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Abstract

This study analyzed the competitiveness of Korea’s FTA partners in exporting fishery products using
MCA index and RCA index. According to the results, Chile, EFTA, ASEAN, Peru, Canada, and New
Zealand were expected to be advantageous to expand exports of fishery products to Korea because the

RCA and MCA indexes exceeded 1.

By products, exports of salmon(EFTA, Chile), mackerel(EFTA),

lobsters (Canada), shrimp(India, ASEAN, Vietnam), squid(Chile, New Zealand, Peru, China), small octopus,
and webfoot octopus(ASEAN, Vietnam) to Korea are expected to increase. Since Korea already has a very
high proportion of imports from FTA countries in the total supply of fishery products, it is necessary to

pay attention to the impact of the additional FTA.
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<Table 1> Korea's import of fisheries products from FTA countries

Effective
Country 2000 2004 2008 2012 2016 2018 .CAGR year of
since FTA
the FTA
Total 1,030 1,705 2,128 2,723 3,300 4,319 6.9

China 491 929 1,035 1,083 1,226 1,515 11.2 2015
ASEAN 200 330 573 791 898 1,201 7.9 2007
Vietnam 72 144 306 507 621 857 17.5 2015
EFTA 22 40 40 127 314 425 19.2 2006
USA 145 137 136 177 244 279 7.9 2012
EU 56 77 84 105 163 204 11.5 2011
Chile 24 44 72 111 136 200 114 2004
Peru 11 24 41 78 95 173 134 2011
Canada 18 47 30 63 82 119 25.1 2015
India 11 25 20 46 57 77 5.9 2010
Australia 35 32 73 102 56 62 -5.0 2014
Turkey 0 8 7 14 12 36 123 2013
New Zealand 16 12 16 25 16 28 31.1 2015
Singapore 9 7 43 3 3 3 -9.5 2006
Colombia 0 0 0 0 0 89.7 2016

Source: Trade Statistics Service.
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<Table 2> HS code classification of fisheries
products

HS4
0301-0305
0306
0307
1604-1605

Products
Fish

Crustacean

Mollusca

Processed fisheries product
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[Fig. 1] Comparison of the Annual MCA Index of FTA Partners(2001-2018).
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[Fig. 2] Comparison of the Annual RCA Index of FTA Partners(2001-2018).
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<Table 3> MCA Index by Products of FTA Partners

Processed fisheries

Fish Crustacean Mollusca product
B;?Xe Recent BFei(:e Recent Bg:(ze Recent BFG?XG Recent

Chile 1.9 2.8 0.0 0.0 0.1 6.7 0.6 0.5
Singapore 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1
EFTA 2.7 14.0 0.0 3.5 0.0 0.0 1.7 1.8
ASEAN 0.6 0.6 3.1 2.7 3.1 2.9 2.6 3.8
India 0.7 0.6 0.6 1.1 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.3
EU 0.3 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.9
Peru 1.9 1.3 0.0 0.9 10.1 5.8 29.1 28.7
USA 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1
Turkey 22 2.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 13.4 7.5
Australia 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Canada 0.9 0.3 6.1 8.5 0.4 0.2 0.6 0.4
New Zealand 1.0 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 25 6.8 4.6
China 1.4 1.0 1.0 0.7 2.7 23 1.2 1.2
Vietnam 3.1 1.4 13.9 6.8 14.4 7.1 15.2 8.0

Note: Comparing the average of 3 years before FTA between each country and Korea to the average of the last 3 years.
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Processed fisheries

Fish Crustacean Mollusca product

Blf]{(:e Recent BFe]t:(:e Recent Blf]t:(ze Recent B;;(Xe Recent
Chile 17.4 16.8 0.4 0.8 6.6 3.7 6.9 3.1
Singapore 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.1
EFTA 6.8 7.3 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.0 1.0 0.3
ASEAN 0.9 1.1 4.5 2.7 2.6 1.6 3.6 3.6
India 0.7 0.9 4.6 9.5 2.6 35 0.9 0.8
EU 0.8 0.8 0.5 0.3 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.7
Peru 1.3 1.5 2.0 3.0 13.6 11.1 3.5 3.8
USA 0.6 0.6 0.5 0.4 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2
Turkey 0.7 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.2
Australia 0.3 0.3 1.9 1.8 1.0 0.8 0.1 0.1
Canada 0.8 0.9 3.7 4.1 1.3 1.1 0.7 0.8
New Zealand 44 39 4.5 42 9.7 10.1 1.0 0.8
China 1.0 0.9 0.6 0.4 22 2.0 2.0 2.0
Vietnam 49 3.6 11.1 6.5 4.6 33 8.2 6.1

Note : Comparing the average of 3 years before FTA between each country and Korea to the average of the last 3 years.
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<Table 5> Overall estimates of productiveness

Index Export Type

Market Expansion

RCA>1, MCA>1 :
Expect Market Expansion

Specialized in the Korean Market

New Entry into the Korean Market is
Possible

RCA<1, MCA>1

RCA>1, MCA<1

RCA<1, MCA<1 Comparative Inferiority

<Table 6> -$-gv}2} FTA A=< MCAA

TR RCAA S HItsl 2a A o] &
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<Table 6> The trend of MCA index and RCA index by FTA partners

