as well as on using the methods of
induction.

1 Database analysis of the European Statistical Office

The primary basis for selection of convenient indicators and subsequent measuring and
evaluation of cohesion and competitiveness level is an analysis of the available database
containing comparative data on the required level (both national and regional) and in the
reference period. The European Statistical Office (Eurostat) provides exact statistical data
based on a uniform methodology, both on national and regional levels. The statistics of
Eurostat are divided into two sections, namely the EU Policy Indicators and Statistics by
Theme [6].

1.1 Database analysis on national and regional levels

e EU Policy Indicators
The statistics of the EU Policy Indicators include the national data information for
indicators in the EU Member States, which are in the EU core interest and primarily
relate to the national level. Characteristics and the number of these indicators are shown
in Annex 1.

e  Statistics by Theme
Statistics by Theme are divided into 9 thematic categories; primarily regional statistics
are separately introduced. The whole thematic statistical database consists of more than
3,600 indicators. Detailed characteristics and the number of these indicators are shown in
Annex 2.

e Regional and urban statistics
Regional and urban statistics are provided separately in the category of General and
regional statistics. They are divided into 2 thematic categories - regional statistics and
city statistics in the frame of urban audit database. Characteristics and the number of
these indicators are shown in Annex 3.

2 Identification of convenient indicators for evaluation of the EU cohesion and
competitiveness

Creation of a cohesion and competitiveness evaluation system in terms of the EU is
complicated by the heterogeneity of the EU countries and regions, and also because of the
lack of a mainstream view of competitiveness evaluation [1]. Therefore, there is space for
several different approaches to evaluation of the EU cohesion and competitiveness.

2.1 Approaches to measuring and evaluation of the EU Cohesion policy at national and
regional level

Cohesion Reports

Although the reduction of disparities in the development of countries and their regions is a
long-term and confirmed objective of the EU [2], there is no comprehensive index measuring
the progress in achieving of economic, social and territorial cohesion (contrary of measuring
competitiveness). The level of cohesion within the EU and the convergence of the 27 EU



Member States are evaluated by the Reports on economic and social cohesion (Cohesion
Reports) published by the European Commission every 3 years [3]. These Reports are
supplemented by Progress reports on economic and social cohesion, which are published by
the European Commission, usually once a year between the “main” Cohesion reports. The
assessment of the level of economic, social and territorial cohesion within Cohesion reports
origins from the progress of indicators of disparities on the national or regional level
(NUTS 2). The most frequently monitored indicators in the last two Cohesion reports (2007,
2010), reflecting the level of economic, social and territorial cohesion are provided in 7ab. 1.

Tab. 1 Indicators for evaluation of economic, social and territorial cohesion

Dimension of

cohesion

Indicator of disparities

Growth of real GDP per head (%)
GDP per head in PPS (EU-27=100)

Economic Labour productivity (GDP per person employed, EU-27=100)
cohesion Total expenditure on R&D (% GDP)

EPO patents applications (applications per inhabitant, EU-27=100)

Employment by sector (% of total employment)

Employment rate
(% of population 15-64, % of population 55-64, % of female)

Unemployment rate
(% of labour force, % of female labour force, % of youth labour force 15-24)

Social Long term unemployment rate (% of total unemployed)

cohesion Risk of poverty (% of men/women)

Share of young people aged 25-34 with a university degree or equivalent
(% of total population aged 25-34)

Total population change (Per thousand inhabitants - annual average)

Unemployment disparities in inner city areas
(Standard deviation of neighbourhood unemployment rates, %)

Density of motorways
(Length of motorways in relation to population and surface area)

Territorial Access to passenger flights (Number of passenger flights per day)

cohesion Hospital beds (Number per 100.000 inhabitants)

Households with broadband connection (% of all households)

Urban waste water treatment capacity
(Treatment capacity as % of generated load)

Source: Eurostat, 2011; Own elaboration

Structural indicators

An alternative concept for measuring national (regional) disparities, and thus for assessment
of the level of cohesion in the EU, is provided by a group of EU Structural indicators, which
were used to evaluate the implementation of the Lisbon Strategy in the years 2000-2010. A
short list of the EU Structural indicators includes 14 indicators in six thematic areas, of which
at least 8 indicators correspond to the most commonly used indicators of the Cohesion
reports. The advantage of this database is the availability of indicators on the national level,
monitoring data on regional level (NUTS 2) is limited [12].



