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The article assesses the impact of the tax burden on the quality of the business environment
and the volume of foreign direct investment in the "Visegrad Four" countries. It is substantiated that
the quality of the business environment means good conditions for fiee enterprise and at the same
time creates the preconditions for the country’s long-term competitiveness on a global scale. It is
revealed that the attractiveness of the country for foreign direct investment is determined by the
Jfavorable business environment, the quality of the institutional environment, relative price and eco-
nomic competitiveness, but it can also be influenced dynamically by a targeted state policy to
encourage foreign investment (investment incentives). It is shown that the business environment,
along with macroeconomic stability, accessible infrastructure and human capital, is one of four
Jfactors that affect the competitiveness and attractiveness of each country from the point of view of
Jforeign investors. Thanks to the correlation analysis, the impact of the overall tax burden on
investor decisions and the amount of foreign direct investment in the "Visegrad Four" (V4) coun-
tries is estimated.
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AmkOera BenikoBa, fSIna Xakasosa, Iserra ITmenkosa

BILINB ITOJATKOBOI'O HABAHTAKEHHSA HA JIIJIOBE
CEPEJIOBUIILIE I ITPAMI IHO3EMHI IHBECTUIIII B KPATHAX
«BUIIETPAICBKOI YETBIPKW»

Y cmammi ouineno én.aué nodamko6020 HABAHMANCEHHA HA AKICMb 0i1068020 cepedosuuia i
00cs2 npamux inozeMHuux ingecmuuiii 8 Kpainax «Buwezpaocokoi wemeipxus. Q6rpynmosano, wo
AKicmb 0106020 cepedosuula 03HAMAE XOPOWL YMOBU 045 GiAbHO20 NIONPUEMHUUMEA | 6 MOl Jce
uac cmeoproe nepedymosu 04s 00820CHIPOK0BOI KOHKYPEHMOCHPOMONCHOCHI KpaiHu 6
2a06airvnomy macwmabi. Buseaeno, wo npueabaugicmv Kpainu 0as npamux IHO3EMHUX
ineecmuuii 00yMo6.4eHa CRPUAMAUGUM O0i108UM CepedosUUleM, AKICHIO [HCMUMYUYIOHAAbHO20
cepedosuuia, GiOHOCHOIO WUIHOBOI [ EKOHOMIYHON KOHKYPEHMOCHPOMONCHICIIO, aie Ha Hel
maxkodxc moxce Hadagamu OUHAMIMHUI 6NAUE ULIECHPAMOBAHA O0ePICAGHA NOAIMUKA U000
3a0x04eHHs IHo3eMHuX ineecmuuil (ineecmuuiiini cmumyaun). Iloxasano, wo 6iznec-cepedosuue,
nopao 3 MakpoeKoHOMIMHOI CcmabiabHIiCMI0, 00CHYNHOIO IH(pacmpyKmyporo i a00coKum
Kanimaaom, € 0OHUM 3 YOMUPLOX HUHHUKIG, AKI 6NAUGAIOMb HA KOHKYPEHMOCHPOMONCHICHb |
npueabausicmo KOXCHOI KpaiHu 3 MouKu 30py iHO3eMHUX IHEeCmopie. 3a80AKU KOPeAAUIIHOMY
anaizy OuiHeHo 6NAUG 3a2aAbHO20 NOOAMKO06020 HAGAHMANCEHHS HA PIUleHHS IHéecmopieé i 06cse
npamux ino3emuux ingecrmuuiii ¢ Kkpainu «BBumezpaocokoi wemeipxu».

