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INTEGRATION OF THE VISEGRAD COUNTRIES TO THE EU: 
ECONOMY BEFORE AND AFTER 

 
The article analyzes the macroeconomic indicators of Visegrad Group member before 

and after the accession to the European Union. A significant dependence of the GDP 
dynamic in the Czech Republic, Hungary and Slovakia from the dynamics of the EU as a 
whole and the lack of such the dependencies for the Polish economy was disclosed. There 
are not statistical confirmation of the predictions of accelerating inflation and rising 
unemployment for less developed countries in the case of their accession to the EU. Every 
country remains free to choose effective methods to counter the challenges of integration. 
One of them is the accelerated development of the domestic market and maintaining national 
economic dependence on foreign trade (both imports and exports) at a safe level.  

Keywords: Visegrad Group; the European Union; GDP; inflation, unemployment. 
 


