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* Eurostat’s international trade in goods database Ob;ervatson; 21,385,328 21,385,328
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* Three-way balanced panel consisting of imports of all products
from all GSP beneficiaries (current and former) for the period 2010

to 2017 | | CONCLUSIONS

* Annual values of imports to EU from 134 countries. Of these, 52
developing countries and territories form treatment group,
remaining 82 countries form control group

- Defined at Combined Nomenclature (CN) 8 level, panel contains * The incidence of loss is greater for countries exporting more than the median exports and for manufactured products.

* Estimates show that withdrawal of GSP preferential treatment adversely affected countries’ exports to the EU.

19,949 diverse product lines * This paper provides crucial evidence needed to guide policy decisions about the future of the GSP program.
* Data for world exports obtained from UN Comtrade database



