
VOLUME NO. 3 (2013), ISSUE NO. 10 (OCTOBER)  ISSN 2231-4245 

 A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed (Refereed/Juried) Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories 

Indexed & Listed at:  
Ulrich's Periodicals Directory ©, ProQuest, U.S.A., EBSCO Publishing, U.S.A., Cabell’s Directories of Publishing Opportunities, U.S.A., 

Open J-Gage, India [link of the same is duly available at Inflibnet of University Grants Commission (U.G.C.)], 
Index Copernicus Publishers Panel, Polandwith IC Value of 5.09 &number of libraries all around the world. 

Circulated all over the world & Google has verified that scholars of more than 2840 Cities in 164 countries/territories are visiting our journal on regular basis. 

Ground Floor, Building No. 1041-C-1, Devi Bhawan Bazar, JAGADHRI – 135 003, Yamunanagar, Haryana, INDIA 

http://ijrcm.org.in/ 



VOLUME NO. 3 (2013), ISSUE NO. 10 (OCTOBER)  ISSN 2231-4245 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMMERCE, ECONOMICS & MANAGEMENT 
A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed (Refereed/Juried) Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories 

http://ijrcm.org.in/ 

ii 

    CONTENTSCONTENTSCONTENTSCONTENTS    
Sr. 
No. TITLE & NAME OF THE AUTHOR (S) Page 

No. 

1. SMART SKILLS: BRIDGING THE SKILL GAP FOR YOUTH EMPLOYMENT 

DR. MANJARI AGARWAL & K. K. PANDE 

1 

2. THE NEED TO FOCUS ON HRD CLIMATE IN HIGHER EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS: AN EMPIRICAL ASSESSMENT 

DR. PRAVEEN CHOUGALE & DR. GURUNATH J. FAGARE 

8 

3. PERFORMANCE OF INDO-RUSSIAN TRADE DYNAMICS: AN APPRAISAL FOR THE YEAR 2003-2006 

MANMOHAN SINGH & S. P. KAUSHIK 

13 

4. KNOWLEDGE AND PRACTICE OF GENERAL PRACTITIONERS REGARDING PSYCHIATRIC DISORDERS IN VADODARA CITY 

GAURAV JD & NIRAJ P 

16 

5. EDUCATIONAL STATUS OF SCHEDULED TRIBES IN COIMBATORE DISTRICT 

DR. R. ANNAPOORANI & M.SHANTHI 

19 

6. REVEALED COMPARATIVE ADVANTAGE AND TRADE FLOWS AMONG SAARC COUNTRIES: AN ANALYSIS 

DR. B. P. SARATH CHANDRAN 

24 

7. FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS AND WOMEN ENTREPRENEURSHIP IN KERALA AND TAMIL NADU 

DR. SANTHA S. 

31 

8. CORPORATE GOVERNANCE AND BUSINESS ETHICS IN IT SECTOR: SOME REFLECTIONS 

DR. BADIUDDIN AHMED, SYED HAMID MOHIUDDIN QUADRI & MOHAMMED ABDUL LATEEF 

38 

9. WORK-LIFE BALANCE (WLB): A CAUSE OF CONCERN IN BANKING SECTOR 

RITU ATHEYA & DR. RENU ARORA 

42 

10. PRIVATIZATION – IS IT A SOLUTION TO PRIORITIZATION? 

DR. JEEMON JOSEPH & SHIBU ITTY MATHEW 

46 

11. A STUDY OF STRESS AMONG FACULTY MEMBERS IN COLLEGES OF JALANDHAR 

MEGHA JAIN & DR. INDERPAL SINGH 

49 

12. HRM PRACTICES IN THE NEW ECONOMY 

THOTA AMRUTHA VALLI & DR. P. ARUNKUMAR 

55 

13. THE IMPACT OF TOURISM DEVELOPMENT ON THE ECONOMIC, CULTURAL, ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIAL DIMENSIONS: PERCEPTION OF 

RESIDENTS’ OF GONDER AND ITS NEARBY RURAL COMMUNITIES IN ETHIOPIA 

DR. GETIE ANDUALEM IMIRU 

57 

14. THE NATIONAL CHALLENGES AND POLICY OPTIONS OF ETHIOPIAN EDUCATIONAL SYSTEM TOWARDS THE ACHIEVEMENT OF EFA GOALS: 

A FOCUS ON PRIMARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOL 

DR. BIRHANU MOGES ALEMU 

63 

15. ROLE AND CHARACTERISTICS OF THE URBAN INFORMAL SECTOR IN ETHIOPIA: A STUDY BASED ON NATIONAL HOUSEHOLD SURVEY 

CHALACHEW GETAHUN DESTA 

73 

16. GROWTH AND PERFORMANCE OF AREA, PRODUCTION AND PRODUCTIVITY OF NATURAL RUBBER IN INDIA 

M. KANNAN 

80 

17. EMPLOYMENT GENERATION AND COMMON PROPERTY RESOURCES IN EAST SIANG DISTRICT OF ARUNACHAL PRADESH, INDIA 

TOKU CHOKIO 

85 

18. LOVE, COMPASSION AND SPIRITUALITY: A TRULY RELEVANT ETHOS IN MANAGEMENT AND BUSINESS ORGANISATIONS 

GEETU SHARMA 

90 

19. CLAUSE 49: AN ATTEMPT TO DISCIPLINE CORPORATE 

SUVIT DAS 

92 

20. SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS OF STUDENTS STUDYING IN GOVERNMENT EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS - WITH SPECIAL REFERENCE TO 

BELLARY DISTRICT 

KOKILA H S & PRASHANTHA RAMACHANDRA HEGDE 

98 

21. THE CLIMATE OF COOPERATION IN SWEDEN 

VINCENT DODOO 

101 

22. GREEN FINANCE IS ESSENTIAL FOR ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND SUSTAINABILITY 

TASNIM UDDIN CHOWDHURY, RAJIB DATTA & HARADHAN KUMAR MOHAJAN 

104 

23. INSTITUTIONAL CREDIT AND AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT 

DR. R. GOVINDASAMY 

109 

24. A COMPARATIVE STUDY OF PRIMARY HEALTH CENTRES IN INDIA AND HARYANA 

ANNU 

112 

25. IMPACT OF MICRO FINANCE IN POVERTY ALLEVIATION AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT OF SHGS 

M. ANNAM 

115 

26. FACTORS INFLUENCING THE PROGRESSIVE USE OF PUBLIC LIBRARIES BY ITS PATRONS 

BIMAL CHANDRA NAIR 

120 

27. QUALITY EDUCATION: ISSUES, CONCERNS AND CHALLENGES 

BHAVNA JOSHI 

123 

28. THE INTERNATIONALIZATION OF HIGHER EDUCATION AND ITS EFFECT ON STUDENT MOBILITY 

MUNEEB HUSSAIN GATTOO & MUJEEB HUSSAIN GATTOO 

126 

29. CONTRIBUTION OF COMMERCIAL BANKS IN HOUSING FINANCE IN HARYANA: A COMPARATIVE STUDY 

HARDEEP & SATISH KUMAR 

132 

30. REGULATION OF INDIAN MUTUAL INDUSTRY 

MONIKA SAINI 

135 

 REQUEST FOR FEEDBACK 
145 



VOLUME NO. 3 (2013), ISSUE NO. 10 (OCTOBER)  ISSN 2231-4245 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMMERCE, ECONOMICS & MANAGEMENT 
A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed (Refereed/Juried) Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories 

http://ijrcm.org.in/ 

iii 

CHIEF PATRONCHIEF PATRONCHIEF PATRONCHIEF PATRON 
PROF. K. K. AGGARWAL 

Chairman, Malaviya National Institute of Technology, Jaipur 
(An institute of National Importance & fully funded by Ministry of Human Resource Development, Government of India) 

Chancellor, K. R. Mangalam University, Gurgaon 

Chancellor, Lingaya’s University, Faridabad 

Founder Vice-Chancellor (1998-2008), Guru Gobind Singh Indraprastha University, Delhi 

Ex. Pro Vice-Chancellor, Guru Jambheshwar University, Hisar 

    

