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spatial price transmission of milk prices
among THE visegrad countries
Lucia Vargova*, Miroslava Rajcaniova
Slovak University of Agriculture in Nitra, Slovakia
When trading with homogenous goods, consumers are not able to distinguish between individual goods and thus not willing to pay a higher
price, if the same product is available for lower price. This leads to an interesting effect, when prices of homogenous goods in different locations
in an open market tend to get closer. It is the result of the so-called Law of One Price. Because of the Law of One Price, producers are affected not
only by vertical price transmission, but also horizontally. The aim of this paper is to assess the linkage and patterns among the prices of cow’s raw
milk in the V4 countries. We apply the price transmission methodology, such as unit root tests, cointegration tests, error correction models, and
Granger causality tests. Monthly data for producer prices of raw milk are used, covering the period from January 2005 to June 2017. Our results
confirm the existence of the Law of One Price when milk producer prices in different locations are co-integrated.
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Introduction
Assuming the absence of transportation costs and trade restrictions, the
perfect arbitrage at commodity prices ensures that each product has equal
price worldwide. Producer and consumer prices therefore depend mainly
on the two types of price transmission: horizontal and vertical. Price
transmission at various stages of vertical chain has received a lot of attention
in the literature (Capps and Sherwell, 2007; Fernández-Amador et al., 2010;
Stewart and Don, 2011; Bakucs et al., 2012; Bonnet et al., 2015; Zeng and
Gould, 2016 and others). These changes have been determined by the
speed, magnitude and the nature of the adjustments, which respond to
market shocks at the different levels of the chain (Vavra et al., 2005). The
price movements between spatially differentiated markets at the same
stage of the supply chain are also known as the spatial price transmission
(Garcia-German et al., 2014). According to the EU’s Common Agricultural
Policy, the agricultural products are required to become spatially integrated
within the member states. A common prerequisite for the Law of One Price
is homogeneity of goods. This is, however, a frequently discussed problem
and some argue that quality across different EU member states is not
the same. In the case of well-functioning integrated markets in standard
conditions, price changes on world market should be reflected into the
domestic prices relatively smoothly, with a short-lag that is needed to transfer
between markets. Prices of commodities in different locations, as is the case of
different V4 countries, should move together and there should be a long-term
relationship among them.
Recent literature aims to better characterize and describe spatial price
relations within homogenous products to explain the concepts such as market
integration, market efficiency or spatial arbitrage. International economic
integration is one of the aims of the European Union. Market integration
can explain the differences between prices in markets related to each other.
Fackler and Goodwin (2001) found out that market integration refers rather
to the traceability of products between spatially different markets and may
express the degree of price transmission among these markets. Determining
the significance of individual factors affecting international trade allows
us to understand the characteristics and relationships of a market under
examination. For these reasons, spatial analysis of market integration, or
the tradability of goods and services between spatially different markets,

