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The sources of real income differences, 2005
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1. Based on 2005 purchasing power parities (PPPs). In the case of Luxembourg, the population is augmented by the number
of cross-border workers in order to take into account their contribution to GDP. Data for Greece do not take into account the 25
per cent upwards revision to the level of GDP announced in 2006.
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Labour productivity is measured as GDP per hour worked.
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Labour resource utilisation is measured as total number of hours worked divided by the population.
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Source: OECD, National Accounts of OECD Countries, 2006; OECD, Economic Outlook, No. 80; and OECD, Employment

Outlook, 2006.
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Sectoral regulation in retail and professionnal services, 2003
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Source: OECD, Product Market Regulation database.

2



(2)

Sectoral regulation in retail and professionnal services, 2003
Professionnal services
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1. Indicator scale of 0-6 from least to most restrictive
2. P119, Figure3.18 kY k¥, 1=1ZL. BAEDOHEF5 A,
Source: OECD, Product Market Regulation database.
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Product market regulation, 2003
Restrictiveness of economy-wide product market regulation
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1. Economic regulation includes all domestic regulatory provisions affecting private governance and

product market competition such as state control and legal barriers to entry in competitive market.

2. Indicator scale of 0-6 from least to most restrictive
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Source: OECD, Product Market Regulation database.
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Employment Protection Legislation (EPL)
Restrictiveness of protection legislation on regular employment
5 2006 OECD average
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1. Indicator scale of 0-6 from least to most restri
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Source: OECD, Employment Outlook (chapter
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2), 2004 and OECD calculations.
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Producer support estimate to agriculture®
Percentage of of farm receipts
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1. Assingle producer support estimate is calculated for EU countries.
2.P122, Figure3.21.&Yk¥%, 1=1L. BAEDH B (LN FHE,
Source: OECD, Producer and consumer Support Estimates database.
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Barriers to foreign direct investment®
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1. Indicator scale of 0-10 from least to most restrictive

2. Please note that the index is still under discussion by the Working Party No.1 of the Economic
Policy Committee and the Investment Committee Working Party.
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Source: Koyama, T. and S. S. Golub (2006), "OECD's FDI regulatory restrictiveness index: revision
and extension to more economies”, OECD Economics Department Working Papers, No. 525.
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