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Fifth, countries report their trade data with different time lags in UN COMTRADE database. 

The updates are continuous and sometimes go several years back. This can lead to 

underestimation of the general trade flows and can make the comparison between industrial 

sectors difficult in certain point of time (see Figure 5).  

 

Figure 5 Total trade in automotive, electronics and apparel industries, 1998-2008 with 
incomplete data series for 2007 and 2008  
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Source: UN COMTRADE (downloaded 2009-11-20), UNIDO calculations. 
 
 
Sixth, there are also differences across countries in the counting of trade from economic zones 

or re-exports. Trade data can be understated when reporting countries do not include trade from 

export processing zones in their exports, or can be overstated when countries include re-exports 

in their trade statistics.  The estimates of the missing or problematic data are often made using 

the mirror statistics (i.e. import data from partner countries), but these can also be problematic 

when the significant asymmetries in trade data exist as discussed above.  

 

Seventh, reporting trade data in different currencies can cause problems of comparability of data 

while focusing only on value data can lead to wrong conclusions taking into account that the 

quotas were volume based with no limits in terms of values (see Table 10).20 

 

                                                 
20 Value data of EU imports were affected by shifts in exchange rates. In recent years, US $ was 
depreciated vis-à-vis the Euro. 
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Table 10 T&C Imports in the United States of America and European Union 1995-2007 (in 
volumes and values)  

 1995-2004 2005-2007 
Products/Markets Volumes 

Annual % change 
Volumes 

Annual % change 
Textiles and Clothing   
United States  11.0 4.2 
European Union (25)*  7.4 6.2 

 
Clothing only   
United States   8.9 5.4 
European Union (25)  10.0 6.5 

 
Textiles only   
United States  12.9 3.3 
European Union (25)  5.7 6.0 
   
 Values (current US$) 

Annual % change 
Values (current US$) 

Annual % change 
Textiles and Clothing   
United States  7.4 5.0 
European Union (25) 6.3 10.3 

 
Clothing only   
United States  7.2 4.5 
European Union (25) 7.6 10.6 

 
Textiles only   
United States  8.0  6.6 
European Union (25)  3.5 9.4 

Note: * Extra EU-25 
Source: Ahmad M. and D. Diaz, 2008: 25. 
 
 
In sum, using international trade data for the analytical work on international comparisons calls 

for building more coherent data sets of trade flows considering all the aspects discussed above. 

Some efforts are made in this direction and complementary data sets such as BACI and 

CHELEM are created to facilitate analytical work (See Table 11).21 

 

As regards the methodological issues, Ahmad and Diaz (2008: 9) pointed out that most of the 

work on forecasting is based only on market share analyses, which can give a partial picture of a 

country trade performance. This analysis therefore needs to be complemented with the analysis 

of absolute trade flows in volume and value terms, trade and market concentration, relative 

growth rates in trade, trade specialization patterns, historical factors affecting the evolution of 

T&C trade, and the complexity of the international trade regime and its changes over time.  

 
 

                                                 
21 For the details on the Chelem database see: http://www.cepii.fr/anglaisgraph/bdd/chelem.htm 
For the BACI database see: http://www.cepii.fr/anglaisgraph/bdd/baci.htm 
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Table 11 Comparison of different data sets on trade: BACI, NBER-UN, CHELEM, 
COMTRADE and GTAP 

Notes: n.a.: Not Applicable 1 The public BACI version is released only for the 1995-2004 period; 2 The 6-digit level 
of disaggregation; is only available since 1989. 3 Codes are in letters. 4 This total number of products contains several 
items used to represent “residual categories”, i.e., trade within 3-digit code that could not be accurately assigned to a 
4-digit code.  

Source: Gaulier and Zignago (2008); http://www.cepii.fr/anglaisgraph/bdd/baci/baciwp.pdf 

 

 

8. Conclusion  

The paper discusses how institutions such as international trade regimes can shape structural 

change in manufacturing by examining the case of T&C. The paper reflects on the nature of the 

international trade regime in T&C and how the sustained institutional complexity of this regime 

has stimulated a sophisticated network-type of international trading and production-sharing 

systems to develop, involving in this process a wide range of suppliers from developing and 

LDCs. This has resulted in a paradoxical situation of a discriminatory, dist41orting and complex 

trade policy regime driving international trade and internalisation of production. 

 

Multilateral negotiation efforts to end quantitative restrictions and cut tariffs on T&C products 

have motivated researchers to forecast the possible effects of implementing various trade 

liberalization packages on different countries and country groupings by using computable 

general–equilibrium (CGE) trade models. Four years after the ending of quota-based 

international trade in T&C, the paper compares the ex-ante simulation estimates of the removal 

of quantitative restrictions in trade with the ex post analyses of the real trade data flows. The 

real data show that ex ante forecasts are not fully borne out. The effects on some of the LDCs do 

not seem to be as severe as estimated.  

