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Abstract 
In the framework of liberalization policies, a market information service (SIM) was created in 
2008 in Togo. This public service entrusted in collecting and disseminating information about the 
mercurial of agricultural products aimed to improve the spatial integration of agricultural mar-
kets through the development of arbitrage. This paper assesses the impact of price dissemination 
on the spatial integration of maize markets. To this end, the weekly retail maize prices collected 
from 13 markets for the period without service (2003-2007) and the period with service (2008- 
2012) are considered. The results show that the impact of price dissemination on the spatial inte-
gration of maize markets is mitigated. By reference to Lome, neither rural markets nor northern 
markets have significantly improved their level of long-term and short-term spatial integration. 
To improve the efficiency of the service, it is necessary to understand the need of the sector’s 
stakeholders in order to revise the current format of the market information service. 
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1. Introduction 
In the past few years, most governments of the developing countries reduced their level of intervention on the 
market of the agricultural products. Many economists saw a means in this policy of deregulation to improve the 
effectiveness of the markets whose mechanism was disturbed by the strong public intervention. For this purpose, 
the market of cereals and specifically that of maize was liberalized in Togo in 1987. 

The policy of liberalization is based on the principle that coordination by the market without any direct con-
trol of the government is a more effective organization. This policy aims to remove the various dysfunctions to 
make competition more dynamic in order to ameliorate the efficiency of the markets by facilitating arbitrage. 
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The arbitrage is defined as the exchange process between actors on different segments in the market with the 
objective to draw an advantage of the price differences exceeding the costs of transaction. 

In other words, in a market economy, the actors react when they observe opportunities to realize profits with 
buying in an area where the prices are low and selling in an area where prices are relatively high. If arbitrage is 
effective, the price differences reflect transaction costs. In this case, the markets are integrated [1]. 

Thus, the success of trade liberalization policy depends on the force of the agricultural markets to transmit the 
signals of price from an area to another. This transmission that is as fast as the markets are perfectly integrated. 
Among the regulatory instruments which improve the process of arbitrage, providing information on the condi-
tions of supply and demand, especially on the evolution of products prices is crucial. This justified the creation 
in 2008 of the markets information system (SIM) charged to collect and diffuse weekly cereals prices by radio 
and television. The availability of information allows producers, traders and consumers to rationalize their buy-
ing and selling decisions. 

So if the SIM in Togo participates primarily to a more comprehensive system of food security, its main objec-
tive remains regulation of agricultural markets by information. Yovo and Homevoh [2] had already highlighted 
the role of information in the agricultural products trade is particularly important in Togo because of the great 
variability in agricultural prices due to the problem of price transmission between urban and rural markets and 
the problem of market segmentation between the northern and the southern part of the country. In fact, with a 
stretched form, the country makes 600 km of length and only 26 km of east-west maximum width. 

This paper analyzes the impact of the diffusion of the maize prices on the spatial integration of cereal markets 
in Togo. In fact, maize is the main food stuff among cereals marketed in Togo. More precisely, the article tries 
to answer the following questions: did the weekly diffusion of information on the maize prices improve integra-
tion of the urban markets and rural markets and between northern markets and southern markets? To respond 
this question, the article begins with an analysis of the role of information in the functioning of the market (sec-
tion 2). Section 3 presents the methodology and data used to analyze the impact of SIM on the markets integra-
tion. Section 4 discusses the results, draws a conclusion and gives a direction for future research. 

2. Literature Review 
2.1. Theorical Framework 
The modern economic theory places information in the center of the performance of the markets. In the theory 
of the competitive Walrasian general equilibrium, information concerning the scarcity of the resources is ac-
cessible to all the economic agents, this facilitates the optimal allocation of the resources. Thus, the price sum-
marizes information. A high price indicates too short supply or too long demand, and vice versa. In other words, 
the equilibrium price transmits information to the economic agents and plays to some extent the part in signals 
of the market [3]-[6]. Grossman and Stiglitz [7] criticized the models of Greene and Lucas, and highlighted that 
if the price transmitted all information, it was not necessary to buy information or to diffuse it. But the fact is 
that in reality the markets often operate with asymmetric information, as is the case in developing countries. 
However, one of the lessons of the economy of information is that in an environment where information is 
asymmetric, the agents manage a risky situation which hampers the functioning of markets [8]. Two types of 
risk are generally quoted in the literature: the anti-selection also called adverse selection is a situation where the 
market is disturbed by the fact that a party knows better the characteristics of the goods exchanged at the time of 
signature of the contract and moral hazard is a situation in which one party called the principal cannot control 
the action of the other called agent or does not have the means to evaluate his opportunity.  

When buyers imperfectly observe the quality of goods they want to buy, sellers have an incentive to overes-
timate the quality of their products and sell them at the highest possible price. The purchasers cannot thus trust 
the declarations of the sellers, nor to deduce that a high price means a good quality. In such situation, the sellers 
of goods of good quality which are worth indeed a high price, can have no possibility to sell their product at 
their true price insofar as the buyers doubt his quality. The price is any more a perfect signal of the value of the 
good and can no longer play its role in information. 