can provide meaningful information for both the private sector as well as for
policy makers.
Integrated agricultural markets are considered to be efficient markets.
To estimate the market efficiency, there is often performed the examination of
spatial integration. As a result, the analysis of horizontal linkage is considered
as a common tool in market integration analysis (Karikallio, 2015). Price
transmission reflects the extent of market integration and market efficiency.
It is important to keep in mind that perfect price transmission is not realistic.
Price movements may differ, sometimes greatly, sometimes slightly, due to
differences in economies, domestic policies, government restrictions, transfer
costs, market imperfections, different price shocks and other factors.
Barrett (2001), Holst and von Cramon-Taubadel (2013) discuss the
differences between market efficiency (as a consequence of price equilibrium
in spatially different regions) and market integration (as a consequence of
physical trade flows). These terms are often used interchangeably because of
the lack of comparable trade data. The arbitrage takes advantage of a price
difference between two or more separate markets. In an equilibrium concept,
in a well-functioning market, the price shocks occurring in one market cause
responses in other markets. As a consequence, prices of the same products in
two separate locations will differ by transport costs from the cheapest market
to the most expensive one (Serra and Goodwin, 2006).
There is a bulk of literature estimating the price transmission
mechanism between different regions covering different periods. Ghoshray
(2011) estimates the relationship between international prices and domestic
prices in selected Asian countries. He found out that long-term world market
price impact on Thai beef prices, but the short-term effects were insignificant.
Study of Bakucs et al. (2015) provides an empirical analysis of the wheat
producer pricing behavior in two neighbouring wheat markets in Hungary
and Slovenia. Their results show that Hungary is the price leading market
and Slovenian wheat prices are determined by Hungarian prices. Other recent
studies focusing on spatial price transmission analyze wheat prices (Bessler
et al., 2003; Dawson et al., 2006; Jin and Miljkovic, 2008; Brosig et al., 2011),
peach prices (Raper, 2009), tomato markets (Ihle et al., 2010; Santeramo,
2015), fish markets (Asche et al., 2015; Ohen et al., 2007) or meat markets
(Liu, 2011; Serra, 2011; Karikallio, 2015). Particular attention of literature
is paid also to milk markets. Acosta et al. (2014) found out that there is an
evidence of price transmission from world prices to domestic markets for milk
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prices by using the (asymmetric) error correction model. Bakucs et al. (2015)
analyze the spatial integration of raw milk in 20 EU member states. Results
suggest that cointegration of milk prices is less prominent than that of other
agricultural sectors (e.g. pork or cereals).
Milk as a major livestock product has recently taken a lot of attention in
the literature and over the last decade, the occurrence of studies regarding the
milk price transmission has grown rapidly. Milk, as a traditional commodity,
plays an important role in the agricultural sector and in 2016 the yearly
production of raw cow milk in the European Union is equivalent approximately
to 153,137 thousand tons (Eurostat). Though the milk and dairy products are
in the most of the countries of EU competitive on the market, the cooperation
and trade are also important in the integrated market of EU. Until 2015, the
milk production was regulated by milk quotas. It was one of the significant
policy measures used by governments in the European Union to intervene
in agriculture. The purpose was to bring rising milk production under the
control, which affected all member states.
The objective of this study is to analyze the link among raw cow’s milk
markets in the following central European countries: Slovakia, Czechia, Poland
and Hungary, and to quantify the extent of price transmission among each
other. Czechia is the most important milk producer in the region, followed by
Poland and Hungary. The lowest production is reached by the Slovak Republic.
Another objective is to analyze the existence of a long-term equilibrium
relationship between milk prices in the countries and the rate of adjustment
to the price shocks, i.e.: to examine the linkage between the countries in
terms of horizontal price transmission. In the next part of the paper, we
discuss econometric methods used in our analysis. The final part summarizes
the obtained results and brings conclusions.

Data and methods
In this paper, we apply time-series modeling techniques to evaluate
horizontal price transmission between the countries: Slovakia, Poland,
Czechia and Hungary. Because time series often contain unit roots, and the
methodology used in our paper is sensitive to unit roots, at the very beginning
of our analysis we check the existence of unit roots in price series; in other
words, we examine the order of integration of individual series.
As the first step, we test the stationarity of time series using the Augmented
Dickey-Fuller (ADF) root test. If the time series has a unit root, it is considered
to be non-stationary. The ADF test is based on the principle of testing the
presence of a single root in the autoregressive model. We use the test with the
trend (t) and constant (α0):
Dyt = a0 + qyt - 1 + gt + a1Dyt - 1 + a2Dyt - 2 + ... + apDyt - p + at (1)
The number of lags of a dependent variable is determined by the Akaike
Information Criterion (AIC).

