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Abstract: Firm-product data provide information for various research questions in
international trade, industrial or innovation economics. However, workingwith these
data requires harmonizing product classifications consistently over time to avoid
internal validity issues. Harmonization is required because classification systems like
the EU classifications combined nomenclature (CN) for goods or the Prodcom for the
production of manufactured goods undergo several changes. We have addressed this
problem and developed an approach to harmonize product codes. This approach
tracks product codes from 1995 to 2022 for CN and 2001 to 2021 for Prodcom. Additional
years can be conveniently added. We provide the harmonized product codes for CN
and Prodcom in the selected period’s last (or first) year. Our approach is summarized
in an open-source R package so that researchers can consistently track product codes
for their selected period. We demonstrate the importance of harmonization using the
micro-level trade data for Croatia as a case study. Our approach facilitates working
with firm-product data, allowing the analysis of important research questions.

Keywords: product code; concordance; CN; HS; Prodcom; BEC

JEL Classification: C81; F14; O12; C55

1 Introduction

Innovation and international trade are considered a major engine of economic
growth (Aghion et al. 2021; Wagner 2019). Innovation can take a variety of forms,
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including product, production or delivery, organizational, marketing or communi-
cation innovation (Gault 2018). When an economist thinks of innovation, product
innovations, like (autonomous) automobiles, computers, smartphones, robots, or
drones, come first to mind. We focus on enabling investigations concerning product
innovation and firm-product relations in general. For the purpose of analyzing
product innovation, studies mostly use the Community Innovation Survey (CIS)1 (e.g.
Schubert and Tavassoli 2020). CIS is considered one of the richest sources of firm
innovation data. Researchers use CIS data to investigate characteristics of firms
introducing product innovations, like research and development (R&D) expendi-
tures, firm size, firm age, industry, or profitability (e.g. Audretsch and Belitski 2020;
Coad et al. 2016; Griffith et al. 2006; Mairesse and Mohnen 2010). CIS data is also used
to conduct policy evaluations of large public R&D grants or public procurement for
innovation on the firms’ innovation output (Mairesse and Mohnen 2002; Stojčić et al.
2020). Although the availability of CIS data has had a major impact on the field of
innovation economics, CIS data suffers from at least two weaknesses. Firstly, only a
small sample of relatively larger firms is collected each cycle, and secondly, variables
are collected via survey, thus, they are self-reported by the firms and can be
imprecise or suffer from a sample selection bias. There are also other weaknesses,
such as the documented difficulties in merging CIS microdata with regional identi-
fiers (Hauser et al. 2018).

Transaction data from customs (Combined Nomenclature, CN) and the Prodcom
data can be used to investigate product innovation or firm-product relations in
general (European Commission 2019, 2021). Research questions concerning de-
terminants of firms’ changes in productivity over time, firms’ product mix strategy,
firm markups, R&D grants impact on the number of newly exported products, or
extensive and intensive margins of trade are just few examples that can be analyzed
with firm-product data.2 These data provide the value and quantity of imported,
exported, or sold products at a very detailed product level and enable the analysis of
large firm samples. In addition, Prodcom data include a substantial part of all
domestically traded products. Questions related to industry-level importance of
innovative products can also be investigated using transaction and Prodcom data.
Identified new products can be classified into new-to-firm and new-to-market
products, combined with the value of these sold or exported products providing
additional insights into the magnitude of innovation. Also, these data enable to

1 Link: https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/web/microdata/community-innovation-survey [Accessed May
23, 2021].
2 Customs data (CN) includes information at the firm-product-market level, while Prodcom includes
information at the firm-product level, we use the term “firm-product data” to describe both data,
although CN adds another dimension.
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consider the distance between exporter and destination market (Mayer and Zignago
2011), the type of exports (Wagner 2019), and frequency of simultaneous exports and
imports (Bernard et al. 2018). Castellani and Fassio (2019) is one of the few innovation
studies using firm-product-market level data.

