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Foreword

The Key Indicators for Asia and the Pacific 2011 (Key Indicators 2011). the 42nd edition of this series, is a statistical data book
presenting economic, financial, social, and environmental indicators for the 48 regional members of the Asian Development Bank
(ADB). This issue of the Key Indicators presents in Part | a special chapter—Toward Higher Quality Employment in Asia—followed
by statistical tables in Parts 11 and 11 with short, nontechnical commentaries on economic, financial, social, and environmental
developments. Part 11 comprises the first set of statistical tables and commentaries. which look at the Millennium Development Goals
(MDGs) and progress in the region toward achieving key targets. The second set of tables. which are in Part I11, is grouped into seven
themes providing a broader picture of economic, financial, social, and environmental developments. The aim of the publication is to
provide the latest key statistics on development issues concerning Asian and Pacific economies to a wide audience including policy
makers, development practitioners. government officials, researchers, students, and the general public. This year. the ADB also
presents the Framework of Inclusive Growth Indicators. a special supplement to the Key Indicators.

The special chapter discusses the transition to higher quality employment in developing Asia, a transition that still has far to go in
spite of the region’s tremendous economic growth. This trend is of special concern because employment is the critical link between
economic growth and poverty reduction. In addition. rebalancing from export-led to domestic consumption-led growth will depend
on increased consumer spending, which in turn depends on the growth of good (i.e., stable and well-paid) jobs. Most developing
Asian economies either have not yet completed the transition to higher quality, predominantly formal sector employment, or are in
the very early stages of this transition. Thus, the special chapter discusses the importance of generating higher quality employment
in Asia. It identifies some of the major constraints and challenges that countries may face in improving and increasing the quality of
employment and policies that could be used to resolve or mitigate some of these challenges.

This issue of Key Indicators contains statistics that convey good news of economic recovery in the region in 2010 after exhibiting
remarkable resilience through the crisis years of 2008 and 2009. In almost all economies. gross domestic product (GDP) grew
robustly after lower growth, or an actual contraction in some countries, during 2009. Exports have rebounded with continued
growth of trade within the region. Migrants’ remittances have started rising in economies where remittances were affected by
the erisis in 2009. International tourist arrivals and tourism receipts are back on their precrisis growth track. On the downside.
inflation, especially food item inflation. has risen in many countries with pressure from commaodity prices. threatening the poor
at the margin. Money supply is growing faster than nominal GDP and real interest rates are negative in several countries, thus
adding to inflationary pressures.

As the target date of 2015 for achieving the MDGs approaches, the available data suggest that a majority of economies in the region
are expected to meet the poverty target. Targets on enrolling children in schools, achieving gender balance in schooling, and providing
safe drinking water are on track. Though progress has been made. most economies in developing Asia lag in meeting the hunger
target, as well as targets to reduce maternal and child mortality, and access to improved sanitation. Improved access to tuberculosis
treatment has saved many lives and HIV/AIDS sufferers now have better access to antiretroviral treatment, although universal access
for all those who need it is still a long way away. The growth in the region, however. comes at the cost of increased carbon dioxide
emissions and rates of deforestation in many countries, which need to be addressed for environmentally sustainable growth,

New statistical indicators in this edition include road safety indicators—for both accidents and deaths on the road. to highlight
concerns on road safety—and the amounts of energy used by each country. to complement the statistics on energy supply. Part [11's
regional tables are based largely on a comprehensive set of country tables. These country tables are provided on a CD-ROM and at
ADB’s website (www.adb.org), rather than in print.

We appreciate the cooperation of the governments and international agencies that provided data, enhancing this year’s issue. We
hope Key Indicators will remain a valuable resource for monitoring the region’s progress and addressing its development challenges.

ol .

Haruhiko Kuroda
President
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Statistical Partners

The preparation and publication of Key Indicators for Asia and the Pacific 2011 would not have been possible without the
support, assistance, and cooperation of the Asian Development Bank’s (ADB) partners among its regional members and
in international, private, and nongovernment organizations. These partners, who shared their data, knowledge, expertise,
and other information, help provide ADB, policy makers, and other data users a better understanding of the performance
of countries in Asia and the Pacific so that better policies can be formulated to improve the quality of life of people in the
region.

REGIONAL MEMBERS

Afghanistan Central Statistics Organization
Da Afghanistan Bank

Armenia Central Bank of Armenia
National Statistical Service of the Republic of Armenia

Australia Australian Bureau of Agricultural and Resource Economics and Sciences
Australian Bureau of Statistics
Reserve Bank of Australia

Azerbaijan Central Bank of the Republic of Azerbaijan
State Statistical Committee of the Republic of Azerbaijan

Bangladesh Bangladesh Bank
Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics
Ministry of Finance

Bhutan Ministry of Finance
National Statistics Bureau
Royal Monetary Authority of Bhutan
Ministry of Labor and Human Resources

Brunei Darussalam Department of Statistics
Ministry of Finance

Cambodia Ministry of Economy and Finance
National Bank of Cambodia
National Institute of Statistics

China, People’s Republic of National Bureau of Statistics
People’s Bank of China
State Administration of Foreign Exchange

Cook Islands Cook Islands Statistics Office
Ministry of Finance and Economic Management

Fiji, Republic of Bureau of Statistics
Reserve Bank of Fiji




xviii Statistical Partners

Georgia National Statistics Office
Ministry of Finance of Georgia
National Bank of Georgia

Hong Kong, China Census and Statistics Department
Hong Kong Monetary Authority

— il ——— Tentral Stafistical Organization
Ministry of Finance
Reserve Bank of India

Indonesia Bank Indonesia
Central Bureau of Statistics (BPS-Statistics Indonesia)
Ministry of Energy and Mineral Resources

Japan Bank of Japan
Economic and Social Research Institute
Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries
Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry
Ministry of Finance
Japan Statistics Bureau

Kazakhstan Agency of Statistics of the Republic of Kazakhstan
National Bank of Kazakhstan

Kiribati Kiribati National Statistics Office
Korea, Republic of Bank of Korea

Ministry of Strategy and Finance
Statistics Korea

Kyrgyz Republic National Bank of the Kyrgyz Republic

National Statistical Committee of the Kyrgyz Republic
Lao People’s Democratic Bank of the Lao PDR
Republic Department of Statistics

Ministry of Finance

Malaysia Bank Negara Malaysia
Department of Statistics

Maldives Maldives Monetary Authority

Ministry of Finance and Treasury

Department of National Planning
Marshall Islands, Republic of ~ Economic Policy, Planning and Statistics Office
Micronesia, Federated States of Division of Statistics

Office of Statistics, Budget and Economic Management,

Overseas Development Assistance and Compact Management

Mongolia Bank of Mongolia
National Statistical Office of Mongolia
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Statistical Partners

Myanmar Central Bank of Myanmar
Central Statistical Organization
Ministry of National Planning and Economic Development

Nauru Nauru Bureau of Statistics

Nepal Central Bureau of Statistics
Ministry of Finance
Nepal Rastra Bank

New Zealand Ministry of Economic Development
Reserve Bank of New Zealand
Statistics New Zealand
The Treasury

Pakistan Federal Bureau of Statistics
Ministry of Economic Affairs and Statistics
Ministry of Finance
State Bank of Pakistan

Palau Bureau of Budget and Planning, Ministry of Finance

Papua New Guinea Bank of Papua New Guinea
Department of Treasury
National Statistical Office

Philippines Bangko Sentral ng Pilipinas
Bureau of the Treasury
Department of Budget and Management
Department of Energy
National Statistical Coordination Board
National Statistics Office
Bureau of Local Government Finance

Samoa Central Bank of Samoa
Economic Policy and Planning Division, Ministry of Finance

Singapore Economic Development Board
International Enterprise Singapore
Ministry of Finance
Ministry of Manpower
Monetary Authority of Singapore
Singapore Department of Statistics

Solomon Islands Central Bank of Solomon Islands

Sri Lanka Central Bank of Sri Lanka
Department of Census and Statistics

Taipei,China Central Bank of China
Directorate-General of Budget, Accounting and Stafistics
Ministry of Education
Ministry of Finance
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XX Statistical Partners

Tajikistan

Thailand

Timor-Leste

Tonga

Turkmenistan

Tuvalu

Uzbekistan

Vanuatu

Viet Nam

National Bank of Tajikistan
Agency on Statistics under President of the Republic of Tajikistan
(Tajstat)

Bank of Thailand

Ministry of Finance

National Economic and Social Development Board
National Statistical Office

Banking and Payments Authority of Timor-Leste
Ministry of Finance
National Statistics Directorate

National Reserve Bank of Tonga
Ministry of Finance and National Planning
Statistics Department

National Institute of State Statistics and Information
(Turkmenmillihasabat)

Central Statistics Division, Ministry of Finance and Economic Planning

Cabinet of Ministers. Government of Uzbekistan

Center for Effective Economic Policy, Ministry of Economy of Uzbekistan

Central Bank of Uzbekistan
Ministry of Finance of the Republic of Uzbekistan
State Committee on the Republic of Uzbekistan on Statistics

Ministry of Finance and Economic Management
Reserve Bank of Vanuatu
Vanuatu National Statistics Office

General Statistics Office
Ministry of Finance
State Bank of Viet Nam
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INTERNATIONAL, PRIVATE, AND NONGOVERNMENT ORGANIZATIONS

Statistical Partners

X3

CEIC Data Company Ltd.