2
T

AIC  ln   ( p 2 k )
		(2)
where:
T is the length of the time series; Ω is the residual covariance matrix,
p is the number of variables, k is the degree of lag of the model. The lag
with the minimum value of the calculated criterion is selected as the
appropriate lag
In order to use the error correction model, the following conditions
must be met: Each variable is said to be a non-stationary, “integrated of order
1” or I(1). The variable is a random walk process, but its first difference is
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stationary. If the two non-stationary series move together over time then we
say they are “cointegrated.” If the variables are cointegrated, there is a linear
combination of variables that is stationary. We consider a regression model for
two I(1) variables (prices) over the time, X1t and X2t, given by:
P1 = α + βP2 + ε
ε = P1 - α - βP2

(3)
(4)

The term, ε, is interpretable as the deviation from the relation in (2).
If P1 and P2 are cointegrated, then the deviation is a stationary process with
mean zero.
As the second step, a cointegration test is used to determine if the time
series are cointegrated, whether the linear combination of the examined
variables is stationary. Cointegration analysis allows us to identify the
short-term relationships and also helps to find the long-term, equilibrium
cointegration relationship between variables, which is known as equilibrium.
If the cointegration test indicates the existence of a long-term equilibrium
relationship between a pair of variables, then we estimate the ECM model:
Δpt = α + θpt - 1 + Σqk = 1 δkΔpt - k + εt

(5)

where:
pt is the vector of n price variables, Δ is the first difference (Δpt = pt pt - 1), εt is the error term for the residuals, α is the vector of estimated
parameter locating constants, θ is the nXn matrix of estimated parameters
which describe the long-term relationship and error correction, δk is the
set nXn matrix of estimated parameters which describe the short-term
price relationship for each of the q lags included in the model. For this
analysis, VECM is simplified as follows:
Δpht = α = α + θ(pht- 1 - βpwt - 1) + δΔpht- 1 + ρΔpht- 1 + εt

(6)

where:
pht is the home price in logarithmic form, pw is the foreign price in
logarithmic form, Δ is the first difference (Δpt = pt - pt - 1), α, β, θ, δ, ρ
are estimated parameters and εt is the residual deviation
If the prices are expressed in logarithmic form, cointegration coefficient
can be easily interpreted as a long-run elasticity of domestic to foreign prices,
thus β is the elasticity of price transmission in long-run. The expected value
of imported commodity is the interval between 0 and 1 and for exported
more than 1.
The Coefficient of error correction (θ) shows the deviation rate from the
long equilibrium. The expected value is from -1 to 0. The higher absolute value
of the correctional coefficient, the faster home prices return to the long-term
equilibrium relationship.
The coefficient of change (δ) in world prices is the short-term
elasticity of domestic prices in relation to foreign prices. It represents the
percentage adjustment of domestic prices after one percent (1%) of price
shock in foreign market.
The coefficient ρ is an autoregressive coefficient showing the impact
of the change in domestic prices on prices in the next time period. The
expected value of this coefficient is in the interval -1 to 1 (Gujarati, 2004;
2012; Minot, 2010).
Data used in our analysis contain the average monthly cow’s raw milk
prices for each V4 country. The time-series cover the period from January 2005
to June 2017. Producer prices were obtained from the European Commission’s
milk market observatory. The prices of each country are transformed and
utilized in the Euro currency. All the variables are in natural logarithms.
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Results
The development of raw milk prices in the
analyzed countries follows similar trend and
patterns suggesting there may be a long-term
relationship present among the prices (Figure
1). The most significant increases in prices are
recorded over the period 2007–2008 and in the
year 2014. In 2008–2009 milk prices have fallen
from their historical maximum by approximately
40–50%. This development was caused by the
reduction in demand for dairy products due to
economic recession and surplus of supply in

Figure 1

international markets. As a result, stocks of some
milk products such as butter and milk-powder
increased, particularly in the US and EU countries.
This situation had very damaging effects on
the dairy sector, with some countries starting
to rethink their long-term strategies. These
strategies and also mitigation of economic crises
caused the milk prices to increase and climb up to
their maximum in 2013. High milk prices in 2013
reflected in lower demand and increased milk
production in China together with the embargo of
the Russian Federation led to the decrease in milk
prices again.

