
 
 

In 2018 the NUTS2 level Central Hungarian region, which consisted of Bu-
dapest and Pest County, was divided by Hungarian regional policy. According 
to this decision Pest County has became an independent NUTS2 level region 
and it is not just a NUTS3 level region anymore. It is unique in several aspects: 
it is the biggest and most populous Hungarian county and it has a special geo-
graphical position and territorial administrative features which has been inten-
sified by effects of the decision. 

The first part of the paper presents the changing economic position of the 
county which was one of the driving factors of the regional policy decision. 



 

Because the large number of inhabitants, Pest County has not got outstanding 
values according to labour market characteristics except in the case of commut-
ers. At the same time, if these values are weighted by area, the position of the 
county becomes better. Based on data of economic production and economic 
organisations Pest County has lower proportion from national values corre-
spondence with population and labour market data (because of the predomi-
nance and proximity of Budapest) but it has remarkable position among the 
counties. If we use area-weighted data again, special situation of Pest County 
is even more pronounced: density of economic indicators is high compared to 
countryside counties. Although, economic growth has been slower than in other 
counties since the economic crisis of 2008, Pest County has remained part of 
the more developed, northwest and central zone of the country. 

The second part of the paper compares Pest County with the agglomerations 
of four other post-socialist capitals (Warsaw, Prague, Bucharest, Sofia). Ac-
cording to this chapter these agglomerations have many similarities with each 
other but only agglomerations of Prague and Budapest have important positions 
within their countries. Furthermore, similarly to other regions, Pest County has 
been slow population growth in the 2010s but the growth of economic perfor-
mance has been very modest compared with other capital agglomerations. Eco-
nomic development of Pest County is the same as other examined regions and 
its post-industrial economic structure is similar to the values of agglomerations 
of Warsaw and Bucharest. It is worthy of note that these regions lag behind the 
capital cities but in the case of population density and economic development 
they are above than countryside average. Nevertheless, every agglomerations 
differ from each other to smaller (Budapest, Warsaw, Prague) or larger (Sofia, 
Bucharest) extent, which points to regional geographical features, alongside the 
rationale of territorial models. 
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Figure 1.: Geographical location and morphological characteristics of Pest County 
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Figure 2.: Differences and Changes of GDP in Pest County, Budapest  
and Rural areas (at 2016 prices) compared to 2007 (%) 
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Figure 3.: Distribution of gross value added in 2016 by sector of economy in 
Pest county and countryside 
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Figure 4.: The weight of Pest County and Budapest within the country according 

to the key economic indicators  
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Figure 5.: Population of capital cities and their metropolitan regions  
in East-Central-Europe in 2017 
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Table 1: Area, population and GDP of the agglomerations and their share  

of national values in 2015 (Source: Eurostat, 2019) 
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Figure 6.: Growth rate of GDP (in PPS) in the examined capitals, agglomerations 
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Table 2.: Nominal and relative measures of GDP per population and changing  
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  18 733 22 780 22% 106% 107% 28%   5% 

  14 342 16 270 13% 120% 108% 13%   0% 

  16 573 21 356 29% 114% 118% 35%   4% 

  19 285 19 766   2% 175% 149% 39% 35% 

    9 268 11 715 26% 112% 117% 20%  

A : Eurostat, 2019 
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Figure 7.: Share of GVA in pursuance of economic sectors in examined 

agglomerations, in 2015.  
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Table 3.: Share of GVA in pursuance of specializations of tertiary sector  
in examined capitals, agglomerations and countrysides in 2015 
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 22% 33% 12% 14% 3% 
 19% 13%   5% 11% 2% 

 17% 13%   5% 16% 2% 

Budapest 21% 26% 14% 19% 4% 

 25% 16%   9% 10% 2% 
 15% 10%   6% 17% 2% 

Bukarest 18% 28% 16%   9% 5% 

 28% 19% 15%   4% 3% 
 20% 16%   5% 12% 3% 

 27% 32% 11% 13% 3% 
 15% 13%   2% 10% 1% 

 19% 16%   3% 16% 2% 
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* Warsaw: Estimated value based on unemployment rate. ** Sofia: 15 64 years olds 
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