2.2 Approaches to measuring and evaluation of EU competitiveness

In last few years, competitiveness and its evaluation are issues constantly in the forefront of
economic sciences; a mainstream method of competitiveness monitoring and measuring is
lacking. Because of the lack of the mainstream view of competitiveness evaluation, there is
space for alternative approaches [7].

National level
The EU’s Growth Strategies

The European Union makes an effort to restore the foundations of its competitiveness through
increasing its growth potential and its productivity and strengthening economic and social
cohesion. The last and not very successful attempt to gain world leadership in competitiveness
was the EU Lisbon Strategy which has had, since 2010, its successor in the Strategy Europe
2020, the new EU’s growth strategy for the coming decade. The progress of the EU Member
States towards the goals of the Lisbon strategy was measured by the Short list of Structural
indicators. The progress of the EU Member States towards the goals of Strategy Europe 2020
is measured through indicators Europe 2020. A database of these indicators is primarily
available on national level.

Lisbon Review Reports

The World Economic Forum (WEF) has published The Lisbon Review reports (LRR) every
two years since the EU first articulated the Lisbon Strategy. The LRR compared the
performance of the individual EU Member States to provide a sense of which countries are
making the most progress and which are lagging behind. The LRR assessed the extent to
which the EU Member States were competitive vis-a-vis an international standard. The
United States provided one key benchmark, as it was widely seen as the world’s most
competitive area. The EU’s performance was compared to the average performance of five of
the most competitive economies in East Asia — Hong Kong SAR, Japan, Republic of Korea,
Singapore and Taiwan, China — a highly competitive region attracting increasing attention
given the rising importance of Asia in the global economy. The LRR assessed the economic
competitiveness of the EU candidates and potential candidate countries, providing a sense of
the challenges they currently face. The LRR have broken the Lisbon Strategy into eight
dimensions. The overall Lisbon score for each country was calculated as an unweighted
average of the individual scores in the eight dimensions. The scores were on a scale from one
to seven, with larger values indicating stronger performance [13].

Regional level

Evaluation of regional competitiveness is determined by the chosen territorial region level,
especially in terms of the European Union through the Nomenclature of Territorial Units
Statistics (NUTS). No less important is the reference period, availability and periodicity of
data, and selection of convenient specific factors. For evaluation of regional competitiveness
it is necessary to note that the data availability decreases in direct proportion to the lower
territorial unit (NUTS) [5, 11].

The EU’s Growth Strategies

Regional competitiveness can be evaluated by selected Lisbon structural and Europe 2020
indicators. These indicators measure progress of European regions towards the goals of the
Lisbon strategy and nowadays to Strategy Europe 2020. A database of these indicators is
primarily available on national level; it covers economic, social and environmental area of
interest. Compared to the national level, the database on regional level is different especially
in a shorter time period. But not every dimension and database of indicators are available on
regional level, especially environmental area and its convenient indicators.



The Regional Lisbon Index

The Lisbon Index is an indicator for measuring how close an EU region is to achieving the
main targets for 2010 in the area of employment, education, and research and development, as
set out in the EU's Lisbon Strategy. A region scores 100 if it has reached all targets, while the
region farthest away from all eight targets scores 0 [4].