The development of cow’s raw milk in €/100 kg
Source: Eurostat

Table 1 Descriptive Statistics
Variable

Observations

Mean

Median

Min

Max

Standard deviation

Hungary

150

27.9

28.24

19.8

36.87

4.142

Poland

150

28.09

28.26

20.28

37.17

3.493

Slovakia

150

28.42

28.02

17.67

36.88

4.09

150

28.94

27.98

21.12

38.3

3.825

Czechia

Source: own calculations

Table 2 Augmented Dickey Fuller test results
Variables

Augmented Dickey Fuller (ADF) test
level form

Czechia

-3.3596

Hungary

-2.8474

Poland

-3.2630

Slovakia

-3.0082
Source: own calculations
Note: The critical value at the 5% level of significance is -3.44

1st differences
-4.6238
-5.2163
-4.0363
-3.8160
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To check whether there is a significant
long-run relationship between the analyzed
we applied the Engle-Granger model. Before
specifying and estimating the Engle-Granger
model, it was necessary to examine the order
of integration, because cointegration and
error correction models require the use of nonstationary variables.
The results of the ADF tests for stationarity
of the variables are presented in Table 2. As seen
from the table, the T-statistics for all the variables
(milk prices in Czechia, Hungary, Poland, Slovakia)
are greater than the critical values at 5% level of
significance (the constant and trend term were
included). Thus, the results proved that the null unit
root hypothesis can not be rejected, suggesting that
all the variables are non-stationary in their levels.
In the next step, we tested the first differences.
The results assume that all analyzed time series are
integrated of the first order I (1).
To find out whether the variables under
estimation are cointegrated, the ADF unit roots
tests were employed on the residuals. This way
we verified the assumption that the markets are
integrated and that there is a mutual long-term
relationship between the prices. The cointegration
tests consist of testing the stationarity of the
residues from the cointegration regression of
the investigated price pairs. If these residues are
stationary, we can conclude that the price pairs
are cointegrated. The cointegration tests were
conducted for each examined price pair. These
results suggest that between the variables there
exists a long-term relationship. From the table
below, the T-statistics on residuals for each price
pair is lower than the critical value at 1% level
except for Polish and Czech market. This price
pair is integrated at the 10% level of significance.
Our results suggest that there is a long run
relationship between individual milk prices in
the V4 countries. Based on the results of the
cointegration tests, the next analysis examines
the linkage between the prices in the countries.
The Table 4 shows the long-term
elasticities of price transmission for all price pairs.
Dependent variables can be found in the rows and
independent variables are listed in the columns.
Long-term elasticities were estimated for
all price pairs in both directions in Table 4. The
results represent the estimated elasticity of the
domestic price with respect to the international
price. Positive values bellow 1 indicate imported
commodity, values above 1 indicate the export of
commodity from the country, which was set up as
a dependent variable.
In the next step, the error correction models
for all price pairs were estimated and presented
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Table 3 Cointegration tests results
Variables

T-stat

R-square

D.W.

HU-CZ

-4.5992***

0.86

0.58

CZ-SK

-4.7402***

0.84

0.32

CZ-PL

-3.3328*

0.80

0.21

PL-SK

-4.7682***

0.87

0.38

PL-HU

-4.6648***

0.83

0.45

-4.8784***

0.89

0.49

SK-HU

Source: own calculations
Note: * refers to the significance at 10% level, *** refers to the significance at 1% level

Table 4 Long-term elasticities
Czechia

Hungary

Slovakia

Poland

Czechia

X

0.8201***

0.8127***

0.9528*

Hungary

1.0522***

X

0.9444***

1.1032***

Slovakia

1.0386***

0.9406***

X

1.1243***

Poland

0.8379**

0.7560***

0.7736***

X

Source: own calculations
Note: *, **,*** refers to the significance at 10%, 5%, 1% level

Table 5 The Error-correction model results
Variables

ECM coefficients

Short-run elasticities

a

b

CZ

–

–

HU

-0.1760***

0.3916***

SK

-0.1189***

0.5457***

PL

-0.1417***

0.5962***

PL

–

–

HU

-0.0743

0.3908***

SK

-0.1191**

0.6272***

CZ

-0.0122

0.0683

SK

–

–

HU

-0.1818***

0.5209***

PL

-0.2796***

0.5284***

CZ

-0.1603***

0.5997***

Dep.