Consistent time series of product codes are necessary for working with trans-
action and Prodcom data. However, several product codes are updated annually. Such
updates include new product codes, dropped product codes, or product codes merged
into a common code. Considering such changes harmonizing the product codes for a
given period is mandatory. We contribute to the literature on the importance of
harmonizing data to mitigate internal data validity issues (Bellert and Fauceglia 2019;
Duprez andMagerman 2022; Liao et al. 2020; Pierce and Schott 2009, 2012; Van Beveren
et al. 2012).3 Such harmonization is not only an important topic for product codes. Link
(2020) demonstrated the necessity of harmonization for ifo Business Survey (IBS) data.
Previous approaches to harmonize product codes are based on the idea of Pierce and
Schott (2009, 2012), implemented in Stata or R, and aremore or less flexible in terms of
selecting the period and classification systems (and also with respect to software and
programming skills required for users). We briefly explain the development of the
preliminary work to better delineate our approach. Pierce and Schott (2009, 2012)
suggested an approach to harmonize the international harmonized system product
codes (HS) and provided Stata code to enable researchers to prepare the data consis-
tently for further analyses. Van Beveren et al. (2012) picked up their idea and extended
their Stata code from concording HS to CN8 and Prodcom codes. Duprez and Mager-
man (2022) updated the Stata do-files available from 1988 until 2010 up to 2014.

When using programming code in the form of do files or script files, adjustments
to other periods, classification systems and program environments require addi-
tional programming effort and this may be error prone. Bellert and Fauceglia (2019)
were the first to provide a Stata ado-file for various classification schemes without
necessary internal code changes. Not having to intervene in the program structure
for updates or change requests was also our objective for the implementation in R.
Our approach offers new features and add-ons in several respects. In addition to the
harmonized product codes, the display of the development of all product codes over
time is the core of our approach. This allows the entire history of merged, split,
dropped and new product codes to be easily tracked and interpreted. Also, special
cases are marked, such as product codes that remained the same during the obser-
vation period, but to which other product codes have been added. We provide

3 Liao et al. (2020) provide a dictionary for product codes to get the appropriate description of the
codes in different classification schemes. Their approach is therefore not concerned with the
harmonization of product codes in the strict sense. It is implemented as an R package and is under
development.
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so-called utilize functions to count the number of added, kept, and dropped products
of each firm from one year to the next. We provide the broad economic categories
(BEC) (United Nations 2016) and the System of National Accounts (SNA) classification
(European Communities et al. 2009). All necessary calculations are included in an
open-source R package that is easy to use and can be adapted for different periods (or
updated product code change lists) without internal code changes. The approach
shows the links between different product codes over time and allows working with
consistent time series for the selected period. The importance of harmonization is
demonstrated by applying our approach on Croatian data. We obtain a similar
substantial discrepancy between the raw time series and the harmonized time series
as Van Beveren et al. (2012) for Belgian firm-product data.

In the remainder of the manuscript, we describe the classification systems,
present the idea of harmonization, and demonstrate the importance of harmonizing
product codes by applying the approach to firm-product data from Croatia. Finally,
we summarize the main features of the approach.

2 Harmonization of Product Codes

Harmonization is based on classification lists and concordance tables provided by
Eurostat. There are several classification systems used in the European Union (EU)
for trade and production. Although the systems are designed to be similar, there are
important differences between the two systems, both at a given time and across
several years.

2.1 Combined Nomenclature

EU international trade statistics records the value and quantity of products traded
between EU member states, and from EU member states to non-EU countries. At the
customs, products must be classified according to the combined nomenclature,
which has 8-digits and thus denoted CN8. Its first six digits match the classification
system of the (international) harmonized system (HS), which is maintained by the
World Customs Organization (WCO 2022). The European classification system CN8 is
an extension of the HS6 classification system, analogous to the 10-digit extensions
(HS10) used in the USA. Table 1 provides an example for the different product codes
and their number of digits. The CN classification was developed to meet the re-
quirements of both the Common Customs Tariffs and the EU’s external trade sta-
tistics. In intra-EU trade statistics the CN is also used (Directorate-General for
Taxation and Customs Union 2022).
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The HS undergoes periodic revisions. Between 1988 and 2022, it was updated five
times (in 1996, 2002, 2007, 2012, and 2017). Revision years for HS6 also tend to be years
of substantial changes in the CN8 classification. Moreover, there are annual updates
of the CN8 classification, such that from one year to the next a product may have a
different CN8 code. Such updates are motivated by policy, development of technol-
ogy, or statistical requirements.