 

The paper also addresses possible causes of these differences, such as inconsistencies in 

reporting statistical data in the UN COMTRADE database by reporting countries, 

inconsistencies in T&C product coverage by different product classification schemes, problems 

related the identification of the actual trading partners, and methodological issues related to 

 BACI NBER-UN 
Feenstra & 

Lipsey 

CHELEM COMTRADE GTAP 7 

 
 1962-2000 1967-2005 1962-20052 2004 

Number of 
Countries/Regions 

239 72 71 150 113 

Nomenclature HS6 SITC CHELEM HS6 GTAP 
Disaggregation 
Level 

6-digit 4-digit 3-digit 6-digit n.a.3 

Number of 
Commodities 

5041 1,2764 71 5,041 57 
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using data series in volume and value terms. These data problems can create obstacles for the 

analytical work on international comparisons and methodological issues can lead to wrong 

results. Building more coherent and complementary data sets on trade and production flows and 

using more appropriate methodological tools is therefore needed. Although some initiatives are 

undertaken in this direction, more cooperation among various international organizations and 

institutions is called for to address these statistical and methodological problems, so that 

analytical work can better inform the policy. 

 

What strategies and policies for LDCs? 

The legacy of the protectionist international trade regime will continue to shape the LDCs’ 

specialization patterns in T&C for some time to come. These countries will also continue to 

benefit from various preferential market access schemes. But if the total T&C liberalization 

package is pursued, including the full removal of quantitative restrictions in trade and the 

implementation of the DDA agenda, a shift toward market-forces driven division of labour and 

intensified competitive pressures may severely affect those LDCs with high specialization and 

export dependence on low value added items. These countries would therefore need to prepare 

themselves to face this challenge, or otherwise may face job cuts and income losses. The 

question is then: what strategies and policies these countries should pursue? 

 

African LDCs have specialized in labour-intensive ends of T&C value chains such as raw cotton 

production and apparel assembly of simple trousers, t-shirts and sweaters. They lack domestic 

textile industries and industries supplying machinery and other intermediary inputs for reaching 

integrated T&C value chains. They are import dependent on yarns, fabrics, trims and other 

intermediary inputs. It would be unrealistic to assume that these countries will be able to pursue 

industrialization by developing vertically integrated national value chains, in the short to 

medium term in the present global economic setting. A vertically integrated textile industry at 

the national level calls for a certain level of demand in clothing production to justify the 

investment made. One possibility is to engage in intra-regional division of labour in T&C value 

chains, through pursuing deep regional economic integration not only by lowering border 

barriers such as tariffs to facilitate intermediate goods trade, but also by investing in 

infrastructure and trade facilitation. This type of regional economic integration assumes that 

firms, industrial associations, governments and other intermediary organization for profit and 

non-profit, engage in collective actions for the formulation of national and supra-national 

regional strategies and programs for diversification of their economic base, and for T&C sector 

in particular.  
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Regional economic agreements between countries from the same geographical region covering 

aspects such as modernising mobility infrastructure; setting up energy supply networks; 

standardising, modernising and coordinating cross-border procedures; setting up trade and 

transport corridors can contribute to deal with market and coordination failures in a region and 

can speed up policy reforms in some countries. This can stimulate trade and capital relations 

among neighbouring countries. Cooperation on trade corridors can also bring about various 

clusters and can help to set up intra-regional cluster linkages, involving SMEs. Clusters in a 

region can benefit from the differences in production factor costs and from complementarities in 

the different business environments. Intensified competition and cooperation between industrial 

locations in the region would stimulate reforms in the business environment that would further 

benefit productivity and competitiveness enhancement. 

 

At the national level, diversifying the T&C sector and developing productive and export 

capacities of other complementary industrial sectors, call for addressing structural issues, 

improving the business environment conditions, reducing transaction costs and strengthening 

the capacity of government. Various programmes can be devised to deal with these areas, as 

follows: 

Addressing structural factors:  

• Programmes to enhance productivity at factory level; to support entrepreneurship and 

skills upgrading, especially in material sourcing and design; to stimulate leveraging of 

new skills, knowledge, technology and markets through linking with foreign partners in 

global and regional value chains. 

 

Reducing transaction costs 

• Programmes to address trade facilitation issues such as harmonization of custom 

procedures and clearances and associated laws and regulations; to build adequate 

quality infrastructure (standards, metrology and conformity), physical infrastructure 

(roads, ports and transport corridors) and utilities.  

 

Stimulating private sector development and small, medium and micro enterprises (SMMEs) 

• Programmes to support cluster development and regional innovation systems though 

stimulating interactive learning and innovation processes in collaboration with research 

institutes in national and regional innovation systems. 

• Programmes to survey SMME sector in terms of its structure, geographical and sectoral 

concentration, gender balance, and obstacles faced in terms of access to skills, finance, 

technology and markets.  
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• Programmes to improve provision of business advisory services for SMMEs such as 

business and market intelligence, environmental management, investment promotion, 

and so on. 