FOUNDER FOUNDER FOUNDER FOUNDER PATRONPATRONPATRONPATRON    
LATE SH. RAM BHAJAN AGGARWAL 

 Former State Minister for Home & Tourism, Government of Haryana 

Former Vice-President, Dadri Education Society, Charkhi Dadri 

Former President, Chinar Syntex Ltd. (Textile Mills), Bhiwani 

    

COCOCOCO----ORDINATORORDINATORORDINATORORDINATOR 
DR. BHAVET 

Faculty, Shree Ram Institute of Business & Management, Urjani 

    

ADVISORSADVISORSADVISORSADVISORS 
DR. PRIYA RANJAN TRIVEDI 

Chancellor, The Global Open University, Nagaland 

PROF. M. S. SENAM RAJU 
Director A. C. D., School of Management Studies, I.G.N.O.U., New Delhi 

PROF. M. N. SHARMA 
Chairman, M.B.A., HaryanaCollege of Technology & Management, Kaithal 

PROF. S. L. MAHANDRU 
Principal (Retd.), MaharajaAgrasenCollege, Jagadhri 

    

EDITOREDITOREDITOREDITOR 
PROF. R. K. SHARMA 

Professor, Bharti Vidyapeeth University Institute of Management & Research, New Delhi 

    

COCOCOCO----EDITOREDITOREDITOREDITOR 
DR. SAMBHAV GARG 

Faculty, Shree Ram Institute of Business & Management, Urjani 

    

EDITORIAL ADVISORY BOARDEDITORIAL ADVISORY BOARDEDITORIAL ADVISORY BOARDEDITORIAL ADVISORY BOARD    
DR. RAJESH MODI 

Faculty, Yanbu Industrial College, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 

PROF. SIKANDER KUMAR 
Chairman, Department of Economics, HimachalPradeshUniversity, Shimla, Himachal Pradesh 

PROF. SANJIV MITTAL 
UniversitySchool of Management Studies, GuruGobindSinghI. P. University, Delhi 

PROF. RAJENDER GUPTA 
Convener, Board of Studies in Economics, University of Jammu, Jammu 



VOLUME NO. 3 (2013), ISSUE NO. 10 (OCTOBER)  ISSN 2231-4245 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMMERCE, ECONOMICS & MANAGEMENT 
A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed (Refereed/Juried) Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories 

http://ijrcm.org.in/ 

iv 

PROF. NAWAB ALI KHAN 
Department of Commerce, Aligarh Muslim University, Aligarh, U.P. 

PROF. S. P. TIWARI 
Head, Department of Economics & Rural Development, Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia Avadh University, Faizabad 

DR. ANIL CHANDHOK    
Professor, Faculty of Management, Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana, Ambala, Haryana 

DR. ASHOK KUMAR CHAUHAN 
Reader, Department of Economics, KurukshetraUniversity, Kurukshetra 

DR. SAMBHAVNA 
Faculty, I.I.T.M., Delhi 

DR. MOHENDER KUMAR GUPTA 
Associate Professor, P.J.L.N.GovernmentCollege, Faridabad 

DR. VIVEK CHAWLA 
Associate Professor, Kurukshetra University, Kurukshetra 

DR. SHIVAKUMAR DEENE 
Asst. Professor, Dept. of Commerce, School of Business Studies, Central University of Karnataka, Gulbarga 

    

ASSOCIATE EDITORSASSOCIATE EDITORSASSOCIATE EDITORSASSOCIATE EDITORS 
PROF. ABHAY BANSAL 

Head, Department of Information Technology, Amity School of Engineering & Technology, Amity University, Noida 

PARVEEN KHURANA 
Associate Professor, MukandLalNationalCollege, Yamuna Nagar 

SHASHI KHURANA 
Associate Professor, S.M.S.KhalsaLubanaGirlsCollege, Barara, Ambala 

SUNIL KUMAR KARWASRA 
Principal, AakashCollege of Education, ChanderKalan, Tohana, Fatehabad 

DR. VIKAS CHOUDHARY 
Asst. Professor, N.I.T. (University), Kurukshetra 

    

TECHNICAL ADVISORTECHNICAL ADVISORTECHNICAL ADVISORTECHNICAL ADVISOR    
AMITA 

Faculty, Government M. S., Mohali 

    

FINANCIAL ADVISORSFINANCIAL ADVISORSFINANCIAL ADVISORSFINANCIAL ADVISORS    
DICKIN GOYAL 

Advocate & Tax Adviser, Panchkula 

NEENA 
Investment Consultant, Chambaghat, Solan, Himachal Pradesh 

    

LEGAL ADVISORSLEGAL ADVISORSLEGAL ADVISORSLEGAL ADVISORS    
JITENDER S. CHAHAL 

Advocate, Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh U.T. 

CHANDER BHUSHAN SHARMA 
Advocate & Consultant, District Courts, Yamunanagar at Jagadhri 

 

SUPERINTENDENTSUPERINTENDENTSUPERINTENDENTSUPERINTENDENT    
SURENDER KUMAR POONIA 



VOLUME NO. 3 (2013), ISSUE NO. 10 (OCTOBER)  ISSN 2231-4245 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMMERCE, ECONOMICS & MANAGEMENT 
A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed (Refereed/Juried) Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories 

http://ijrcm.org.in/ 

v 

CALL FOR MANUSCRIPTSCALL FOR MANUSCRIPTSCALL FOR MANUSCRIPTSCALL FOR MANUSCRIPTS    
We invite unpublished novel, original, empirical and high quality research work pertaining to recent developments & practices in the areas of 

Computer Science & Applications; Commerce; Business; Finance; Marketing; Human Resource Management; General Management; Banking; 

Economics; Tourism Administration & Management; Education; Law; Library & Information Science; Defence & Strategic Studies; Electronic Science; 

Corporate Governance; Industrial Relations; and emerging paradigms in allied subjects like Accounting; Accounting Information Systems; Accounting 

Theory & Practice; Auditing; Behavioral Accounting; Behavioral Economics; Corporate Finance; Cost Accounting; Econometrics; Economic 

Development; Economic History; Financial Institutions & Markets; Financial Services; Fiscal Policy; Government & Non Profit Accounting; Industrial 

Organization; International Economics & Trade; International Finance; Macro Economics; Micro Economics; Rural Economics; Co-operation; 

Demography: Development Planning; Development Studies; Applied Economics; Development Economics; Business Economics; Monetary Policy; Public 

Policy Economics; Real Estate; Regional Economics; Political Science; Continuing Education; Labour Welfare; Philosophy; Psychology; Sociology; Tax 

Accounting; Advertising & Promotion Management; Management Information Systems (MIS); Business Law; Public Responsibility & Ethics; 

Communication; Direct Marketing; E-Commerce; Global Business; Health Care Administration; Labour Relations & Human Resource Management; 

Marketing Research; Marketing Theory & Applications; Non-Profit Organizations; Office Administration/Management; Operations Research/Statistics; 

Organizational Behavior & Theory; Organizational Development; Production/Operations; International Relations; Human Rights & Duties; Public 

Administration; Population Studies; Purchasing/Materials Management; Retailing; Sales/Selling; Services; Small Business Entrepreneurship; Strategic 

Management Policy; Technology/Innovation; Tourism & Hospitality; Transportation Distribution; Algorithms; Artificial Intelligence; Compilers & 

Translation; Computer Aided Design (CAD); Computer Aided Manufacturing; Computer Graphics; Computer Organization & Architecture; Database 

Structures & Systems; Discrete Structures; Internet; Management Information Systems; Modeling & Simulation; Neural Systems/Neural Networks; 

Numerical Analysis/Scientific Computing; Object Oriented Programming; Operating Systems; Programming Languages; Robotics; Symbolic & Formal 

Logic; Web Design and emerging paradigms in allied subjects. 

Anybody can submit the soft copy of unpublished novel; original; empirical and high quality research work/manuscript anytime in M.S. Word format 

after preparing the same as per our GUIDELINES FOR SUBMISSION; at our email address i.e. infoijrcm@gmail.com or online by clicking the link online 

submission as given on our website (FOR ONLINE SUBMISSION, CLICK HERE).  