Under these conditions, the competitive market cannot function effectively any more. The agent victim of a 
lack of information is likely to select a product which does not correspond to the displayed price, or requires a 
price so low that the good products are withdrawn from the market. It is what Akerlof [9] reveals for the market 
of the insurances where he shows that the “bad products drive out the goods”. So let it do can have disastrous 
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consequences: elimination of the good products, reduction or absence of exchange. 
With regard to cereal markets, the existence of asymmetric information between buyers and sellers may pro-

voke problems such as adverse selection and modify the nature of their transaction, or more generally, the 
process of arbitrage. 

Asymmetric information about prices, quantities and quality is a barrier to trade between urban markets and 
rural markets as it hampers producers and consumers to rationalize their buying and selling decisions. This 
makes exchanges unequal. Consequently, the availability and accessibility of information leads to the reduction 
of transaction costs and oligopolistic markets which are often based on possibility for certain traders to detain 
specific information. Many failures in the arbitrage process among different markets can be explained by the 
concentration of information in the hand of these traders. In order to ameliorate the circulation of information, 
information services of agricultural markets have been promoted in several countries in transition [10].  

The function of the SIM is to collect information on the exchanges and to diffuse them among the public ac-
tors (State) and especially among private actors (producers, traders and consumers) for a better decision making. 
Market information can be regarded as a public good, particularly where there are numerous small farmers who 
are unable to pay for information. 

For [10]-[12], transparency in agricultural markets results in the following effects:  
• The farmers who receive the proper production incentives will adjust their production accordingly and will 

seize on market opportunities;   
• Lower transaction costs result in lower consumer prices, higher output prices; 
• Information can improve the bargaining position of the weaker participants in a marketing system who are 

usually the smallholder farmers;  
• Easier access to markets for small producers result in increased marketable surplus; 
• Competition is enhanced, resulting in fair prices and equity for all participants;  
• Market information signals profit opportunities and thus creates incentives for market participants;  
• Seasonal and erratic price variations will be reduced and arbitrage among markets will take place, thereby 

reducing price differentials between markets. 
• In completely transparent and efficient markets, price differentials reflect only transaction costs (mainly 

transport costs) between markets;  
• Overall risk is reduced for all market participants, resulting in more stable markets,  
• Improved long term planning and investment decisions;  
• Reduction of trader’s opportunism and entry barriers and consequently the decline of actors rents. 
• Improved government regulation of markets: better agricultural and marketing policies and public invest-

ments as governments will be adequately informed about market conditions and performance.  

2.2. Empirical Framework  
The publications those having addressed the real impact of SIM, especially in Africa are few. A study of 120 
countries was notably conducted by FAO in the mid-90s [11]. The study found a low impact SIM called “first 
generation”. According to the author, this impact would be small because the information provided is little used 
by the actors because: 
• A poor quality and poor dissemination of information; 
• The lack of usability of actors (credit, transportation-related contracts with traders, etc…); 
• Incompleteness of information (product quality, product substitutes, public action); 
• The fact that the information was already available (through the dealer network, the informal system) 

According to Egg [11], the low impact of SIM of “first generation” can be explained either by technical 
weaknesses or by poor articulation with the SIM communication systems embodied in the markets themselves. 

Bassolet and Lutz [1] also concluded the mitigated effect of the information system on the integration of 
sorghum markets in Burkina Faso. The authors showed that the prices issued by the information service were 
not determinants for the arbitrage of cereals traders. According to the authors’ opinion, this is due to the quasi- 
general ignorance about the day of price diffusion on the radio. 

However, some encouraging impact of SIM on the markets functioning, or at least on the process of produc-
er’s decision making were reported in Mali [13], Ghana, Uganda, Indonesia [14].  

The latter works are rather periodic reports than rigorous studies. These impacts are thus dubitative. Only an 
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econometric assessment would be an objective, quantitative evaluation to draw a clear conclusion. This was 
what Bassolet and Lutz [1] did for Burkina Faso. Indeed, they used an econometric approach based on co-inte- 
gration technique.  

Despite their popularity, co-integration models have been sharply criticized as tools to assess markets integra-
tion. Indeed since 1996, some economists have questioned the relevance of co-integration models as dynamic 
method to analysis market integration. They show that where trade between two markets is bidirectional, trans-
action costs are high and non-stationary, results from the co-integration techniques are biased and lead to erro-
neous conclusions. The main defenders of this school are: [15]-[20]. According to Mc New [17], linearity of bi-
variate was inappropriate to test the integration of markets. Mc New and Fackler [18] showed that the price se-
ries on two integrated markets were not necessarily co-integrated. 

Barrett [15] and Baulch [19] have had the merit of clarifying the problem by presenting a hierarchical classi-
fication of market integration analysis methods based on the nature of the data. The methods called level I which 
only used data on prices. These methods are described as significantly more likely to specification errors. Level 
II methods combine data on prices and transaction costs. Level III methods combine data on prices, transaction 
costs and trade flows. They provide more flexibility and possibility of inference. For example, the method “Par-
ity bounds model”, PBM, introduced by Baulch [19] using both price data and transaction costs were estimated 
by maximum likelihood. PBM’s approach was adapted by Li and Barett [20] in a method called “Method 
Li-Barett” (LBM), which distinguished between market integration and equilibrium of the markets. This method 
used prices data, transaction costs and trade flows. 

The analysis of the integration of maize markets with the methods of Level II and III is virtually impossible in 
the context of the present study because of the unavailability of secondary data on transaction costs and trade 
volumes among markets. In contrast, the level I method based only on the price series is still possible on the 
condition to specify the co-integration model correctly (see [1] [2] [24]-[30]). 

