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Global competiveness analysis

1st pillar: Institutions

12th pillar: Innovation

11th pillar: Business
sophistication

10th pillar: Market /
size \

9th pillar:
Technological
readiness

AR

8th pillar: Financial
market development

7th pillar: Labor
market efficiency

= China South Africa Russia
Colombia Mexico = Turkey
Nigeria Brazil

2nd pillar:
Infrastructure

3rd pillar:
Macroeconomic
environment

4th pillar: Health and
primary education

5th pillar: Higher
education and
training

6th pillar: Goods
market efficiency

India
Indonesia

The Global Competitiveness Report 2016-2017
assesses the competitiveness landscape of 138
economies, providing insight into the drivers of their
productivity and prosperity. The different aspects of
competitiveness are captured in 12 pillars, which
compose the Global Competitiveness Index.

China ranks 28™ and continues to lead the BRICS
economies by a wide margin—well ahead of India
(39™), Russia (43), South Africa (47"), and Brazil
(819).

Brazil lost its 4t position among BRICS to India in
2015 and ranks 81stin the overall rank this year.

Brazil’s still-weak macroeconomic environment is
negatively impacting the country’s competitiveness:
Corruption scandals have undermined trust in
institutions (120sY). Important reforms are also
needed to provide higher-quality education (84t")
and to increase the Brazilian infrastructure system
(72n9) .

Brazil’s most important competitiveness strength is
its extremely large market size (81).

Addressing these weaknesses, for Brazil as for
other BRICS economies, will require implementing
reforms, winning political stability and engaging in
productive investments.
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