2.2 Prodcom Classification

Firms within the EU must report their industrial production and services in the
Prodcomsurvey,which are specified on the Prodcom list. AlthoughProdcom regulation
is EU-based, thisfirm-product data is obtained by theNational Statistics Institutes of the
member states. If the member state considers Prodcom reporting as an administrative
burden for thefirms, they are able to alleviate the reporting requirement. However, the
information in Prodcom covers at least 90% of national production within each sector
defined by the four digits from the statistical classification of economic activities in the
European Community (NACE) code (European Communities 2008).

The Prodcom list was developed to measure production in the EU Member States
and to allow a comparison between production and external trade statistics (Eurostat
2023). Therefore, Prodcom classification is closely related to the combined nomen-
clature classification. Similar to the CN classification, also the Prodcom system is an
extension of other systems. The first four digits are taken from the NACE code, while
the digits 5 and 6 are in line with the Classification of Products by Activity (CPA). The
last two digits then make up the actual Prodcom code (cf. Table 2).

Table : Example of a CN code for .

Classification
system

Digits Code Description

HS   Chapter  – Nuclear reactors, boilers, machinery and mechanical
appliances; parts thereof

HS   Centrifuges, including centrifugal dryers; filtering or purifying
machinery and apparatus, for liquids or gases

HS   Machinery and apparatus for filtering or purifying liquids (excl. such
machinery and apparatus for water and other beverages, oil or
petrol-filters for internal combustion engines and artificial kidneys)

CN   Made of fluoropolymers and with filter or purifier membrane
thickness not exceeding  μm

Source: European Commission ().
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Aswith CN, the Prodcom codes are subject to annual changes. These changes also
include newly established Prodcom codes or definitely dropped codes. Thus, the
coverage may change. Products may be covered by Prodcom codes in one year but
not covered by any Prodcom code in another year. It is impossible to keep track of the
amount or value of these codes over time, so they need to be dropped from the data
when harmonizing.

2.3 Classification by Broad Economic Categories

The broad economic categories (BEC) system classifies products into broad economic
categories used internationally. This classification was introduced in 1971 and has
undergone several revisions, with the latest revision, number 5, in 2016. Today, its
development andmaintenance are done by the UnitedNations Statistics Division and
is used worldwide. Since the most recent revision, BEC codes have eight categories
and contain up to six digits instead of three as they used to. The leading digit indicates
the main economic class of the product. The second digit distinguishes between
goods and services within the eight main categories. Moreover, BEC codes can be
classified into three basic classes defined by the System of National Accounts (SNA),
which focus on the end-use of the product. The classes are called “capital goods”,
“intermediate goods”, and “consumption goods” in revision 4 of BEC, while they are
called “intermediate consumption”, “gross fixed capital formation”, and “final
consumption” since revision 5. The SNA classification is the third digit in the BEC
codes. The last three digits are the “processing dimension”, the “specification
dimension” and finally, the “durability dimension” (for an example, see Table 3).

Concordance files between HS6 and BEC Rev. 4 exist for 1996, 2002, and 2007. For
2012 and 2017, there exists a concordance between HS6 and BEC Rev. 5. Therefore, we
provide BEC codes from Rev. 4 until 2011 and BEC codes from Rev. 5 thereafter.
Figure 1 illustrates the connection as well as the availability of concordance files

Table : Example of a Prodcom code for .

Classification system Digits Code Description

NACE   Mining of iron ores
CPA   Iron ores
Prodcom   Iron ores and concentrates; agglomerated

(excluding roasted iron pyrites)

Source: European Commission ().
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between the classification systems described in this paper.4 Recently (simultaneously
to our approach5) Duprez and Magerman (2022) provide concordance files for CN8
and PC8 on github for 2002–2014.6 By default, we use the original concordance files
provided at the RAMON server.

2.4 Harmonization

The basic idea behind harmonization is to keep track of every product code during a
specific period. In the simplest case, a code does not change during the examined
period, i.e. no harmonization is needed. In any other case, all changes associatedwith
a specific code must be considered. There are different product code changes 1-to-1,

Table : Example of a BEC code for Rev. .

Classification system Digits Code Description

BEC   ICT, media, computers, business and financial services
BEC   Goods
BEC   Intermediate consumption
BEC   Processed
BEC   Specified

Source: United Nations ().