HU

–

–

Indep.:

CZ

-0.2769***

0.7483***

PL

-0.2962***

0.6157***

SK
-0.2691***
Source: own calculations
Note: *, **,*** refers to the significance at 10%, 5%, 1% level

0.8651***

Dep.
Indep.

Dep.
Indep.

Dep.
Indep.

in Table 5. Error correction models allow us to
estimate parameters determining the speed of
adjustment to deviations from the long-term
equilibrium (error correction parameter) and also
the short-term elasticities of the transmission.

Error correction coefficients (ECM)
indicate the rate of adaptation of domestic
prices to potential price shocks. If it represents
the deviation in the short-run, it is considered
as the speed of return of prices to a long-term
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equilibrium relationship. ECM coefficients need
to be significant and negative, ensuring that the
price in home country will return back to the
equilibrium. The higher absolute value for the
error correction coefficient, the faster home prices
return to the long-term equilibrium relationship.
The coefficient of the error correction term is not
statistically significant just in the pair of the Polish
and Czech market. The results indicate that the
fastest speed of adjustment to the price shocks
of other countries is found for Hungarian market,
and the Slovak market reacts faster to the price
shocks in Poland. Data show the opposite for the
Polish market where the return to the long-term
equilibrium takes longer.
The short-run elasticities reported in part
b indicate how the prices in the domestic country
react to the price shocks of the foreign countries
in the short run. All prices are estimated for both
directions. The most sensitive reaction to the price
shocks of Hungary milk market is found in Slovak
and Czech markets. However, the Hungarian
market reacts less than the markets in Slovakia
and Czechia.

Conclusions
This study analyses the relationship among raw
cow’s milk markets in the Visegrad countries:
Slovakia, Czechia, Poland and Hungary and
assesses the linkage and patterns between the
prices of raw cow’s milk. To clarify the relationships
between the prices in the markets the unit root
tests, cointegration tests, error correction models,
and Granger causality tests were used. We applied
monthly data covering the period of January 2005
to June 2017. The cointegration tests confirmed
the price pairs are cointegrated and there exists
a long-run relationship between variables. The
fastest speed of adjustment to the price shocks
of the other countries is found for the Hungarian
market. The Slovak market reacts faster to the
price shocks than the Polish one. Data show the
opposite situation in the Polish market where
the return to the long-term equilibrium takes the
longest time. The most sensitive reaction to the
price shocks of Hungary is found for the markets
in Slovakia and Czechia. The Hungarian market
reacts less to the price shocks at the Slovak and
Czech markets. Our results suggest that the prices
of raw cow’s milk are moving together influencing
each other. Thus the consumers and producers in
the analyzed countries are affected not only by
the vertical price transmission in the food supply
chain but they are influenced spatially as well.
This information together with the knowledge
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about speed of adjustment and causality among the V4 countries is of special
interest of milk sector and policy makers.

Acknowledgements
This work was supported by the Slovak Research and Development Agency
under the contract No. APVV-15-0552 and by the Ministry of Education,
Science, Research and Sports under contract no. VEGA 1/0797/16.