GUIDELINES FOR SUBMISSION OF MANUSCRIPTGUIDELINES FOR SUBMISSION OF MANUSCRIPTGUIDELINES FOR SUBMISSION OF MANUSCRIPTGUIDELINES FOR SUBMISSION OF MANUSCRIPT    

1. COVERING LETTER FOR SUBMISSION: 

DATED: _____________ 

THE EDITOR 

IJRCM 

Subject: SUBMISSION OF MANUSCRIPT IN THE AREA OF. 

 (e.g. Finance/Marketing/HRM/General Management/Economics/Psychology/Law/Computer/IT/Engineering/Mathematics/other, please specify) 

DEAR SIR/MADAM 

Please find my submission of manuscript entitled ‘___________________________________________’ for possible publication in your journals. 

I hereby affirm that the contents of this manuscript are original. Furthermore, it has neither been published elsewhere in any language fully or partly, nor is it 

under review for publication elsewhere. 

I affirm that all the author (s) have seen and agreed to the submitted version of the manuscript and their inclusion of name (s) as co-author (s). 

Also, if my/our manuscript is accepted, I/We agree to comply with the formalities as given on the website of the journal & you are free to publish our 

contribution in any of your journals. 

NAME OF CORRESPONDING AUTHOR: 

Designation: 

Affiliation with full address, contact numbers & Pin Code: 

Residential address with Pin Code: 

Mobile Number (s): 

Landline Number (s):  

E-mail Address: 

Alternate E-mail Address: 

NOTES: 

a) The whole manuscript is required to be in ONE MS WORD FILE only (pdf. version is liable to be rejected without any consideration), which will start from 

the covering letter, inside the manuscript. 

b) The sender is required to mentionthe following in the SUBJECT COLUMN of the mail:  

New Manuscript for Review in the area of (Finance/Marketing/HRM/General Management/Economics/Psychology/Law/Computer/IT/ 

Engineering/Mathematics/other, please specify) 

c) There is no need to give any text in the body of mail, except the cases where the author wishes to give any specific message w.r.t. to the manuscript. 

d) The total size of the file containing the manuscript is required to be below 500 KB. 

e) Abstract alone will not be considered for review, and the author is required to submit the complete manuscript in the first instance. 

f) The journal gives acknowledgement w.r.t. the receipt of every email and in case of non-receipt of acknowledgment from the journal, w.r.t. the submission 

of manuscript, within two days of submission, the corresponding author is required to demand for the same by sending separate mail to the journal. 

2. MANUSCRIPT TITLE: The title of the paper should be in a 12 point Calibri Font. It should be bold typed, centered and fully capitalised. 

3. AUTHOR NAME (S) & AFFILIATIONS: The author (s) full name, designation, affiliation (s), address, mobile/landline numbers, and email/alternate email 

address should be in italic & 11-point Calibri Font. It must be centered underneath the title. 

4. ABSTRACT: Abstract should be in fully italicized text, not exceeding 250 words. The abstract must be informative and explain the background, aims, methods, 

results & conclusion in a single para. Abbreviations must be mentioned in full. 

 



VOLUME NO. 3 (2013), ISSUE NO. 10 (OCTOBER)  ISSN 2231-4245 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMMERCE, ECONOMICS & MANAGEMENT 
A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed (Refereed/Juried) Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories 

http://ijrcm.org.in/ 

vi 

 

5. KEYWORDS: Abstract must be followed by a list of keywords, subject to the maximum of five. These should be arranged in alphabetic order separated by 

commas and full stops at the end. 

6. MANUSCRIPT: Manuscript must be in BRITISH ENGLISH prepared on a standard A4 size PORTRAIT SETTING PAPER. It must be prepared on a single space and 

single column with 1” margin set for top, bottom, left and right. It should be typed in 8 point Calibri Font with page numbers at the bottom and centre of every 

page. It should be free from grammatical, spelling and punctuation errors and must be thoroughly edited. 

7. HEADINGS: All the headings should be in a 10 point Calibri Font. These must be bold-faced, aligned left and fully capitalised. Leave a blank line before each 

heading. 

8. SUB-HEADINGS: All the sub-headings should be in a 8 point Calibri Font. These must be bold-faced, aligned left and fully capitalised.  

9. MAIN TEXT: The main text should follow the following sequence: 

 INTRODUCTION 

 REVIEW OF LITERATURE 

 NEED/IMPORTANCE OF THE STUDY 

 STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM 

 OBJECTIVES 

 HYPOTHESES 

 RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

 RESULTS & DISCUSSION 

 FINDINGS 

 RECOMMENDATIONS/SUGGESTIONS 

 CONCLUSIONS 

 SCOPE FOR FURTHER RESEARCH 

 ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 

 REFERENCES 

 APPENDIX/ANNEXURE 

 It should be in a 8 point Calibri Font, single spaced and justified. The manuscript should preferably not exceed 5000 WORDS. 

10. FIGURES &TABLES: These should be simple, crystal clear, centered, separately numbered & self explained, and titles must be above the table/figure. Sources 

of data should be mentioned below the table/figure. It should be ensured that the tables/figures are referred to from the main text. 

11. EQUATIONS:These should be consecutively numbered in parentheses, horizontally centered with equation number placed at the right. 

12. REFERENCES: The list of all references should be alphabetically arranged. The author (s) should mention only the actually utilised references in the preparation 

of manuscript and they are supposed to follow Harvard Style of Referencing. The author (s) are supposed to follow the references as per the following: 

• All works cited in the text (including sources for tables and figures) should be listed alphabetically.  

• Use (ed.) for one editor, and (ed.s) for multiple editors.  

• When listing two or more works by one author, use --- (20xx), such as after Kohl (1997), use --- (2001), etc, in chronologically ascending order. 

• Indicate (opening and closing) page numbers for articles in journals and for chapters in books.  

• The title of books and journals should be in italics. Double quotation marks are used for titles of journal articles, book chapters, dissertations, reports, working 

papers, unpublished material, etc. 

• For titles in a language other than English, provide an English translation in parentheses.  

• The location of endnotes within the text should be indicated by superscript numbers. 

 

PLEASE USE THE FOLLOWING FOR STYLE AND PUNCTUATION IN REFERENCES: 

BOOKS 

• Bowersox, Donald J., Closs, David J., (1996), "Logistical Management." Tata McGraw, Hill, New Delhi.  

• Hunker, H.L. and A.J. Wright (1963), "Factors of Industrial Location in Ohio" Ohio State University, Nigeria.  

CONTRIBUTIONS TO BOOKS 

• Sharma T., Kwatra, G. (2008) Effectiveness of Social Advertising: A Study of Selected Campaigns, Corporate Social Responsibility, Edited by David Crowther & 

Nicholas Capaldi, Ashgate Research Companion to Corporate Social Responsibility, Chapter 15, pp 287-303. 

JOURNAL AND OTHER ARTICLES 

• Schemenner, R.W., Huber, J.C. and Cook, R.L. (1987), "Geographic Differences and the Location of New Manufacturing Facilities," Journal of Urban Economics, 

Vol. 21, No. 1, pp. 83-104. 

CONFERENCE PAPERS 

• Garg, Sambhav (2011): "Business Ethics" Paper presented at the Annual International Conference for the All India Management Association, New Delhi, India, 

19–22 June. 

UNPUBLISHED DISSERTATIONS AND THESES 

• Kumar S. (2011): "Customer Value: A Comparative Study of Rural and Urban Customers," Thesis, Kurukshetra University, Kurukshetra. 

ONLINE RESOURCES 

• Always indicate the date that the source was accessed, as online resources are frequently updated or removed. 