Karouoei caosa: 6iznec-cepedosuue; nodamok, no0amkoge HA8AHMANCEHHS; IHGeCmUyii; npami
inozemni ineecmuuii (I111); pecion.
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AmxoOera besmkosa, fIna Xakajnosa, iserra ITmenkosa

BJIIMAHUE HAJIOTOBOI HAT'PY3KU HA AEJIOBYIO CPEJLY
N NPAMBIE NHOCTPAHHBIE UHBECTUIINN B CTPAHAX
«BBIIIIETPAICKOM YETBEPKW»

B cmampve oueneno eausnue Ha102080l HAZPY3KU HA Ka4ecmeo 0ea060li cpedsl u 00sem
NPAMBIX UHOCHPAHHDIX UHEecmuuull 6 cmpanax «Boumezpadckoii vemeepkw». Obocrnosano, 4o
Kauecmeo 0e.1060ll cpedvl 03HaA™Aem XOPoulue YCA08Usl 0451 C60000H020 NPEONPUHUMAMEAbCINEA U
6 Mo xHce epems cozdaem npeonocvLIKU 0451 00.120CPOHHOI KOHKYPEHMOCNOCOGHOCHU CIMPAHbL 6
2n006aabnom macwumade. Boisasaeno, umo npueaexameavHocmv cmpanvl 041 NPAMbBIX
UHOCMPAHHBIX UHBECMUUUL 00YCA084eHA (Aa20npUAMHOL 0e1060li cpedoil, Kaxecmeom
UHCMUMYUUOHAALHOU cpedel, OmHOCUMeAbHOl UeHoBol u 3KOHOMUUECKOU
KOHKYPEHMOCHOCOGHOCMbIO, HO HA Hee MAKMCce MOJXCen OKA3bleamb OUHAMUHMECKOe GAUSHUE
UeACHANPABACHHAS 20CYOAPCMEEHHASL NOAUMUKA NO NOOWPEHUI) UHOCIMPAHHLIX UHEECHULUI
(uneecmuuuonnvie cmumyant). Iloxazarno, umo Ousnec-cpeoa, Hapsady ¢ MaKpoOIKOHOMUHECKOU
cmabuabHOCmvl0, 00CMYNHOU UHMPACMPYKMYPOU U HeA06€4eCKUM KANUMAAOM, ABAAEMCS
00HUM U3 uembipex (DAKMOPO6, KOMOpble 6AUSAIOM HA KOHKYDEHMOCROCOOHOCHb U
NpUGAEKAMEAbHOCIb KAXNCOOU CIPAHbL ¢ MOYKU 3DEHUs UHOCMPAHHBIX UH6ecmopos. baazodaps
KOpPeAAUUOHHOMY AHAAU3Y OUCHEHO 6AUsHUe 00well HAa.102060ll HAZPY3KU HA peuleHUus
UHBECHIOPO6 U 00B6eM NPAMBIX UHOCMPAHHBIX UHEECMUUUI 6 cmpanvl «Bviueepadckoii
uemeepKu».

Karouesvie caoea: Ousnec-cpeda; Hanoe;, HAN0208As HAPY3KA;, UHEECMUUUU, NpAMble
unocmpannuvle uneecmuyuu (I[IUHH); pecuon.

Introduction. The level of tax burden and tax incentives are an important factor
influencing the quality of the business environment. Lower tax burden not only con-
tributes to higher work activity but also has a significant impact on business develop-
ment of domestic and foreign entities. However, there are various barriers which
affect decisions of business entities to a large extent (tax, administrative, legal and
other barriers). A high tax burden can be included among the tax barriers that affect
business activity. Administrative barriers include bureaucratic obstacles linked to
administrative demands and extensive record-keeping. Permanent changes in legal
norms, especially their ambiguity, demotivate business entities.

1. Statement of a problem. The concept of the business environment is well-
known and often used, yet its definition is neither simple nor unambiguous given the
large number of stakeholders involved in its formation.

V. Jurickova (2006) defines the business environment as follows: “The business
environment is everything that surrounds a company. It covers both economic, polit-
ical, legal, institutional, ethical, cultural and technological conditions in which the
entrepreneurial process is implemented(”.

L. Strazovska et al. (2008) characterize it as an environment surrounding the
business entity that affects its business activity. They emphasize its relationship with
the competitive environment but also the governing institutions, which determine the
rules and conditions of business activity. The business environment can be analysed
at three levels: the macro environment — includes external influences that impact on
the company, the micro-environment — includes businesses and individuals with who
the company is in a direct connection, and the internal environment — it involves
processes inside the company. In general, we can say that the business environment
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reflects the quality of the economic conditions and the prerequisites for the econom-
ic activity of domestic and foreign entities.

