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OVERVIEW ON ALL EVALUATED BILATERAL TRADE AGREEMENTS

Agreement partners Date Av. path length→ Av. path length←

Albania Turkey 2008 3.60 2.94

Armenia Georgia 1998 0.00 0.00

Armenia Kazakhstan 2001 0.00 0.00

Armenia Kyrgyzstan 1995 0.00 0.00

Armenia Moldova 1995 0.00 0.00

Armenia Turkmenistan 1996 3.61 0.00

Armenia Ukraine 1996 3.67 0.00

Australia Singapore 2003 1.97 1.83

Australia Thailand 2005 2.15 1.90

Australia USA 2005 1.82 1.62

Azerbaijan Georgia 1996 3.09 0.00

Azerbaijan Ukraine 1996 3.76 2.93

Bahrain USA 2006 2.69 2.36

Belarus Ukraine 2006 3.00 2.11

Bhutan India 2006 3.65 0.00

Bosnia and Herzegovina Turkey 2003 2.52 3.38

Brunei Japan 2008 2.59 2.12

Canada Chile 1997 2.08 2.16

Canada Costa Rica 2002 2.79 2.64

Canada Israel 1997 2.12 2.07

Chile China 2006 2.08 2.03

Chile Costa Rica 2002 2.93 0.00

Chile El Salvador 2002 0.00 0.00

Chile Honduras 2008 0.00 0.00

Chile Japan 2007 1.97 2.16

Chile Mexico 1999 2.01 2.12

Chile Panama 2008 3.05 0.00

Chile South Korea 2004 2.13 2.28

Chile USA 2004 1.99 1.86
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China Hong Kong 2003 1.41 1.65

China New Zealand 2008 1.94 2.02

China Pakistan 2007 2.13 2.33

Colombia Mexico 1995 2.20 2.01

Costa Rica Panama 2008 2.53 2.81

Dominican Republic USA 2006 2.04 1.92

Egypt Turkey 2007 2.52 2.35

El Salvador Panama 2003 3.33 2.80

Georgia Kazakhstan 1999 2.25 2.23

Georgia Turkey 2008 2.79 2.89

Georgia Turkmenistan 2000 0.00 2.38

Georgia Ukraine 1996 3.21 3.61

India Singapore 2005 1.98 1.91

India Sri Lanka 2001 2.09 2.82

Indonesia Japan 2008 1.74 1.83

Israel Mexico 2000 2.28 2.96

Israel Turkey 1997 2.19 2.17

Japan Malaysia 2006 1.69 1.76

Japan Mexico 2005 1.87 1.96

Japan Philippines 2008 1.79 1.83

Japan Singapore 2002 1.78 1.84

Japan Thailand 2007 1.88 1.83

Jordan Singapore 2005 3.05 0.00

Jordan USA 2001 3.29 2.27

Kazakhstan Kyrgyzstan 1995 2.89 2.69

Kazakhstan Ukraine 1998 2.77 2.48

Kyrgyzstan Moldova 1996 0.00 0.00

Kyrgyzstan Ukraine 1998 0.00 0.00

Kyrgyzstan Uzbekistan 1998 3.88 3.88

Malaysia Pakistan 2008 2.42 2.84

Mexico Uruguay 2004 3.08 2.72

Moldova Ukraine 2005 0.00 0.00

Morocco Turkey 2006 2.78 2.92

Morocco USA 2006 2.38 2.47

New Zealand Singapore 2001 2.31 2.32

New Zealand Thailand 2005 2.50 2.31

Pakistan Sri Lanka 2005 0.00 0.00

Panama Singapore 2006 3.46 0.00

Russia Serbia 2006 0.00 0.00

Singapore South Korea 2006 1.99 2.04

Singapore USA 2004 1.82 1.78

Syria Turkey 2007 2.45 2.68

Macedonia Turkey 2000 3.04 2.81

Macedonia Ukraine 2001 0.00 3.79

Tajikistan Ukraine 2002 0.00 0.00

Tunisia Turkey 2005 3.00 2.73

Turkmenistan Ukraine 1995 2.96 2.40

Ukraine Uzbekistan 1996 0.00 0.00

Albania EC25 2006 2.56 2.18

Algeria EC25 2005 1.93 1.86

Bosnia and Herzegovina ec27 2008 2.48 2.22

Chile EC15 2003 1.82 1.96

Chile EFTA 2004 2.52 2.29

China ASEAN 2005 1.61 1.73
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Dominican Republic CACM 2001 0.00 3.02

Egypt EC25 2004 1.99 1.94

Egypt EFTA 2007 2.90 2.33

Israel EC15 2000 1.71 1.87

Jordan EC15 2002 2.72 2.08

Jordan EFTA 2002 0.00 2.82

Lebanon EC15 2003 2.54 2.03

Lebanon EFTA 2007 2.98 2.52

Mexico EC15 2000 1.77 1.76

Mexico EFTA 2001 2.58 2.03

Montenegro EC27 2008 0.00 0.00

Morocco EC15 2000 1.91 1.93

Morocco EFTA 1999 2.82 2.68

San Marino EC15 2002 0.00 0.00

Singapore EFTA 2003 2.48 2.06

South Africa EC15 2000 1.62 1.77

South Korea EFTA 2006 2.10 2.00

Macedonia EC15 2001 2.13 2.14

Macedonia EFTA 2002 3.47 2.84

Tunisia EC15 1998 1.85 1.89

Tunisia EFTA 2005 3.28 2.54

Turkey EC15 1996 1.63 1.72

USA CACM 2006 1.86 1.96

EFTA SACU 2008 2.08 2.15

Table 1 Table summarizing all BTAs recorded by the World Trade Organization that came into force
between 1995 and 2008. The given dates give the respective year of entry into force of each agreement.
Parties can be individual countries or trade blocs. Trade blocs that have negotiated a BTA in this time
period are ASEAN (Association of Southeast Asian Nations), CACM (Central American Common
Market), EC (European Community), EFTA (European Free Trade Association) and SACU (Southern
African Customs Union). The average path lengths between the corresponding subnetworks (see section 4
of the main paper) are listed with the arrow depicting the direction of the flow of goods. For example, the
average path length for the flow of goods from Albania to Turkey is 3.6, while taking a value of 2.94
from Turkey to Albania.
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