Synthetic index (4th Cohesion Report)

To obtain a regional perspective on the Lisbon Agenda, a synthetic index has been created
based on six of the short-listed Lisbon indicators relevant on the regional level. Before
aggregating, these six indicators were re-scaled relative to the EU 27 average. The composite
indicator is the min-max rescaled average of the 6 transformed indicators (all six received the
same weight). Hence, it varies between 0 and 1. Although it is intended only to provide a
rough indication of how regions are performing in relation to the Lisbon Agenda, it is
nevertheless the case that a region which scores high will be well on its way to achieving
several of the Lisbon targets, while a region with a low score will be a long way off [3].

Regional Competitiveness Index (5th Cohesion Report)

This index incorporates several indicators of well-being as well such as life expectancy,
health perception and gender equality. This measures the institutions, policies and factors that
determine the level of productivity of a region and the region’s ability to higher and rising
incomes and a good quality of life to its residents. A new regional competitiveness index has
been created for all NUTS 2 regions. It consists of eleven pillars based on a total of 69
indicators organised into three groups. It ranges from 100 high to 0 low in the EU. Each of the
pillars allows the performance of a region to be assessed in relation to all the other EU
regions. As a result, they can be seen as indicating the strengths and weaknesses of every
NUTS 2 region in an EU perspective [2].

Conclusion

The analysis of indicators suitable for economic, social and territorial cohesion evaluation in
the EU reveals significant disparities in terms of (1) indicators availability on the territorial
levels (and within the EU Member States), (2) the reference period and (3) the dimension of
cohesion. The evaluation of the EU cohesion is mostly based on the Cohesion reports, which
monitor the development of indicators of economic, social and territorial disparities reflecting
the level of cohesion within the EU. In the Cohesion reports, there is no exact and strict
segmentation of these indicators which reflect all three dimensions of cohesion. Instead, the
Cohesion reports monitor such of selected indicators, which naturally and with regard to the
concept of cohesion can be identified and designated as suitable for assessing the level of
economic, social and territorial cohesion. The most frequently observed indicators in the
Cohesion reports, which are also available in the Eurostat database, can be, in terms of data
availability on national level, evaluated as appropriate for measurement of the economic,
social and territorial cohesion, although in the terms of the reference period, the availability of
data is not comparable. As a suitable database for cohesion evaluation on the national level
the EU Structural indicators can be considered. Evaluation of cohesion on regional level is, in
comparison with national statistics database, limited by 13 selected regional categories with
quite restricted availability on NUTS 2 and mainly NUTS 3 level. The most available amount
of regional indicators reflects the level of economic and social cohesion, but with a time
delay.

Comparing the instruments for measuring and evaluation of competitiveness in terms of the

EU is no simply matter. There are linkages among instruments for measuring the EU
competitiveness on both national and regional levels. There are different time period series on



both levels, overlap of indicators of the EU’s Growth Strategies on national and regional
levels. Further there is a continuity between the approach of the World Economic Forum and
approach of the EU to measuring and evaluation of the EU competitiveness. Between the EU
Competitiveness and Cohesion policies a link exists in terms of the Cohesion reports — 4th
and 5th reports articulated a special indices for measuring and evaluation of competitiveness
of the European regions. Indicators and indices cover a broad area of economic, social and
environmental interests, but coverage and reference period decrease in direct proportion to the
lower territorial unit (NUTS). Because of these clear and close links among the instruments
(indicators and indices) for measuring of competitiveness it is difficult to choose just the best
approach to evaluation. Possibilities of measuring both national and regional levels of the EU
competitiveness are characterized by high coverage in the monitored areas, which can indicate
the similar informative ability of the indicators and indices.



Literature

[1]
2]

[3]

[4]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

ABRHAM, J. Komparativni ekonomika EU. 1. vyd. Praha: MAC, 2008. 239 s. ISBN
978-80-86783-34-5.

EUROPEAN COMMISSION. Fifth Report on Economic, Social and Territorial
Cohesion. Investing in Europe’s future. Luxembourg: Publications Office of the
European Union, 2010. 286 pp. ISBN 978-92-79-16978.