3. Methodology 
3.1. The Model 
To assess the impact of the diffusion of agricultural products mercurial on the functioning of the maize market, the 
model of Ravallion [21] is found appropriate to test thirteen markets integration. Ravallion model is a model of 
“autoregressive distributed lag”. His econometric specification is as follows: 

1
1 0

n n

it ij it j j t j i it it
j j

P a P b R c X e− −
= =

= + + +∑ ∑                              (1) 

R  is the price of the reference market and it is supposed to influence the price iP  of the dependent markets i , 
iX  represents a vector with other influences on the dependent markets i, ija , 1 jb  and ic , are parameters, ite  

expresses the residual, t  indicates time and j  is a lag. 
Ravallion model will be estimated following the methodological framework suggested by Dercon [24]. It 

consists in estimating the Ravallion model in five steps. 
The first step determines the order of integration of the variables analyzed. This step determines the number of 

times that a variable must be differentiated to become stationary. The test “Augmented Dickey Fuller” (ADF) is 
suitable for determining the order of integration. 

The second step tests the hypothesis of co-integration between price series tP  and tR . The two-step proce-
dure of Engle and Granger [23] is generally recommended. However, in this study, we prefer the one-step me-
thod of Hendry in order to reduce bias risk [22]. The model is specified as follows: 

Considering: 

t t tP R eα= +                                             (2) 

With 

( )1 ,     0t t te e Iρ ε ε−= + ∼                                       (3) 

Substituting (3) in (2), it follows: 

1t t t tP R eα ρ ε−= + +                                          (4) 

And  
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1 1 1t t tP R eα− − −= +                                             (5) 

By taking Ptand Rtin difference, 

( ) 11t t t tP R eα ρ ε−∆ = ∆ + − +                                       (6) 

Substituting 1te −  by it expression, it follows 

( ) ( )1 11 1t t t t tP R P Rβ α ρ α ρ ε− −∆ = + ∆ + − − − +                               (7) 

tP  and tR  are cointegrated if and only if: 
1 1 2 1 0ρ ρ− < < ⇔ − < − <  

To assess the effect of the mercurial dissemination, we consider two periods: period 1, the period without mer-
curial dissemination and period 2, the period with the mercurial dissemination. For both periods 1 and 2, Equation 
(7) can be written respectively: 

( ) ( )1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1t t t t tP R P Rβ α ρ α ρ ε− −∆ = + ∆ + − − − +                               (8) 

( ) ( )2 2 2 1 2 2 11 1t t t t tP R P Rβ α ρ α ρ ε− −∆ = + ∆ + − − − +                              (9) 

with 1 2β β≠ ; 1 2α α≠ ; 1 2ρ ρ≠  
In order to capture the effect of the mercurial dissemination, we introduce a dummy variable D (dummy) in 

the model. 
1D =  for the period with mercurial dissemination  
0D =  for the period without mercurial dissemination 

2 1 D ββ β δ= +  

2 1 D αα α δ= +  

2 1 D ρρ ρ δ= +  

Then Equation (9) becomes: 

( ) ( )
11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1t t t t t t t tP D R D R P D P R D Rβ α ρβ δ α δ ρ δ α ρ θ ε− − − −∆ = + + ∆ + ∆ + − + − − − +           (10) 

with ( ) ( )1 1 1α ρ αθ α δ δ δ ρ= + + − . 
The estimation of Equation (10) allows to test the co-integration of prices series and to assess the impact of 

mercurial diffusion on the long term market integration as follows:  
Test of co-integration of prices series without mercurial dissemination 
Ho: 1 1 0ρ − =  
Test of co-integration of prices series with mercurial dissemination 
Ho: 1 1 0ρρ δ+ − =  
Test of dissemination effect on the long term market integration  
Ho: 0βδ = , 0αδ =  et 0ρδ =  
The third step concerns Granger causality test, which is interpreted as evidence on the direction of price ad-

justment. Theoretically, in the market network, the reference market should influence all other dependent markets. 
In other words, for this test the null hypothesis (Ho) should be rejected. The Granger causality test is applied to the 
reduced form of Ravallion model by including the error correction mechanism (ECM). 

If prices are co-integrated, then the series of the Equation (11) are stationary and the standard distribution of F 
can be used to interpret the results of causality test as follows: 

1 1 1 1

, , 1, 1, 1, 1 MCE 1
1 1 1 1

MCE
i ij ij i

n n n n

it i ij i t j i t j j t j t j i t t it
j j j j

P D P D P R D R D vγ µ η θγ δ µ δ η δ θ δ
− − − −

− − − − − −
= = = =

∆ = + + ∆ + ∆ + ∆ + ∆ − − +∑ ∑ ∑ ∑    (11) 

where: 

1 , 1 1, 1MCEt i t tP Rα− − −= −  

Causality Test: Ho: 1 0j iη θ= =  
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In compliance with the theorem of Engle-Granger representation [23], when two variables are co-integrated of 
order 1, the best representation of their short-term dynamics is the error correction model (ECM). Equation (12) 
below applied to the structural form of Ravallion model depicts the short-term price adjustment process. 
( )1 1t tP Rα− −−  is the error term and λ  is the coefficient of the error term. More this coefficient is low, less the 
speed of adjustment of prices is fast. Thus, when λ  is close to 1, the system move quickly to its equilibrium. 

