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HEROM model: Impact of structural funds from 2007-
2013 programming period
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HEROM model: Impact of structural funds from 2007-

2013 programming period
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By 2016, exports have
reached a value 3.6% higher
than it would have been in the
absence of EU funding
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Spectacular increase of 17.2% on

imports between 2008

in calculated in comparison to the

scenario of no EU funding being
used.
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HEROM model: Impact of structural funds from 2007-
2013 programming period
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Unemployment rate, at the
At the end of 2016, end of 2016is 3.7 % lower
than it would have been

employment is higher with
4.6%, due to EU funds without the EU funds




2007-2013 main operational achievements
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