Energy Information Administration

European Bank for Reconstruction and Development

Food and Agriculture Organization

German Agency for Technical Cooperation

International Energy Agency

International Labour Organization

International Monetary Fund

International Road Federation

International Telecommunication Union

Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development
Secretariat of the Pacific Community

Standard & Poor’s

Transparency International

United Nations Children's Fund

United Nations Development Programme

United Nations Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific
United Nations Economic Commission for Europe

United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization
United Nations Industrial Development Organization
United Nations Population Division

United Nations Statistics Division

United Nations World Tourism Organization

United States Bureau of Economic Analysis

United States Department of Energy

World Bank

World Health Organization

World Resources Institute

World Values Survey Organization
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Guide for Users

The Key Indicators for Asia and the Pacific 2011 (Key Indicators 2011) has the following structure. The Highlights
section presents key messages from various parts of the publication. Part | contains a special chapter that varies every year
and deals with a topic on key policy issues, measurement issues, or development challenges. This year’s special chapter
discusses the importance of generating higher quality employment in Asia.

Part 11 comprises the data tables on indicators for the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). The indicators are
presented according to the United Nations revised MDG framework, which was expanded in January 2008 to include new
targets for full and productive employment and decent work for all, access to reproductive health, access to treatment for
HIV/AIDS, and protection of biodiversity, as agreed on by member states at the 2005 World Summit. This year’s Key
Indicators 2011 includes as many of the indicators for the new targets as possible. Tables in Part Il present each MDG
target and contain indicators associated with that target.

Part 111 consists of 112 tables that are not part of the MDG framework. To help readers identify the indicators more
easily, the regional tables are grouped into seven themes: People: Economy and Output: Money, Finance, and Prices:
Globalization; Transport, Electricity, and Communications; Energy and Environment; and Government and Governance.
Each theme is further divided into subtopics. Accompanying tables in Part 11l contain indicators related to a subtopic.

The MDGs and themes in Parts IT and [11 start with a short commentary with charts and boxes describing progress
made by countries toward selected targets and key trends of selected indicators. The accompanying statistical tables are
presented for 48 economies of Asia and the Pacific that are members of the Asian Development Bank (ADB). The term
“country,” used interchangeably with “economy,” is not intended to make any judgment as to the legal or other status
of any territory or area. The 48 economies have been broadly grouped into developing and developed members aligned
with the operational effectiveness of ADB’s regional departments. The latter refer exclusively to the three economies of
Australia, Japan, and New Zealand. Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but is not classified as a developing
member, however. the data for Brunei Darussalam are presented under the group of developing member economies. The
remaining 44 developing members and Brunei Darussalam are further grouped into five based on ADB’s operational
regions, namely, Central and West Asia, East Asia, South Asia, Southeast Asia, and the Pacific. Economies are listed
alphabetically in each group. The term “regional members™ used in some tables refers to all 48 regional members of ADB,
both developing and developed. Indicators are shown for the most recent year or period for which data are available and,
in most tables, for an earlier year or period (usually 1990 or 1995).

Finally, Part 1V defines the indicators in the MDGs and regional tables. The publication also has a CD-ROM
containing Parts I, II, 111, and IV, plus individual tables for the 48 regional members of ADB. The four parts and the
individual statistical tables of the 48 regional members are also available at ADB’s website at www.adb.org/Documents/
Books/Key Indicators/201 1/default.asp.

Data for the MDG indicators, regional tables, and country tables are obtained mainly from two sources: ADB’s
statistical partners among its regional members, and international statistical agencies. Data obtained from the regional
members are comparable to the extent that the regional members follow standard statistical concepts, definitions, and
estimation methods recommended by the United Nations and other applicable international agencies. Nevertheless,
regional members invariably develop and use their own concepts, definitions, and estimation methodologies to suit their
individual circumstances. and these may not necessarily comply with recommended international standards. Thus, even
though attempts were made to present the data in a comparable and uniform format, they are subject to variations in the
statistical methods used by regional members, such that full comparability of data may not be possible. These variations
are reflected in the footnotes of the statistical tables or noted in Data Issues and Comparability. Moreover, the aggregates
for developing and regional members shown in some tables are treated as approximation of the actual total or average, or
growth rates, due to missing data from the primary source. No attempt has been made to impute the missing data.



data cutoff date for this issue is July 2011,

nty-four regional members have varying fiscal years not corresponding to the calendar year, Whenever the statistical
(for example, national accounts or government finance) are compiled on a fiscal year basis, these are presented
ingle-year captions corresponding to the period under which most of the fiscal year falls, as follows:

|I Flscal Year and Year Captions for the Regional Members

ﬂ' -Hamh 2010-20 March 2011 =2010 1 Ju.’\ 2009— 30 June 2010 = 2010
|

Hong Kong, China; India; Japan;
‘ ‘Myanmar; New Zealand; Singapore

;Lam 1999-31 March 2000 = 1999
ndonesia (until 1999)

Key Symbols

Australia, Bangladesh, Bhutan. Nauru,
Pakistan, Samoa, Tonga

1 July 199930 June 2000 = 2000
Taipei,China (until 1999)

16 July 200915 July 2010 = 2010
Nepal

1 October 2009-30 September 2010 =2010

Lao People’s Democratic Republic (after 1992),
Marshall Islands, Federated States of Micronesia,
Palau, Thailand

-Borﬂ()

g; "IV A N

‘Measurement Units

Data not available at cutoff date

Magnitude equals zero

Magnitude is less than half of unit employed
Provisional/preliminary/estimate/budget figure
Marks break in series

Greater than

Less than

Greater than or equal to

Less than or equal to

Not applicable

kilogram
kilometer
kilowatt-hour
kiloton
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Abbreviations and Acronyms

ADB Asian Development Bank

ADB SDBS Asian Development Bank Statistical Database System

AIDS acquired immunodeficiency syndrome ]

ADO  _ _  _ _ _ _AsisnDevelepmentOuttock — — — — — — — — ~ ~ T
T AMD Armenia Dram

APO Asian Productivity Organization _

ARIS/REDS Additional Rural Income Survey and Rural and Economic Demographic Survey

ASI Annual Survey of Industries

BOD biochemical oxygen demand

BOP balance of payments

BPNG Bank of Papua New Guinea

BPO business process outsourcing

BPS Badan Pusat Statistik

CEIC CEIC Data Company Ltd.

CHIPS Chinese Household Income Project Survey

CIF cost, insurance, and freight

CO, carbon dioxide

CNY yuan

CPI consumer price index

DAC Development Assistance Committee

DOTS Directly Observed Treatment Short Course

EGS employment guarantee scheme

EPFO Employees Provident Fund Organization

FACB freedom of association and collective bargaining

FAO Food and Agriculture Organization

FDI foreign direct investment

FOB tree on board

FTZ free trade zones

GCF gross capital formation

GDP gross domestic product

GNI gross national income

GOI Government of India

HDI human development index

HIV human immunodeficiency virus

IADB Inter-American Development Bank

Icp International Comparison Program

ILO International Labour Organization

IMF International Monetary Fund

ISIC International Standard Industrial Classification

ISS Integrated Service Solutions

IT information technology

ITU International Telecommunication Union

KFM kebutuhan fisik minimum (minimum physical needs)

KILM Key Indicators of the Labour Market

Lao PDR Lao People’s Democratic Republic

LCU local currency unit

LFS Labor Force Survey

LFS-PUF Labor Force Survey public use file
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Abbreviations and Acronyms  xxv

logarithm of per capita gross domestic product

Millennium Development Goal

Middle East and North Africa

Ministry of Finance, Government of India

National Bureau of Statistics

National Commission for Enterprises in the Unorganized Sector

National Rural Employment Guarantee Act

National Statistics Office

National Statistical Service

National Sample Survey Organization

National Sample Survey Employment-Unemployment Survey

Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development

ordinary least squares

price level index

purchasing power parity

People’s Republic of China

Reserve Bank of Fiji

Reserve Bank of India

renminbi

Indonesian rupiah

Indian rupees

National Labor Force Survey of Indonesia

special economic zones

System of National Accounts

Secretariat of the Pacific Community

small-scale industry

National Socioeconomic Survey

tuberculosis

technical and vocational education and training

United Nations on HIV/AIDS

United Nations Development Programme

United Nations Economic Commission for Europe

United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization

United Nations Children’s Fund

United Nations Human Settlements Programme

United Nations Industrial Development Organization

United Nations Statistics Division

United Nations University—World Institute for Development
Economics Research

United Nations World Tourism Organization

United States

World Development Indicators

World Health Organization

World Values Survey

us
WVS

Unless otherwise indicated, “$” refers to United States dollars.
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Highlights of Key Indicators for Asia and the Pacific 2011

The Kev Indicators for Asia and the Pacific 2011 is the flagship annual statistical data book of the Asian
Development Bank (ADB). It presents the latest available economic, financial, social. environmental, and
Millennium Development Goals (MDG) indicators for regional members of ADB. Data are grouped under
MDG and Regional Tables. Nontechnical explanations and brief analyses of the MDG_achievements-and- —

_ _ _ _ _economic—financial, social;and environmental developments are included. The regional tables are based
largely on a comprehensive set of country tables. The country tables are not available in printed form but
are available in CD-ROM and at ADB's website. The special chapter in Key Indicators for Asia and the
Pacific 2011 “Toward Higher Quality Employment in Asia” looks at the importance of growth of good quality
(i.e., stable and well-paid) jobs. It identifies some of the major constraints and challenges that countries may
face in improving and increasing the quality of employment and potential policies that can be used to resolve
or mitigate some of these challenges.
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Part 1: Special Chapter

Toward Higher Quality Employment in Asia

The impressive economic growth experienced by developing Asia, which has been remarkably higher than in
all other regions in recent decades, was accompanied by strong employment growth and poverty reduction.
But behind this rosy picture is the daunting fact that the quality of jobs in Asia remains inadequate and that the
region lags far behind more advanced economies in providing workers with higher quality employment. Middle-
mcome economies that have successfully made the transition from traditional to modern economic sectors still
pay low wages, while other economies have not yet completed, or in some cases even started, the transition.
Uncertain incomes, poor environmental conditions, and mismatches between jobs and skills persist in the work
place, creating inefficiencies that reduce social welfare and result in lower productivity. If left unremedied. these
issues may ultimately impede economic growth as they can cause income inequality and lead to social tensions,
thereby endangering the sustainability of growth. Improving the quality of employment is therefore a critical and
necessary task for continuing progress toward sustainable and inclusive economic growth in Asia.