1,

1 1 1 1

, , 1, 1, 1, 1 1
1 1 0 0

MCE MCE
i ij j i

n n n n

it i ij i t j a i t j j t j t j i t t it
j j j j

P D a P D P R D R D eψ β λψ δ δ β δ λ δ
− − − −

− − − − − −
= = = =

∆ = + + ∆ + ∆ + ∆ + ∆ − − +∑ ∑ ∑ ∑  (12)  

This equation can be estimated with ordinary least squares (OLS) if 1tR∆  is weakly exogenous, condition 
which is not met when markets are interdependent.  

The fourth step of the analysis then consists in testing previously the exogeneity of 1tR∆  before estimating 
Equation (12) by the OLS. It checks whether this variable is correlated with the residues of the model. This step 
is not a direct test of weak exogeneity but rather a test of the bias involved if OLS is applied despite the absence 
of weak exogeneity [24]. The test will be performed as follows: 1tR∆  will be estimated in an auxiliary regres-
sion (13) using only weakly exogenous (lagged) variables ( )1, ,t n t nR P− −∆ ∆  and the relevant error correction 
term ( )1 1, 1t tP Rα− −− . The residuals of this equation are included as an exogenous variable (Resid) in Equation 
(14). If the bias is insignificant, the coefficient ( )iφ  tends to zero (see [24] [29]). 

1, 1

1 1 1 1

1 , , 1, 1, 1, 1 MCE
1 1 1 1

MCE

          Resid .

i ij j i t

n n n n

t i ij i t j i t j j t j t j i t
j j j j

it

R D P D P R D R Dω π ψ ζω δ π δ ψ δ ζ δ
−

− − − −

− − − − −
= = = =

∆ = + + ∆ + ∆ + ∆ + ∆ − −

+

∑ ∑ ∑ ∑    (13) 

, ,

1

1 1 1 1

, , , , 1, 1, 1
1 1 1 1

MCE

Resid MCE

         .

i i j i j

i t

n n n n

it i i j i t j i t j i j t j t j i it i t
j j j j

it

P D P D P R D R

D

ϕ σ

τ

ϕ δ δ σ δ φ τ

δ ω
−

− − − −

− Ω − − − −
= = = =

∆ = + + Ω ∆ + ∆ + ∆ + ∆ + −

− +

∑ ∑ ∑ ∑
   (14) 

The exogeneity test once conclusive the fifth step is to test the integration of short-term using Equation (12). It 
simulates the dynamics of the short term and allows verifying if the reference market signals are transmitted 
immediately to the dependent markets. This is tested by the simultaneous hypothesis H0: 

Ho: 10 1 11 11  and  0i in nλ β α α β β= = = = = = = =   
The dynamic analysis assesses the degree and speed of adjustment of prices through the dynamic multipliers 

of the ECM. These are interpreted as the effect of change in price itP  subsequent to change in an exogenous 
variable [25]. In Equation (13), the cumulative effect of a shock resulting from price change in the reference 
market ( )1R  on the price in the dependent market itP  after k  periods is given by: 

( )
( )

,1

0 1

k
ii

k
h

E P t h
R t

µ
=

∂ +  =
∂∑                                     (15) 

The full adjustment of the dynamic process described by the MCE is given by the dynamic multiplier and long 
term is: 

,1 ,1limi i
kk

µ µ∞ →∞
=                                          (16) 

Like [25] composite index represented by the ratio between the degree and the speed of price adjustment can 
be generated. These indexes rank between 0 and 1, with 0 indicating a minimal integration and 1 a maximum 
integration. 

3.2. Data 
The data used are nominal1, weekly retail maize prices for the periods from January 2003 to December 2007 and 
February 2008 to December 2012. These time series were extracted from the base price data of ANSAT (National 
Agency for Food Security in Togo). Since 1998, ANSAT have collected the prices of some agricultural products 

 

 

1We use nominal instead of real prices because traders’ arbitrage is not based on real but on nominal prices. It may be the reason why many 
of the authors reviewed use nominal prices (see [1] [2] [24] [25] [30]). Moreover, weekly inflation of cereals prices was not a concern that 
can affect significantly the efficiency of traders’ arbitrage during the most period of study. 
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in particular cereals throughout the territory but they were not disseminated until 2008. The mercurial collected 
was made available to policy makers (Ministry of Economy, Ministry of Agriculture) for decision making. Since 
February 2008, the mercurial is broadcast every Wednesday through national television. 

In total, 13 markets are selected according to geographical, economic criteria and availability of data.  
The urban markets are represented by head of each economic region: Lome, Atakpame, Sokode, Kara and 

Dapaong; Lome, the capital, has the most important and regular deficits in maize despite the convergence of 
maize produced in the others regions. This is due to the concentration of the population whose main food staple 
is maize. Atakpame has the most important and regular surplus. It is the principal assembly and storage center 
for the country’s cereals. This market provisions others urban markets through the wholesalers coming from the 
southern and northern regions of the country. The other cities have fair and irregular surplus. Because of these 
reasons, Lome and Atakpame are chosen as potential reference markets. 

