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4.43.b [ Foreign Investment
| FDI outward, flow 2009
"\ % of GDP
Intra - Group Rankings World Rankings
STAGE RANK COUNIRY INDEX HARD DATA RANK COUNTRY |NDEX HARD DATA
I Canada _— 21.38 290 AB Hong Kong SAR, Ching s 100.00 2475
Al Australia | 2410 192 YA Iceland ] 5535 N2
KB Germany L 23.98 1.88 KB Panama ] 4928 949
[B United States | 23n 1.80 LI Kuwait ] 433 .87
B China L 21.13 1.02 LB Sweden | 42869 751
1 Saudi Arabia | 231N 1.80 6 France | 36.01 5.50
2 Japan I 2261 147 1 Denmark ] 34.66 5.09
KB Thailand | 22.38 1.40 (B Chile | 3410 492
LA India _ 21.76 121 (I Malaysia ] 31.70 420
5 Mexico | 20.65 0.88 Ml Russia | 30.07 an
B Indonesia L 19.55 0.55 (Bl Singapore —_— 2934 349
L] L]
[ ] [ ]
L] R L]
1 Czech Republic | 20.01 0.68 3 Pakistan _— 7.1 -0m
5 Jordan _— 18.78 0.31 LB Cambodia | 1769 -0
6 Hungary 0.00 -534 /MM Dominican Republic — mem 1751  -007
Sw 1 Croatia _— 24.42 20 61 Kyrgyz Republic | 1750 -0.07
2 Greece - 19.56 0.55 (yJl New Zealand - 1655 -0.36
3 Guatemala - 17.94 0.06 <3l Brazil | 1555  -0.66
[ Dominican Republic M. 17.51 -0.07 "9 Belgium u 707 37
5 Kyrgyz Republic | 17.50 -007 i Hungary 000 -534
*L: Large, S: Small, s: strong, i: intermediary, w: weak
S =
ME2xtzol o
2.2.7/Demand Quality
| Consumer sophistication on health and environmental issue 2010
—1SURVEY "I * The consumers are sensitive to health and environmental issues (e.g., genetically modified food)
Intra - Group Rankings World Rankings
STAGE RANK COUNTRY INDEX SCORE RANK COUNTRY INDEX SCORE
Ls Australia ] 8307 783 1 Switzerland . 10000 858
Germany — 7852 763 AN Korea I 0759 847
Canada — 7658 154 3 Sweden | 9599 840
China ] 7132 733 (3 Denmark | 8855  8.07
United States I 56.42 665 LB Japan I 86.93 8.00
Li Japan ] 8693 800 B Australia | 83.07 783
Thailand [ ] 56.84  BET YA France | 8069 772
Saudi Arabia ] 4711 B B Singapore L 79.15  T.66
Indonesia I 4250 604 I Germany — 7852 163
India I 3908 589 Il Canada | 76.58 754
L] L]
[ ] [ ]
L] L]
6  Jordan ] 2426 523 Guatemala | 14.95 482
Saw 1 Croatia | 39.92 592 Chile | 1293 473
2 Dominican Republic mmm 2937 546 Kenya - 1233 4N
3 Kyrgyz Republic | 2640 533 Turkey ] 6.80 446
4  Greece | 2532 528 Argentina u 6.16 443
5  Guatemala | 1495 482 Venezuela 0.00 418
*L: Large, S: Small, s: strong, i: intermediary, w: weak
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Mational Competitiveness Structure

[ Large Countries ]

Countwlnf{, EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEENEEGS

As an affluent, high-tach industrial sociaty in the trillion-
dallar class, Canada resembles tha US in its markat-
oriented economic system, pattam of production, and
affluent living standards. Since World War I, the
impressive growth of the manufacturing, mining, and
sarvice sactars has transformad the nation fram a largaly
rural economy into ona primarily industrial and urban. The
1989 US-Canada Fraa Trade Agroement (FTA) and the 1984
North Amarican Fraa Trade Agresment (NAFTA) {which
includes Maxicol touched off a dramatic increase in trade
and aconomic intagration with the US, its principal trading
parmer. Canada enjoys a substantizl trade surplus with the
US, which absorbs about threa-fourths of Canzdian axports
oach year. Canada is tha US's largast foraign supplier of
enargy, including oil, gas, uranium, and elactric power.
Given its great natural rasources, skilled labor forca, and
madern capitzl plant, Canada enjoyed solid aconomic
growth from 1993 through 2007. Buffetad by the global
aconomic crisis, the economy dropped into a sharp
racession in the final months of 2008, and (ttawa posted its
first fiscal daficit in 2009 after 12 years of surplus. Canada's
major banks, howevar, amerged from the financial crisis of
2008-09 among the strongest in the werld, owing W the
financial sactor's tradition of conservative landing
practices and strong capitalization. During 2010, Canada's
aconomy graw only 3% , due to decraased global demand
and a highly waluad Canadian dallar.

Indux vakies of the inpat factars compined 1o lop coplry in intrasgroup
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