This special chapter emphasizes the crucial role of higher quality employment as the critical link between
economic growth and poverty. The chapter details the importance of the quality of employment to social and
economic outcomes, and examines patterns and trends in employment and the quality of employment in Asia. The
chapter clarifies the current state of development and identifies which countries may face particular constraints
or need further interventions to improve the quality of their employment. The chapter argues that active public
intervention may be needed 1o enhance the quality of employment on a sustained basis. Such intervention may
include opening the economy to trade and competition, facilitating migration of labor from rural to urban areas,
developing skills and human capital through education and training, investing in innovation, strengthening the
business climate with infrastructure and moderate regulation, and providing social protection.

Generating Higher Quality Employment in Asia Remains a Challenge

Asia’s remarkable 6.1% yearly growth in real gross domestic product per capita (in 2005 purchasing power
parity terms) between 1990 and 2008 was led by the People’s Republic of China (9.1%). India (4.9%), and
the Republic of Korea (4.6%). Structural transformation has led to a huge shift from employment in the lower
productivity agriculture sector to the higher value-added industrial and services sectors (Figure 1).

However, the creation of higher quality employment, as proxied by the share of employers and salaried and
wage workers in the number employed, remained stable and lackluster compared with that in other regions
(Figure 2). While the share of informal work has decreased, it continues to comprise the majority of employment
opportunities in many countries throughout developing Asia. This is a concern because, as shown in an
examination of a select set of countries within Asia, informal workers are more vulnerable to poverty and have
little or no social protection coverage compared with workers in the formal sector.

Policies for Generating Higher Quality Employment in Asia

Countries in Asia and the Pacific are at different stages of development and the structure of their labor markets,
economic landscapes, and population growth are varied. Thus, they will each face a different set of constraints
and challenges in generating higher quality employment, Most policies and recommendations are intended to
increase productivity, and hence, presumably, wages and working conditions, and there are various means by
which these can be achieved. Because of the differences between countries, policies should be tailored to each
one’s context.

Middle-income countries that have a sizable modern sector and are starting to face reduced surplus labor from

the traditional sector may wish to consider the following:

* They will need to continue to promote trade and foreign direct investment (FDI) while devising ways to
move up the value chain in the modern sector. focusing on more complex industrial products and services.
This will create greater productivity growth so both wages and other employment benefits can rise.

XXVii
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= Moving up the value chain and into a more industrialized and service-oriented economy, however, will require
a work force that has increasingly flexible skills and that brings innovative thinking to the table. Thus, building
human capital through general and higher quality secondary and tertiary education will become crucial.

«  Rising incomes are often accompanied by highly unequal growth, therefore, the level and breadth of social
protection coverage will have to be built up to ensure that worker’s conditions meet minimum standards
and that social stability is maintained. This will require diversifying the types of social protection measures
provided from basic health care into more varied products, such as pensions.

Low-income countries that have large traditional sectors, high rates of informal employment, and labor forces

with low levels of education may need to consider the following:

* By increasing trade and FDI in the modem sector, these economies can help speed up the rate of structural
transformation and create higher quality and more productive employment.

* By facilitating rural-to-urban migration, people from the rural sector may gain access to higher quality
employment while the manufacturing sector can capitalize on lower labor cost.

*  Productivity in rural areas needs to be improved, because the majority of workers will remain in the
large traditional sector. This may be done by developing financial services, technological innovation, and
infrastructure. Developing value-added manufacturing in the rural areas, using agricultural products as
inputs, may be especially key to raising overall employment and income prospects for rural people.

*  The large population that will remain informally employed could benefit from access to high quality technical
and vocational education and training programs so they can develop specific skills and the human capital
that will allow them to leverage their skills into higher incomes.

* Informal workers need to be provided with a basic level of social protection that is financially sustainable
and can allow them 1o maintain a minimal level of welfare and protection against severe adverse shocks.
Such social protection will enable workers to be more productive and resilient to unexpected downturns.

Generally, issues of demographics, labor legislation, and market competitiveness will need to be addressed.

Demographies will play a substantial challenge in moving toward higher quality employment.

*  Countries with an expanding labor force, and a large mass of youth reaching working age, will need to
increase the quantity of employment offered. Carefully targeting and training the youth so they have the skills
and expectations that meet the labor market’s demands will be necessary to capitalize on this demographic
dividend and to ensure that the youth immediately become productive members of the labor force.

*  Countries with a contracting labor force —many people reaching retirement age and fewer youths entering
the labor force-——may need to reformulate the concept of what constitutes higher quality employment to
entice the older population to remain in the productive work force. This may require more flexible work
hours and other nonpecuniary benefits.

* International migration, organized through regional cooperation, may offer a mechanism to balance the
disequilibria between countries that have expanding labor forces and countries with increasing labor needs.
often in specific skills areas.

Restrictive labor legislation can create disincentives for firms to enter the formal sector and may impede FDI
and domestic investment. Relaxing and reforming such legislation so firms will enter the formal sector is crucial
to their gaining greater access to capital so they can grow and take advantage of economies of scale, thus creating
greater growth of employment in the modern sector.

Uncompetitive markets dominated by monopolists or oligopolists deter other firms from initiating or increasing
production, reduce technological innovation, and lower productivity. Breaking monopolies and oligopolies and
inducing competition into markets is especially crucial in countries with a highly skilled labor force and an excess
supply of labor, which allows monopolists to fully capture gains from higher productivity while wages stagnate.

Many countries in developing Asia have made substantial progress in shifting their workers to higher quality
employment. Much of the shift has been enabled by policies that have facilitated structural transformation without
neglecting the welfare of the rural workers. With appropriate demand- and supply-side policies and some level of
social protection, Asian countries can make substantial progress toward developing higher quality employment
that will enable them to continue reducing poverty and achieving stable and inclusive economic growth.,
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Figure 1 Distribution of Workers by Employment Status and by Geographical Region
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Figure 2 Distribution of Workers by Sector of Employment and by Geographical Region
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Part li: Millennium Development Goals

A large majority of economies in Asia and the Pacific have made substantial progress in achieving most of the
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). This is an achievement in itself even though overall progress toward
most of the targets continues to be mixed and uneven across countries, across goals. and within countries. Strong
economic growth and rising household incomes in the region will allow most countries to meet the poverty
target, with sharpest reductions in the People’s Republic of China. The region will contribute significantly to
achieving the global poverty target. On the hunger target, while some progress has been made, most countries lag
behind in achieving the target. Underweight prevalence in South Asia is highest in the world and almost twice
as high as in Sub-Saharan Africa.

Substantial progress has also been made in achieving the targets for school enrollment, gender parity in
education, and access to safe drinking water. [nternational cooperation and sustained donor funding are halting
and reversing the spread of HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, and other diseases. But slow progress has been made
in MDGs that require better quality of service delivery, such as keeping the children in school to complete a
full course of primary education, reducing maternal and child mortality, and providing improved sanitation.
Income disparities within countries may exacerbate the problems. For example, in South Asia, there has been
no meaningful improvement among children in the poorest 20% of households while underweight prevalence
has fallen by almost a third for children from the richest 20% of households. With 2015 approaching in less than
5 years, a lot needs to be done to promote inclusive growth. reduce disparities in income, and achieve health and
hunger targets even in countries with high economic growth.

* MDG 1: Eradicate Extreme Poverty and Hunger
Extreme poverty declined substantially in the region and given current trends, 17 out of the 24 economies
for which data are available are expected to achieve the poverty target by 2015. While this is a 70% success
in terms of the number of countries, it is likely that both Bangladesh and India might miss the poverty target.
Despite these gains, hunger is still widespread, with more than 40% of children in Bangladesh and India
being underweight. Most economies are likely to miss the target of cutting the proportion of underweight
children by half.

*  MDG 2: Achieve Universal Primary Education
Enrollment ratios in primary schools are 95% or higher in 18 economies but in Nepal and Pakistan, the ratios
are below 80%. Enrollment is only the first step to formal schooling and progress in completing a full course
of primary school is slow in many economies. Only 13 are expected to meet the target—and Bangladesh,
India. and Indonesia are among those making slow progress.

* MDG 3: Promote Gender Equality and Empower Women
Most economies have or are expected to reach the target of gender parity in both primary education
(37 out of 43) and secondary education (33 out 0of 42). There is less success in tertiary education, nevertheless,
21 out of 35 economies have already achieved parity or are expected to do so by 2015. There are wide
disparities in women's and men’s access to wage employment outside agriculture, with particularly low rates
in Afghanistan. Bangladesh, Bhutan, and India.

* MDG 4: Reduce Child Mortality
Good progress has been achieved in reducing under-five child mortality rates, although in most economies,
gains are not enough to meet the target of reducing the rates by two-thirds. Only 10 economies are likely
to meet the target. Bangladesh has done best among the five most populous economies in reducing child
mortality by 65%:; the People’s Republic of China is next with a drop of 58%; followed by Indonesia, 55%:
India, 45%; and Pakistan, 33%.
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MDG 5: Improve Maternal Health

Progress to reduce by three quarters the maternal mortality ratio has seen some success but wide disparities
remain. Only four economies, among them the People’s Republic of China, are expected to achieve the
target. Twelve economies still have above 100 maternal deaths per 100,000 live births in contrast to often
less than 10 per 100,000 live births in developed economies. The target to reduce by three-quarters the
number of births not attended by a skilled health professional has been achieved by 11 economies. and five
more are expected to do so. Others, including Bangladesh, India, and Pakistan are lagging.

