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Table 1. Development of the most critical indicators of foreign trade in tomato crops at
the republic level during the period (2007-2022).
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Table 2. Results of the analysis of the general time trend of foreign trade indicators in
tomato crops at the republic level during the period 2007-2022.
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Table .3 Development of the export price of tomatoes to competing countries during the
period (2007-2022).
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Table 4. Results of the analysis of the general time trend of the export price of tomatoes
in dollars for competing countries during the period (2007-2022).
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Table 5. Development of the quantity of tomato crops exported to competing countries

during the period (2007-2022).
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Table 6. Results of the analysis of the general time trend in the quantity of tomato crop
exports in tons to competing countries during the period 2007-2022.
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Table 7. Development of the relative export price coefficient for the most important
countries competing with Egypt in exporting the tomato crop during the period
(2007-2022).
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Table 8. Development of the instability coefficient of Egypt’s production and the most
important competing countries for the tomato crop during the period (2007-2022).

gY-v LS 3 Saaly Jais L @ ) L) Jadl ga sl Al
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2.67 1.37 11.48 9.75 13.99 3.07 11.66 5.01 26.97 2011
10.50 0.11 7.18 6.33 15.01 3.97 8.09 1.65 0.14 2012
7.83 2.17 1.17 2.10  21.28 0.84 14.77 5.85 6.81 2013
9.02 0.63 2.52 29.10 11.79 5.00 9.63 9.28 2.20 2014
3.12 5.28 2.20 14.66 10.04 7.92 7.68 6.03 1.96 2015
1.27 3.38 0.83 0.69 19.70 6.86 15.88 5.24 6.42 2016
8.12 2.87 3.31 0.09 18.53 3.09 13.61 4.48 8.89 2017
6.35 3.58 3.37 2.00 433 4.55 4.27 2.61 14.27 2018
4.88 0.27 0.20 1.61 4.20 1.03 8.67 0.82 4.61 2019
7.94 1.46 13.82 3.07  3.63 1.79 6.85 0.92 0.95 2020
8.28 0.95 2.17 9.05 7.23 5.49 2.06 5.81 2.85 2021
8.01 3.18 6.84 13.23 527 0.85 22.08 18.95 3.58 2022
6.70 1.35 3.20 412 9.54 2.49 7.19 3.51 4.36 gl B gl
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Table 9. The efficiency of Egypt’s export performance and the most important competing

countries in exporting the tomato crop during the period (2007-2022).

-

Haa LS 3 aaly Jais L 8 < _all Luilaw) Jail ga sl Add)
0.003 0.044 0.062 0.019 0.010 0.334 0.082 0.184 0.099 2007
0.005 0.051 0.053 0.020 0.010 0.281 0.079 0.194 0.105 2008
0.010 0.064 0.049 0.022  0.011 0.323 0.078 0.187 0.130 2009
0.012 0.062 0.058 0.022 0.013 0.315 0.078 0.208 0.146 2010
0.008 0.052 0.042 0.020 0.013 0.412 0.082 0.189 0.171 2011
0.010 0.046 0.057 0.017 0.013 0.394 0.091 0.220 0.137 2012
0.023 0.042 0.053 0.021 0.014 0.379 0.100 0.212 0.141 2013
0.024 0.046 0.055 0.020 0.014 0.412 0.095 0.226 0.135 2014
0.023 0.043 0.061 0.020 0.014 0.486 0.090 0.240 0.153 2015
0.025 0.028 0.059 0.025 0.014 0.465 0.087 0.225 0.197 2016
0.017 0.035 0.060 0.025 0.014 0.497 0.087 0.237 0.168 2017
0.017 0.038 0.052 0.024 0.013 0.546 0.077 0.211 0.188 2018
0.016 0.040 0.057 0.022 0.014 0.618 0.074 0.217 0.171 2019
0.011 0.044 0.061 0.028 0.017 0.638 0.083 0.217 0.240 2020
0.006 0.045 0.059 0.024 0.017 0.612 0.079 0.201 0.198 2021
0.008 0.042 0.054 0.022  0.022 0.797 0.079 0.181 0.188 2022
0.012 0.044 0.056 0.022 0.014 0.450 0.084 0.208 0.156 (il Lol
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Table 10. Development of the determinants of the Egyptian competitive position of tomato

crops during the period (2007-2022).
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4"’?;2‘)““ ‘5?;;‘“ (%) guy) il (o il L
0.003 66.18 5.41 0.19 19.89 2007
0.005 64.00 13.52 0.99 7.89 2008
0.010 41.81 28.16 1.06 19.10 2009
0.012 24.38 7.73 0.86 26.10 2010
0.008 63.94 2.67 0.28 60.98 2011
0.010 30.61 10.50 1.12 23.55 2012
0.023 19.08 7.83 0.72 74.80 2013
0.024 28.15 9.02 0.68 92.63 2014
0.023 10.59 3.12 1.19 57.92 2015
0.025 0.30 1.27 1.16 56.27 2016
0.017 4.77 8.12 1.17 24.33 2017
0.017 3.65 6.35 1.12 32.20 2018
0.016 4.19 4.88 1.15 36.09 2019
0.011 2.41 7.94 1.21 27.26 2020
0.006 9.61 8.28 1.32 15.74 2021
0.008 1.94 8.01 1.21 21.08 2022
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Table 12. Penetration rate of the most important importing markets for Egyptian tomato

crops during the period (2018-2022).
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Abstract

Agricultural exports are considered one of the important components of Egyptian
exports, as the average value of Egyptian agricultural exports amounted to about
3647.60 million dollars as an average for the period (2002-2022), so attention was paid
to studying the tomato crop as one of the most important export crops to identify the
reality of foreign trade for this crop in global markets. It is clear from this research that
the quantity of Egyptian exports of the tomato crop amounted to approximately 30.12
thousand tons on average for the study period. The quantity of exports reached its peak
in 2014, when it totaled approximately 92.63 thousand tons. The amount of exports
represents approximately 0.39% of the GDP on average for the same period. It is also
clear that the most important countries competing with Egypt in exporting tomatoes are
Mexico, the Netherlands, Turkey, Spain, Belgium, Morocco, Canada, and France, as the
average quantity of their exports amounted to about 1474.41, 982.68, 875.09, 460.90,
432.95, 219.07, 202.59, 166.03 thousand tons respectively. The market share index for
the same countries amounted to approximately 21.17%, 12.10%, 6.53%, 8.59%, 3.11%,
7.53%, 2.23%, and 3.16%, respectively, as an average for the study period. The average
market share for Egypt was approximately 0.32%. It became clear through the study of
price competitiveness that Egyptian export prices for tomato crops are lower than the
average export prices of competing countries.

Keywords: Competing countries < Egyptian exports ¢« Tomatoes
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