• Programmes to develop new innovative approaches to access finance (for instance 

through attracting investments from remittances). 

 

Enhancing the industrial governance system (functional structure and capacity): 

• Programmes to revisit the industrial governance structure to eliminate uncertainties 

regarding the functions and responsibilities of some bodies, avoid unequal distribution 

of responsibilities among various bodies, and to ensure better representation by the 

private sector and other stakeholders’ interests. 

• Programmes to address the role of intermediary organizations (their financing and 

capacity building) such as business membership organizations, productivity centers, 

cleaner production centers, regional institutes, and others.  

Strengthening capacity of various ministries and their special departments:  

• Programmes on capacity building to benchmark productivity, competitiveness and 

industrial capabilities at the national and sectoral level relative to other comparator 

countries and in cooperation with private sector stakeholders. 

• Programmes to provide training on how to use value chain analysis for strategic 

decision-making on industrial upgrading and diversification of T&C industries. The 

value chain approach can be used for analysing possibilities for the formation of local 

and regional value chains in the T&C and other related industries; for benchmarking 

local capabilities and performances against that of comparators and for exploiting new 

market niches such as the “Fair Trade” share of the market, and for exploiting the 

opportunities related to new potential markets of emerging economies with high growth 

and demand potential, such as China, Brazil, and South Africa. 

• Programmes to analyse policy constrains such as the impact of import tariffs on textile 

and other intermediate inputs; the impact of poorly administered export duty drawback 

schemes; the treatment of firms in export processing zones and restrictions imposed on 

their domestic sales; the role of taxes and subsidies applied to T&C sub across and 

lessons learned from comparator countries. 

• Programmes on strengthening trade negotiation capacity and for policy formulation and 

implementation at the national and supra-national regional level. Having a common 

regional approach for policies to attract FDI would avoid destructive competition in 
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terms of reducing wages, disregarding environmental or labour standards, or 

discriminating against domestic investors.  

• Programmes on capacity building to analyze the effects of preferential trade agreements 

(such as those of the United States of America including AGOA and those of the 

European Union including Economic Partnership Agreement (EPAs), the Southern 

African Customs Union (SACU), Southern African Development Community 

(SADC),and others) and erosion of preferences from various preferential giving 

schemes and to create databases on these effects. To allow producers to fully profit 

from the duty free access of various preference-giving schemes, a thorough 

understanding of the nature of these schemes and their RoO is needed (too restrictive 

RoO can hamper the regional integration in T&C). 

• Programmes for landlocked countries in Africa to develop transport corridors to ports in 

coastal areas. This is essential because high transport costs make their products less 

competitive in the world market. Insufficient transport infrastructure constrains intra-

regional trade and regional competitiveness, and makes consumers and producers worse 

off.  
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Annex 
 
 
Table A1 Distribution of textile world value added, 1995-2007 (%)  
 

Notes: 
a Japan only 
b: including China, except for 1995 
n.a. not available 
 
Source: UNIDO, International Yearbook of Industrial Statistics, 2009. 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 1995 2000 2005 2007 

All countries 65.7 54.0 39.3 35.5 

CIS n.a. 1.2 1.3 15.5 

EU-15 32.7 24.3 17.6 16.5 

EU-12 n.a. 1.7 1.6 1.6 

E
u

ro
p

e 

Other 1.0 0.5 0.3 0.3 

East Asia 10.7*b 11.3 6.9 6.3 

North America 16.7 13.5 10.5 8.4 

In
d

u
st

ri
a

liz
e

d
 c

o
u

n
tr

ie
s 

Others 1.9 1.5 1.0 0.9 

All countries 34.3 46.0 60.7 64.5 

NICs 17.4 22.0 18.7 18.8 

2nd generation 
NICs 

9.0 n.a. n.a. n.a. 

D
e

ve
lo

p
in

g
 c

o
u

n
tr

ie
s 

Others*a 7.9 24.0 42.1 45.7 

World 100 100 100 100 
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Table A2 Wearing apparel, fur - distribution of world value added, 1995-2007 (%) 
 
 

Notes:   
a: Japan only; excluding China in other years 
b: including China, except for 1995 
n.a. not available 
 
Source: UNIDO, International Yearbook of Industrial Statistics, 2009. 

 

 1995 2000 2005 2007 

All countries 76.7 63.9 44.6 40.8 

CIS n.a. 1.1 1.3 1.3 

EU-15 26.4 20.8 15.6 14.8 

EU-12 n.a. 3.2 3.1 2.7 

E
u

ro
p

e 

Other 0.7 0.5 0.5 0.9 

East Asia 22.3a 19.4 12.4 10.7 

North America 21.7 17.3 10.3 9.1 

In
d

u
st

ri
a

lis
e

d
 c

o
u

n
tr

ie
s 

Others 2.4 1.6 1.4 1.3 

All countries 23.3 36.1 55.4 59.2 

NICs 9.2 17.9 20.4 20.2 

2nd generation 
NICs 

9.1 n.a. n.a. n.a. 