MDG 6: Combat HIV/AIDS, Malaria, and Other Diseases

HIV/AIDS is particularly a problem in Southeast Asia. There has been substantial improvement in providing
access to antiretroviral treatment since 2004 but no economy has achieved universal access and only four
economies had achieved 60% or better coverage by 2009. These included Thailand, which has the highest
rate of HIV infection in the region, Cambodia, and the Lao People’s Democratic Republic.

MDG 7: Ensure Environmental Sustainability

Between 1990 and 2010, deforestation increased in several economies. On the other hand, percentages of
land and marine areas protected to maintain biological diversity increased in almost all. Economies are
having more success with providing improved drinking water than with improved sanitation. Improved
sanitation is much less accessible in rural areas, and only 50% of the population in Asia and the Pacific uses
improved sanitation facilities.

MDG 8: Develop a Global Partnership for Development

In most economies of the region, debt service as a percentage of exports of goods and services has fallen
substantially. Fixed telephone line subscriptions have also grown along with enormous growth in cellular
phone subscriptions. Internet use has grown considerably. but disparities between the rich and the poor
economies are striking, with less than 10 users per 100 population in 17 economies, compared to 75 users
per 100 population in Australia, Japan, New Zealand, and the Republic of Korea.
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Part lll: Region at a Glance

Throughout Asia and the Pacific, gross domestic product (GDP) growth in 2010 has recovered significantly after
the economic downtum of 2008-2009. In current dollars, exports rebounded in 2010 after a sharp fall in 2009,
migrants’ remittances have resumed their upward trend, the recent fall in foreign direct investment appears to
have been halted. and international tourist arrivals have also risen sharply. There are fears that the recovery
may stoke inflation as consumer prices generally edged up further in 2010 and food prices in many countries
continued to rise faster than those of other items, increasing the vulnerability of the poor in these countries.

Although the recovery in 2010 demonstrates the resilience of Asia and the Pacific, the slow recovery in the
industrial economies of North America and Europe may falter, affecting recovery in this region. Trade within the
region is steadily growing but much of it is in parts and components: Europe and North America are still the main
customers for the final output of factory Asia. Asia’s economic progress, however. comes at the cost of rising
emissions of greenhouse gases and loss of forest cover in many countries, posing threats to environmentally
sustainable growth.

* People
Population growth rates in most economies of Asia and the Pacific are declining, and the United Nations’
latest population projections indicate that the share of Asia and the Pacific in the global population will
decline to 50% in 2050 from its present share of 56%. In most economies of the region, populations are
still quite young with less than 15% aged 65 or over. But with the fall in birth rates, more than a fifth of the
population could be 65 or over by 2050 in several economies. Measured by the Human Development Index,
seven economies from the region including Australia, Japan, and New Zealand were among the “Very High
Human Development” group, while another five were in the bottom group of “Low Human Development.”

* Economy and Output

Asia and the Pacific generated one-third of the global GDP (in purchasing power parity terms) in 2009,
with the People’s Republic of China, Japan, and India, respectively the second, third, and fourth largest
of the world’s economies. Since 2000, there has been considerable convergence of per capita GDP in Asia
and the Pacific, although there are still some striking disparities across economies. In 2010, per capita GDP
of Singapore—the richest country—was 45 times that of Nepal—the poorest. The year 2010 also saw a
strong recovery in GDP growth throughout the region as developing Asian economies proved their resilience
after the 2008-2009 crisis. In only four economies was growth of GDP slower in 2010 than in 2009. The
unweighted average growth for 37 economies went up from 1.4% in 2009 to 5.9% in 2010.

* Money, Finance, and Prices
Consumer prices edged up in 2010. In 2009, the simple average inflation rate for 43 economies was 4.1%
and this rose to 4.8% in 2010. Overall, food prices continued to rise faster than those of other consumer
items, affecting consumer purchasing power, especially that of the poor. Most Asian currencies appreciated
sharply against the United States dollar in 2010, with an appreciation in excess of 5% in the currencies of
more than 20 economies. This was in contrast to an equally sharp depreciation for most currencies in 2009.

* Globalization
Intra-Asian exports accounted for nearly 54% of total exports of Asia and the Pacific in 2010, The 18%
fall in the dollar value of all exports in 2009 was replaced by 30% growth in 2010 and all major exporters
benefitted. Migrant workers’ remittances recovered in economies where they were affected by the economic
crisis in 2009 and international tourist arrivals and tourism receipts have also rebounded.

Key Indicators for Asia and the Pacific 2011
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~ Transport, Electricity, and Communications

Vehicle ownership is growing rapidly together with expansion of road networks in the region. Higher vehicle
use comes with a cost and road accident deaths are rising in many economies, calling for action to make
roads safer. Increasing industrialization and household electrification rates are leading to large increases in
~ per capita electricity consumption, though wide disparities exist in per capita consumption between the rich
- and poor economies in the region.

~ Energy and Environment

With one-third share in global GDP, Asia and the Pacific also uses over one-third of the world’s energy. In
2008, the People’s Republic of China consumed nearly half of Asia’s energy. Energy productivity continues
to rise. and by 2008, most economies in the region were generating more GDP from a given input of energy
than in 2000. Asia’s economic progress brings rising emissions of greenhouse gases. Since 2000, per capita
emissions have risen in 16 of the 20 economies for which data are available.

Government and Governance

Fiscal balances improved in 2010 as economies throughout the region recovered from the financial crisis.
Government spending on social security and welfare as a ratio to GDP has been rising in many economies,
although in these economies, the ratios are still mostly below 3% and well short of the 8%-14% ratios in the
developed economies of Australia, Japan, and New Zealand. The days needed to register a new business vary
- enormously within the region—from 1 day to more than 100 days. But in the last § years, most economies
have managed to improve their business environment by shortening the registration process.

Key Indicators for Asia and the Pacific 2011
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Figure H1 Economies with More than 10% of the Population Living
on Less than $1.25 (PPP) a Day, Earliest and Latest Years
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Nevertheless, more than 20%
of the population still live on
less than $1.25 (PPP) a day
in 15 countries, including
Bangladesh, India, and
Pakistan.

Figure H2 Percentage of Underweight Children, Earliest and Latest Years
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Figure H3 Primary School Enroliment Ratios and Percentage of Pupils Starting Grade 1
Who Reach the Last Grade of Primary, Latest Year

Brunel Darussalam
Tanga
India
Sn Lanks
Geoga
Viet Nam
Malaysia
Armenia
Philippines
Fiji, Rep. of
Kyriye Republic
Usbekistan
Banglacesh
Cambodia
Bhiutan
Azerbaljon
Lag POR q_—
R

e |
Fakstar I
.

Il

o

W Proportion of Puplls Starting Grade 1 Who Reath Last Grade of Primasy
W Total Net Enroliment Ratio

2 A0 &0 80 100

Enrollment ratios in primary
schools are 95% or higher in
18 countries, but in some, the
ratios are below 80%. While
enroliment is the first step to
schooling, not as many children
complete the full course of
primary education. Economies
where less than 80% of the
children complete the course
include Bangladesh, India, and
Pakistan.

Figure H4 Progress toward Target for Gender Equality in Secondary Education
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Gender equality in secondary
education has become a reality in
the region. Twenty-nine countries
have already achieved gender
equality in secondary education.
These include Bangladesh, the
People's Republic of China, and
Indonesia.

Five more are expected to do so
by 2015 at the latest. India and
Pakistan are among them. Only
three countries are expected to
miss the target—Afghanistan,
the Lao People’s Democratic
Republic, and Tajikistan.

XX
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Figure H5 Percentage Share of Women in Wage Employment in the Nonagricultural Sector
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Wide gaps continue in women'’s
access to paid employment
outside agriculture. Four
economies had ratios around
50%—Hong Kong, China;
Kazakhstan; the Kyrgyz
Republic; and Mongolia. In
these economies, the job
market is open equally to
women and men.

In 17 economies, however,

men hold more than 60% of
wage jobs outside agriculture.
Afghanistan, Bangladesh, India,
and Pakistan are striking cases:
here men outnumber women by
four to one.

Figure H6 Infant Mortality Rates, Highest and Lowest Wealth Quintiles
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In most developing economies,
an infant’s chance of survival
depends on the parents’
income. Only in the Maldives
does family income seem not
to matter greatly. Elsewhere,
the risk of death is much
higher for infants in poor
families especially in Armenia,
Cambodia, India, Indonesia,
the Philippines, and Viet Nam,
where they are more than twice
as high.

Overall, the progress made so
far means that nearly 6,000
fewer infants in the region are
dying each day now compared
with 1990.
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Figure H7 Maternal Mortality Ratio, 1990 and 2008
(deaths per 100,000 live births)
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Maternal mortality ratios have
declined substantially but are
still unacceptably high in many
economies. Afghanistan (not in
the graph) and the Lao People’s
Democratic Republic had ratios
of 1,400 and 580, respectively.
Ten others have rates between
100 and 580 in contrast to
often less than 10 in developed
economies.