The dependent rural markets are markets in production zones. They are selected on the basis of the impor-
tance of the maize volume transaction they established with references markets as well as the availability of 
price series. They are Cinkasse and Gando in Savannas region, Ketao and Kabouin Kara region, Tchamba and 
Sotouboua in the central region, Anie and Amlame in Plateaux region (see the map of markets localization). 

4. Results and Discussion 
The objective of this work is to analyze the process of integration of maize markets in Togo in order to understand 
how it was affected by the diffusion of prices. Results is analyzed in accordance with the methodology in five 
steps namely the unit root test, co-integration test, the causality test , the test of endogeneity and short-term inte-
gration test . 

4.1. Unit Root Test on the Prices Series 
Table 1 shows the results of the unit root tests. The ADF test and Perron test, which takes into account the po-
tential change in the trend after the 261th observation, do not reject the existence of a unit root in the series tak-
en in level. Price series (see graphics in Annex 1) are not stationary. However, the ADF test for the price series 
in their first difference shows that the t-statistic is different from zero at the 1%. Price series are stationary in 
their first differences where they are integrated in order 1 (I1). 
 
Table 1. Result of Unit root test.                                                                                    

 Level: ADF statistics Level: Perron test First difference: ADF statistics 

Lome −1.47 [2] −1.33 [1] −11.30 [1] 

Atakpame −1.95 [3] −2.16 [3] −12.42 [1] 

Sokode −2.11 [1] −1.29 [2] −15.23 [0] 

Kara −2.09 [4] −1.30 [4] −10.02 [1] 

Dapaong −2.00 [4] −1.88 [4] −12.22 [1] 

Amlame −1.48 [2] −3.14 [2] −9.80 [1] 

Anie −2.24 [5] −1.31 [2] −13.05 [1] 

Tchamba −1.70 [3] −3.01 [4] −8.36 [1] 

Sotouboua −1.38 [5] −2.12 [3] −7.22 [1] 

Kabou −1.91 [4] −2.11 [2] −10.51 [1] 

Ketao −1.60 [4] −2.901 [2] −6.92 [1] 

Gando −2.51 [1] −2.23 [1] −21.26 [0] 

Cinkassé −1.20 [2] −1.31 [2] −13.05 [1] 

Source: Author’s calculation based on data from ANSAT; Values in brackets are the numbers of lags necessary to obtain white noise (no autocorre-
lated residuals). The critical Mackinnon values of ADF test are: (−3.52) for 1%; (−2.94) for 5%; (−2.68) for 10%. The critical values for Perron test 
are: (−5.07) for 1% and (−4.22) for 5%. 
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4.2. Co-integration Tests on the Prices Series 
The price series are all being integrated of order 1, the second step is to check the existence of a long-term process 
of integration among the price series in different markets. To do this, we consider the radial structure of markets 
assuming Lome as the reference market. The co-integration test using the method of Hendry in one step gives the 
results shown in Table 2. It appears that when considering Lome as the reference market, tests show that all 
markets are co-integrated at 5% regardless price dissemination. Indeed, the values βδ , αδ , ρδ , which measure 
changes in the coefficients of co-integration, are not significant at 5% except in three cases: Dapaong, Anie and 
Cinkasse markets. The changes here can be interpreted as an improvement in the level of integration of these 
markets. However, at 1%, no change is noticeable. 

When considering Atakpame as the reference market, the results of co-integration tests reported in Table 3 are 
similar to what is found for Lome. In fact, regardless the dissemination, all the markets except Ketao and Kabou 
are integrated to Atakpame. The values βδ , αδ , ρδ , which measure changes in the coefficients of co-integra- 
tion, are not significant at 10% except in three case: Amlame, Tchamba and Cinkasse markets.  

It is instructive to note that Cinkasse market in both cases has improved its level of integration. This could be 
explained by the fact that cross-border traders from Cinkasse which is a cross-border market use price’s infor-
mation to improve their decision making. Before prices dissemination, the arbitrage process may be difficult due 
to the distance making more than 600 km from Lome. 

As regard the results, it arises that the prices diffusion service has a marginal effect on long run markets inte-
gration. This suggests that the current mode of diffusion of the prices does not affect significantly the process of 
private trader’s arbitrage. 

This result remains, however, very general, and as regards recommendation of food policy its implementation 
will be very limited because of some concerns: which is the level of markets integration? Which is the direc-  

 
Table 2. Test for co-integration with Lome as reference market.                                                              

Markets 
Coint coeff 

without dissemination 

1 1ρ −  

Coint coeff 
with dissemination: 

1 1ρρ δ+ −  

Dissemination effect 

βδ  αδ  ρδ  

Atakpame −0.65*** 
(0.00) 

−0.51** 
(0.01) 

1.05 
(0.25) 

−0.20 
(0.11) 

0.17 
(0.20) 

Sokode −0.38** 
(0.00) 

−0.39*** 
(0.00) 

0.75 
0.45) 

0.49 
(0.28) 

−0.03 
(0.23) 

Kara −0.50** 
(0.04) 

−0.51** 
(0.03) 

0.30 
(0.21) 

−0.06 
(0.76) 

0.04 
(0.24) 

Dapaong −0.18** 
(0.04) 

−0.39*** 
(0.01) 

0.08** 
(0.02) 

0.21** 
(0.04) 

−0.14 
(0.90) 

Amlame −0.15*** 
(0.00) 

−0.34** 
(0.03) 

−0.12 
(0.34) 

−0.07 
(0.78) 