WEBSITES 

• Garg, Bhavet (2011): Towards a New Natural Gas Policy, Political Weekly, Viewed on January 01, 2012 http://epw.in/user/viewabstract.jsp 



VOLUME NO. 3 (2013), ISSUE NO. 10 (OCTOBER)  ISSN 2231-4245 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMMERCE, ECONOMICS & MANAGEMENT 
A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed (Refereed/Juried) Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories 

http://ijrcm.org.in/ 

24 

REVEALED COMPARATIVE ADVANTAGE AND TRADE FLOWS AMONG SAARC COUNTRIES: AN ANALYSIS 
 

DR. B. P. SARATH CHANDRAN 

ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 

DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMICS 

VVM’S SHREE DAMODAR COLLEGE OF COMMERCE & ECONOMICS 

GOA 

 

ABSTRACT 
South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation (SAARC) came in to existence with the objective of promoting greater regional coordination in economic, social, 

and cultural issues among members of  south Asia. Even after two and a half decade of existence, it did not achieve the desired result and the intra regional trade 

share remained low for long time. For a Regional Trade Agreement to become successful the members of the group should have a complementary trade 

structure. The paper used trade indices such as Trade Intensity Index (TII), Revealed Comparative Advantage (RCA) and Trade Competitiveness Index to identify 

complementary and competing sector of trade within the region. The analysis showed that there are complementary sectors available for greater trade 

cooperation between members of SAARC. It is also important that two largest members of SAARC namely India and Pakistan should enhance their trade 

cooperation for making the RTA dynamic. Also infrastructure facilities such as border roads, ports, communication, freight corridors should be built for trade 

facilitation. India being the dominant member of the SAARC should take the leadership role and extend the unilateral trade liberalisation to give benefit to 

smaller players. South Asian Free Trade Area can become dynamic and prominent in an era when South Asian economies are witnessing rapid industrialisation 

and economic progress. It requires concerted efforts from all members towards greater economic cooperation and a sense of belongingness for the shared 

economic prosperity of the region. 

 

JEL CLASSIFICATION 
F10, F14, F15 

 

KEYWORDS 
Revealed Comparative Advantage, SAARC, Trade Intensity Index, Trade Competitiveness Index. 

 

INTRODUCTION 
he post WTO period witnessed proliferation of large number of Regional Trade Agreements in the world trading system. The inability of the multilateral 

body to resolve complicated trade issues led to many countries taking the path of regional trade liberalization. The emergence of EU, NAFTA and ASEAN 

as successful trading blocks of the world hastened the process of bilateral and regional trade cooperation among countries. SAARC which came to 

existence in the mid 80’s emerged from this global phenomenon.  

South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation (SAARC) was established in the year 1985 by seven countries of South Asia namely, Bangladesh, Bhutan, India, 

Maldives, Nepal, Pakistan and Sri Lanka. The main objective of SAARC is to promote greater regional coordination in economic, social, and cultural issues and 

present a unified voice to the rest of the world. India is the dominant economy in the SAARC region with more than 75 percent of the population, 80 percent of 

the GDP (PPP terms) and 70 percent of the total trade. Pakistan, Bangladesh and Sri Lanka are the medium size economies with marginal shares in the economic 

and trade performance of SAARC. Maldives, Bhutan and Nepal are small economies of SAARC with a very small share in trade. This diversity in size presents the 

greatest difficulty in SAARC to reconcile the economic and trade integration and adopt a coherent policy measures that take SAARC to a higher level of regional 

integration and economic cooperation.  

Initially SAARC acted as political forum for south Asian nations to deliberate their regional issues, thus carefully avoiding controversial and bilateral problems 

from its domain for a smooth take off. Economically SAARC achieved very little progress in the initial period due to smaller coverage of goods, political 

differences, suspicion and inability to demonstrate the spirit of give and take. This made SAARC one of the least traded RTA among multitude of RTAs came in to 

the world in the recent past. For an FTA to become successful, the participating countries should have complementarity trade structure as well as resource 

endowments. The tariff levels of the partner countries are also important as higher pre union tariff leads to loss of revenue for host countries after the formation 

of FTA. The political will to cover important and sensitive commodities in to the tariff concession list is vital for higher intra regional trade and success of RTA. In 

this context, the paper attempts to understand the trade complementarity and similarity among SAARC countries using various indices of Revealed Comparative 

Advantage. 

 

REVIEW OF LITERATURE 
An early study on the implications of stronger South Asian economic cooperation was done by Jayaraman (1978). The study uses a hypothetical customs union 

(comprising India, Pakistan, Bangladesh, Sri Lanka and Nepal) under alternate scenarios and found that the proposed customs union becomes beneficial only 

under scenario three when the post union common external tariff structure consists of the pre-union's lowest tariff rates for each SITC section. However, the 

gains happen to be of small magnitude. 

Rahman et al (1981) studied the intra regional trade of the region as whole using 1976 data (static trade effect). The study estimated an increase in intra-

regional imports which would be $153 million increasing share of intra-South Asian trade from 3.4 percent to 4.7 percent. The study also shows there would be 

loss of welfare for Nepal and Sri Lanka.  

Mukherjee (1992) identified as many as 113 potentially tradable items within the SAARC region. These include tea and coffee, cotton and textiles, garments, 

rubber, light engineering goods, iron and steel, cement, edibles (dry fruits, spices, vegetables), medical equipment, pharmaceuticals and agro-chemicals, among 

others.  

Empirical research by Srinivasan (1994) suggests that unilateral trade liberalization, rather than preferential liberalization would yield the greatest trade gain for 

the region. The small economies of the region would gain more from regional integration and also their benefits from intraregional trade liberalization exceed 

benefits from trade liberalization with other regions. A simulation using gravity model shows that the effect of removing all tariffs, combined with low 

transportation costs, would be to increase the total trade between 3 percent of GDP for India to 21 percent for Bangladesh and 59 percent of GDP for Nepal.  

A World Bank study (1997) analyzes the static welfare consequences of preferential liberalization. Using an integrated general equilibrium model of the world 

economy (Global Trade Analysis Project, GTAP) it shows that regional trade liberalization would increase the welfare between 0.5 percent of GDP for India and 

one percent for rest of South Asia.   

Govindan (1996) argues that there are many strong trade linkages between SAARC countries. Based on a partial equilibrium model, the ex-ante trade creation 

and trade diversion effects show that SAFTA would increase trade considerably in the region and would be welfare improving for all SAARC countries. 

Using a link model for Pakistan, India, Bangladesh and Sri Lanka Naqvi et al (1988), attempts to analyse the possibilities of regional trade expansion. Their 

findings show that India’s outlook, both for export and import, is biased for extra-regional than to intra-regional. The least oriented country toward regional 

trade is Bangladesh. It imports more from extra-regional sources rather than intra-regional sources with the increase in GNP.  

T 
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Guru-Gharana (2000) used three Stages Least Squares (3SLS) estimation technique using three Stages Least Squares (3SLS) estimation technique and found that 

all SAARC countries would be dramatically benefited from regional trade expansion. Kumar et al (2002), estimated that a complete elimination of trade barriers 

may increase intra-SAARC trade volumes by a factor of almost two.  

Govindan (1994), DeRosa and Govindan (1995) and Pursell (2004),used partial equilibrium models to estimate the price elasticities of demand in food sector and 

uses them to estimate the effect of preferential liberalization within the region on intraregional trade. The studies concluded that such liberalization would yield 

welfare gains through increased trade in food within the region. DeRosa and Govindan (1995) extend the analysis to include unilateral liberalization and 

demonstrate that the gains are much larger when liberalization is on a nondiscriminatory basis. Pursell (2004) carefully studied the preferential liberalization of 

cement industry between India and Bangladesh, and finds substantial gains from increased competition within the regional market. 

Srinivasan and Canonero (1995) and Sengupta and Banik (1997) used gravity model to find out the impact of SAPTA on its members. Both studies predicted a 

smaller gain for India but much larger on the smaller countries. Sengupta and Banik predicted a 30 percent increase in the official intra-SAARC trade and as much 

as 60 percent if illegal trade, which is currently out of the official count, becomes a part of official trade. The study brings one of the important aspects of RTA 

namely size of the members. India being large, the impact on its trade of the FTA with the small neighbors cannot be proportionately large. 

Hassan (2001) studied trade flows among SAARC countries using data of 1997 statistical series. The study found that the seven SAARC economies not only 

reduced trade among themselves but also with the Rest Of World (ROW). Given the traditional weak trading performance of the SAARC economies, particularly 

the large ones, this conclusion is not surprising. 