Figure H8 Percentage of the Population with Advanced HIV Infection
Having Access to Antiretroviral Drugs, 2004 and 2009
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Figure H9 Carbon Dioxide Emissions in Five Industrialized Economies
and in the Five Most Populous Economies of Asia
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Figure H10 Urban/Rural Ratio of the Proportion of Population
Using an Improved Sanitation Facility, 2008
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Figure H11 Net Reproduction Rate: Expected Numbers

of Daughters per Woman
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Figure H12 Percentage Growth of Real Gross Domestic Product, 2009 and 2010
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The year 2010 saw a strong
recovery throughout the
region. Only two economies
reported negative growth in
GDP in real terms as against
15 economies in 2009. The
unweighted average growth for
37 economies in the region was
5.9% in 2010, up from 1.4% in
2009. The People's Republic of
China (10.3%) and India (8.5%)
continued to grow strongly;
with Singapore (14.5%) and
Taipei,China (10.8%) reporting
a striking turnaround from
negative growth in 2009.
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Figure H13 Annual Percentage Change in Consumer Price Indexes, 2009 and 2010
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Consumer price inflation edged

up in 2010 along with higher
commodity prices and the economic
recovery after 2009. In 2009, the
simple average inflation rate for the
43 economies was 4.1% and this
rose to 4.8% in 2010,

Overall, food prices continued to
rise faster than those of other
consumer items but the differences
were not usually large, and in
several economies, food prices
actually rose more slowly than the
all-items index.

Figure H14 Percentage Growth of Merchandise Exports, 2009 and 2010
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The year 2010 saw a dramatic
turnaround in Asia's exports.
The sharp fall in merchandise
exports in 2009 became strong
growth in 2010.

For Asia and the Pacific as a
whole, the 18% fall in the dollar
value of exports in 2009 was
replaced by 30% growth in

2010. India recorded a growth of
40%; Australia, 38%; Indonesia,
35%; Japan, 33%; and the
People’s Republic of China,

31%. Most of these countries
had seen their merchandise
exports contract by 15% or more
a year before.
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Figure H15 International Tourist Arrivals, 2000-2010
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International tourist arrivals

in the eight most popular
destinations of Asia and the
Pacific were up by 11% in 2010
after falling by 1% in 2009.
Arrivals registered growth of
more than 8% in each of the
major destinations except for
Malaysia (4%), with particularly
large percentage growth in
Singapore (22%); Hong Kong,
China (19%); and the Republic
of Korea (13%).

Figure H16 Road Accident Deaths, 2000 and 2008
(deaths per 100,000 population)
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Vehicle ownership is rising
throughout Asia, but it comes
with a cost. Five economies

had 20 or more fatalities

per 100,000 population. By
comparison, the four largest
countries in Western Europe, all
with high vehicle ownership, had
fatality rates of less than 8 per
100,000.

Eleven economies reduced

their death rates over the
period. Among the economies
with high vehicle ownership,
Japan; the Republic of Korea;
and Taipei,China achieved
reductions of 30% or more while
Malaysia, with the highest rate
in the region, only reduced road
accident deaths by 6%.
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Figure H17 Average Annual Percentage Growth in Energy Use, 2000-2008
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Asia consumed over one-third of
the world's energy in 2008. Energy
use grew in most economies
between 2000 and 2008, at more
than 2% annually, with the highest
growth of above 8% recorded by
the People's Republic of China.

In general, the increase in energy
use is related to the increase

in GDP. If the economies of Asia
and the Pacific continue to grow
as they have in the past decade,
the region will soon become the
dominant consumer in world
energy markets.

Figure H18 Number of Days for New Business Registration, 2006 and 2010
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The number of days needed to
register a new business is one
test of being “business-friendly.”
The time taken to register a

new business varies enormously
within the region, from 1 day

in New Zealand, to 105 days in
Brunei Darussalam. Between
2006 and 2010, most economies
in the region managed to
improve their business
environment by shortening their
registration procedures.
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Toward Higher Quality Employment in Asia




ion and Background

| the regions in the world, developing Asia has
ed the most momentous change over the lasl
es. The region has enjoyed tremendous economic
th, with real gross domestic product (GDP) per
(in 2005 purchasing power parity terms) growing
L average of 6.4% per year between 1990 and 2008.
tially faster than in countries of the Organisation
iconomic Co-operation and Development (OECD),
¢, Latin America and the Caribbean, at 1.9%: and
ping Europe, at 1.1% (Table 1). Asia’s growth has
led by the People’s Republic of China (PRC). with
average annual growth in real per capita income:;
a, with 4.9%: and the Republic of Korea, with 4.6%.
capita incomes of the PRC. India. and the Republic of
ave grown by 5.2, 2.2, and 2.2 times. respectively,
g this period.

The strong economic growth has been accompanied
in employment and, in turn, poverty reduction.
ployment in developing Asia grew by an average annual
f 1.5%. significantly faster than the OECD at 0.9%

developing Europe at 0.1%. although not as rapidly
Latin America and the Caribbean, at 2.5% (Table 1).
ing standards have improved for billions of people.
n and Sebastian (2011) estimated that the number of
ple in developing Asia living on less than $1.25 per day
purchasing power parity terms fell from 903 million to

‘million just between 2005 and 2008.

a0

Behind this rosy picture of economic growth, job
on, and poverty reduction, is the reality that these
ievements have been largely unequal and the quality
job creation in Asia has been inadequate. Many low-
icome economies have had only mild poverty reduction
job creation. Even in emerging economies that have
erienced substantial job creation, it has largely been

Toward Higher Quality Employment in Asia

driven by massive structural transformation (the PRC is
a good example) from the low-productivity traditional
sector to low-cost manufacturing ereated by high export-

led growth. ln these economies, the Lewis model of
development applies, where “unlimited supplies of
labor” from the traditional sector are attracted to the
modern sector (Lewis 1954). Due to the low opportunity
cost of this surplus labor, the modern sector is able to
obtain large profits, and thus make further investments.
While structural transformation from the traditional to
the manufacturing sector increases society's welfare,
in general the transformation has failed to significantly
improve the quality of jobs in the modern sector.
Globalization has added to the challenge. as the pressure
to remain competitive has created even greater incentives
10 keep the cost of labor low and employment relations
informal. Moreover. in some emerging economies. the
Lewis model may soon no longer hold as the supply of
labor from the traditional sector dwindles. The modern
sector in these countries will need to move to higher value-
added production to ensure that the quality of employment
continues to rise.

Many low-income economies in Asia have barely
begun their transition from the traditional to the modern
sector. Examples include Cambodia, where 78% of the
employed still work in agriculture. Nepal (67%). and Viet
Nam (38%). In these economies, high population growth
exacerbates the low earnings received in the traditional
sector. As such, overall quality of emplovment remains low.

[t is difficult to measure the quality of employment
in a manner that takes into account all possible tradeoffs
between its different dimensions, or accurately quantifies
differences in subjective evaluations. For the purposes
of this chapter, the quality of employment is primarily
measured by the status of employment and/or the ratio
of employment in the informal sector. While informal
employment offers a cushion to workers during economic

~ Table1 PerCapita GDP and Labor Force Statistics, by Region o
Levels (2008) npounded annual growth (1990-2008)
Real GDP per
Region GDP per capita Labor force | Unemployment Employed capita
| (2005 $ PPP)  (in '000) rate | (in'000) | (2005 % PPP)  Population | Labor force . Employment |

| 1] (2 [ T I T T __Ll L m |
4,150 1,687,545 45 _1516,071 6.4 16 | .. 15
12,551 _ 138,031 T3 18176 | 11 _ 0 1_ | 0.0 0.1
caand The Canbbean | 9,963 246,833 6.6 |,....230,640 | 19 15 | 26 .1 28
34,234 515,743 5.9 | 485448 18 0.6 0.8 0.9

Notes:

Honduras, Jamaica, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru.

China and NSSO (vanous years), NSS-EUS for India:

- GOP = gross domestic product, OECD = Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, PPP = purchasing power parity.

Developing Asia: Bangladesh; China, People's Rep. of; India; Indonesia; Kazakhstan; Malaysia; Maldives; Nepal; Pakistan; Philippines; Thailand; Viet Nam.
Developing Europe: Bulgana, Latvia, Uthuania, Romarnia, Russlan Federation, Turkey, Ukraine.

Latin Amenca and The Canbbean: Argentina, Belize, Bolvia, Brazl, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Savador, Guatemala,

QECD: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland. Isragl, Italy, Japan,
Luxembourg. Netherands, New Zgaland, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, United Kingdom, United States.

+ Staff estimates using interpolated data from [1) and |5] World Bank (2011b), Werld Develogment Indicators; [2]-14] and [6]-[8] ILO (2011b}, KILM, and ILO
{2011c), LABORSTA except that NBS (vanous years), CHIP 1988, 1995, 2002 and employment census 2004 and 2008 were used for the People's Republic of




crises, the benefits of informal employment may not be
sufficient to achieve an acceptable standard of living
because informal employment rarely comes with adequate
wages, good working conditions, and social protection
(e.g., Pratap and Quintin 2006). While there are clearly
exceptions, informal employment can be taken as a rough
proxy for lower quality employment. '

This study finds that Asia lags far behind other
regions (e.g., Europe and North America) in generating
quality jobs, even though Asia has been catching up in
recent years. While the region’s employment growth rate
has exceeded its population growth, growth in employment
has not kept pace with growth in the labor force and the
unemployment rate has been rising. However, although the
share of workers in informal employment has decreased
in developing Asia. it continues to have one of the largest
shares of informal employment in the employed population.
Developing Asia's informal employment share at 67% is
over twice that of Latin America and the Caribbean and
almost 9 times that of the OECD (Figure 1). Uncertain
incomes, poor environmental conditions. and mismatches
between jobs and skills availability in informal sectors also
create inefficiencies in the workplace that reduce social
welfare and lower productivity. Thus, generating more and
higher quality employment is a continuing challenge for
Asia and the Pacific.