Figure 1: Connections between the different classification systems.

4 A list of all changes is annually providedbyEurostat on the EU server RAMON: https://ec.europa.eu/
eurostat/ramon.
5 We published our R package harmonizer for the first time December 8, 2021; Link: https://cran.r-
project.org/src/contrib/Archive/harmonizer/.
6 Link: https://github.com/glennmagerman/Concordances_CN_PC [Accessed May 18, 2022]. These
concordance files can conveniently be included by researchers in our R package if requested.
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1-to-many, many-to-1, many-to-many, 1-to-none, and none-to-1. The last two changes
indicate that a codewas dropped or a new codewas created. A 1-to-many ormany-to-
1 change can occur if two or more codes are split or merged.

Figure 2 visualizes possible product code histories. Diamonds in the figure
indicate that product codes change in a given year. In case (I) code 01031000 does not
change, and thus this CN8 code is the harmonized code too. Case (II) shows a simple
code change, i.e. a renaming of the product code, and thus the former product code
01019090 becomes simply 01019000 (= harmonized code). The remaining lines show
more complex changes. Cases (III) and (IV) demonstrate a merge of product codes
31056010 and 31056090 in 2011. They both are assigned at the end of the period the
family code f1 (= harmonized code). The family code f2 in the cases (V) and (VI) results
from a split of code 29309085 into 29309060 and 29309099 in 2010. One should note
that amixture of the cases ((II) until (VI)) is possible, resulting in another family code.
The final artificial family code is denoted as “f” with a running number. Therefore,
the largest number indicates the number of family codes.

All changes above occur for CN8, HS6, and Prodcom product codes’ changes over
time. Prodcom codes can be generated or dropped within the period of interest. If
changes in these classifications are not taken into account, erroneous entries and
exits of products, price bias, or incorrect price and quantity indices result. The
harmonized product code for all product codes is provided in a separate column
(CN8plus, PC8plus, and HS6plus, cf. Figure 3).

In contrast to the approaches that provide harmonized product codes (family codes)
as output (Bellert and Fauceglia 2019; Duprez andMagerman 2022; Pierce and Schott 2009,
2012;VanBeverenet al. 2012), ourapproachprovides, inaddition, theentirehistoryof each

Figure 2: Example for real CN8 code changes for the period 2008–2013.
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product code (CN8, Prodcom) in concordance with the HS6, BEC, and SNA classifications.
The history matrix enables an easy-to-understand output (Figure 3) and allows the
researcher to track splits and mergers and to understand the substantive implications.

In comparison to the previous product harmonization approaches (Bellert and
Fauceglia 2019; Duprez and Magerman 2022; Pierce and Schott 2009, 2012; Van
Beveren et al. 2012), our approach has further add-ons. (i) A product code can merge
with another product code but remains the same product code afterward. These
merged product codes belong by default to the same family. They are marked by a
flag equal to 1 (cf. Figure 3) that allows the researcher to investigate the history and to
decide whether to use the original product code or the family code. This choice has
consequences, for example regarding the possibility to link HS6, BEC, or SNA clas-
sifications. The “flagyear” column has values only for flag values equal to 1, 2 or 3 and
indicates the year in which the first change occurred. In this case, there was no
change to this specific product code, so the value of the “flagyear” column corre-
sponds to the last year of the period. (ii) New or dropped product codes are indicated
by a flag equal to 2. A dropped product code, for example, may be linked to other
product codes (due to splits or mergers) and is therefore assigned a family code. At
the firm level, the drop of such a family code is interpreted as a product dropped by
the firm, although it may be due to a product code dropped by Eurostat or the
national Bureau of Statistics. The indicator (flag = 2) therefore makes it possible to
remove the dropped (or also the new) product code from the family code. This
prevents misinterpretations. The feature is particularly advantageous for Prodcom
codes. (iii) Simple code changes, i.e. product codes have received unique but different
product codes over time, are not marked as a family (in contrast to Bellert and
Fauceglia 2019) but indicated by a flag equal to 3. (iv) Eurostat reports lists of product

Figure 3: Harmonized CN8 product code (CN8plus) and history of product codes from 2009 until 2012
as output by the package.
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codes that changed as well as lists of product codes that existed in each year. Our
method employs both lists. Thus, the complete information is used to identify
especially new or deleted product codes. (v) Each approach deals with specific
classification systems, reports different results, and is written for different pro-
gramming environments. We summarize these features in Table 4.