−0.20 
(0.84) 

Anie −0.70** 
(0.03) 

−0.88*** 
(0.00) 

−0.24** 
(0.02) 

0.08** 
(0.03) 

−0.07 
(0.14) 

Tchamba −0.97*** 
(0.00) 

−0.80** 
(0.04) 

0.36 
(0.50) 

−0.02 
(0.20) 

−0.16 
(0.22) 

Sotouboua −0.60** 
(0.03) 

−0.54*** 
(0.00) 

0.24 
(0.35) 

−0.16 
(0.27) 

−0.22 
(0.80) 

Kabou −0.25*** 
(0.00) 

−0.16*** 
(0.00) 

−1.32 
(0.55) 

−0.09 
(0.56) 

0.08 
(0.65) 

Ketao −0.05*** 
(0.00) 

−0.01** 
(0.03) 

0.70 
(0.30) 

0.42 
(0.19) 

0.03 
(0.10) 

Gando −0.23*** 
(0.00) 

−0.26** 
(0.04) 

−3.10 
(0.73) 

−0.41 
(0.33) 

0.07 
(0.49) 

Cinkasse −0.26** 
(0.02) 

−0.85** 
(0.01) 

2.12 
(0.13) 

0.07** 
(0.03) 

−0.05 
(0.24) 

Source: Author’s calculation based on data from ANSAT; Numbers in parentheses are p-values; ***: significant at 1%; **significant at 5%; *: signifi-
cant at 10%. 
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Table 3. Test for co-integration with Atakpame as reference market.                                                           

Markets 
Coint coeff 

without dissemination: 

1 1ρ −  

Coint coeff 
with dissemination: 

1 1ρρ δ+ −  

Dissemination effect 

βδ  αδ  ρδ  

Lome −0.68*** 
(0.00) 

−0.67** 
(0.02) 

−4.25** 
(0.03) 

−0.32 
(0.20) 

0.01 
(0.90) 

Sokode −0.36*** 
(0.00) 

−0.43*** 
(0.00) 

0.44 
(0.24) 

−0.02 
(0.49) 

−0.07 
(0.21) 

Kara −0.52*** 
(0.00) 

−0.47** 
(0.01) 

1.70. 
(0.11) 

−0.05 
(0.76) 

0.05 
(0.44) 

Dapaong −0.38** 
(0.02) 

−0.62** 
(0.02) 

0.08 
(0.05) 

0.12 
(0.04) 

−0.24 
(0.85) 

Amlame −0.14*** 
(0.00) 

−0.45** 
(0.03) 

−0.12 
(0.34) 

−0.07** 
(0.02) 

−0.31 
(0.34) 

Anie −0.80* 
(0.06) 

−0.95* 
(0.07) 

−3.70 
(0.14) 

−0.40 
(0.11) 

−0.15 
(0.30) 

Tchamba −0.42 
(0.30) 

−0.54** 
(0.04) 

0.22 
(0.45) 

−0.02** 
(0.04) 

−0.12** 
(0.01) 

Sotoboua −0.60** 
(0.03) 

−0.69* 
(0.05) 

0.42 
(0.15) 

−0.16 
(0.27) 

−0.09 
(0.52) 

Kabou −0.49 
(0.75) 

−0.41 
(0.25) 

−1.05 
(0.50) 

−0.09 
(0.16) 

0.08 
(0.55) 

Ketao −0.05 
(0.12) 

−0.11) 
(0.03) 

2.33 
(0.30) 

0.42 
(0.19) 

0.03 
(0.10) 

Gando −0.65* 
(0.07) 

−0.08* 
(0.06) 

−3.10 
(0.10) 

−0.41 
(0.33) 

−0.57 
(0.18) 

Cinkasse −0.11* 
(0.09) 

−0.18** 
(0.03) 

3.11 
(0.17) 

0.68 
(0.26) 

0.07* 
(0.08) 

Source: Author’s calculation based on data from ANSAT; Numbers in parentheses are p-values; ***: significant at 1%; **significant at 5%; *: signifi-
cant at 10%. 

 
tion of the prices transmission changes? Is the transmission of a price change from reference market towards 
dependent markets immediate or delayed? Did the diffusion of the prices at least improve transmission speed of 
the prices change? To respond to these queries, we carry out the test of causality then analysis the short-term in-
tegration. 

4.3. Test for Granger Causality 
The third step is to determine the direction of causality prices interpreted as the direction of the price adjustment 
between the reference markets (Lome and Atakpame) and dependent markets. The reason for the choice of Lome 
and Atakpame as the reference markets is as aforementioned, their location respectively in the largest deficit and 
in the largest surplus regions.  

To estimate the model (Equation (12)),we found useful methods to include a number of lags in order to take into 
account the delay effects due to slow price adjustments in an uncertain environment. 

The results in Table 4 show that the direction of the price adjustment process presents a contrast between Lome 
and Atakpame. Indeed, when considering Atakpame as the reference market, the tests do not indicate a Granger 
causal effect for the majority of the markets. As for Lome, results are different. The values of the maize prices in 
Lome contribute significantly to predict prices on all the other markets at 5%; indicating that Lome plays the role 
of reference market in the network of markets studied. Consequently, only Lome will be considered in the rest of 
the analysis. 