EUROPEAN COMMISSION. Growing Regions, Growing Europe. Forth Report on
Economic and Social Cohesion. Luxembourg: Office for Official Publications of the
European Communities, 2007. 222 p. ISBN 92-79-05704-5222.

EUROPEAN COMMISSION (2010b). Regional Focus — the Regional Lisbon index
[online]. 2010. [cit. 9. 3. 2011]. Available on

WWW: <http://ec.europa.eu/regional policy/sources/docgener/focus/2010 03 lisbon i
ndex.pdf>.

EUROPEAN COMMISSION. Sixth Periodic Report on the Social and Economic
Situation of Regions in the EU [online]. 1999. [cit. 1. 3. 2011]. Available on WWW:
<http://ec.europa.eu/regional policy/document/pdf/document/radi/en/pr6_complete en.
pdf>.

Eurostat [online]. Statistics. 2011. [cit. 5. 3. 2011]. Available on
WWW: <http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/statistics/themes>.
KRUGMAN, P. Competitiveness: A Dangerous Obsession. In Foreign Affairs
March/April: pp. 28-44, 1994,

LEONARDI, R. Cohesion Policy in the European Union: The Building Europe.
Palgrave Macmillan, 2005. 232 p. ISBN 1403949557.

MOLLE, W. European Cohesion Policy. London: Routledge, 2007. 342 p. ISBN 978-0-
415-43812-4.

PORTER, M. E. The Economic Performance of Regions. In Regional Studies, 37, 6/7,
pp. 549-578, 2003.

SKOKAN, K. Uzemni soudrznost v Evropé. Disputationes Scientificae Universitatis
Catholicae in Ruzomberok. Ro¢. VIII, 2008, ¢islo 1. s. 85-95. ISSN 1335-9185.
STANICKOVA, M., MELECKY, L. Hodnoceni regionalni konkurenceschopnosti
Ceské republiky v kontextu Lisabonské strategie, In /3th International Conference
MEKON 2011. Ostrava: VSB-TU Ostrava, 1-20, CD ROM.

WORLD ECONOMIC FORUM. The Lisbon Review 2010 — Towards More Competitive

Europe? [online]. 2010. [cit. 23. 2. 2011]. Available on WWW:
<http://www3.weforum.org/docs/WEF _LisbonReview Report 2010.pdf>.

Ing. Michaela Stanickova, Ing. Luka$ Melecky, Ing. Eva Polednikova



SNOBUDN2ISY — Jy TOLOLEB] — [ 01205 — & JOIUPMHUOMAUT — UF “HUOUOIT — I 4

UOPDLOQD]D UM [T [(F IDISOMNT [22.10g

UOYDADADAT ABPU] grewne

ajquipAr Biop ALaganb o QIO ...
SIOIIPUL 580400 A4 (HIqURDAD jusnba.y 150w 8Y) 0] SulPUOdEaLI0d PoLEad aEDEAY .