Improving the quality of employment is important
to sustain Asia’s growth and stability. The quality of jobs
is important for reducing poverty and income inequality.
When economic growth creates more and better (higher
paying) jobs, there is an immediate effect on poverty
reduction. When there is jobless growth, poverty reduction
usually stalls. The quality of jobs is also important in
noneconomic frontiers, such as social cohesion and
political stability. Due to greater social awareness and
the rapid spread of information technology (and social
networking)., people are less satisfied with just having
more income. Instead, they are now more concerned
about relative income and social standing. People are also
demanding more transparency and responsiveness from
their governments. Thus, without inclusive growth it will
be difficult to maintain stable economic growth in Asia.

The growth of higher quality employment in
Asia also has an important role to play in “rebalancing”
the global economy. The demand for consumer goods
in the developed world (e.g.. Europe, Japan, and the
United States), which has been a key driver of the global

1 Considerable research has used informal employment status as a
signal of worse or lower quality employment and recognizes It is a
rough proxy. Relevant papers include Jutting et al. (2009) and the
ILO {2002).

economy, will likely remain sluggish as households in
these countries are engaged in a long and painful process
of deleveraging—i.e., increased saving in an effort to
reduce their high levels of debt and to rebuild lost wealth,
The emerging middle class consumers of Asia, especially
in the PRC and India. can become the next leading global
consumers, and assume the role that the American and
European middle classes have traditionally played in the
world order. By 2030, developing Asia may comprise 43%
of worldwide consumption (ADB 2010). Rebalancing
Asia from an export-led to a more diversified growth
will depend on the growth of domestic spending, which
in turn will depend on the growth of good (i.e., stable
and well-paid) jobs (Kharas and Gertz 2010). Having 4
more diversified growth will also serve to reduce Asia’s
vulnerabilities to external shocks.

Figure 1 Distribution of Workers by Employment Status and by
Geographical Region
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is a region of tremendous cultural, historical,
¢ diversity. It contains low income, agrarian
with high rates of population and labor force
also contains some of the most modern cities and
in the world. This diversity requires that any
ription to improve the quality of employment
carefully tailored to the particular economy where
gpphed At the same time, some general principles
erived to help this enormous and diverse region
oward higher quality employment. Productivity
h and speeding the structural transformation are
ly keys to achieving higher quality employment,
ing Asia has a much higher share of workers
in employed in the low-productivity agricultural
.5%) than other regions (Figure 2).

2 Distribution of Workers by Sector of Employment and by
Geographical Region
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Toward Higher Quality Employment in Asia

For countries with low population growth and that
have successfully transformed their economies from the
traditional to the modern sector, an important challenge
is how to relocate employment away from low-wage
manufacturing jobs toward more high-paying jobs. The
relocation will necessitate greater industrial diversification
and promotion of industries with higher value added. In
other words, such economies need to go beyond the Lewis
model and find ways to further increase labor productivity
in the modern sector, These economies also need to enhance
the quality and safety of employment in general, which is
one way to avoid the middle income trap and allow the
emerging economies to achieve high-income status.

For countries that still have a large traditional sector
and high rates of population growth, the challenge is to
create enough productive jobs to absorb new entrants into
the labor force and promote transition from the traditional
to the modern sector (which itself may improve the quality
of employment). However, considering the significant
amount of time needed to achieve this transition, such
countries also need to enhance the current quality of
employment and protect minimum workers’ rights in the
traditional sector.

In general, this chapter argues that active public
intervention may be needed to create higher quality
employment on a sustained basis, through opening the
economy to trade and competition, promoting rural-urban
migration for labor, developing skills and human capital
through education and training, investing in innovation,
strengthening the business climate with infrastructure
services and moderate regulation, and providing social
protection. By trving to develop higher quality employment
and ultimately improving productivity, Asia can continue
to achieve progress toward more sustainable. stable, and
inclusive economic growth.

As trying to capture the quality of employment is
not straightforward, the next section discusses various
aspects of employment quality. The third section details
the importance of the quality of employment to social and
economic outcomes. The fourth section examines patterns
and trends in employment and the quality of employment in
Asia to clarify the current state of development and identify
which countries may face particular constraints or need
further interventions to help the quality of employment.
The last section explores a range of policy interventions
aimed at raising the quality of cmployment in different
developing Asian economies, and then concludes.
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What is Higher Quality Employment?

Trying to define the quality of employment is in some
ways very subjective. Moreover, the definition tends to
vary highly acress, and even within, countries, depending
on average income levels and income inequality, In all
likelihood. the concept of the quality of employment, and

__ what constitutes higher quality emplayment, is probably — — The -biggest —chalfenge © understanding and
very different for a person in a developing economy than

one in a developed economy. However., there are strong
reasons why the quality of employment should be a focus
of policymakers (Anderson et al. 2010).

Decent work. A number of recent papers have used
the term “decent” jobs or work driven mainly by initiatives
set forth by the International Labour Organization—ILO
(e.g.. 1LO 2005. 2010). The ILO’s decent work agenda
comprises four goals: job generation: a legislatively
guaranteed right to work: social protection to ensure safe
working conditions, sufficient leave time, access to health
care. and adequate compensation in case of lost or reduced
income: and worker representation. This encapsulates
measures of stable income as well as nonmonetary measures
such as health insurance and other protection that minimize
adverse shocks. In many developed countries that tend to
have strong labor market institutions with strict provisions
for humane treatment of workers. trying to develop decent
work opportunities i$ not much of an issue beyond the
ability to create opportunities for work for all skill levels.
In most developing countries, however, “decency” remains
very much an issue for the majority of workers.

It is nearly impossible to find a labor market in
any developing country—or developed country. for
that matter—that is able to provide all of the aspects of
“decent work™ in every job. In addition, workers may be
willing to wade off certain attributes against others, in
which case it might not be efficient for firms or the state
to insist on providing all the attributes in one job. For
example. workers may be willing to give up extensive
health insurance coverage for higher cash wages. in which
case their welfare would be enhanced if employers were to
offer them that alternative.

Even within developing countries. the concept of
quality employment is likely to vary by income level. In
very low-income countries, where the majority of work
entails low-skill, low-wage jobs, it may be impractical—
and onerous—for employers to provide extensive

nonwage benefits, such as pension. severance benefits,
and job security. If such countries required all employers
to provide full benefits, the countries” competitiveness
would be seriously eroded. However. in middle-income
countries, which have a larger proportion of high-skill and
high—value-added jobs, the “decent jobs™ agenda can be
more comprehensively implemented.

promoting quality employment is measuring it. Much of
the employment data used for cross-country comparisons
are based on [LO LABORSTA. In the data, workers
are categorized as (1) salaried and wage emplovees, (2)
employers, (3) own-account workers, (4) contributing
family workers, and (5) workers not classifiable by status
(ILO [2011c] LABORSTA). In general. for this chapter,
a rough definition of informal employment is used, and is
defined as people who are employed, but are not employees
or employers.

Few labor force surveys collect information on
nonpecuniary benefits of jobs, and dara on job security
are nearly impossible to come by except from detailed
longitudinal data sets. In the absence of this information,
most studies use employment status as a proxy for job
quality. It is assumed that salaried and wage employee
hold higher quality jobs. while own-account workers and
contributing (unpaid) family workers have lower quality

employment, which includes salaried and wage employees
working in registered (typically large) private companies
and i the public sector (both government and publics
sector enterprises).

The quality of employment can take on a variety of
dimensions, such as wage levels and degrees of employment
security, work-life balance, and social protection. Informal
employment, in particular, serves as an indicator of the
quality of employment generation. While informal work is
sometimes taken up by choice rather than by circumstance,
it is on average lower paid, has lower productivity, and i§
less likely to be covered by social protection program
than formal work. As Box | shows, informal employment
dominates the labor markets of both Bangladesh and
Indonesia. and most informal workers are provided with
few benefits (Maligalig and Martinez 2011).




n Development Bank technical assistance project for

‘the size of the informal sector assisted three countries
include questions related to informal employment in their
labor force surveys. The expanded labor force surveys were
oted in 2009 and 2010 in Armenia; Bangladesh; and two
of Indonesia—Banten and Yogyakarta.
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| workers were defined as wage workers who had written
employers, and own-account workers who maintained
bookkeeping records were considered formal workers,
‘workers were those with verbal agreement or employment
nts that were not subject to contractual agreement as well
pyers and own-account workers who only maintained informal
| records for personal use. All unpaid and contributing family
were considered informally employed.

=T T

on the definition of formal and informal workers, survey
s showed that a large proportion of the working population in
e countries worked under informal employment arrangements
re 1.1). Further, all types of jobs were dominated by informal

Box 1 Employment and Benefits of Workers: Armenia, Bangladesh, and Indonesia

Bangladesh
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warkers in Bangladesh and Indonesia. Unsurprisingly, unpaid family
work was generally dominated by females in the pilot areas.

Informal workers were more exposed to nsk than formal-sector
workers, as the likelihood of receiving nonincome benefits (such
as pensian, sick leave, matemity leave, and severance pay) was
considerably higher under formal employment (Box Figure 1.2).
Further, a wide discrepancy existed between the percentage of formal
and informal workers receiving benefits between the economies.
In fact, few benefits were given to informal workers in Bangladesh,
Banten, and Yogyakarta. While sick leave was the most common type
of benefit received by informal workers in Bangladesh, Banten and
Yogyakarta, only one in five informal wage jobs was eligible for paid
leave during lliness. In Bangladesh, about three in five formal workers
received prior notice of termination, while only one in five informal
workers receive such employment security. The same is true for
provision of severance pay in Banten and Yogyakarta, Also, fewer than
45% of the formal workers in Bangladesh, Banten, and Yogyakarta
were covered by pension. The minimal coverage of informal workers
thus reflects the highly vulnerable nature of their employment.