D
e

ve
lo

p
in

g
 c

o
u

n
tr

ie
s 

Othersb 5.0 18.2 35.0 39.0 

World 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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Table A3 Textiles – structure of MVA by country groups, 1995, 2000, 2005 and 2007 
 
 

Notes: 

a: Japan only  
b: including China, except for 1995 
n.a. not available 
 
Source: UNIDO, International Yearbook of Industrial Statistics, 2009. 

 

 1995 2000 2005 2007 

CIS n.a. 2.9 2.5 2.5 

EU-15 3.0 2.7 2.1 1.9 

EU-12 n.a. 3.4 2.6 2.2 

E
u

ro
p

e 

Other 1.7 1.1 0.8 0.8 

East Asia 1.4 1.4 a 1.0 a 0.8 a 

North America 1.9 1.2 0.9 0.6 

In
d

u
st

ri
a

liz
e

d
 c

o
u

n
tr

ie
s 

All countries 2.2 1.8 1.3 1.1 

NICs 5.0 5.2 4.1 3.8 

2nd generation 
NICs 

7.0 n.a. n.a. n.a. 

LDCs 13.7 14.2 16.8 19.6 

Othersb 6.3 6.1 5.6 5.1 

D
e

ve
lo

p
in

g
 c

o
u

n
tr

ie
s 

All countries 5.8 5.7 5.1 4.8 
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Table A4 Wearing apparel, fur - distribution of world value added, 1995, 2000, 2005 and 2007 
 

Notes:   

* a: including China, except for 1995 which excludes China 
b Japan only 
n.a. not available 
 
Source: UNIDO, International Yearbook of Industrial Statistics, 2009. 

 1995 2000 2005 2007 

CIS n.a. 1.9 1.5 1.3 

Countries in 
Transition 

3.0 n.a. n.a. n.a. 

EU-15 2.1 1.6 1.1 1.0 

EU-12 n.a. 4.7 3.1 2.4 

E
u

ro
p

e 

Other 1.1 0.8 0.9 1.3 

East Asia 2.4 b 1.8 1.0 0.8 

North America 2.2 1.1 0.5 0.4 

In
d

u
st

ri
a

liz
e

d
 c

o
u

n
tr

ie
s 

All countries 2.3 1.5 0.9 0.8 

NICs 2.3 3.1 2.7 2.5 

2nd generation 
NICs 

6.1 
n.a. n.a. n.a. 

LDCs 5.3 10.5 10.3 11.5 

Others*a 3.7 3.3 2.8 2.7 

D
e

ve
lo

p
in

g
 c

o
u

n
tr

ie
s 

All countries 3.4 3.3 2.8 2.7 
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Table A5 List of countries by country groups 

CIS (2007) Countries in transition (1995) EU-15 (2007), EU (1995) EU-12 (2007) 

Armenia  Albania  Austria Bulgaria 

Azerbaijan  Armenia  Belgium Cyprus 

Belarus  Azerbaijan  Denmark Czech Republic 

Georgia  Belarus  Finland Estonia 

Kazakhstan  Bulgaria  France Hungary  

Kyrgyzstan  Czech Republic  Germany  Latvia  

Republic of Moldova  Estonia  Greece  Lithuania  

Russian Federation  Georgia  Ireland  Malta 

Tajikistan  Hungary  Italy Poland 

Turkmenistan Kazakhstan  Luxembourg Romania 

Ukraine Kyrgystan Netherlands Slovakia 

Uzbekistan Latvia  Portugal Slovenia  

  Lithuania  Spain    

  Poland  Sweden    

  Republic of Moldova  United Kingdom    

  Romania  North America (2007) North America (1995) 

  Russian Federation  Canada  Canada  

  Slovakia  United States of America  United States of America  

  Tajikistan  Others (2007) Others (1995) 

  Turkmenistan  Australia  Australia 

  Ukraine Israel Israel 

  Uzbekistan New Zealand  New Zealand  

b East Asia (2007) East Asia (1995) South Africa  South Africa  

Japan  Japan    

Republic of Korea      

Singapore      
Source: UNIDO, International Yearbook of Industrial Statistics, 2009. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Table A6 Coverage of textile and clothing items by different product classifications 

 The Standard International 
Trade Classification (SITC)  
Revision 3, classification of 
products 
 
by the United Nations Statistical 
Office (Used by the WTO)  
 

The International 
Standard Industrial 
Classification (ISIC), of 
activities, Revision 3 

The Harmonized System (HS) 
of activities  
 

The Harmonized Commodity 
Description and Coding 
System of the World Customs 
Organization (HS) 

The Commission of the 
European Communities 

The United 
States; the 
Office of 
Textiles and 
Apparel of the 
Department of 
Commerce 

The Agreement 
on Textiles and 
Clothing (ATC) 

Textiles  Classified in Division 65. 
Includes also yarns and fabrics 
of glass fibre - hat-shapes, hat-
forms, hat bodies and hoods. 
The inclusion of the above 
products overstates the extent of 
trade in textiles. 
 