20N

LOS / / 69 / 9t 0L
- o Ende ) pue ssausng Aliqisuodsay] c SI0)EIIPU]
=t 600T°500¢ N Teqo[D) is201AlRg puE spooL) ASojouoa] jsuosiag 7 WO ESTEQO]L) S
6007 Aapenbs s1ojedpu] Ajenby
CHLTS . . i . - ; ue Ao [eno
=PI cooz000z s o1 BpWD ‘0107t ‘BurEI], pue wonEonpy w0y 4 Dot o
20UEWRAOL) PooL) *dIYsRULE [BQO]L) (S20IMO0S3y SR
600T/300T L [emIEN] ‘uodSUEI] I[EUTEISTY ‘ASRUY PUE 25UWRY) 21EWI]) FENPUL
9CT - fey frar Ernr 8T . N ' . ' 0l ymamdoparag
S661 SWUL T ‘mreay o1qng “saSwey)) omderSowa 7 ‘wononpoid pue .
uondwmsuoy) 2[qeure1sng JuudoRAs(] JIUIOU0I2-01I0g IqEmERNS g
_ $1UMO020Y [EUONE N *SIO1EJTPU] [BIDUEUL] PUE ATEIRTIOJA]
CET === 1107 W23 1£3 *123TE[A] MOQET *$3DIATIG PUE 2DIDUMOY) "ATISTIPU] S2PEIL 2 (133d)
- -300¢ . i . . - SI0JENPU] 0INY T
[EWRIXT 520UJ RWNSU0)) SSAUSHY [SIRWAR Jo 20Ue[eg
HISTHOTATE SI0)ENPU
Tl 6007-000T g ug 29 U015 [ER0§ (M0 JMNOU0DT ‘YdIe2say] PUE 9 FEINPHL
Yy oA “buno rEempnng (q 1
uoneaotu] JuamAojdury ‘punorSyoeg JUIOU0IT [BIURL)
e . . SI0)ENPU
11 6007-000T g ug 2 YLMOIL) JATSTIUT “YLM0I0) A[GRUTEISTLY S1M0I0) WTBTIE € 0Z0Z % naa_-wm— Mm -
TR TIUOIIATIY
. P N U015a107) [ED0] TMI0JY JTNOU0DT (YdTeasay] PUE ST LN [IAM0ID)
=t 600270002 s e uoneaouu] uewiojdwy TpunoiSyoeg JIUIoU0T [ERURD 6 s.1F Jo s1oyenpuy |
Y1MOI) JATSTDUT “YLM0I0) A[GEUTEISTLY SYIMO0I0) BTG
sauoSa1edqns S2UI0B31ED
sroerp ==POMod WOTSTATHT 10 I2quump] SSHOBRIE 30 AL JO Bquunpy aseqe)e
Jo Jaquny aseqe)e( o ‘a ®Ed
ISEQEJEP JO UMOpHEALY

SBAPUT ANJOF ()T — SLOIPANPUL IDISOMT J0 aSOQUILT ] XeUUE




HONDAOGD]2 UM ([ [(7 IISONT [B2n0g
HONITLASUOD BPUN $2]q0] INANO-INdU] 6 5T (038100 0 SIOIPIPU] 4 g uw
2]qUEDAD DIDP AYIUOP sesex
SAOIDIIPUI SS0.00 8104 ARqUIDAD jusnba.f 1501 21 0] BupUOdsa.Li00 POLIBd dBDAPAY 4y