Hirantha (2004) used both panel and cross sectional data for 1996-2002 period to estimate trade creation and trade diversion effects under the present SAFTA 

regime, using the gravity model. Unlike Hassan (2001), Hirantha (2004) found evidence of trade creation among the SAARC member countries, without any trade 

diversion with the ROW. As the SAARC members are dependent on the ROW for their import needs, increase in intra-regional trade goes hand in hand with 

increasing trade with the ROW.  

Of the two empirical studies that utilized CGE model to estimate the welfare effect of SAFTA, Pigato et al (1997) employed the popular Global Trade Analysis 

Project (GTAP) data base and model. This study concluded that while SAFTA resulted in welfare gains to the member countries. These gains were larger when 

liberalization took place unilaterally, in a non discriminatory manner.  

Another CGE modeling exercise by Bandara and Yu(2003) which employed a different version of GTAP data base estimated that real income gains for India 

would be 0.21 percent and for Sri Lanka 0.03 percent. According to this exercise, Bangladesh would suffer a real income loss of 0.10 percent, while the other 

members of SAFTA would gain by 0.08 percent. This study also concluded that the South Asian economies stand to gain more from unilateral non-discriminatory 

liberalization and multilateral liberalization than from the formation of SAFTA. None of the empirical studies predicted robust welfare gains from the formation 

of an FTA in South Asia. 

 

EXISTENCE OF TRADE COMPLEMENTARITIES IN SOUTH ASIA 
There are areas of comparative advantage exists among SAARC countries, making trade feasible across these countries. Thus, Sri Lanka, Bangladesh and India all 

export tea, while Pakistan imports it. India and Bangladesh export jute and jute products to the rest of the SAARC member countries. Pakistan and India produce 

cotton, which its neighbours require. Similarly, India and, to a lesser degree, Pakistan export manufactured goods within the region. 

Recent literature (Wickramasinghe, 2001) on South Asian trade indicates significant trade complementarities across the region, highlighting, in particular, the 

presence of such complementarities in the services sector. Additionally, the literature suggests that increased trade flows are likely to bring technical efficiency, 

improve resource allocation and allow countries to create niches by specializing in different products within a given industry. 

Informal trade (smuggling) in South Asia is also a good index of trade complementarity. Under free trade, a substantial proportion of informal trade is likely to 

switch to formal channels. The major items currently being traded informally in the region include cloth of different varieties, cosmetics, jewelry, bicycles, 

medicines, cattle, sugar, spices, raw cotton, garments, machinery, cement, aluminum, petroleum products, automobiles, tyres and tubes, electrical goods, 

unprocessed food, rice, and flour. 

Bilateral FTAs in South Asia are proof that trade is capturing complementarities between countries. The Indo-Sri Lanka FTA – fears of industry contraction in both 

countries not withstanding – has led to a three-fold increase in bilateral trade flows (Thakurta 2006). 

Taking empirical observations Waqif (1987) mentions that almost all countries have possibilities to increase their respective trade with the partner countries of 

the SAARC region. He points out that regional collective self-reliance can be obtained by exploiting horizontal and vertical economic linkages among these 

countries to help induce autonomous and self-generating growth among the cooperating countries.  

Ahmed (1999)quoting from Srinivasan and Canonero (1993) notes that economies like India and Pakistan would gain from preferential arrangements with bigger 

block like NAFTA and EU. On the other hand, smaller economies like Bangladesh and Nepal would be more benefited from regional integration. Referring to 

Hossain and Vousden(1996), the author also mentions that small partners – Bangladesh and Sri Lanka- suffer and the bigger partners- India and Pakistan- gain if 

a custom union is formed among these four countries. 

Supporting the findings of Yusufzai (1998), Hassan (2000) states that the benefits of Bangladesh are small from regionalism compared to time and other 

resources it invested. This statement however is not supported by his empirical research. Contrary to this Rahman(1998) and Dubey(1995) have shown a gain 

from regionalism for Bangladesh.  Jambor (2013) in the paper analysed the impact of the EU enlargement on Visegrad (V4) agri-food trade, especially considering 

revealed comparative advantages. Results suggest that intensity of the V4 agri-food trade has increased significantly after the enlargement. 

 

OBJECTIVES 
The general objective of the paper is to understand the trade flow among SAARC countries. The paper specifically looks in to following objectives 

1. To construct and analyse the indices of trade integration among SAARC Countries 

2. To identify complementary commodities and sectors for enhanced trade in SAARC    region. 

3. To suggest appropriate measures to improve trade for the success of SAARC regional economic cooperation. 

 

METHODOLOGY 
The study used Trade Intensity Index (TII) and Revealed Comparative Advantage (RCA) Index to see trade complementarity and Similarity between India and 

SAARC countries. The trade intensity index (TII) is used to determine whether the value of trade between two countries is greater or smaller than would be 

expected on the basis of their importance in world trade. It is defined as the share of one country’s exports going to a partner divided by the share of world 

exports going to the partner. It is calculated as, 

Trade Intensity Index  ��� =
(��� 	�
)⁄

(�
� 	

)⁄
  ……………………….. (1) 

Where xij and xwj are the values of country i’s exports and of world exports to country j and where Xit and Xwt are country i’s total exports and total world exports 

respectively. An index of more (less) than one indicates a bilateral trade flow that is larger (smaller) than expected, given the partner country’s importance in 

world trade. 

The study utilizes the Balassa (1965) measure of computing the RCA index. As per the measure comparative advantage is ‘revealed’ by the relative export 

performance of individual product categories. Thus, 

Revealed Comparative Advantage RCAij = 

���

��
�
�

�


    ………………….. (2) 

where, 

RCAij = Revealed comparative advantage of the ith country’s, jth industry, 
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xij = Merchandise exports of the jth industry by the ith country, 

Xi = Total merchandise exports of the ith country, 

xwj = World merchandise exports of the jth industry, 

Xw = Total merchandise world exports. 

In order to get a complete picture of India’s comparative advantage the import counter-part is also computed following (Lim 1997). Hence, 

RCAij =  

���

��
�
�

�


  ……………………... (3) 

where, 

RCAij = Revealed comparative advantage of the ithcountry’s, jth industry, 

mij = Merchandise imports of the jth industry by the ith country, 

Mi = Total merchandise imports of the ith country, 

mwj = World merchandise imports of the jth industry, 

Mw = Total merchandise world imports. 

If the RCA index for a particular industry is greater than 1, it implies that the country has a revealed comparative advantage in the exports/imports of that 

industry and vice-versa. Countries with similar RCA profiles are unlikely to have high bilateral trade intensities unless intraindustry trade is involved. RCA 

measures, if estimated at high levels of product disaggregation, can focus attention on other nontraditional products that might be successfully exported. 

There is a problem of non symmetry in the Balassa’s Revealed Comparative Advantage. While the comparative advantage ranges from 0 to infinity, the 

comparative disadvantage ranges from 0 to 1. This problem of asymmetry is overcome through Revealed Symmetric Comparative Advantage (RSCA) index, 

developed by Dalum et al. (1998), thereby overcoming the limitations of Balassa index cited above. 

RSCA = [ RXA-1/RXA+1] 

Vollrath (1991) offered three alternative specifications of revealed comparative advantage, following analyses of international competitiveness in agriculture 

(Vollrath, 1987 and 1989; and Vollrath and Vo, 1990). The first of these measures is the relative trade advantage (RTA), which accounts for imports as well as 

exports. It is calculated as the difference between relative export advantage (RXA), which equates to the Balassa index1, and its counterpart, relative import 

advantage (RMA): 

RTA = RXA-RMA 

where,  RXA = Balassa Index and RMA=  

��� 

��

��� 

��


   

Vollrath’s second measure is simply the logarithm of the relative export advantage (ln RXA); and his third measure is revealed competitiveness (RC), defined as: 

RC = ln RXA – ln RMA. 

The advantage of expressing these latter two indices in logarithmic form is that they become symmetric through the origin. Positive values of Vollrath’s three 

measures, RTA, ln RXA and RC, reveal a comparative/competitive advantage. 