Division 17 
 
Items such as T-shirts, 
singlets and other vests; 
jerseys, pullovers, 
cardigans, waistcoats and 
other similar articles; and 
panty hose, tights, 
stockings, socks and other 
hosiery as textiles  
 
(Classified in the HS as 
clothing under headings 
61.09, 61.10 and 61.15) 

 The Commission of the 
European Communities 
treats the entire HS 
Section XI as T&C. i.e., 
including agricultural raw 
materials such as raw 
cotton, silk, wool and 
animal hair, and other 
hard vegetable fibres, 
(jute, flax, ramie, etc.)  
 
it also treats made-up 
articles of HS Chapter 63 
as clothing which are 
generally treated as 
textiles. 
 

Excludes raw 
materials such 
as cotton, 
wool, silk and 
other 
vegetable 
fibres. 
 
Does not 
include 
apparel of 
leather 
 
It includes 
high volume 
items such as 
luggage, 
handbags and 
similar items 
containing 
textile 
content. 

 

Clothing  Classified in Division 84. 
Includes also accessories of 
leather and composition leather, 
of fur skin, of plastics and 
vulcanized rubber. The inclusion 
of the above products overstate 
the extent of trade in clothing 

Division 18     
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Textiles and 
Clothing, taken 
together 

  Section XI 
 
Includes raw cotton, 
silk, wool and animal 
hair, and other 
vegetable fibres 
including jute, flax, 
ramie 
 

Does not include 
apparel of leather yarns 
and fabrics of fibre 
glass, and hat-shapes 

 

 Closer to the HS 
definition of textiles 
and clothing. 
 
 

Based on HS, 
Section XI but 
excludes the 
agricultural raw 
materials 
 
Includes items not 
classified in Section 
XI: luggage, hand 
bags and footwear 
uppers of textile 
materials; fabrics 
coated, covered or 
laminated with 
plastics; headgear; 
yarns and fabrics of 
glass fibre; safety 
seat belts; pillows 
and cushions; some 
of these are more 
technical textiles  

In sum The inclusion of the above 
products overstate the 
extent of T&C trade 
 

 The inclusion of the 
agricultural raw 
materials overstate the 
extent of T&C trade 

   

Source: Adapted from Ahmad and Diaz, 2008. 
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Table A7 Items Classified as Textiles in ISIC, SITC and HS: concordance between different 
classifications 

ISIC SITC HS 88 HS88-Description 

1730  84621 611511  "Panty hose & tights, of synthetic fibre yarns 
<67dtex/single yarn knitted" 

1730 84621 611512 "Panty hose & tights, of synthetic fib yarns >/=67 
dtex/single yarn knitted 

1730 84621 611519 "Panty hose and tights, of other textile materials, 
knitted" 

1730 84622 611520  "Women full-l/knee-l hosiery, of textile yarn <67 
dtex/single yarn knitted" 

1730 84629 611591 "Hosiery nes, of wool or fine animal hair, knitted" 

1730 84629 611592 "Hosiery nes, of cotton, knitted" 

1730 84629 611593 "Hosiery nes, of synthetic fibres, knitted" 

1730 84629 611599 "Hosiery nes, of other textile materials, knitted" 

1730 8454 610910 "T-shirts, singlets and other vests, of cotton, knitted" 

1730  8454  610990  "T-shirts, singlets and other vests, of other textile materials, 
knitted" 

1730 8453  611010  "Pullovers, cardigans& similar article of wool or fine 
animal hair, knitted" 

1730 8453 611020  "Pullovers, cardigans and similar articles of cotton, knitted" 

1730 8453 611030 "Pullovers, cardigans and similar articles of man-made 
fibres, knitted" 

1730 8453 611090  "Pullovers, cardigans & similar articles of other textile 
materials, knitted" 

 
Notes: 
(i) Division 84 of SITC relates to wearing apparel; Chapter 61 of the HS likewise pertains to knit apparel;  
(ii)  “nes” denotes “not elsewhere specified; 
(iii)  Under the ISIC, and GTAP database, all these items are treated as textiles, while they present the bulk of 

many developing countries clothing exports.  
Source: Ahmad M. and D. Diaz, 2008: 62. 
 
 
Table A8 World Compound Annual Growth Rate (CAGR) for exports and imports of clothing 
and textile (in %) 

Clothing Textile 

exports Imports exports Imports 

1990-2000 2000-2008 1990-2000 2000-2008 1990-2000 2000-2008 1990-2000 2000-2008 

6.2 7.8 6.4 7.6 4.2 6.0 4.5 5.8 

 
Source: UNIDO calculation based WTO database. 
 