4.4. Test for Exogeneity 
The fourth step of the analysis concerns the Hausman endogeneity test called Wu test (Table 5). Following [24], 
the residues of the auxiliary regression (13) were included as exogenous variable in Equation (14) before per-  



K. Yovo 
 

 
268 

Table 4. Granger causality test with Lome and Atakpame as reference markets.                                                 

Markets Lome Atakpame 

 - - F(3, 261) 2.19 

Lome F(2, 262) 10.18*** - - 

Sokode F(2, 262) 7.70*** F(3, 261) 2.10 

Kara F(2, 262) 6.12*** F(4 260) 2.48 

Dapaong F(3, 261) 8.20*** F(5, 259) 5.15** 

Amlame F(4, 260) 5.62** F(5, 259) 4.31** 

Anie F(3, 261) 7.45*** F(4, 260) 2.09 

Tchamba F(2, 262) 6.22*** F(3, 261) 2.23 

Sotoboua F(2, 262) 5.04** F(4, 260) 2.21 

Kabou F(4, 260) 4.02** F(4, 260) 2.40 

Ketao F(5, 259) 4.33** F(3, 261) 4.24** 

Gando F(5, 259) 4.00** F(5, 259) 2.24 

Cinkasse F(5, 259) 4.05** F(5, 259) 2.65 

Source: Author’s calculation based on data from ANSAT; ***: significant at 1%; **: significant at 5%. NB: F(4, 260) signifies an F test with four re-
strictions and 260 degrees of freedom. 
 
Table 5. Test for endogeneity with Lome as independent market.                                                           

 Coefficients (×10−3) T-statistic (×10−3) 

Atakpame 6.20 3.11 

Sokode −3.95 −1.12 

Kara −4.56 −3.05 

Dapaong 1.10 2.36 

Amlame 1.10 0.24 

Anie 3.41 1.32 

Tchamba −2.00 −6.40 

Sotouboua −1.30 −0.07 

Kabou 0.18 0.17 

Ketao 1.03 1.20 

Gando −1.50 −6.10 

Cinkassee −2.16 −0.40 

Source: Author’s calculation based on data from ANSAT; NB: All coefficients are significant at 1%. 
 
forming its estimation. Two periods of lag was found sufficient for the robustness and validity of the model. The 
null hypothesis of independence variable 1R∆  ( )0H : 0=  is not rejected at 1% for all markets, suggesting that 
OLS will not result in biased estimations. 

4.5. Short Run Markets Integration 
Ravallion model formulated as an error correction mechanism (ECM) is used to simulate the short-term market 
integration process. The model is estimated by taking the logarithm of the prices. The estimation results are pre-
sented in Table 6. Statistically, it appears that the fit (R2 adj) is relatively low: only 22% to 46% of the variation is 
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explained. The unexplained variation is due to measurement errors and non-inclusion of non-price variables in the 
model. In addition, we must not forget that the majority of variables included in the models are estimated in dif-
ference, mitigating their effects [30]. However, the estimated ADL models are globally significant (high F sta-
tistics). Statistical tests also show no autocorrelation of errors. 

In sum, the estimated ADL models are valid and allow obtaining consistent estimators without bias. 
Table 6 shows that long-term adjustment prices speeds λ  represented by the coefficients of P (−1) is sig-

nificant for all markets but below the ideal value of −1. For the majority of markets, λ  is less than 0.50, indi-
cating that the dysfunction of the maize market, already mentioned by Yovo and Homevoh [2] persists. Disse-
mination of prices did not improve markets performance. 

The second indicator for market functioning is 10β . It is interpreted as the short-term speed of adjustment of 
prices or the rate of transmission of prices change from the reference market to dependent markets. Analysis of 
Table 6 shows that for all markets, 10β  is significant and varies between 23% and 58%. These values are much 
lower than ideal value of “1”. Indicating that instant transmission, that is, during the month, the price change 
from Lome to dependent markets is low. The price change that occurs in Lome is transmitted with a delay. In-
deed, the assumption of the integration of short-term market is rejected at the 5% level for all markets. 

It appears from above that the transmission of price changes from Lome to the dependent markets is not im-
mediate and complete. Although the assumption of short-term integration is rejected, some markets are more in-
tegrated than others; therefore it is useful to understand the degree of market integration and price adjustment 
speed for the period covered by the prices dissemination. The speed of adjustment means the number of days, 
weeks or months that prices take to complete their adjustment. Dynamic multipliers and the speed of adjustment 
generated from the ECM are shown in Table 7 below. 

The integration index is a composite index and measures the ratio: long-term multiplier/adjustment speed. The 
long-term multiplier measures the amplitude of the full price adjustment. The average amplitude for the period 
covered by the dissemination is 45%. The degree of integration is not perfect in the sense that the full adjustment 
consecutive to prices shock from a price change in Lome market does not reach 100% for all markets. Meanwhile, 
the time taken by the price to complete their full adjustment is about 3 months. As a result, the degree of market 
integration is 0.16. This index is well below the “ideal” value of 1 and almost identic to the value of 0.15 obtained 
by Golleti and Babu [25] for maize market in Malawi. 

5. Conclusions, Policy Implication and Orientation for Future Research 
In the framework of liberalization policies, a market information service (SIM) was created in 2008 in Togo.  