References
Acosta, A. – Ihle, R. – Robles, M. 2014. Spatial price transmission of soaring milk prices
from global to domestic markets. In Agribusiness, vol. 30, 2014, no. 1, pp. 64–73.
Asche, F. – Atle, G. – Guttormsen, T. – Sebulonsen – Elin, H. S. 2005. Competition
between farmed and wild salmon: the Japanese salmon market. In Agricultural
Economics, vol. 33, 2005, no. 3, pp. 333–340.
Bakucs, Z. – Fałkowski, J. – Fertő, I. 2012. Price transmission in the milk sectors of
Poland and Hungary. In Post-communist economies, vol. 24, 2012, no. 3, pp. 419–
432.
Bakucs, Z. – Fertő, I. – Benedeka, Z. – Molnar, A. 2015. Determinants of Horizontal
Milk Producer Price Integration. In 2015 Conference, August 9–14, 2015, Milan, Italy
(no. 212042). International Association of Agricultural Economists, 2015.
Bakucs, Z. – Bojnec, Š. – Fertő, I. 2015. Spatial product market integration between
two small, open neighbouring economies. In Agribusiness, vol. 31, 2015, no. 2, pp.
171–187.
Bouamra-Mechemache, Z. – Jongeneel, R. – Réquillart, V. 2008. Impact of
a gradual increase in milk quotas on the EU dairy sector. In European Review of
Agricultural Economics, vol. 35, 2008, no. 4, pp. 461–491.
Baldi, L. – Peri, M. – Vandone, D. 2011. Price discovery in agricultural commodities: the
shifting relationship between spot and futures prices. In EAAE 2011 Congress, Change
and Uncertainty Challenges for Agriculture, Food and Natural Resources. 2011.
Barrett, Ch. B. 2001. Measuring integration and efficiency in international agricultural
markets. In Review of Agricultural Economics, vol. 23, 2001, no. 1, pp. 19–32.
Bessler, D. A. – Yang, J. – Wongcharupan, M. 2003. Price dynamics in the international
wheat market: modeling with error correction and directed acyclic graphs. In Journal
of Regional Science, vol. 43, 2003, no. 1, pp. 1–33.
Bonnet, C. – Corre, T. – Réquillart, V. 2015. Price Transmission in Food Chains: The
Case of the Dairy Industry. S McCorriston. Food Price Dynamics and Price Adjustment
in the EU. 2015, pp. 65–101.
Capps, O. – Sherwell, P. 2007. Alternative approaches in detecting asymmetry in
farm‐retail price transmission of fluid milk. In Agribusiness, vol. 23, 2007, no. 3, pp.
313–331.
Dawson, P. J. – Sanjuán, A. I. – White, B. 2006. Structural breaks and the relationship
between barley and wheat futures prices on the London International Financial
Futures Exchange. In Review of Agricultural Economics, vol. 28, 2006, no. 4, pp.
585–594.
Fackler, P. L. – Goodwin, B. K. 2001. Spatial market integration. In Rausser, G. – Gardner,
B. (eds). Handbook of Agricultural Economics. Amsterdam. NL : Elsevier Publishing,
2001, pp. 971–1024.
Fernández-Amador, O. – Baumgartner, J. – Crespo-Cuaresma, J. 2010. Milking
the prices: the role of asymmetries in the price transmission mechanism for milk
products in Austria, no. 2010-21. Working Papers in Economics and Statistics, 2010.
Garcia-German, S. – Garrido, A. – Bardaji, I. 2014. Evaluating Transmission Prices
between Global Agricultural Markets and Consumers’ Food Price Indices in the EU.
In 2014 International Congress, 2014, pp. 26–29.
Ghoshray, A. 2011. Underlying Trends and International Price Transmission of Agricultural
Commodities (May 2011). Asian Development Bank Economics Working Paper Series
No. 257. Available at http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.1876185
Goetz, L. – von Cramon-Taubadel, S. 2008. Considering threshold effects in the longrun equilibrium in a vector error correction model: An application to the German
apple market. In 12th Congress of the European Association of Agricultural Economists,
2008, pp. 1–12.
Gujarati, D. 2004. Basic econometrics. 4th ed., USA : The McGraw-Hill Companies, 2004.
ISBN 0071123431.
Gujarati, D. 2012. Econometrics by example. USA : The McGraw-Hill Companies, 2012.
ISBN 978-0-230-29039-6.