 

Table A9 Clothing Exports and Compound Annual Growth Rate (CAGR) – World, European Union, USA and selected Asian Countries: 
1990 - 2008 

 
 

Value (US Billion dollars at current prices) % Share at World level CAGR (%) 

Region/Country 1990 1995 2000 2005 2006 2007 2008 1990 1995 2000 2005 2006 2007 2008 
1990-
1995 

1995
-

2000 

2000
-

2005 

2005-
2008 

World 108.1 158.4 197.7 277.1 309.1 345.8 361.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 7.9 4.5 7.0 9.3 

European Union (27) n.a. n.a. 56.2 85.5 91.4 105.1 112.4 n.a. n.a. 28.4 30.8 29.6 30.4 31.1 n.a. n.a. 8.7 9.6 

United States 2.6 6.7 8.6 5.0 4.9 4.3 4.4 2.4 4.2 4.4 1.8 1.6 1.2 1.2 21.0 5.3 -10.3 -3.8 

China 9.7 24.0 36.1 74.2 95.4 115.2 120.0 8.9 15.2 18.2 26.8 30.9 33.3 33.2 20.0 8.4 15.5 17.4 

Hong Kong, SAR 15.4 21.3 24.2 27.3 28.4 28.8 27.9 14.2 13.4 12.2 9.8 9.2 8.3 7.7 6.7 2.6 2.4 0.7 

Bangladesh 0.6 2.0 5.1 6.9 8.3 8.9 10.9 0.6 1.2 2.6 2.5 2.7 2.6 3.0 25.1 20.8 6.3 16.6 

India 2.5 4.1 6.0 8.6 9.5 9.8 10.9 2.3 2.6 3.0 3.1 3.1 2.8 3.0 10.2 7.7 7.6 8.1 

Viet Nam 0.0 0.0 1.8 4.7 5.6 7.4 9.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 1.7 1.8 2.1 2.5 0.0 0.0 20.8 24.2 

Indonesia 1.6 3.4 4.7 5.0 5.8 5.9 6.3 1.5 2.1 2.4 1.8 1.9 1.7 1.7 15.4 7.0 0.9 8.2 
Thailand 2.8 5.0 3.8 4.1 4.2 4.1 4.2 2.6 3.2 1.9 1.5 1.4 1.2 1.2 12.2 -5.6 1.7 1.3 

Pakistan 1.0 1.6 2.1 3.6 3.9 3.8 3.9 0.9 1.0 1.1 1.3 1.3 1.1 1.1 9.7 5.9 10.9 2.7 

Cambodia 0.0 0.0 1.0 2.2 2.5 3.5 3.6 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.8 0.8 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 18.1 17.8 

Malaysia 1.3 2.3 2.3 2.5 2.8 3.2 3.6 1.2 1.4 1.1 0.9 0.9 0.9 1.0 11.5 -0.1 1.9 13.5 

Sri Lanka 0.6 1.8 2.8 2.9 3.0 3.3 3.5 0.6 1.1 1.4 1.0 1.0 0.9 1.0 22.5 9.8 0.4 6.4 

Asia (selection) 35.7 65.4 89.8 141.9 169.5 193.7 203.8 33.0 41.3 45.4 51.2 54.8 56.0 56.3 12.9 6.5 9.6 12.8 

Source: UNIDO calculation based WTO database  
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Table A10 Clothing Imports and Compound Annual Growth Rate (CAGR) – World, European Union and selected Asian Countries: 1990 - 

2008 

 
Value (US Billion dollars at current prices) % Share at World level CAGR 

Region/Country 1990 1995 2000 2005 2006 2007 2008 1990 1995 2000 2005 2006 2007 2008 
1990-
1995 

1995-
2000 

2000-
2005 

2005-
2008 

World 112.2 162.9 208.9 291.2 322.5 358.1 375.6 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 7.7 5.1 6.9 8.9 

European Union (27) n.a. n.a. 83.2 131.5 144.4 165.0 177.7 n.a. n.a. 39.8 45.2 44.8 46.1 47.3 n.a. n.a. 9.6 10.6 

United States 27.0 41.4 67.1 80.1 83.0 84.9 82.5 24.0 25.4 32.1 27.5 25.7 23.7 22.0 8.9 10.2 3.6 1.0 

Japan 8.8 18.8 19.7 22.5 23.8 24.0 25.9 7.8 11.5 9.4 7.7 7.4 6.7 6.9 16.4 1.0 2.7 4.7 

Hong Kong, SAR 6.9 12.7 16.0 18.4 18.9 19.1 18.5 6.2 7.8 7.7 6.3 5.8 5.3 4.9 12.9 4.8 2.9 0.2 