Box Figure 1.1 Type of Worker ('0,000)

Banten, Indonesia Yogyakarta, Indonesia
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the employed population that are employers and salaried
or wage employees, as representing higher quality
employment: and (2) the share of informal workers, who
are employed and are classified as own-account workers,
unpaid family workers, and others (not classified), as
representing lower quality employment. While this rough
approximation of employment quality is necessitated by
data availability. the employees and employers categories
tend to exhibit well some of the key elements of “decent
jobs"—higher productivity (and therefore higher wages),
greater employment security because of written contracts,
better protection of workers’ rights by labor regulation,
and greater voice for workers.

Subjective measures of the quality of employment.
As noted earlier, employment quality is a multidimensional
concept that encompasses, among other things, wages.
nonwage benefits, employment security, and safe
working conditions. However, most empirical analysis
of employment guality is predicated on the assumption
that all of these job traits are valued by workers. But how
exactly do the workers themselves value the different
attributes associated with jobs—good wages: job tasks:
well-defined and agreed-on working hours; job security;
and job benefits. such as health insurance, pensions. and
disability and unemployment insurance?

A strand of literature concerned with job satisfaction
indicates that there is considerable heterogeneity in what
is considered a higher quality job. Weiss (1985) analyzed
job complexity and its effects on job satisfaction using
absenteeism and quit rates as proxies. He found that semi-
skilled workers with the more complex jobs were more
likely to quit than workers with simpler jobs. Delfgaauw
(2006. 2007) has shown. for the Netherlands, that job tasks
and who is managing employees matter and can affect quit
rates. De Graaf-Zijl (2005) showed that job satisfaction
depends mainly on job content. but that job security (outside
of the type of contract that a worker has) does not impact
job satisfaction. Cassar (2010) found that, in Chile, basic
requirements, such as income security and occupational
hazard, need to be met before self-employed workers
become more satisfied with their jobs. Cassar’s work
suggests that, in developing countries with large informal
sectors where the majority of jobs have no protection and a
high degree of occupational hazard, workers are probably
largely unsatisfied with their jobs and would not consider
them to be good. based on satisfaction measures.

This section focuses primarily on (1) the share of

One can use data from the World Values Surveys
to derive subjective notions of what is considered higher
quality employment. These surveys obtain information
fromindividuals onarange of job-related issues. Inaddition,
the surveys collect information on the socioeconomic
characteristics of individuals and their cultural, social, and®
political values. The surveys were started in 1981 with 14
countries and were expanded to capture a larger number of
countries in each successive wave. Five waves have been
covered through 2008, For this chapter, data from “waves"
3.4, and 5, were analyzed because the variable of interest i§
available only in those waves. This resulted in coverage of
68 countries with survey years of 2000-2008. The analysis
focused on individuals aged 25-55 who responded to the
question on job characteristics, which gave approximately
30.000 observations.

The survey question on job characteristics was:
“Which [of the following items| would you place first [in:
importance] if you were looking for a joh?

* “a good income so that you do not have any worries:
about money,

* “a safe job with no risk of closing down or
unemployment,

* “working with people you like, or

* “doing an important job that gives you a feeling o
accomplishment™?

The data from the World Values Surveys were merged
with cross-country data on GDP per capita. Gini inequality
coefficients, and population from the World Bank’s World
Development Indicators for each vear of the World Values
Surveys. (Data on Gini inequality coefficients for OECD
countries were merged in {rom the UNU-WIDER world’
income inequality database.)

The data suggest that workers generally regan
having a good income as one of the most importani
attributes of a job (Figure 3). However, the percent of the
population indicating that a good income was the mos
important aspect of a job declined significantly with the
average living standard in each country (log of per capita
GDP). On the other hand, the proportion of people saying
that a feeling of accomplishment was the most importa
job attribute increased sharply with per capita GDP, There
are no clear associations between per capita GDP and
job safety and security and between per capita GDP and®
working with colleagues whom one likes.



Good income as the most important attribute
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Fligure 3 Population Reporting Job Attributes as Important in Selecting a Job, by Per Capita GDP, 2000-2008

Safety and security as the most important attribute
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Figure 4 shows the aspects of job quality reported
thin developing Asian economies. While good income
and job safety and security are the primary concerns for
t individuals, there are differences across countries.
example, people in Malaysia are more likely to
asize income over other attributes. Individuals in
esia, the Philippines. and Viet Nam seem more
ed with having safe and secure jobs, reflecting
t there may be a relative lack of security in many jobs
these countries. In general. people in developing Asian
onomies put more weight on good income than do
e in the OECD countries. Still. people in the OECD
much more likely to cite a job in which they feel they
n accomplish something as the most important attribute
4 job than are their counterparts in developing Asia.
is is understandable, as the marginal utility of income

= gross domestic product, OECD = Organisation for Economic Development and Co-operation, perCapGDP = per tapita Zross domestic product.
joe:. Staff estimates based on unit recond data from the World Values Survey (vanous waves).

is high at lower income levels, and workers at such levels
care more about the wages they earn in a job than anything
else. At higher incomes. other job attributes, such as safety.
the quality of coworkers. and the sense of accomplishment
in a job become increasingly important to workers. In turn.
this means that no single measure of employment quality
is universally appropriate.

The World Values Surveys revealed that, for many
developing countries, having a good income and job
security seem more critically important than other aspects
of the work environment. This suggests that salaried and
wage employment, which typically provides a minimum
standard of income that is stable and consistent. is a
potentially valid proxy for measuring and assessing the
quality of employment in developing countries.



Figure 4 Population Reporting the Most Important Attributes in Selecting a Job, By Country/Region, 2000-2008
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ly is the ollﬂlifv of Employmeni employment, it is possible to contribute to enhancing
personal well-being. This. in turn, can enhance and create
an environment that results in greater productivity and
profits that then feed into greater economic growth.

ping good quality employment can contribute Developing higher quality employment is also
stable, inclusive economic growth that leads to  potentially very important for a country to make the
poverty reduction. Asia’s extremely low growth  transition from low-, to middle-, then to high-income
people working as employees compared to Asia’s  status. The Republic of Korea is a case where the economic
labor force growth and growth of real GDP, and  evolution was driven by its ability to form decent jobs
ed to that in other regions. could hinder future  especially in the service sector, leading to high wage
ress in reducing poverty and continuing Asia’s recent  growth (Box 2).

ic growth patterns. By developing higher quality

Box 2 Labor Market Changes: Sectoral Shifts and the Creation of Decent Jobs in the Republic of Korea

apublic of Korea has made the successful transition from being then slowed because of the 1997 financial crisis. The crisis led to the
ome developing country to a high-income country in a elimination of many formal jobs, but the growth of formal jobs started
'short period of time. The transition, driven by modernization to recover in the 2000s (Box Figure 2.3).

omic growth, was accompanied by far-reaching structural

5 In the compasition of jobs in the economy—changes that

ed for the formation of a strong middle class. Between 1965

2007, the share of jobs in agriculture declined from 55% to less 35
10%, while the share of service jobs more than doubled {Box
15260 %

Box Figure 2.2 Share of Decent Jobs
as a Percentage of Total Labor Force

r, manufacturing and service jobs are not homogenous. The
ality of service jobs is particularly diverse. Box Figure 2.2 shows
trend in the proportion of higher quality jobs, which include
manufacturing and centain services (finance, real estate,
d business services). The figure shows that since the late 1970s
2 proportion of higher quality jobs has been increasing and now
es about 30% of the total labor force.

2 growth of salaried and wage jobs, which are in the formal sector,
also been rapid. As the economy grew, the share of salaried and
employees increased rapidly until the mid-1990s; the growth w= Decent jobs === Manufacturing === Decent services

Source:  Statistics Korea (20101,

Box Figure 2.1 Share of Jobs Box Figure 2.3 Share of Salaried and Wage Workers
by Industry as a Percentage of Total Labor Force as a Percentage of Total Labor Force
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‘Source:  Statistics Korea (2010), Source: Bank of Korea (2010), Statistics Korea (2010).

‘Source:  Ha (2010).
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Inclusiveness and poverty reduction. The concept
of the quality of employment is closely related to the idea
of inclusive development or inclusive growth. Inclusive
growth refers to the pace as well as the pattern of economic
growth. Economic growth is a necessary, but not sufficient.
condition for poverty reduction and inclusive growth. For
growth 1o be sustainable in the long run, it needs to be
broad-based across sectors and inclusive of the large part
of a country’s labor force. The Commission on Growth
and Development (2008) defined inclusiveness as a
concept encompassing equity, equality of opportunity,
and protection in market and employment. Research at
the Asian Development Bank (ADB), too. characterized
inclusive growth as creation of and equal access 10
opportunities. recognizing that unequal opportunities arise
from social exclusion associated with market, institutional,
and policy failures (Ali and Zhuang 2007). Indeed,
inclusive growth is one of the three complementary
strategic agendas on which ADB rests its current long-
term strategy (ADB 2008).

The inclusive growth approach focuses on generating
more productive (or higher quality) employment—rather
than on direct income redistribution—as a means of
increasing incomes of traditionally excluded population
groups and sharing the benefits of economic growth more
widely. Thus, generating higher quality employment
is an essential element in any inclusive growth strategy.
Indeed. the shares of salaried and wage employees and
of own-account and contributing family workers in
total employment are among the indicators that ADB
has introduced in the Framework of Inclusive Growth
Indicators.?

Figura 5 Cross-Country Relationship Between Changes in Poverty and Changes in Employment Status, 1990-2009

Is there evidence that employment quality 'ﬂl
associated with the pace of poverty reduction or the
inclusiveness of the growth process? Data for 59 countries
during the period 19902009 certainly suggest so.
Increases in the share of salaried and wage employees in
total employment are associated with more rapid reduction
of poverty. while increases in the share of informal workers
are associated with slower rates of poverty reduction
(Figure 5). Similar findings are observed for inclusive
growth measures.* While it is always difficult to infes
causality from aggregate cross-country data, regressions
of changes in poverty and inclusive growth on changes in
employment status, controlling for changes in per capita
income as well as initial levels of per capita income,
confirm the strong effect of labor marker formalization on
poverty reduction and inclusive growth (Appendix).