The complete harmonization approach is available as an open-source R package,
called harmonizer.7 By default harmonization of CN8 codes is possible from 1995 to
2022 and Prodcom from 2008 to 2021, respectively. However, updated data is added
regularly to the package by the maintainer and can even be conveniently added by
the users themselves.8 Also, usage of product codes and product code change files
provided by national Bureau of Statistics is feasible. Thus, harmonization is possible
for these products too. In Appendix B the commands for computing the harmonized
product codes and the history matrix with the R package harmonizer are provided.

Table : Comparison of the approaches dependent on the classification systems, the programming
environment, and output.

Approach Pierce and
Scott (,
)

Van Beveren
et al. ()

Bellert and
Fauceglia
()

Duprez and
Magermann
()

Our
approach

Classification systems

CN
PC
HS
HS
BEC
SNA
Programming environment

Software Stata Stata Stata Stata R
R-package/Stata-
ado-file

Output
Harmonized
product codes
History matrix

7 Downloadable via CRAN: https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=harmonizer.
8 See the R package’s vignette for more (technical) documentation about how the harmonization is
implemented and about all package features and functions https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/
harmonizer/vignettes/harmonizer.html.
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3 Application

We apply harmonization on firm-product-market data of Croatia in the period from
2008 to 2016. For demonstration purpose Table 5 shows one possible (artificial) entry
of raw data at firm level.

Table 6 provides the export value of all goods captured by CN8 codes. Columns (2)
and (3) show the result without harmonization, while columns (4)–(7) take the
harmonization into account. Almost 20 %of the total export value averaged across all
years is associated with family product codes. If we do not harmonize the product
codes, amount and value of products will be incorrectly attributed to individual
product codes, while actually, the codes should be interpreted in the context of a
family of product codes (cf. Figure 2). A direct consequence of this misinterpretation
can be seen in Table 7.

Table : Exports of firms in Croatia.

Without
harmonization

With harmonization

Years Export
value

# of
codes

Export value in
families

Export value in
families [%]

# of
families

# of final
CNplus codes

() () () () () () ()

 .  . .  

 .  . .  

 .  . .  

 .  . .  

 .  . .  

 .  . .  

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

Average . . . . . .

Note: Columns () and () represent the export value and the number (#) of product codes if no harmonization is applied.
Columns ()–() summarize harmonized data. Columns () and () show the absolute or the relative value, respectively,
by all product codes that are associated with a family of product codes, while column () shows the number of different
families of product codes. Column () represents the final number of different harmonized codes in each year. All values
are in million €.

Table : Artifical example of firm-product-market level data, classified by the CN.

FirmID Year CN Market Unit type Unit amount Export value

   AT Number of items  ,
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Table 7 shows all added and dropped products in terms of export, i.e.firms started
or stopped trading specific products. From2008 to 2016, added or dropped products are
counted from one year to the following. Thus, the firm had to exist in both years.
Columns (2)–(5) represent the trading data without harmonization, while columns
(7)–(11) summarize harmonized data. The percentages below the values denote the
relative amount of added or dropped products for all products in the market.
Comparing the value of added products columns (4) and (9), reveal the strong
influence of themissing harmonization. One notices that the average amount sold
of new-to-firm products without harmonization is 1.5 times higher than the value
with harmonization. Without harmonizing the data, firms are interpreted as
introducing more products than they do or being more innovative than they are.
A similar pattern occurs if one looks at the value of dropped products, i.e. columns
(6) and (11). By looking at non-harmonized data, one would overestimate the
amount of dropped products of a firm even though some were not dropped at all.
Similar findings are obtained for imports (cf. Tables A1 and A2).

We also investigated the firm sales data from products classified by Prodcom
codes in Croatia. Table 8 shows the difference between harmonized and non-
harmonized data. The raw data without any harmonization, which can be found

Table : Products classified by Prodcom in Croatia.

Without
harmonization

With harmonization

Years Sales
value

# of
codes

Value in
families

Value in families
[%]

# of
families

# of final PCplus
codes

() () () () () () ()

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

Average ,. . . . . .