United Arab Emirates 0.5 1.3 0.8 1.8 3.1 5.0 5.5 0.5 0.8 0.4 0.6 0.9 1.4 1.5 20.8 -8.9 16.4 45.7 

Korea, Republic of 0.2 1.1 1.3 2.9 3.7 4.3 4.2 0.1 0.7 0.6 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.1 48.1 4.0 17.4 13.2 

China 0.0 1.0 1.2 1.6 1.7 2.0 2.3 0.0 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.6 82.4 4.2 6.4 11.9 

Singapore 0.9 1.6 1.9 2.1 2.5 2.4 2.2 0.8 1.0 0.9 0.7 0.8 0.7 0.6 12.3 2.7 2.5 1.4 
Asia (selection) 17.3 36.4 40.9 49.4 53.7 56.9 58.6 15.4 22.4 19.6 17.0 16.7 15.9 15.6 16.0 2.4 3.8 5.9 

Source: UNIDO calculation based WTO database . 

 

57 



 
Table A11 Textile Exports and Compound Annual Growth Rate (CAGR) – World, European Union and selected Asian Countries: 1990 – 

2008 

 Value (US Billion dollars at current prices) % Share at World level CAGR 

Region/Country 1990 1995 2000 2005 2006 2007 2008 1990 1995 2000 2005 2006 2007 2008 
1990-
1995 

1995-
2000 

2000-
2005 

2005-
2008 

World 104.4 152.3 157.3 204.3 220.4 240.4 250.2 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 7.9 0.6 5.4 7.0 

European Union (27) n.a. n.a. 56.7 70.5 73.8 81.8 80.2 n.a. n.a. 36.1 34.5 33.5 34.1 32.1 n.a. n.a. 4.4 4.4 

United States 5.0 7.4 11.0 12.4 12.7 12.4 12.5 4.8 4.8 7.0 6.1 5.8 5.2 5.0 7.9 8.2 2.5 0.3 

China 7.2 13.9 16.1 41.1 48.7 56.0 65.3 6.9 9.1 10.3 20.1 22.1 23.3 26.1 14.0 3.0 20.5 16.7 

Hong Kong, SAR 8.2 13.8 13.4 13.8 13.9 13.4 12.3 7.9 9.1 8.5 6.8 6.3 5.6 4.9 11.0 -0.5 0.6 -3.9 

Korea, Republic of 6.1 12.3 12.7 10.4 10.1 10.4 10.4 5.8 8.1 8.1 5.1 4.6 4.3 4.1 15.2 0.6 -3.9 -0.1 

India 2.2 4.4 5.6 8.3 8.9 9.7 10.3 2.1 2.9 3.5 4.1 4.0 4.0 4.1 14.9 5.0 8.3 7.4 

Taipei, Chinese 6.1 11.9 11.9 9.7 9.8 9.7 9.2 5.9 7.8 7.6 4.8 4.4 4.0 3.7 14.1 0.0 -4.0 -1.7 

Japan 5.9 7.2 7.0 6.9 6.9 7.1 7.3 5.6 4.7 4.5 3.4 3.1 3.0 2.9 4.1 -0.4 -0.3 2.1 

Pakistan 2.7 4.3 4.5 7.1 7.5 7.4 7.2 2.6 2.8 2.9 3.5 3.4 3.1 2.9 9.8 1.3 9.4 0.5 
United Arab Emirates 0.0 0.0 3.1 2.3 4.6 5.8 5.8 0.0 0.0 2.0 1.1 2.1 2.4 2.3 0.0 0.0 -6.2 36.1 

Indonesia 1.2 2.7 3.5 3.4 3.6 3.8 3.7 1.2 1.8 2.2 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.5 16.9 5.3 -0.9 3.1 

Thailand 0.9 1.9 2.0 2.8 2.9 3.1 3.2 0.9 1.3 1.2 1.4 1.3 1.3 1.3 15.9 0.2 7.1 5.1 

Viet Nam 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.7 1.1 1.3 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.5 0.5 0.7 0.0 0.0 19.4 31.2 

Malaysia 0.3 1.1 1.3 1.4 1.4 1.5 1.5 0.3 0.7 0.8 0.7 0.7 0.6 0.6 26.9 2.4 1.3 4.5 

Asia (selection) 40.9 73.5 81.5 107.7 119.3 129.1 137.7 39.2 48.2 51.8 52.7 54.2 53.7 55.0 12.4 2.1 5.7 8.5 

Source: UNIDO calculation based WTO database . 
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Table A12 Textile Imports and Compound Annual Growth Rate (CAGR) – World, European Union and selected Asian Countries: 1990 – 2008 

 Value (US Billion dollars at current prices) % Share at World level CAGR 

Region/Country 1990 1995 2000 2005 2006 2007 2008 1990 1995 2000 2005 2006 2007 2008 
1990-
1995 