Data for computing the RCA indices are collected from the WTO online database for the year 2012. The trade Diversification Index (DI) and trade Concentration 

Index (CI) is collected from the UNCTAD database. The intra SAARC Trade Intensity Index (TII) is collected from the Asia Regional Integration Centre (ARIC) of the 

Asian Development Bank (ADB). 

 

TRADE INDICES AMONG SAARC COUNTRIES 
Many Trade Indices are developed to understand the pattern and trend of trade among members of Regional Trade Agreements. Trade indicators such as 

Diversification Index (DI) and Concentration Index (CI) explain the trade structure of the economies and explains the desirability and reliability of forming a RTA. 

Trade Diversification Index can take value between 0 and 1. Diversification Index reaches 1 when the differences between the trade structure of the country and 

the world is maximum. The index value closer to 0 indicates similarity in export structure of the country and the world. Trade Concentration (Herfindahl and 

Hirschmann) Index is the measure of the degree of market concentration. It has been normalized to obtain values ranging from 0 to 1, 1 being the measure of 

maximum concentration. Table -1 gives trade Diversification and Concentration Index for SAARC countries for the years 2010 and 2012. 
 

TABLE 1: DIVERSIFICATION AND CONCENTRATION INDICES FOR SAARC EXPORT 

 2010 2012 

No. of Products exported DI CI No. of Products exported DI CI 

Bangladesh 211 0.860 0.372 211 0.800 0.359 

Bhutan 67 0.776 0.327 87 0.796 0.344 

India 255 0.502 0.164 255 0.502 0.173 

Maldives 38 0.781 0.520 38 0.768 0.629 

Nepal 120 0.659 0.144 132 0.702 0.142 

Pakistan 221 0.718 0.199 216 0.722 0.183 

Sri Lanka 177 0.750 0.212 199 0.771 0.203 

Source: UNCTAD Statistical Database 

For both periods the export diversification index is lower for India suggesting that India’s export structure is less different from average export structure of the 

world. For other SAARC countries there is a bigger difference in the export structure from world trade. For Bangladesh the Diversification index is above 0.8 

showing wider difference from the world average trade structure. Maldives and Bhutan is also having high Diversification Index showing their trade is 

considerably different from the world average trade pattern. The export Diversification Index value is highest for Pakistan and Sri Lanka in 2010 and continues to 

remain high in 2012 also indicating greater difference in their export compared to world export structure.  

The export concentration is highest for Maldives for both the periods followed by Bangladesh and Bhutan. This showed their export is concentrated to very few 

commodities. The export concentration is low for India (0.173) and Nepal (0.142) and Pakistan (0.183) as their export is spread across different commodities. 

The concentration ratio remained more or less same for the two periods for the SAARC countries. 

 

TABLE 2: DIVERSIFICATION AND CONCENTRATION INDICES FOR SAARC IMPORT 

 2010 2012 

No. of Products exported DI CI No. of Products exported DI CI 

Bangladesh 249 0.541 0.096 250 0.547 0.098 

Bhutan 196 0.485 0.109 203 0.529 0.121 

India 258 0.435 0.225 256 0.458 0.291 

Maldives 176 0.471 0.166 188 0.499 0.243 

Nepal 228 0.487 0.124 232 0.488 0.151 

Pakistan 248 0.461 0.182 246 0.442 0.224 

Sri Lanka 238 0.438 0.099 240 0.404 0.115 

Source: UNCTAD statistical Database 
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The import diversification Index for the SAARC countries are high as they import large number of commodities particularly value added manufactured goods in 

their trade and hence significantly different from the world average. In 2010, Import Diversification Index is lower for India and Sri Lanka among SAARC nations 

depicting their import structure is less different from the world average.  

India’s import concentration index increased from 2010 to 2012 showing imports are getting concentrated to few commodities. This is particularly true as India 

imports more and more oil every year and the share of oil as percent of India’s import increasing over the period. For Bhutan and Maldives also there is a slight 

increase in commodity concentration in imports.  

Trade Intensity Index for the SAARC countries is given in table -3. If the Trade Intensity Index is more than 1 it means the country is trading more intensely with 

the partner compared with partner’s position in world import. If the index is below 1, the trade intensity is low between them. If the trade intensity is high, 

improving the trade share is difficult without intra industry trade. On the other hand if the Trade Intensity is low, countries can improve their trade share 

through forging Regional Trade Agreements. 

 

TABLE 3: TRADE INTENSITY INDEX (EII) BETWEEN SAARC COUNTRIES (2012) 

 Bangladesh India Maldives Nepal Pakistan Sri Lanka SAARC 

Bangladesh - 4.63 0.30 5.36 4.77 1.38 4.23 

India 4.50 - 3.99 24.75 1.45 7.40 0.88 

Maldives 0.25 4.37 - 0.04 1.75 58.75 5.52 

Nepal 4.68 26.32 0.03 - 0.15 0.17 21.51 

Pakistan 4.19 1.58 1.64 0.16 - 6.38 2.88 

Sri Lanka 1.75 8.12 63.06 0.18 7.35 - 7.35 

SAARC 4.09 0.87 5.17 20.48 2.87 6.72 1.70 

Source: ARIC, ADB Database 

Bangladesh’s is having high trade intensity with India, Nepal, and Pakistan. But its trade intensity is low with Maldives and Sri Lanka. This means Bangladesh can 

improve its export with Maldives and Sri Lanka if required policy corrections are carried out. India being the dominant economy in the region got high trade 

intensity with all SAARC partners. But India’s trade with SAARC grouping is less intense. This is because India is predominantly exporting to SAARC countries and 

its import from SAARC counter parts are less the desirable level. Nepal’s export intensity is above one with Bangladesh and India and but below one with 

Pakistan, Maldives and Sri Lanka. Nepal’s trade intensity is high with India (26.32) since more than Half of Nepal’s export is going to India. Pakistan’s trade 

intensity is above one with all partners except Nepal. Sri Lanka is one country other than India whose export intensity is above one with all countries in the 

region except Nepal. Maldives is a small economy with a miniscule trade mainly from Sri Lanka followed by India. The table shows Maldives can improve the 

trade share with Bangladesh and Nepal and Nepal can improve its trade share with Pakistan and Maldives. 

Trade Complementarity Index shows that how a country’s trade overlaps with the rest of the world. If the trade complementarity Index is zero then there is no 

overlap in trade with the world trade. On the other hand the index is one then there is a perfect overlap of trade for a country with the rest of the world. The 

trade complementarity index for the SAARC countries showed that there is very little trade overlap for Bangladesh, Bhutan and Maldives. For Pakistan, Sri Lanka 

and Nepal also showed highly complementary trade structure. Only India got a relatively higher complementary trade index (0.5) which means it possesses trade 

overlap with rest of the world. 

TABLE 4: TRADE COMPLEMENTARITY INDEX 

Countries 2000 2005 2010 2012 

Bangladesh 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 

Bhutan 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 

India 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.5 

Maldives 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 

Nepal  0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 

Pakistan 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 

Sri Lanka 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 

Source: UNCTAD Database 

 

TABLE 5: RCA INDEX OF SAARC COUNTRIES EXPORTS IN 2012 

Commodity Category Bangladesh India Maldives Nepal  Pakistan Sri Lanka Bhutan 

Agricultural Products 0.58 1.60 2.59 2.43 2.25 3.24 0.65 

Food 0.52 1.39 3.12 2.49 2.28 3.46 0.76 

Fuel and Mineral Products 0.05 0.96 0.04 0.19 0.15 0.05 2.12 

Fuels 0.02 1.01 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.02 1.83 

Manufacture 1.50 0.98 0.00 1.18 1.21 1.11 0.74 

Iron and Steel 0.03 1.40 0.00 5.85 0.30 0.02 9.37 

Chemicals 0.05 1.10 0.00 0.52 0.36 0.14 0.53 

Pharmaceuticals 0.05 1.34 0.00 0.45 0.25 0.02 0.00 

Machinery and Transport Equipment 0.03 0.43 0.00 0.03 0.05 0.20 0.00 

Office and Telecom Equipment 0.01 0.20 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.00 

EDP and OE 0.00 0.08 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 

Telecom 0.01 0.42 0.00 0.04 0.07 0.03 0.00 

IC and EC 0.01 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.00 

Automotive 0.01 0.48 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.00 

Textiles 4.19 3.34 0.00 20.70 22.82 1.55 0.07 

Clothing 34.58 2.05 0.00 4.61 7.47 18.59 0.00 

Source: Computed from WTO trade database 

RCA Index for Bangladesh shows that RCA for Textiles, Clothing and Manufacture are above one and all other commodity categories it is less than one. For 

Clothing it got very high comparative advantage. For India, RCA for Agricultural products, Food, Fuels, Iron and Steel, Chemicals, Pharmaceutical products, 

Textiles and Clothing are above one. Maldives’s RCA for Agricultural products and Food are above one and all other products below one. Nepal’s Comparative 

advantage lies in Agricultural products, Iron and Steel, Textiles and Clothing. Pakistan got RCA advantage in Agricultural Products, Textiles and Clothing. Sri 

Lanka’s RCA is highest in Clothing followed by food, Agricultural products and Textiles. For all other commodity categories they have comparative disadvantage. 