 
Table 6. Error correction mechanism with Lome as reference market.                                                          

Dependent markets λ  λδ  10β  10βδ  R2 adj P(F) FLM Fcourt1 

Atakpame −0.49* 0.04 0.58* 0.20 0.41 0.00 0.15 56.02* 

Sokode −0.38* 0.03 0.50* −0.10 0. 37 0.00 0.51 70.10* 

Kara −0.52* 0.20 0.52* 0.09 0.30 0.00 0.95 38.22* 

Dapaong −0.18* −0.2 0.31* 0.19 0.28 0.00 1.10 31.11* 

Amlame −0.32* −0.08 0.34* −0.02 0.43 0.00 0.46 43.14* 

Anie −0.24* −0.16 0.22* 0.39* 0.46 0.00 1.12 45.15* 

Tchamba −0.35* 0.12 0.35* −0.30 0.22 0.00 1.07 44.23* 

Sotouboua −0.41* 0.06 0.38* −0.06 0.25 0.00 0.33 64.34* 

Kabou −0.29* −0.16 0.49* 0.07 0.38 0.00 0.48 95.01* 

Ketao −0.23* 0.07 0.43* 0.02 0.40 0.00 0.07 112.13* 

Gando −0.30* 0.07 0.23* −0.43 0.44 0.00 0.05 78.60* 

Cinkasse −0.52* 0.11 0.34* 0.06* 0.29 0.00 0.90 88.50* 

Source: Author’s calculation based on data from ANSAT; The asterisks (*) indicate a significant value at 5%. F short means short run integration test: 
Ho: 10 1β = ; 1λ =  and 11 1 11 1i nα α β β= = = = =  ; FLM, autocorrelation test. No rejection of the null hypothesis. 
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Table 7. Long term multipliers, adjustment speed, integration index.                                                        

 Long term multipliers Adjustment speed Integration index 

Atakpame 0.81 2 0.41 

Sokode 0.82 3 0.27 

Kara 0.75 2 0.38 

Dapaong 0.23 3 0.08 

Amlame 0.3 3 0.10 

Anié 0.2 2 0.10 

Tchamba 0.41 3 0.14 

Sotouboua 0.32 4 0.08 

Kabou 0.06 4 0.02 

Ketao 0.42 3 0.14 

Gando 0.35 4 0.09 

Cinkasse 0.75 1 0.75 

Moyenne 0.45 2.83 0.16 

Source: Author calculation with data from ANSAT; NB: The values of long term multipliers, adjustment speed and integration index are all signifi-
cant at 5%. 
 
This public service entrusted in collecting and disseminating information about the mercurial of agricultural 
products aimed to improve the spatial integration of agricultural markets through the development of arbitrage. 
This paper assesses to what extent the existence of this service contributed to the spatial integration of maize 
markets.  

The results show that the impact of price dissemination on the spatial integration of maize markets is miti-
gated. By reference to Lome, neither rural markets nor northern markets have significantly improved their level 
of long-term and short-term spatial integration. The prices diffused by the information service do not really con-
tribute to improve the arbitrage process of maize traders. This moderate impact can be explained by the qua-
si-general ignorance about the existence and the utility of the information service. 

For example, very few traders and mainly farmers know the day and the time of price dissemination on na-
tional television channel. Also, very few have access to television and new information and communication 
technologies. Moreover, the messages broadcast in French are not well understood by many actors, most of 
whom are illiterate. Usually, the information disseminated already exists through the use of mobile phones or 
through traditional communication channels. In which case, the current format of information service appears 
not to be relevant. 

These results invite the Togolese authorities to improve the efficiency of the diffusion of information system. 
This implies that the delivery method of the mercurial should rather be improved and there should be more in-
formation collected and disseminated.  

Specifically: 
• There should be more information collected and disseminated regarding the prices, the conditions of market 

demand and supply for each economic region of the country; 
• There should be price difference’s data dissemination for each local market as well as the difference price’s 

data with the neighboring countries, in a way that the exporters could be aware of their business opportuni-
ties. 

• The information release frequency should be increased (for example, twice a week) with the use of the 
available media such as rural radio stations that communicate in local languages. 

These suggestions are not solely enough to increase the efficiency of the information service. There are other 
constraints that hamper the effectiveness of market integration. Indeed, despite the liberalization, the govern-
ment through ANSAT continues to regulate cereals markets by buying and selling over the country. This public 
intervention is badly appreciated by traders and is a source of discouragement because it restricts trade with 
neighboring countries. So arbitrage opportunities are limited due to the thinness of local market. And as the 
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quantities sold are relatively low, traders are not motivated to invest in the acquisition of information. Therefore, 
improving the efficiency of the operation of cereals markets also requires institutional innovation. 

These recommendations, even relevant, are not enough to anticipate their impact in term of improving the ef-
ficiency of information service. An investigation is necessary to understand the need of the sector’s stakeholders. 
This understanding should be supported by detailed surveys to determine the actual needs and information re-
quirements of market participants. Such surveys can cover farmers, wholesalers, retailers, brokers and traders, 
exporters, extension services, government departments, and even consumers. The surveys will identify: 
• the exact type of information each market participant requires; 
• the format in which such information should be presented; 
• the method or media choice for dissemination; 
• how often information should be provided; 
• at what time of day information should be disseminated; 
• whether any market participants will require extension services or other education to ensure that they can  

understand and utilize information effectively. 
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Annex 1: Graphic of Price Series on Studied Markets with Lome as Reference 
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