M. Porter (1980) as one of the main pioneers of exploring the competitiveness of
the state in an international environment, defined three stages of competitiveness. In
the first stage, the country benefits from cheap labour and natural resources; in the
second stage, the efficiency of standard commodity production becomes the source
of competitive advantages, and the third stage is associated with the production of
innovative products. The business environment, together with macroeconomic sta-
bility, available infrastructure and human capital, is one of the four factors that affect
the competitiveness and attractiveness of each country from the foreign investors
point of view.

1.1. Characteristics of investments. Generally speaking, investments can be
defined as an economic activity in which an entity renounces current consumption
with a view to increasing the production in the future. M. Lebiedzik (2007) defines
the foreign direct investment as “a transaction between direct investors and compa-
nies to which investments are directed to acquire significant stake in the company
management outside the investor's resident economy. They are in the form of share
capital, reinvested earnings and capital transactions”.

Many economic studies agree that the movement of foreign direct investment is
driven by predicting future profits. When assessing potential risks, investments flow
from regions with low expected earnings to regions with high expected earnings.
Although the diversity of methodological approaches prevents a comprehensive
understanding of the phenomenon under consideration, Nielsen, Asmussen and
Weatherall agree that foreign direct investment remains an important driver of inter-
national business activities.

The attractiveness of the country for foreign direct investment is driven by a
favourable business environment, the quality of the institutional environment, rel-
ative price and cost competitiveness, but it can also be dynamically influenced by
targeted state policy for the promotion of foreign investments (investment incen-
tives).

2. Methods. To achieve the goal, we used the basic methods of scientific research
— abstraction, synthesis, induction, deduction, comparison and description. Through
abstraction, we have been monitoring substantial and consistent information pub-
lished in various literary sources so that we can define the basic concepts and cate-
gories of the problem under consideration. We realized the analysis as a step-by-step
collection, sorting, evaluation and subsequent interpretation. We used the synthesis
to find out the links between the delineated elements, signs and their connections,
and then reproduce the studied area with their essential features and relationships.
Through the correlation analysis, we have been assessing the impact of the total tax bur-
den on investor decisions and the volume of foreign direct investment in V4 countries.

3. Problem solving. Several domestic and foreign researches deal with monitor-
ing the level of the business environment. The role of state in shaping the business
environment is not negligible. From the point of view of business entities, the tax sys-
tem should respect not only the principle of tax acceptability, but also the principle of
tax legality and the principle of tax stimulation. The state should therefore create
long-term stable and the most favourable conditions for doing business.

AKTYAJIbHI NPOBJIEMUW EKOHOMIKN Ne3 (201), 2018
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According to experts, the tax rate is not the only criterion for investors to decide
whether to come to the country to do business. A transparent business environment,
staff costs and total tax-levy burden are also important. From the macroeconomic
point of view, the total tax burden is defined through tax quotas. Based on data from
the Eurostat, we have prepared Table 1, which captures the total tax burden in V4
countries for the period of 2006-2015.

Table 1. Total tax burden in V4 countries for the period of 2006-2015 in %
from operating profit

Total tax burden in % from operating profit
2006 |2007 | 2008 | 2009 |2010 | 2011 | 2012 2013 |2014 | 2015
SR 48.6 |48.6 | 485 | 494 50 50.2 | 50.2 [49.3 |51.8 | 51.7
CR 54.1 [53.1 [ 53.1 51.1 50 50 50 50 1504 | 504
Hungary [ 55.7 | 553 | 56.6 | 56.6 | 54.6 52 49.8 [49.3 | 48 48.4
Poland |43.2 [43.4 | 45.1 | 42.2 |40.6 | 40.1 40.3 [40.1 [40.1 | 40.3

Source: own processing in accordance with http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat>.
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Fig. 1. Total tax burden in V4 countries for the period of 2006-2015 in %
from operating profit,own processing in accordance with http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat

The rate of total tax burden over the period in question shows downward trend
in the Czech Republic, Hungary and Poland, whereas in Slovakia the tax burden is
increasing. The highest level of total tax burden in that period was recorded in
Hungary in 2008 and 2009 at the amount of 56.6%.