SNOBUD[[BISIPT — Py [OLIOJLLB] — [ DI208 — § [USIUUOMAUT — U “DNMOUODT — I . "BJON
SE9 E / ! LTT / 6& €30 L
30078661 : - c : ASojourday
7 . : 2 [ UOTBAQUUI PUE AZ0[0UP2] 20U
03¢ ‘30079661 | L : . - prE Aeoen PS ! pue 2uang
=xx800T F— c : \ - AS19U3
66 2661 L ug g 11 ASIPUY IUATHHOIAT 7 S ——
65¢ 60073661 L g wodstuery, I jrodsuely,
9t 60076661 it | < SPEN [EULRIKH ! PRy [ELINXy
_ — g ' - SJTISTIE]S I5T/I2A00 PUET SALIAYSI]
s6¢ 600Z-3661 W's >4 FC ISIOTEDIPU] [RIURWUUOIAUA-USY Jpood ‘SaURmslq ‘AIlsa1o S2IMMIMoUsy 9 PUE 2IM[NILIS Y
. e o _ A131705 MOTIEULIOIUT *SPO0S PRIMIDEINUEN] _ S3ILAIIS
819 LOOT-9661 W v °E 6C TWSUMO [, *SOTISTIEIS SSAUISTI] ULR1-MOTG “SDTISTIELS SSAUISTL] TEIMIDNNG = puE apeq ‘Aysnpuy
2mm;)
. ”uuﬁmd_ﬁ.mmEEEu PUE S SARAME 1R8pNg Eo.mmmdom ”H"Ho.ﬂumuoun S—
0eT 1 600T-6661 W's P9 9 TEIOg JSUONIPUOD SUIAIT PUE UOISTU] [BI0S “3wodu] J(43amg 6 ue wonemndo
20104 MOQeT - g4 Swpnpur) 12)ewl Mmoqe ] “Suluren pue UoNEINpY P HEmeed
(1o 1B A12J98S PUE YI[ERH /YI[EY JTqud) Yifea | ‘uonendog
siatied Jo 2ouereq (sgdq) senued
1amod Swseypamd {(JHTH) §201 RTINS0, ) JO S30TpU] PAZIUOTIEE] souem
R T &00T-100T 1 "wwz"um 3¢ mmuﬁmﬁ.ﬂm TEIDUEUI] 12110 PUE \mHmuunoE IS2JEI 1SAT2UT 153X 0l pue .mEa..u.WuH
2ZUEYoXY [SONSTIEIS 20UBUY R INLISAQL) ‘SIUN0I0E 101025 ueadomy
sarqe1 mding-mnduy ¢ ¥SH (O SUIPNIUI) SIUN0IOE [EUOTIEN
_ WL SAMNUNOD IEPIPUED [ENUR10 PUE 2IEPIPUE,) SAMUNOD UEIUELIRIPIA SINSTIE}S [EUOISIX
81t 600C -L66T ‘g ug 0g Ie i toneRdoo) ‘uonei2dood [EUOTIEUIRIU] (SN0 PUE STOTEay 4 pPuE [e1auaL)
sI0jEJIpUI sauo8a1E0qns sau0821ED
e c<POLIAJ . : sa110821ed JO AL '
jo JO Rquuny Jo Rqumpn ISEqQE)E(]
_ asEqE)e(] UOISUITUI(]
RETviiNg ISEQEJEP JO UMOPHEITH

away ] Aq SaUSUDIS — SLOIDAPUL IDISONT o as0qoIR(T |7 XPUUE




HOURLOQU]A UMD ([ [(F IDISOMT 824105
SAOJPINPUL ST0.400 o (Ipiquppan Juanbal jsow ay) 0] Spuodsa.ci0d PoLBd aBDBAF 4,
SNOPUBAISIFT — Jy [PLOILLE] — [ TOI20S — § [OIMBUUOAAUT — U ‘DNHOUOIT — IF , 210N

0T0T-L00T
“900Z-£00T

JpNE UEQI))

0t wmoom-mmmﬁ W'L'stui>g 6 TOBRI[[OI BIEp HPTME UBQIn) [ — SJUSNE)S A1)
-8661-+661
‘E661-6361
SOTISTIEIS UOTIBISTUI [RUOISaY]
“SIMSTIELS A19100S TOTIETIIOIUT [EU0TE27] (SOTISTIRIS S1500 MOQE]
TeUOTSa7] (SITISTIEIS 123{IBTH INOQE] [BUOTE2Y jsonsnels uodsuen
. _ TEw0ISa7] [SOTSTIRIS WSLNO] [EUQTS7 JSONSTIEIS YIEY SIYSIE)S
80¢ 800T°L661 W.LSsuL~d st Teuo18a7] (SOTISTIRIS SS2UISTG [EIMIOTUIS TEUOTSa7] ‘SOTISTIRIS el [EuoiSay
ASolounyo2] PUE 20UR10S [EUOISRY SOTISTIELS UOTIEIMPR
[BU0IEaY (0 VS - SIUNOIIE JMMIOU0ID [EUOTE27Y (SITISTIRIS
omdeiSomep [BU0TERY] SINSTIEIS MMINOUSE [BUOISay]
sau0821E0qNS satoSa1Ed
s10jedIpul i | worsuAI (Y JO aqump] somo833ed 30 IPIL JO IRquImp] aseqeye([
JO Taquuny ISEQEE(] R :