83

Holst, C. – von Cramon-Taubadel, S. 2013. Trade, market integration and spatial
price transmission on EU pork markets following Eastern enlargement (no. 1307).
Diskussionspapiere, Department für Agrarökonomie und Rurale Entwicklung, 2013.
Karikallio, H. 2015. Cross-commodity Price Transmission and Integration of the EU
Livestock Market of Pork and Beef: Panel Time-series Approach. In 2015 Conference,
August 9–14, 2015, Milan, Italy (no. 211832). International Association of Agricultural
Economists, 2015.
Jin, H. J. – Miljkovic, D. 2008. Competitive structure of US grain exporters in the world
market: A dynamic panel approach. In East Asian Economic Review, vol. 12, 2008, no.
1, pp. 33–62.
Lloyd, T. A. – McCorriston, S. – Morgan, C. W. – Zgovu, E. 2012. The experience of
food price inflation across the EU in TRANSFOP (no. 5). Working Paper, 2012.
Liu, X. 2011. Horizontal Price Transmission of the Finnish Meat Sector with Major EU Players.
Paper presented at the EAAE 2011 Congress, Change and Uncertainty Challenges for
Agriculture, Food and Natural Resources, August 30 September 2, Zurich, 2011.
McCorriston, S. 2011. 2 Commodity Prices, Government Policies and Competition. Trade,
Competition, and the Pricing of Commodities, 2011, no. 2.
Mengel, C. – Cramon-Taubadel, S. V. 2014. Distance and border effects on price
transmission: A meta-analysis (no. 37). GlobalFood Discussion Papers, 2014.
Mensi, W. – Beljid, M. – Boubaker, A. – Managi, S. 2013. Correlations and volatility
spillovers across commodity and stock markets: Linking energies, food, and gold. In
Economic Modelling, 2013, no. 32, pp. 15–22.
Minot, N. 2010. Transmission of world food price changes to markets in Sub-Saharan
Africa. Washington : International Food Policy Research Institute, 2010.
Nielsen, M. – Setälä, J. – Laitinen, J. – Saarni, K. – Virtanen, J. – Honkanen, A.
2007. Market integration of farmed trout in Germany. In Marine Resource Economics,
vol. 22, 2007, no. 2, pp. 195–213.
Raper, K. C. – Thornsbury, S. – Aguilar, C. 2009. Regional wholesale price
relationships in the presence of counter-seasonal imports. In Journal of agricultural
and applied economics, vol. 41, 2009, no. 1, pp. 271–290.
Ohen, S. B. – Abang, S. O. – Idiong, I. C. 2007. Price transmission and market integration:
vertical and horizontal price linkages for live catfish in Nigeria. In Journal of Agriculture
and Social Science, 2007.
Santeramo, F. G. 2015. Price transmission in the European tomatoes and cauliflowers
sectors. In Agribusiness, vol. 31, 2015, no. 3, pp. 399–413.
Serra, T. 2011. Volatility spillovers between food and energy markets: a semiparametric
approach. In Energy Economics, vol. 33, 2011, no. 6, pp. 1155–1164.
Serra, T. – Gil, J. M. – Goodwin, B. K. 2006. Local polynomial fitting and spatial
price relationships: price transmission in EU pork markets. In European Review of
Agricultural Economics, vol. 33, 2006, no. 3, pp. 415–436.
Stewart, H. – Don, P. B. 2011. Retail dairy prices fluctuate with the farm value of milk.
In Agricultural and Resource Economics Review, vol. 40, 2011, no. 2, pp. 201–217.
Vavra, P. – Goodwin, B. K. 2005. Analysis of Price Transmission Along the Food Chain,
OECD Food, Agriculture and Fisheries Working Papers, no. 3, OECD Publishing, 2005.
Doi:10.1787/752335872456
Zeng, S. – Gould, B. 2016. Is There Asymmetric Price Transmission in the US Fluid Milk
Market? In 2016 Annual Meeting, July 31–August 2, 2016, Boston, Massachusetts
(no. 237346). Agricultural and Applied Economics Association, 2016.
Zilberman, D. – Hochman, G. – Rajagopal, D. – Sexton, S. – Timilsina, G. 2012.
The impact of biofuels on commodity food prices: Assessment of findings. In American
Journal of Agricultural Economics, vol. 95, no. 2, pp. 275–281.

Contact address
Lucia Vargova, Slovak University of Agriculture in Nitra, Faculty of Economics and
Management, Tr. Andreja Hlinku 2, 949 76, Slovakia

nnnnn

Spatial Price Transmission of Milk Prices Among the Visegrad Countries n Vargova, L., Rajcaniova, M. n vol. 6, 2017, no. 2 n p. 79–83