An across the commodity comparison shows that for Agricultural products and food all SAARC countries have comparative advantage except Bangladesh. India 

and Nepal got comparative advantage in Iron and Steel where as India alone got comparative advantage in Chemicals and Pharmaceuticals. The strong 

comparative advantage for the SAARC region is Textiles and Clothing where all member nations got very high comparative advantage except Maldives. But for 

many important manufactured industrial commodities, none of the SAARC countries are having comparative advantage. This includes Machinery and Transport 

Equipment, Office and Telecom Equipment, EDP and Office Equipment, Integrated Circuits and Electronic Components Telecommunication Equipments and 
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Automotive Products. So we can see a similarity in the commodity trade in SAARC countries. India is fast emerging as a manufacturing base in South Asia. But 

this will further consolidate India’s position in already lopsided SAARC trade. But even with similarity SAARC nations can enhance trade by increasing intra 

industry, intra sectoral trade.  

TABLE 6: REVEALED SYMMETRIC COMPARATIVE ADVANTAGE OF SAARC COUNTRIES 

Commodity Category Bangladesh India Maldives Nepal  Pakistan Sri Lanka Bhutan 

Agricultural Products -0.27 0.23 0.44 0.42 0.38 0.53 -0.21 

Food -0.32 0.16 0.51 0.43 0.39 0.55 -0.14 

Fuel and Mineral Products -0.90 -0.02 -0.92 -0.68 -0.74 -0.90 0.36 

Fuels -0.96 0.00 -1.00 -1.00 -0.87 -0.96 0.29 

Manufacture 0.20 -0.01 -1.00 0.08 0.10 0.05 -0.15 

Iron and Steel -0.94 0.17 -1.00 0.71 -0.54 -0.96 0.81 

Chemicals -0.90 0.05 -1.00 -0.32 -0.47 -0.75 -0.31 

Pharmaceuticals -0.90 0.15 -1.00 -0.38 -0.60 -0.96 -1.00 

Machinery and Transport Equipment -0.94 -0.40 -1.00 -0.94 -0.90 -0.67 -1.00 

Office and Telecom Equipment -0.98 -0.67 -1.00 -0.96 -0.94 -0.96 -1.00 

EDP and OE -1.00 -0.85 -1.00 -0.98 -0.98 -0.98 -1.00 

Telecom -0.98 -0.41 -1.00 -0.92 -0.87 -0.94 -1.00 

IC and EC -0.98 -0.90 -1.00 -1.00 -1.00 -0.94 -1.00 

Automotive -0.98 -0.35 -1.00 -0.98 -0.96 -0.94 -1.00 

Textiles 0.61 0.54 -1.00 0.91 0.92 0.22 -0.87 

Clothing 0.94 0.34 -1.00 0.64 0.76 0.90 -1.00 

Source: Computed from WTO trade database 

Revealed Symmetric Comparative Advantage gives symmetry to the index and can be used for better comparison. The table -6 confirms the results of RCA for 

exports. The RSCA showed except Maldives and Bhutan all SAARC countries got comparative Advantage in clothing and textile. Similarly except Bhutan and 

Bangladesh all got RSCA in Agricultural products and food articles. 

 

TABLE 7: RCA INDEX OF SAARC COUNTRIES IMPORTS IN 2012 

Commodity Category Bangladesh India Maldives Nepal  Pakistan Sri Lanka Bhutan 

Agricultural Products 3.05 0.56 1.75 1.58 1.27 1.49 2.47 

Food 2.71 0.46 1.81 1.40 1.36 1.40 2.70 

Fuel and Mineral Products 0.41 1.88 1.08 1.70 0.93 1.02 1.46 

Fuels 0.39 2.08 1.14 1.98 1.10 0.83 1.72 

Manufacture 0.89 0.60 0.84 0.70 0.91 0.97 0.67 

Iron and Steel 2.01 0.81 3.08 1.18 1.32 3.00 0.81 

Chemicals 1.06 0.85 1.13 1.39 0.88 0.49 0.53 

Pharmaceuticals 0.44 0.23 1.08 0.62 0.64 0.39 0.27 

Machinery and Transport Equipment 0.68 0.50 0.57 0.57 0.64 1.12 0.53 

Office and Telecom Equipment 0.33 0.51 0.51 0.42 0.35 0.24 0.44 

EDP and OE 0.26 0.50 0.41 0.21 0.36 0.41 0.59 

Telecom 0.58 0.73 0.91 0.89 0.60 0.26 0.66 

IC and EC 0.10 0.26 0.12 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.03 

Automotive 0.25 0.17 0.33 0.46 0.84 1.89 0.10 

Textiles 10.53 0.42 1.33 1.50 7.01 0.48 0.83 

Clothing 0.34 0.03 0.81 0.07 0.39 0.12 0.55 

Source: Computed from WTO trade database 

The table – 7 gives the RCA for imported commodities for SAARC countries. Bangladesh got revealed comparative advantage in imports of Agricultural products, 

food, Iron and Steel and Textiles. For India the RCA for imports fall on fuels and for Maldives it is Agricultural products, food, fuels, Iron and Steel, Chemicals, 

Pharmaceuticals, and Textiles. The RCA of imports for Nepal is on Agricultural products, Food, fuels, Iron and steel Chemicals, and textiles. Agricultural products, 

food, fuels, Iron and Steel, Textiles are the commodities having import advantage for Pakistan. Sri Lanka face import advantage in Agricultural products, food, 

Iron and Steel, Machinery and Transport Equipment, and Automotive.  

Revealed Trade Advantage is calculated (table -8) by taking the difference between RCA of exports and RCA of imports. Revealed Trade Advantage Index showed 

that Bangladesh got trade advantage in only clothing. India got trade advantage with food. Pharmaceuticals, Textiles and clothing. Pakistan got trade advantage 

only in food products and clothing.  

TABLE 8: REVEALED TRADE ADVANTAGE FOR SAARC COUNTRIES 

Commodity Category Bangladesh India Maldives Nepal  Pakistan Sri Lanka Bhutan 

Agricultural Products -2.47 1.04 0.68 0.68 1.97 -0.84 0.12 

Food -2.19 0.93 0.68 0.88 2.10 -0.64 0.42 

Fuel and Mineral Products -0.37 -0.92 -0.89 -1.55 -0.88 1.10 -1.42 

Fuels -0.37 -1.07 -1.14 -1.91 -1.08 1.00 -1.72 

Manufacture 0.61 0.38 0.34 0.51 0.20 -0.24 -0.67 

Iron and Steel -1.99 0.59 2.77 -0.88 -1.30 6.38 -0.81 

Chemicals -1.01 0.25 -0.61 -1.04 -0.74 0.04 -0.53 

Pharmaceuticals -0.39 1.11 -0.63 -0.37 -0.63 -0.39 -0.27 

Machinery and Transport Equipment -0.65 -0.07 -0.54 -0.52 -0.45 -1.12 -0.53 

Office and Telecom Equipment -0.32 -0.31 -0.49 -0.39 -0.33 -0.24 -0.44 

EDP and OE -0.25 -0.42 -0.40 -0.21 -0.35 -0.41 -0.59 

Telecom -0.56 -0.31 -0.87 -0.83 -0.57 -0.26 -0.66 

IC and EC -0.08 -0.20 -0.12 -0.04 -0.02 -0.06 -0.03 

Automotive -0.24 0.32 -0.33 -0.44 -0.82 -1.89 -0.10 

Textiles -6.34 2.93 19.37 21.32 -5.46 -0.41 -0.83 

Clothing 34.24 2.01 3.80 7.40 18.20 -0.12 -0.55 

Source: Computed from WTO trade database 
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Revealed Export Advantage (table-9) is calculated by taking the natural log of Revealed Comparative Advantage Index of Exports. It showed all the SAARC 

countries got export advantage in textiles and clothing except Sri Lanka and Bhutan. Similarly all SAARC members got export advantage in Agricultural products 

and food products except Bangladesh and Sri Lanka. Table – 9 gives the Revealed Export Advantage for the SAARC countries. 
 