Note: Columns () and () represent the sales value and the number (#) of product codes if no harmonization is applied.
Columns ()–() present a harmonization for internationally used PC codes (i.e. national codes excluded). Columns ()
and () show the absolute respectively the relative value of all codes that are associated with a family, while column ()
shows the number of families. Column () gives the final number of harmonized codes in a certain year. All values are in
million €.
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in columns (2) and (3) of Table 8, may also include possible typos and national
codes. Within the Prodcom classification system, every country can include codes
that are only valid for the nation itself. These codes are not used internationally
and can therefore only be harmonized with national concordance files. However,
if concordance files are available, it is possible to use them within our package
since the use of custom trade data as well as of custom concordance files is
possible. Nevertheless, the harmonized results shown here do not include these
national codes, since we have not yet had access to the national concordance files
of Croatia.

Similar findings to Table 7 providing dropped and added products for Prodcom
codes can be found in the Appendix in Table A3. Valid identification of the changes
in the firms’ product mix allows developing innovation measures and therewith
enhancing the second wave of innovation and firm literature. Identified new
products can be classified into new-to-firm and new-to-market products, and can
also be combinedwith the value of these products sold or exported – thus providing
additional insights into the magnitude of innovation. Researchers can work with
the harmonized data to not only identify new-to-firm products but combining these
data with firm-level geographical data and identify new-to-firm-region or new-to-
firm-national market products. In addition, with the export or sales value, the
importance of these new products can be quantified.

4 Conclusions

Similar to research on firms and international trade (Wagner 2019), research on
firms and innovation has begun to use transaction data at the level of firms and
products or even at the firm-product-market level (Castellani and Fassio 2019). This
type of data can be used formany purposes, such as developing innovationmeasures
at different regional levels or identifying characteristics of innovative or high-
growth firms. However, such datamust be harmonized; otherwise, the validity of the
results is compromised. If changes in these classifications are not taken into account,
erroneous entries and exits of products, price bias, or incorrect price and quantity
indices result.

The open-source R package harmonizer comprises all our harmonization ef-
forts. The main output consists of the harmonized product code and our unique
historymatrix of product codes of various classification systems (CN8 and Prodcom
togetherwith HS6, BEC, and SNA). The historymatrix reflects the complex temporal
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links between product codes that are not readily apparent in the change lists,
product code lists, and concordance files. We provide not only the necessary links
between product codes but also information to identify special cases, such as
deleted or new products in a family of linked product codes. Due to this informa-
tion, product code changes or drops are not misinterpreted as products dis-
continued by firms. Furthermore, our R package allows for computing the number
of added, kept, or dropped products for each firm each year. In addition, updating
the harmonization period is conveniently possible as new concordance files can be
provided as input files.

The application of our approach to Croatian firm-product-market data demon-
strated the importance of product code harmonization. In our application, the
average export value of new products in the firms’ product mix without harmoni-
zation is 1.5 times higher than the value using harmonized data. The extent of the
significance of harmonizing is in linewith the application of Van Beveren et al. (2012)
on the data of Belgium.

Establishing a standardized harmonization procedure for trade (CN8) and sales
(Prodcom) data is a desirable goal. For this, different researchers across the EU
countries have to contribute to obtaining common knowledge about the sensitivity of
handling product code families differently. The goal of our approach is a step towards
this standardization, as it enables researchers to investigate the sensitivity with
respect to this issue. However, further research is still needed to establish a stan-
dardized harmonization procedure for these rich data.

With the harmonization of trade and sales data, new and dropped products can
be counted reliably, changes in export and import values can be computed, price
indices can be derived, and new products can be distinguished between new-to-
firm products or new-to-market products. The harmonizer package can be conve-
niently applied. Our contribution may push forward the research in international
trade and innovation economics by enabling researchwith consistent firm-product
data.

Acknowledgments: The authors thank the staff of the Croatian Bureau of Statistics
for data access in the safe room and for their data assistance. This work was
supported by the research platform Empirical and Experimental Economics of the
Universität Innsbruck and by the Croatian Science Foundation within the project
IP-CORONA-2020-12-1064. Last but not least the authorswould like to thank the Editor
and two anonymous reviewers for their valuable comments.
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Appendix A

Table A: Imports of firms in Croatia.

