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Figure 1.18. The productivity in services sectors is low compared to manufacturing
Value-added per employee of business sector services,!
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1. Business sector services cover distributive trade, repair, accommodation, food and transport services; information and
communication; financial and insurance; professional, scientific and support activities. Data refer to 2013 for Belgium, Denmark,
France, Israel, Italy, Japan, Korea, Poland, Portugal, Slovak Republic, Spain, Switzerland, the United States; 2012 for Australia and the
United Kingdom. The observation on business sector services in Japan is an estimate based on National Accounts for 2013 and
the 2014 JIP Database. The data on manufacturing sector for Israel include mining and quarrying while the data on business sector
services include real estate activity.

Source: OECD National Accounts Database, Cabinet Office (Japan) 2013 National Accounts, Central Bureau of Statistics (Israel) “Product,

Productivity Compensation of Employed Persons and Capital Return 2005-13".

Source: Going for Growth, OECD 2016
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in the U.S. Retail Trade Sector in the 1990s,” Review of Economics and Statistics, 88(4), 2006, 748—758.




ZX: Cho, Janghee, Hyunbae Chun, and Yoonsoo Lee, “Productivity Growth in the Retail Trade Sector: Entry, Exit, and Reallocation,”

EARIE Conference Paper, 2014.
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ZX]: Cho, Janghee, Hyunbae Chun, and Yoonsoo Lee, “Productivity Growth in the Retail Trade Sector:
Entry, Exit, and Reallocation,” EARIE Conference Paper, 2014.
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Province Job Creation Rate Job Destruction Rate Net Job Creation Rate
Seoul 0.346 0.325 0.021
Busan 0.273 0.261 0.012
Daegu 0.278 0.262 0.016
Incheon 0.302 0.281 0.021
Gwangju 0.294 0.270 0.024
Daejeon 0.284 0.255 0.029
Ulsan 0.239 0213 0.026
Gyeonggi 0.320 0.276 0.044
Gangwon 0.246 0.228 0.018
Chungbuk 0.257 0.232 0.025
Chungnam 0.261 0.223 0.038
Jeonbuk 0.250 0.233 0.017
Jeonnam 0.238 0.227 0.011
Gyeongbuk 0.246 0.228 0.018
Gyeongnam 0.259 0.234 0.025
Jeju 0.258 0.231 0.027

ZX]: Cho, Chun, Lee and Kim, “Job Creation, Destruction, and Regional Employment Growth:
Evidence from Korean Establishment-level Data,” KDI Journal of Economic Policy, 2015.
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Figure 1. Shares of Net Job Creation by Broad Establishment and Firm Size and Age
Classes:

Annual Average Rates, 2006-2011

Shares

e - - . =

small small small medium medium medium large large large

birth young mature birth young mature birth young mature

ONet Job Creation(Establishiment) BNet Job Creation(Firm)

ZX: Cho, CHun., Kim and Lee, “Job Creation and Destruction: New Evidence on the Role of Small versus Young Firms in Korea,”
Japanese Economic Review, 68(2), 2017.
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