TABLE 9: REVEALED EXPORT ADVANTAGE FOR SAARC COUNTRIES 

Commodity Category Bangladesh India Maldives Nepal  Pakistan Sri Lanka Bhutan 

Agricultural Products -0.55 0.47 0.89 0.81 1.17 -0.43 0.95 

Food -0.66 0.33 0.91 0.82 1.24 -0.28 1.14 

Fuel and Mineral Products -3.06 -0.04 -1.67 -1.91 -3.03 0.75 -3.24 

Fuels -3.85 0.01 -15.08 -2.61 -3.95 0.61 -6.95 

Manufacture 0.40 -0.02 0.17 0.19 0.10 -0.30 -7.65 

Iron and Steel -3.62 0.34 1.77 -1.21 -3.95 2.24  

Chemicals -2.94 0.10 -0.65 -1.03 -1.95 -0.63 -6.27 

Pharmaceuticals -2.94 0.29 -0.80 -1.39 -4.09 -9.91  

Machinery and Transport Equipment -3.56 -0.84 -3.43 -3.02 -1.63 -8.24  

Office and Telecom Equipment -4.61 -1.60 -4.12 -3.63 -3.79   

EDP and OE -5.63 -2.52 -4.88 -5.22 -4.43   

Telecom -4.36 -0.86 -3.33 -2.73 -3.50   

IC and EC -4.31 -2.98 -7.18 -8.76 -3.68   

Automotive -4.97 -0.72 -5.21 -3.97 -3.62   

Textiles 1.43 1.21 3.03 3.13 0.44 -2.71  

Clothing 3.54 0.72 1.53 2.01 2.92 -11.98  

Source: Computed from WTO trade database 

Revealed Competitiveness index(table -10) is another index used by Volrath to explain competitiveness of trade. It is calculated by taking the natural log of the 

difference of Revealed Export of Competitiveness Index and Revealed Import Competitive Index. This also confirms the general trend followed by other 

indicators.  

TABLE 10: REVEALED COMPETITIVENESS FOR THE SAARC COUNTRIES 

Commodity Category Bangladesh India Maldives Nepal  Pakistan Sri Lanka Bhutan 

Agricultural Products -1.66 1.05 0.33 0.36 0.94 -0.83 0.05 

Food -1.66 1.10 0.32 0.49 0.94 -0.61 0.14 

Fuel and Mineral Products -2.18 -0.67 -1.75 -2.44 -2.96 0.73 -3.62 

Fuels -2.90 -0.73 -15.21 -3.30 -4.04 0.79 -7.49 

Manufacture 0.52 0.50 0.34 0.55 0.20 -0.28 -7.25 

Iron and Steel -4.32 0.54 0.64 -1.38 -4.23 1.14  

Chemicals -3.00 0.26 -0.77 -1.37 -1.82 0.09 -5.64 

Pharmaceuticals -2.13 1.78 -0.87 -0.91 -3.65 -8.96  

Machinery and Transport Equipment -3.17 -0.14 -2.87 -2.45 -1.19 -8.36  

Office and Telecom Equipment -3.49 -0.93 -3.44 -2.75 -2.74   

EDP and OE -4.26 -1.83 -3.99 -3.68 -3.40   

Telecom -3.81 -0.54 -3.24 -2.62 -2.99   

IC and EC -1.97 -1.61 -5.04 -5.64 -0.68   

Automotive -3.58 1.05 -4.12 -3.20 -3.45   

Textiles -0.92 2.08 2.75 2.72 -1.51 -1.97  

Clothing 4.62 4.08 1.74 4.70 3.87 -9.84  

Source: Computed from WTO trade database 

The Table -11 gives an easy comparison of comparative advantage among SAARC Countries. The Revealed Symmetric Comparative Advantage (RCA) computed 

are classified in to four categories namely Strong Disadvantage (RSCA -1 to -0.5), High Disadvantage  (RSCA -0.51 to 0) High Advantage (RCA 0 to 0.5) and Strong 

Advantage  (RCA 0.5 to 1). Accordingly Revealed Comparative Advantage for all commodities are classified for six SAARC countries. Country with strong 

comparative can easily export the commodity to the country with weak or low comparative advantage. Similarly country with Weak or low comparative 

advantage can import the commodity from country with Strong or High comparative advantage. The table – 11 reveals that India, Maldives, Nepal, Pakistan got 

comparative advantage in agricultural products and food products and they can trade with Bangladesh and Sri Lanka. India got comparative advantage in Iron 

and Steel, Chemicals, Pharmaceuticals and trade with other SAARC nations. 
 

TABLE 11: COMPARISON OF RCA AMONG SAARC COUNTRIES 

                          Commodity Category Bangladesh India Maldives Nepal  Pakistan Sri Lanka 

Agricultural Products HD HA HA HA SA HD 

Food HD HA HA HA SA HD 

Fuel and Mineral Products SD HD SA HA SD HA 

Fuels SD - SD SD SD HA 

Manufacture HA HD SD SD HA HD 

Iron and Steel SD HA SD HA SD SA 

Chemicals SD HA SD HA SD HD 

Pharmaceuticals SD HA SD HD SD SD 

Machinery and Transport Equipment SD HD SD HD SD SD 

Office and Telecom Equipment SD SD SD SD SD SD 

EDP and OE SD SD SD SD SD SD 

Telecom SD HD SD SD SD SD 

IC and EC SD SD SD SD SD SD 

Automotive SD HD SD SD SD SD 

Textiles SA SA SD SA HA SD 

Clothing SA HA SD SA SA SD 

Source: Constructed from RSCA index table above 
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Table-11 shows SAARC nations can optimize their trade potential by taking advantage of the comparative advantage. India being the dominant partner should 

give more market access to other smaller economies in the region. Also political differences and bilateral disputes should be amicably settled to enhance the 

trade ties among SAARC nations. 

 

CONCLUSION 
Even after twenty seven years of its existence, SAARC has failed to live up to its potential. The intra regional trade, which is an indicator of the degree of regional 

integration is low compared to other regional groupings. The trade Intensity index showed that members are trading above average than with the rest of the 

world. India is the dominant player in the South Asian region. But its import from rest of SAARC members is relatively lower. This is because the two largest 

economies of the region namely India and Pakistan have long standing political differences overshadowing their trade. The improvement of bilateral relationship 

through economic cooperation is the method to revitalize the concept of SAFTA. The south Asian region is experiencing industrial development and it is the 

appropriate time to focus on improving trade and enhance investment. The Revealed comparative Advantage Index showed that there are areas of trade 

complementarily between SAARC members and further trade cooperation is possible. Any attempt by members of SAARC to forge bilateral trade agreement 

with other member will undermine the progress of SAARC. Similarly India should not overemphasize the relationship with ASEAN at the expense of SAARC. China 

is making serious efforts to strengthen the economic relationship with SAARC countries. Increased Chinese presence in the region will undermine the dominant 

position and superiority of India with its neighbors. So it is the responsibility of India to give leadership and direction to the trade liberalisation and economic 

cooperation among members of SAARC. 
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