Without
harmonization

With harmonization

Years Import
value

# of
codes

Import value in
families

Import value in
families [%]

# of
families

# of final
CN+ codes

() () () () () () ()

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

 ,.  . .  

Average ,. . . . . .

Note: Columns () and () represent the import value and the number (#) of product codes if no harmonization is applied.
Columns ()–() summarize harmonized data. Columns () and () show the absolute or the relative value, respectively,
by all product codes that are associated with a family of product codes, while column () shows the number of different
families of product codes. Column () represents the final number of different harmonized codes in each year. All values
are in million €.
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Appendix B

R commands for harmonizing product codes

References

Aghion, P., Antonin, C., and Bunel, S. (2021). The power of creative destruction: economic upheaval and the
wealth of nations. Harvard University Press, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

Audretsch, D.B. and Belitski, M. (2020). The role of R&D and knowledge spillovers in innovation and
productivity. Eur. Econ. Rev. 123: 103391.

Bellert, N. and Fauceglia, D. (2019). A practical routine to harmonize product classifications over time. Int.
Econ. 160: 84–89.

Bernard, A.B., Blanchard, E.J., Van Beveren, I., and Vandenbussche, H. (2018). Carry-along trade. Rev. Econ.
Stud. 86: 526–563.

Castellani, D. and Fassio, C. (2019). From new imported inputs to new exported products. Firm-level
evidence from Sweden. Res. Pol. 48: 322–338.

Coad, A., Segarra, A., and Teruel,M. (2016). Innovation and firmgrowth: does firm age play a role? Res. Pol.
45: 387–400.

Directorate-General for Taxation and Customs Union (2022). The Combined Nomenclature, Available at:
https://ec.europa.eu/taxation_customs/business/calculation-customs-duties/customs-tariff/
combined-nomenclature_en (Accessed 20 May 2022).

Duprez, C. and Magerman, G. (2022). Correspondences of eu product classifications, Working paper.
Available at: https://static1.squarespace.com/static/55e85d72e4b0146280523def/t/
62388fb92cba1d26fa8408f6/1647873979840/concordances_live.pdf.

European Commission (2019). Prodcom list. Official Journal of the European Union, Available at: https://
eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A32019R1933&qid=1653055165284.

European Commission (2021). Combined Nomenclature. Official Journal of the European Union 64,
Available at: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=OJ:L:2021:414:FULL&
from=EN.

European Communities (2008). System of national accounts 2008, Available at: https://ec.europa.eu/
eurostat/documents/3859598/5902521/KS-RA-07-015-EN.PDF (Accessed 23 January 2023).

Harmonizing Product Classifications 661

https://ec.europa.eu/taxation_customs/business/calculation-customs-duties/customs-tariff/combined-nomenclature_en
https://ec.europa.eu/taxation_customs/business/calculation-customs-duties/customs-tariff/combined-nomenclature_en
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/55e85d72e4b0146280523def/t/62388fb92cba1d26fa8408f6/1647873979840/concordances_live.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/55e85d72e4b0146280523def/t/62388fb92cba1d26fa8408f6/1647873979840/concordances_live.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A32019R1933&qid=1653055165284
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A32019R1933&qid=1653055165284
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=OJ:L:2021:414:FULL&from=EN
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=OJ:L:2021:414:FULL&from=EN
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/3859598/5902521/KS-RA-07-015-EN.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/3859598/5902521/KS-RA-07-015-EN.PDF


European Communities, International Monetary Fund, Organisation for Economic Co-operation and
Development, United Nations and World Bank (2009). System of national accounts 2008, Available
at: https://unstats.un.org/unsd/nationalaccount/docs/SNA2008.pdf (Accessed 18 January 2023).

Eurostat (2023). Industrial production statistics introduced – PRODCOM. https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/
statistics-explained/index.php?title=Industrial\_production\_statistics\_introduced\_-\_PRODCOM
(Accessed 22 August 2023).

Gault, F. (2018). Defining and measuring innovation in all sectors of the economy. Res. Pol. 47: 617–622.
Griffith, R., Huergo, E., Mairesse, J., and Peters, B. (2006). Innovation and productivity across four

European countries. Oxf. Rev. Econ. Pol. 22: 483–498.
Hauser, C., Siller, M., Schatzer, T., Walde, J., and Tappeiner, G. (2018). Measuring regional innovation: a

critical inspection of the ability of single indicators to shape technological change. Technol. Forecast.
Soc. Change 129: 43–55.