4. Discussion. The impact of the tax burden on FDI inflows. In the next part, the
impact of the tax burden on FDI inflows in V4 countries is evaluated. We put two vari-
ables in the context, namely the total tax burden (% of the trade profit) and the inflow
of FDI into the country in million USD. Using the correlation analysis, we expressed
the interdependence of the two variables gradually for individual V4 countries.

Slovakia. Slovakia can be ranked among countries with a higher total tax bur-
den, as proved by the measured average tax burden at the amount of 49.83% per year.
The dependence of FDI volume on the total tax burden (%) in Slovakia is shown in
Figure 2.
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Fig. 2. Development of total tax burden and FDI volume in Slovakia for
the period of 2006-2015, own processing based on the Statistical Yearbook of the
Slovak Republic

Slovakia is the only country that shows the opposite dependence between the
level of the tax burden and the inflow of FDI. If the total level of tax burden is
reduced, the FDI inflow will grow and vice versa. In this case, the total tax burden has
a large impact on the decisions of potential foreign investors. The likelihood that for-
eign investors will carry out their investment plans in Slovakia due to the amount of
the total tax burden is up to 68%.

Table 2. Development of total tax burden (%) and FDI flows in Slovakia for the
period of 2006-2015

2006 [ 2007 [ 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015

Total

volume of
FDI 5,696 | 5,059 | 4,641 | 1,519 | 2,117 | 5,426 | 1,776 | 1,003 | -362 | 1,151
(in million
USD)
Tax burden
(%)

48.6 | 48.6 | 485 | 494 50 50.2 | 50.2 | 493 | 51.8 | 51.7

Source: own processing based on the Statistical Yearbook of the Slovak Republic

Correlation dependence: - 0.68442

The previous statement also confirms the result of the correlation analysis that
reached a negative value approaching -1, which means a strong opposite dependence
between the level of the tax burden and the inflow of FDI. According to the Global
Competitiveness Report, tax rates in Slovakia are currently the second biggest barrier
to business development. The four most common problems in survey on barriers to
doing business carried out by the Business Alliance of Slovakia in 2016 are poor
enforcement of law, application of the principle of equality before the law, the levy
burden, instability and ambiguity of laws and corruption.

AKTYAJIbHI NPOBJIEMUW EKOHOMIKN Ne3 (201), 2018
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The Czech Republic. The dependence of the FDI volume on the total tax burden
(%) in the Czech Republic for the period of 2006-2015 is shown in Figure 3.
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Fig. 3. Development of total tax burden and FDI volume in the Czech Republic for
the period of 2006-2015, own processing in accordance with
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat

The volume of FDI in the Czech Republic is only partially influenced by the
level of the total tax burden. FDI flows and total tax burden levels develop independ-
ently or only with a small correlation bond. On the basis of the above information, we
can state that the level of the total tax burden for the monitored period in the Czech
Republic only slightly influences the inflow of FDI.

Table 3. Development of the total tax burden (%) and FDI volume in the Czech
Republic for the period of 2006-2015

2006 | 2007 | 2008 [2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015
Total volume
of FDI
Orr. 5,521 10,606 | 8,815 [5,271]10,167| 4,188 | 9,433 | 7,357 | 8,088 | 2,478
(in million
USD)
Tax(l[?/‘:)rden 541 | 531 | 531|511 50 | 50 | 50 | 50 | 504 | 504

Source: own processing in accordance with http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat

Correlation dependence: 0.13159

The resulting value of the correlation analysis shows that the inflow of FDI in the
Czech Republic is very little influenced by the level of total tax burden. The positive
value of the correlation analysis result means that the dependence is directly propor-
tional. If the total tax burden falls, the inflow of FDI will decrease as well and vice
versa. From the V4 countries, the Czech Republic shows the lowest FDI dependen-
cy on the total tax burden over the reference period.