MCA index RCA Index
Export Type
Index Trend Index Trend
Chile 1.3 — 26 A 10.6 — 9.8 v Market Expansion
Singapore 02 — 0.0 v 02 — 0.1 v Comparative Inferiority
EFTA 1.9 — 8.0 A 38 — 39 A Market Expansion
ASEAN 1.6 = 1.8 A 23 —> 19 v Market Expansion
India 0.6 — 0.6 A 1.5 — 27 A New Entry into the market is possible
EU 03 — 03 v 0.7 — 0.7 A Comparative Inferiority
Total Peru 56 — 55 v 29 — 3.1 A Market Expansion
USA 04 — 04 A 05 —> 04 v Comparative Inferiority
Turkey 28 = 24 v 0.5 — 0.7 A Specialized in the Korean Market
Australia 0.0 — 0.0 A 0.6 — 0.6 v Comparative Inferiority
Canada 1.7 —> 19 A 14 — 1.5 A Market Expansion
New Zealand 1.4 — 1.6 A 42 — 39 v Market Expansion
China 1.5 — 12 v 1.2 — 1.1 v Expect Market Expansion
Vietnam 84 — 43 v 6.7 — 4.6 v Expect Market Expansion
Chile 19 — 28 A 174 — 168 v Market Expansion
Singapore 02 — 0.0 v 02 — 0.1 v Comparative Inferiority
EFTA 2.7 — 14.0 A 6.8 — 7.3 A Market Expansion
ASEAN 0.6 — 0.6 v 09 — 1.1 A New Entry into the market is possible
India 0.7 — 0.6 v 0.7 — 09 A Comparative Inferiority
EU 03 — 03 A 0.8 — 0.8 A Comparative Inferiority
Fish Peru 19 — 1.3 v 1.3 = 15 A Market Expansion
USA 0.7 — 0.7 A 0.6 = 0.6 v Comparative Inferiority
Turkey 22 —> 29 A 07 — 1.1 A Market Expansion
Australia 0.0 — 0.1 A 03 —> 03 A Comparative Inferiority
Canada 09 — 03 v 0.8 — 09 A Comparative Inferiority
New Zealand 1.0 — 1.2 A 44 — 39 v Market Expansion
China 14 — 1.0 v 1.0 — 09 v Specialized in the Korean Market
Vietnam 3.1 > 14 v 49 — 36 v Expect Market Expansion
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Chile 0.0 — 0.0 A 04 — 0.8 A Comparative Inferiority
Singapore 0.1 — 0.0 v 0.1 — 0.0 v Comparative Inferiority
EFTA 0.0 — 35 A 03 — 0.2 v Specialized in the Korean Market
ASEAN 31 = 27 v 45 — 2.7 v Expect Market Expansion
India 06 — 1.1 A 46 —> 95 A Market Expansion
EU 0.0 — 0.0 A 05 —> 03 v Comparative Inferiority
Peru 0.0 — 09 A 20 — 3.0 A New Entry into the market is possible
USA 0.1 — 03 A 05 — 04 v Comparative Inferiority
Turkey 0.0 — 0.0 v 0.0 — 0.0 v Comparative Inferiority
Australia 0.0 — 0.0 v 19 — 1.8 v New Entry into the market is possible
Canada 6.1 — 85 A 37 — 41 A Market Expansion
New Zealand 0.0 — 0.0 v 45 —> 42 v New Entry into the market is possible
China 1.0 — 0.7 v 0.6 — 04 v Comparative Inferiority
Vietnam 139 — 6.8 v 11.1 = 6.5 v Expect Market Expansion
Chile 0.1 — 6.7 A 6.6 — 3.7 v Market Expansion
Singapore 0.0 — 0.0 v 02 — 0.1 v Comparative Inferiority
EFTA 0.0 — 0.0 v 0.1 — 0.0 v Comparative Inferiority
ASEAN 3.1 = 29 v 2.6 — 1.6 v Expect Market Expansion
India 02 — 0.0 v 26 > 35 A New Entry into the market is possible
EU 0.0 — 0.0 v 0.6 = 0.6 v Comparative Inferiority
Mollusca Peru 10.1 — 5.8 v 13.6 — 11.1 v Expect Market Expansion
USA 0.1 — 0.0 v 0.6 — 0.4 v Comparative Inferiority
Turkey 0.0 = 0.0 v 04 — 0.2 v Comparative Inferiority
Australia 0.0 — 0.0 A 1.0 — 0.8 v Comparative Inferiority
Canada 04 — 02 v 13— 1.1 v New Entry into the market is possible
New Zealand 0.0 — 2.5 A 9.7 — 10.1 A Market Expansion
China 27 — 23 v 22 =20 v Expect Market Expansion
Vietnam 144 — 7.1 v 46 — 33 v Expect Market Expansion
Chile 0.6 = 05 v 69 — 3.1 v New Entry into the market is possible
Singapore 0.1 — 0.1 A 02 — 0.1 v Comparative Inferiority
EFTA 1.7 —> 1.8 A 1.0 — 03 v Specialized in the Korean Market
ASEAN 26 — 3.8 A 3.6 = 3.6 v Market Expansion
India 0.1 — 03 A 09 — 0.8 v Comparative Inferiority
EU 1.1 — 09 v 0.7 — 0.7 v Comparative Inferiority
I;m]fes,sed Peru 291—-27 V¥ 3538 A Market Expansion
;Ozzzf USA 01—>01 ¥ 03-02 V¥ Comparative Inferiority
Turkey 134 — 75 v 02 — 0.2 A Specialized in the Korean Market
Australia 0.0 = 0.0 A 0.1 — 0.1 v Comparative Inferiority
Canada 0.6 — 04 v 0.7 — 0.8 A Comparative Inferiority
New Zealand 6.8 — 4.6 v 1.0 — 0.8 v Specialized in the Korean Market
China 12 = 12 A 20 — 2.0 v Market Expansion
Vietnam 152 — 8.0 v 82 — 6.1 v Expect Market Expansion

Note : Comparing the average of 3

years before FTA between each country and Korea to the average of the last 3 years.
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