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1. Relative to the simple average of the highest 15 OECD countries in terms of GDP per capita, based on 2008 purchasing power parities (PPPs). The
sum of the percentage gap in labour resource utilisation and labour productivity do not add up exactly to the GDP per capita since the decomposition
is multiplicative.

2. Labour resource utilisation is measured as total number of hours worked divided by the population.

3. Labour productivity is measured as GDP per hour worked.

Source: OECD, Going for Growth.
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1. Data are for February for each year through 2001 and for the first quarter in 2002 and onward.
Source: Ministry of Internal Affairs and Communications, Labour Force Survey.
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1. Basic combined central and sub-central (statutory) corporate income tax rate. Averages are un-weighted.
Source: OECD (2010), Tax Database (www.oecd.org/ctp/taxdatabase).
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Source: OECD, Taxing Wages 2007-2008 Database.
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1. The producer support estimate is an indicator of the value of monetary transfers to agriculture resulting from agricultural policies. It is presented as a
share of the total value of production at domestic producer prices.

2. The nominal protection coefficient is a measure of market protection defined as the ratio between the average prices paid by consumers and
international price.

3. EU15 for 1995-2003, EU25 for 2004-06 and EU27 from 2007.

Source: OECD (2009), Agricultural Policies in OECD Countries 2009: Monitoring and Evaluation.
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|— 2011-17 2011-17 2011-17
D Canada 1.6 0.4 1.2
0 France 1.2 0.0 1.2
|— Germany 1.3 -0.1 1.3
Italy 1.2 -0.1 1.3
- Japan 0.9 0.7 17
O United Kingdom 2.1 0.2 1.9
United States 2.2 0.6 15
4
< Euro area 1.4 0.1 1.3
|_ OECD average? 2.0 0.2 1.7
Z 1. Output per employee.
2. For 24 OECD countries.
LlJ Source: OECD Economic Outlook 86 database.
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Source: OECD, PISA Results 2006.
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1. OECD estimates for 2008-10.
2. Excludes one-off factors related to the transfer of pension funds, the privatisation of highway corporations and transfers from the FLF Special Account.
Source: OECD, Economic Outlook, N° 85 Database.
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OI\-/IEX CAN JPN AUS BEL GRC FRA GBR NOR ISL ITA  HUN CZE PRT DNK
USA- NZL ESP POL SVK CHE DEU

IRL AUT LUX KOR SWE FIN TUR NLD

1. For Australia, Austria, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Mexico, New Zealand, Portugal, Spain, Sweden and Switzerland, data correspond

to 2007.

2. Arithmetic average. The weighted average is 1.7%.

Source: OECD/EEA, Database on instruments used for environmental policy.
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Source: OECD (2009), Employment Outlook, OECD, Paris.
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1. The most recent year for which complete data are available is 2007. For Panel A, data are not available for Iceland and New Zealand.
Source: OECD Health Database (2009).
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1. Share of current health expenditure.
2. Data are for 2006 for Luxembourg, Japan, New Zealand, Portugal and Australia and 2005 for Turkey.
Source: OECD Health Database (2009).

Luxembourg?
Czech Republic
Denmark
Norway
Iceland
Sweden
United Kingdom
Japan?
Ireland
New Zealand?
France
Germany
Italy
Austria
Netherlandst
Finland
OECD
Belgium?
Spain
Portugal?
Turkey?
Poland
Hungary
Canada
Australia?
Slovak Republic
Greece
Switzerland
Korea
United States
Mexico