Hungary. The dependence of the FDI volume on the total tax burden (%) in
Hungary for the period 2006-2015 is shown in Figure 4.

ACTUAL PROBLEMS OF ECONOMICS, #3(201), 2018
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Fig. 4. Development of total tax burden and FDI volume in Hungary for
the reference period of 2006-2015, own processing in accordance with
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat

Within the V4 countries, Hungary shows the highest FDI dependence on the
total tax burden. In this case, there is only a 40% probability that if the level of total
tax burden in the country increases, the inflow of FDI will increase and vice versa.

Table 4. Development of the total tax burden (%) and FDI flows in Hungary for
the reference period of 2006-2015

2006 | 2007 | 2008 [ 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015

Total
volume
of FDI | 18,678 (70,631 75,013 | -2,967 | -20,933 | 10,506 | 10,618 |-3,772(12,596( -2,624
(in million
USD)

Tax burden

(%) 55.7 | 553 | 56.6 | 56.6 54.6 52 49.8 | 493 48 48.4

Source: own processing in accordance with http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat.

Correlation dependence: 0.419995

The result of the correlation analysis shows the direct relationship. Even though
the likelihood of the same development is relatively low, it needs to be highlighted in
terms of investment placement. For example, in a situation where potential investors
decide to invest in the country, the total tax burden may increase, which would ulti-
mately have the opposite effect. Based on the above, we can state that Hungary
belongs to the most vulnerable V4 countries in terms of the impact of the total tax
burden.

Poland. The dependence of the FDI volume on the total tax burden (%) in
Poland for the period 2006-2015 is shown in Figure 5.

AKTYAJIbHI NPOBJIEMUW EKOHOMIKN Ne3 (201), 2018
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Fig. 5. Development of the total (%) and FDI volume in Poland for the period of
2006-2015, own processing in accordance with http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat

The total tax burden also has an impact on the volume of FDI in Poland, which
is slightly better than for Hungary. Poland also has a relatively strong dependence of
the investigated variables. It is quite likely that the situation will be the same as in
Hungary, where lowering the total tax burden could mean reducing the volume of
FDI, which could ultimately have the opposite effect. If there is an increase in the
total tax burden, it is less likely that the inflow of FDI into the country would
increase.

Table 5. Development of total tax burden rate (%) and FDI flows in Poland

2006 | 2007 [ 2008 [ 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 ) 2013 | 2014 | 2015

Total volume [ 21,473 | 25,031 | 14,574 | 14,025 {18,395 18,485 7,358 | 795 | 19,776 | 14,067
of FDI
(in million
USD)

Taxburden | 432 | 434 | 451 | 422 | 40.6 | 40.1 | 403 [ 40.1 | 40.1 | 403
(%)

Source: own processing in accordance with http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat.

Correlation dependence: 0.375465

Based on the results of the correlation analysis, Poland and Hungary can be
included in the group of so-called risk countries because of the higher probability that
the total tax burden will have worse impact on a potential investor.

Conclusion. Under the influence of globalization processes and the internation-
alization of economic processes, the traditional understanding of the competitiveness
of the state is changing towards creating new comparative advantages and cultivating
the existing ones that attract foreign investors.

Within V4, the attractiveness of Slovakia's business environment is reduced par-
ticularly by the high tax burden and frequent changes in legislation, including con-

ACTUAL PROBLEMS OF ECONOMICS, #3(201), 2018
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troversial tax licenses, which have been in use since 2014 and also have a significant
impact on the volume of FDI.

The space to increase FDI inflows and to increase their benefits is still relatively
large for V4 economies. Therefore, the significance of competition among states in
attracting foreign investment is increasing in regions with similar comparative and
structural advantages and the economic level, in which regions of the Visegrod Group
can be included.
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