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Paul Hare and Alexander Naumov, "A Study of Changing Income
Distribution in Kazakhstan Using a New Social Accounting Matrix
and Household Survey Data"
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Income distribution in 2002 by source of income and household type

L [Transfers

Inter- from firms
Income Social household |Capital abour (property [Total
deciles'\types{benefits transfers income ncome income) income
—I[igtﬁée hold 20% 5% 8.5% 5% 1.5% 100%:
1 57% 8% 5% 20% 0 3%
|2 43% G 8% 0% 0% A%
3 A2% 8% % 43% 02 5%
Li 7% 7% % 45% 0% 6%
5 A3% % 8% 2% O 7%
(5] 26% 5% 8% 60% 2% 9%
7 21% 5% 9% 65% 0% 10%
=] 15% 5% 9% T0% 1% 12%
o 12% A% 9% T5% 1% 16%
10 6% A% 9% T8% A% 27%
Urban 18% 5% 4% T1% 9% 69%
Rural 25% 4% 18% 53% 1% IN%
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Tine Stanovnik Miroslav Verbi¢, "Changes in the Earnings
Distribution in Slovenia during Rapid Growth, 1991-2005"
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Figure 2. Value of the Gini coefficient according to the two data sources
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Wulong Gu and John R. Baldwin, "Long—-term Productivity
Growth in Canada and the United States"
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Trend in Canada-United States difference in growth of multifactor productivity, capital intensity and labour composition
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. Robert Inklaar and Marcel P. Timmer, “GGDC PRODUCTIVITY LEVEL
DATABASE: INTERNATIONAL COMPARISONS OF OUTPUT, INPUTS
AND PRODUCTIVITY AT THE INDUSTRY LEVEL”
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"R&D

Satellite Accounts and Gross Fixed Capital Formation: Where Should
the Asset Boundary be Drawn for Non—market R&D Activity?"
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Summary of impacts on the goods and services account, 2004
£ million,
Cuent prices
Resources Uses
R&D output 12,403 R&D intermediate consumgption -5,274
Cutput of other goods and senvices (0GS) (double
counting) 4088 Intermediate consumption OGS {double counting) -1,363
Output of OGS from non-market consumption of R&D
capital services 4216 R&D gross fixed capital formation 19,407
R&D imports (adjustment from BoP to FM sources) 197 Gross fixed capital formation (other assets) 0
Changes in inventories (elimination of work in progress) 12
Final consumnption of R&D by NFISH (elimination) -325
Final consurmption of OGS by NPISH (double counting) -h D&
Final consumption of services from R&D capital by
NPISH 1,776
Government final consumption of OGS (double counting) -2,641
Final consumption of services from R&D capital by
government 2440
RA&D exports (adjustment from BoF to FM sources) -1,219
Total supply of R&D 12,600 Total demand of R&D 12,600
Total supply of OGS -4 873 Total demand of OGS -4 B73
Total supply 1,127 Total demand 7,727
Source: Authors’ calcuiations on a number of ONS sources
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. Erich Oltmanns, Rita Bolleyer and Ingeborg Schulz, A Preliminary

R&D Satellite Account for Germany
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Table 4: Quantitative impact of R&D capitalisation on economic
indicators for Germany 2003

Scenario 1: Scenario 2: Scenario 3:

e extensive medium restrictive

approach approach approach

Y%

Output 2,0 2,0 2,0
Intermediate consumption -0,5 -0,5 -0,5
Gross value added 3,9 3,4 3,1
Gross domestic product 3.5 3,1 2,8
Consumption expenditures -0,9 -0,4 0,0
Gross fixed capital formation 19,8 17,6 15,9
Consumption of fixed capital 20,7 18,0 16,4
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Nursen Deveci,

A, B and C Methods"
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Kamilla Heurlén and Henrik Sejerbo
"“Non—Market Health Care Service in Denmark— Empirical
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Serensen,
Studies of
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Table 7.2 Output calculated with A, B and C methods
|
Output for; 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004*  2005*
2000 prices, chained values, DKK million
851100 Hospitals
Input based (C method) e 45679 47480 48963 50885 52363 54669
Output based (Bmethod) ................. 45679 49024 52542 54554 58125 60906
Difference (Bto Cmethod) ................ 1544 3579 3669 5762 6237
Output based with quality adj. (Amethod) .. 45679 48986 52112 54100 58457 61658
Difference (A to Cmeathod) ... ............. 1506 3149 3215 6094 6989
Difference (A to Bmethod) ................ - 38 - 430 - 454 332 752
Total
input based (C method) ... 16371 120733 123963 126806 125033 125281
Qutput based (Bmethod) ................. 116371 122768 128173 131447 131854 131959
Difference (BtoCmethod) ................ 2035 4210 4642 6821 6678
Output based, partly Qal.adj. (A/B' method) . 116371 122755 127749 131006 132251 132762
Difference (A/B to Cmethod) ............. 2022 3786 4200 7218 7481
Difference (A/B' to Bmethod) ............. -13 -424 -447 397 803
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Karolina W. Dam and Knut @. Serensen, Measurement of

Non—market services in Norway with examples from education
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Figure 2 Volume growth rates: comparison of output method approach and input method for central
gsovernment educational services. Previous year=100
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Figure 1 Volume growth rates: comparison of output method approach and input method for local
government educational services. Previous year=100
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