Liao, S., Kim, I.S., Miyano, S., and Zhu, F. (2020). Concordance: product concordance. R package version
2.0.0, Available at: https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=concordance.

Link, S. (2020). Harmonization of the ifo business survey’s micro data. Jahrb. Natl. Stat. 240: 543–555.
Mairesse, J. and Mohnen, P. (2002). Accounting for innovation and measuring innovativeness: an

illustrative framework and an application. Am. Econ. Rev. 92: 226–230.
Mairesse, J. and Mohnen, P. (2010). Chapter 26 – using innovation surveys for econometric analysis. In:

Hall, B.H. and Rosenberg, N. (Eds.). Handbook of the economics of innovation, 2. North-Holland,
Amsterdam, Netherlands, pp. 1129–1155.

Mayer, T. and Zignago, S. (2011). Notes on cepii’s distances measures: the geodist database. Technical
report, Available at: https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.1994531.

Pierce, J.R. and Schott, P.K. (2009). Concording u.s. harmonized system categories over time. Working
Paper 14837. National Bureau of Economic Research, Available at: https://www.nber.org/papers/
w14837.

Pierce, J.R. and Schott, P.K. (2012). A concordance between ten-digit U.S. harmonized system codes and
SIC/NAICS product classes and industries. J. Econ. Soc. Meas. 37: 61–96.

Schubert, T. and Tavassoli, S. (2020). Product innovation and educational diversity in top and middle
management teams. Acad. Manag. J. 63: 272–294.

Stojčić, N., Srhoj, S., and Coad, A. (2020). Innovation procurement as capability-building: evaluating
innovation policies in eight central and eastern european countries. Eur. Econ. Rev. 121: 103330.

United Nations (2016). Classification by broad economic categories Rev.5, Available at: https://unstats.un.
org/unsd/trade/classifications/Manual%20of%20the% (Accessed 20 May 2022).

Van Beveren, I., Bernard, A.B., and Vandenbussche, H. (2012). Concording eu trade and production data
over time. Working Paper 18604. National Bureau of Economic Research, Available at: http://www.
nber.org/papers/w18604.

Wagner, J. (2019). International trade in goods: Evidence from transaction data. World Scientific Publishing
Company Pte. Limited, Hackensack, New Jersey.

WCO (2022). Harmonized system – frequently asked questions, Available at: http://www.wcoomd.org/en/
topics/nomenclature/overview/harmonized_system_faq.aspx (Accessed 20 May 2022).

662 C. Baumgartner et al.

https://unstats.un.org/unsd/nationalaccount/docs/SNA2008.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php?title=Industrial\_production\_statistics\_introduced\_-\_PRODCOM
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php?title=Industrial\_production\_statistics\_introduced\_-\_PRODCOM
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=concordance
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.1994531
https://www.nber.org/papers/w14837
https://www.nber.org/papers/w14837
https://unstats.un.org/unsd/trade/classifications/Manual%20of%20the%
https://unstats.un.org/unsd/trade/classifications/Manual%20of%20the%
http://www.nber.org/papers/w18604
http://www.nber.org/papers/w18604
http://www.wcoomd.org/en/topics/nomenclature/overview/harmonized_system_faq.aspx
http://www.wcoomd.org/en/topics/nomenclature/overview/harmonized_system_faq.aspx

	Harmonization of Product Classifications: A Consistent Time Series of Economic Trade Activities
	1 Introduction
	2 Harmonization of Product Codes
	2.1 Combined Nomenclature
	2.2 Prodcom Classification
	2.3 Classification by Broad Economic Categories
	2.4 Harmonization

	3 Application
	4 Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	Appendix A
	Appendix B
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Euroscale Coated v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.7
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 35
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1000
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.10000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /DEU <>
    /ENU ()
    /ENN ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName (ISO Coated v2 \(ECI\))
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions true
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 300
        /LineArtTextResolution 1200
        /PresetName <FEFF005B0048006F006800650020004100750066006C00F600730075006E0067005D>
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 8.503940
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /UseName
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