1995-
2000 

2000-
2005 

2005-
2008 

World 107.8 156.5 167.5 217.2 232.4 252.0 262.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 7.7 1.4 5.3 6.6 

European Union (27) n.a. n.a. 57.4 71.6 76.3 85.5 84.0 n.a. n.a. 34.3 33.0 32.9 33.9 31.9 n.a. n.a. 4.5 5.4 

United States 6.7 10.4 16.0 22.5 23.5 24.1 23.1 6.2 6.7 9.5 10.4 10.1 9.6 8.8 9.2 8.9 7.1 0.9 

China 5.3 10.9 12.8 15.5 16.4 16.6 16.2 4.9 7.0 7.7 7.1 7.0 6.6 6.2 15.6 3.3 3.9 1.5 

Hong Kong, SAR 10.2 16.9 13.7 13.8 14.0 13.6 12.3 9.4 10.8 8.2 6.4 6.0 5.4 4.7 10.6 -4.0 0.1 -3.7 

Japan 4.1 6.0 4.9 5.8 6.2 6.3 6.9 3.8 3.8 2.9 2.7 2.7 2.5 2.6 7.7 -3.8 3.3 6.1 

Viet Nam 0.0 0.0 1.4 3.4 4.0 5.1 6.0 0.0 0.0 0.8 1.6 1.7 2.0 2.3 0.0 0.0 20.0 20.8 

United Arab Emirates 1.0 2.0 2.1 3.3 3.6 4.1 4.8 0.9 1.3 1.2 1.5 1.5 1.6 1.8 15.5 0.4 9.6 13.6 

Korea, Republic of 1.9 4.0 3.4 3.5 3.9 4.1 4.1 1.8 2.5 2.0 1.6 1.7 1.6 1.6 15.3 -3.2 1.1 5.1 

Indonesia 0.8 1.3 1.3 0.8 0.7 0.8 3.3 0.7 0.8 0.7 0.3 0.3 0.3 1.2 10.7 -0.9 -9.6 62.8 
Thailand 0.9 1.5 1.6 2.0 2.1 2.2 2.4 0.8 1.0 1.0 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 11.3 1.2 4.0 7.2 

India 0.2 0.3 0.6 2.0 2.0 2.1 2.3 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.9 0.8 0.8 0.9 7.6 10.9 28.0 5.3 

Asia (selection) 24.5 42.9 41.7 50.1 52.7 54.9 58.4 22.7 27.4 24.9 23.1 22.7 21.8 22.2 11.9 -0.6 3.7 5.3 

Source: UNIDO calculation based WTO database 
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Table A13 Top 15 Textile Importers to EU 27 (% share), 2008. 

Countries/Regions Rank Share 

World    100.0 
European Union (27)  1 66.7 
China  2 9.9 
Turkey  3 5.8 
India  4 3.7 
Pakistan  5 2.6 
Switzerland  6 1.5 
United States  7 1.5 
Korea, Republic of  8 1.0 
Japan  9 0.8 
Indonesia  10 0.6 
Taipei, Chinese  11 0.6 
Egypt  12 0.5 
Bangladesh  13 0.5 
Tunisia  14 0.5 
Thailand  15 0.4 

Source: UNIDO calculation based WTO database. 

 

 

 
Table A14 Top 15 Clothing Importers to EU 27 (% share), 2008. 

Countries/Regions Rank Share 

World    100.0 
European Union (27)  1 47.6 
China  2 22.4 
Turkey  3 6.7 
Bangladesh  4 3.9 
India  5 3.6 
Tunisia  6 2.2 
Morocco  7 2.0 
Viet Nam  8 1.1 
Indonesia  9 1.0 
Sri Lanka  10 1.0 
Pakistan  11 0.9 
Thailand  12 0.8 
Hong Kong, China  13 0.7 
Switzerland  14 0.6 
Malaysia  15 0.5 

Source: UNIDO calculation based WTO database. 
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Figure A1 Employment in textile and clothing 1995-2002 mature economies (a) 

 
Source: UNIDO Calculations 
 
 
Figure A2 Employment in textile and clothing 1995-2002 mature economies (b) 

 
Source: UNIDO Calculations. 
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Figure A3 Employment in textile and clothing 1995-2002 emerging economies (a) 
 

 Source: UNIDO Calculations 
 
 
Figure A4 Employment in textile and clothing 1995-2002 emerging economies (a) 

Source: UNIDO Calculations 
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Figure A5 US Imports Textile and Clothing 

 Source: ITCB database. 
 
 
Figure A6 EU27-Extra Imports Textile and Clothing 

 
Source: ITCB database. 
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Figure A7 Exports and Imports of Clothing and Textile - Percentage changeover previous year/period – Selected Regions: 1990 - 2008 
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Notes:  the graphs are built on the data shown in tables A9, A10, A11, A12.  
Source: UNIDO calculation based WTO database. 
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