JSECEJEP JO UMOPHEILH

SENIF PUD SUOLFEY — SIGIRINPU] JRISONT [0 asuquIp(] I Xauuy




ANALYZA DATOVE ZAKLADNY PRO ZKOUMA’Ni spUDRZNOSTI
A KONKURENCESCHOPNOSTI V PODMINKACH EU

V Evropské unii jsou otazky konkurenceschopnosti obvykle spojovany s problematikou
hospodarské, socidlni a uzemni soudrznosti. V poslednich letech se problematika méteni
konkurenceschopnosti dostdva do popiedi zdjmu fady ekonomickych analyz, predevsSim
s ohledem na neexistenci hlavniho proudu nézorti na jeji hodnoceni. Cilem ptispévku je
analyza datové zakladny Evropské unie, jez vede k identifikaci vhodnych indikatort pro
hodnoceni trovné soudrznosti a konkurenceschopnosti ¢lenskych stati EU a jejich regiond.
Hodnoceni konkurenceschopnosti a soudrznosti z hlediska diferenci mezi jednotlivymi staty
aregiony je tfeba sledovat v Sirokém komplexu ekonomickych, socialnich
a environmentalnich kritérii, na jejichz zakladé¢ lze vymezit problémové oblasti zemi
a regiont, které zpusobuji tyto rozdily.

DIE ANALYSE DER DATENBASIS FUR DIE UNTERSUCHUNG
VON KOHASION UND WETTBEWERBSFAHIGKEIT
IN DER EU-BEDINGUNGEN

In der Europdischen Union werden Fragen der Wettbewerbsfahigkeit in der Regel mit den
Problemen der wirtschaftlichen, sozialen und territorialen Kohésion verbunden. Die Frage der
Messung der Wettbewerbsfahigkeit ist in den letzten Jahren Gegenstand des Interesses
in einer Reihe 6konomischer Analysen, hauptsichlich wegen des Mangels an Mainstream-
Ansichten iiber die Bewertung der Wettbewerbsfdhigkeit. Das Ziel des Beitrags ist die
Analyse der Datenbank der Europdischen Union, die zur Identifizierung geeigneter
Indikatoren fiir die Bewertung des Niveaus der Kohdsion und Wettbewerbsfahigkeit in den
EU-Mitgliedstaaten und ihren Regionen fiihrt. Die Bewertung der Wettbewerbsfahigkeit und
der Kohdsion in Bezug auf die Unterschiede zwischen den Liandern und Regionen sind in
einem groflen Komplex von wirtschaftlichen, sozialen und Okologischen Kriterien zu
untersuchen. Auf der Grundlage dieser Indikatoren konnen Problembereiche der Léander und
Regionen abgegrenzt werden, die diese Unterschiede verursachen.

ANALIZA BAZY DANYCH DO BADANIA SPOJNOSCI
I KONKURENCYJNOSCI W WARUNKACH UE

W Unii Europejskiej kwestie konkurencyjnosci zazwyczaj laczone sa z zagadnieniami
spojnosci  gospodarczej, spotecznej 1 terytorialnej. W ostatnich latach pomiar
konkurencyjnosci stanowi gtéwny przedmiot wielu analiz ekonomicznych, przede wszystkim
zpowodu braku istnienia gldwnego nurtu pogladow na jej oceng. Celem niniejszego
opracowania jest analiza danych Unii Europejskiej, ktorej celem jest identyfikacja
odpowiednich wskaznikéw stuzacych do oceny poziomu spojnosci i konkurencyjnosci panstw
cztonkowskich UE 1 ich regionéw. Ocen¢ konkurencyjnosci i spdjnosci z punktu widzenia
roznic migdzy poszczegdlnymi panstwami i1 regionami nalezy prowadzi¢ w szerokim
kontekscie kryteriow ekonomicznych, spotecznych i srodowiskowych, na ktoérych podstawie
mozna okresli¢ problemowe obszary krajow i regiondw, bedace przyczyng tych réznic.