The results of the ADB project on measuring
informal sector also provide strong evidence that povert
incidence is significantly higher among informal-sector
than among formal-sector workers (Box 3). Likewise
applying a dynamic model to longitudinal data from
Argentina, Devicienti et al. (2010) found informality
significantly raised the probability of becoming poor.

contributing 10 a person’s well-being is employment
status. Gallup’s global surveys indicate that people with

those in the workforce (Clifton and Marlar 2011). Gall_
gathers information about each respondent’s employment

Change in Change in Change in Change in

% of salaried and wage workers % of employers % of own-account workers % of informal workers
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Source: Staff estimales using data from World Bank (2011b), World Development Indicators, World Bank (2011a), PovCalNet; World Bank,

2 The Framework of Inclusive Growth Indicators is a special supplement
to Key Indicators for Asia and the Pacific 2011.

3 To capture inclusive growth, the ratio of the share of income heid
by the bottom 20% of the population relative to the top 20% of the
population is used.



al perception that poverty is associated with informal
nt was validated using empirical evidence from an Asian
ment Bank project that included, in the regular labor force
_questions related to employment in the informal sector in
and ndonesia.

residing in a household whose estimated per capita
e fell short of the official poverty line were considered poor.
the participants could be classified as formal or informal
rect estimates of employment-poverty statistics could be

al lines in Box Figure 3.1 represent the 95% confidence
s for the poverty headcount ratios of workers in formal and
| employment. The figure shows that the poverty incidence
Informal workers in both Armenia and Indonesia was
intly higher than among people with formal employment. In
the poverty incidence was considerably higher in rural areas
other than the capital (Yerevan). In Indonesia, the poverty
in Banten, which is more industrialized than Yogyakarta,
er, especially for those in informal employment.

through a series of employment questions, and it
hem to evaluate their well-being on a scale of 0 to 10.
ing on how respondents rate their current and future
they are then categorized as “thriving.” “struggling.”
ering.” As Figure 6 shows, Gallup surveys have
that individuals who are employed full-time with
loyer are more likely to be “thriving” than those
self-employed, employed part-time and looking
-time work, or unemployed (Clifton and Marlar
Globally, 29% of people with full-time jobs, but
ly 14% of the self-employed. considered themselves as

ng.” which is a large difference. There is also a very

Figure 6 Well-Being of Workers by
Status in Advanced Economies and Worldwide, 2009-2010
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Box 3 Informal Employment and Poverty

Box Figure 3.1 Poverty Incidence by Nature of Employment
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large difference between those categorized as “thriving”
among the full-time self-employed in advanced countries.
at 42%. versus only 14% worldwide. Indeed, Monk and
Teal (2007) found that the self-employed were more likely
to report illnesses than formal-sector workers, even after
controlling for many individual-leve] characteristics. The
self-employed are better off in the developed world than in
the developing world, perhaps because they are likely to be
self-employed by choice rather than necessity.

Increased productivity. Quality employment is
also likely to result in concrete economic benefits for
firms. There is a large literature in labor economics on
the efficiency wage hypothesis, which states that worker
effort and productivity depends positively on wages
(Stiglitz 1976). This is why some firms find it profitable
1o pay wages that exceed the market level. The efficiency
wage hypothesis need not apply only to wages: it can also
help explain why some employers provide their workers
attractive nonwage benefits. For example. agricultural
employers in developing countries often offer their workers
free meals on the farm. Even in developed countries,
the phenomenon of employers offering their employees
gourmet (and free) dining facilities, gymnasiums, laundry
rooms, massage rooms, haircuts, carwashes, dry cleaning,
and commuting buses, is rapidly gaining ground (e.g..
Google in Silicon Valley). The rationale for the “free”
fringe benefits is that they encourage greater loyalty. work
effort, and productivity among a firm’s workers.




Bloom and Van Reenan (2010) summarized the
evidence on aspects of incentives that are associated with
good job quality that lead to better firm performance. The
empirical literature often indicates that firms that provide
higher wages are frequently more productive and profitable
than other firms. even after controlling for individual
skills. Using employer—employee matched data, Abowd et
al. (1999) found this for enterprises in France, Buhai et al.
(2008) for Denmark. and Hellerstein et al. (1999) for the
United States. Part of the reason for increased productivity
may be lower turnover in firms, as Schaffner (2001) found
that lower wages in Colombia were associated with higher
turnover rates.

Much of the research in this area of human resource
management is based on theory or empirical examinations
of firms and employment quality in developed countries.
Moreover, it focuses on wage measures that capture only
a single dimension of employment quality. However, the
problem of employment quality in developing countries
is more severe: for example. regulations that ensure basic
work place safety are often lax or not enforced.

Using data from four rounds (for 1994/95, 2000/01.
2004/05 and 2007/08) of the Annual Survey of Industries
in India, which is a nationwide census of registered factory
and manufacturing units,* Amoranto and Chun (2011)
explored the relationship between firm performance—
profits, labor productivity, and capital productivity—and
various measures of employment quality. including wages,
bonus provision, contribution to provident funds, amount
spent on workplace welfare per employee, gender equality
in the workplace, and the proportion of employees with
formal employment.

Their findings are interesting: firms with higher
wages, bonuses, contribution to provident funds, and
welfare funds per worker had positive and significantly
higher profits per person-days worked, labor productivity
per person-days worked, and capital productivity per
amount of fixed capital. They also found that a higher
proportion of employees directly employed by a firm
seemed to adversely affect the firm's average profits,
labor productivity, and capital productivity, suggesting
that too much direct employment by a firm resulted in
inflexibilities in the firm’s operation and may have kept
it from maximizing profits and vsing labor inputs most
productively.

4 While the Annual Survey of Industries (Government of India various
years) covers all units employing 100 or more employees, it covers
only a sample of firms employing fewer than 99 employees because of
the very large number of such units. However, “unregistered” (informal
sector) firms and firms employing fewer than 10 employees are not
covered.

Amoranto and Chun’s results suggested that the
average Indian firm in the formal sector potentially had
compensation that was below optimal labor productivity
and profit maximizing levels. Thus, restrictive labor
legislation that increased the cost of firing workers and
imposed restrictions on the type and number of employees
firms can hire was potentially impeding the development
of higher quality employment.® This may point to the
need to further reform labor markets in India, to provide
greater flexibility for firms to operate efficiently while at
the same time improving opportunities for higher quality
employment.

Employment quality and development stage
It is important to recognize. however, that the optimal
mix of employment quality will depend on the stage of
a particular country’s development. Certainly. some basic
job quality attributes are important for employers to
provide irrespective of a country’s level of development
These include basic safety in the work place, absence of
discrimination against women, and absence of child labor.
However, other attributes of job quality. such as the level
of wages, pension benefits, and job security and tenure,
often depend on labor market conditions. In low-income
countries, where the supply of workers in the rural areas
is very elastic. it is unrealistic to expect employers to offer
their workers a full suite of attractive wage and nonwage
benefits. Indeed, excessive government regulation to foree
employers to offer unrealistically high job benefits is likely
to impede expansion of low-wage industries and restrict
formal employment. This may be what has happened in
[ndia, for example.® But in middle- and upper-middle
income countries, more active government enforcement
of minimum job quality standards may be both desirable
and merited, given that such enforcement is likely to have
only minor impacts on the creation of formal employment
opportunities.’

5 India has approximately 45 laws at the national level and more than 4
times that at the state level to govern the functioning of labor markets.
Teitelbaum (2006}, in a survey of chief financial officers, found that
65% of respondents reported labor regulation as a major obstacle ta
doing business.

6 See the discussion on India's experience in this regard In the section,
“Patterns and Trends in Quality Employment.”

7 ADB (2008), chapter 7, provides some discussion that highlights the
need for legislation that is appropriate for improving social welfare.
Many types of legislation have considerable trade-offs.



s and Trends in the Quality of

ying ways for a country to promote higher quality
yment, a country’s level of development and the
quality of its employment need to be considered.
that have occurred over time provide substantial
ion on the extent to which achievements have
made so far. Developing Asia as a whole varies
tially from other regions in the quality of its
ment; countries in the region also vary widely in
employment status, the share of people employed
ferent sectors, and productivity and wage growth.
section first examines some of the broad trends and
lected countries to highlight aspects that have
2d o or served as constraints in moving toward
quality employment.

] Trends

iployment status. Developing Asia has a very high rate
nformal employment, with more than twice the share
the labor force in informal employment compared with
1 America (as shown in Figure 1).% Asia’s high growth
2 in GDP per capita terms has been accompanied by
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a large shift in the share of employment from the lower
productivity agricultural sector to the higher value-added
industrial and services sectors over the period 1990-
2008. Given that agriculture largely provides informal
employment while industry and services have higher
shares of employees, it is not surprising that Asia has
made some progress in increasing the aggregate share
of salaried and wage employees and employers in total
employment. However, the aggregate change in percent of
employees and employers in total employment has been
less pronounced than is the case in other regions. Because
informal employment, compared with formal employment,
is typically lower paid, is exposed to greater risk, and
lacks social protection and insurance. the continuing
large amount of informal employment in developing Asia
shows that high economic growth and simply increasing
employment in the industrial and service sectors may not
suffice to generate better employment opportunities.

Inevitably, regional aggregates do not capture the
entire story. [LO’s LABORSTA and other employment
surveys indicate wide differences across countries within
developing Asia (Table 2, Figures 7-8). Many countries
in Asia have very high informality rates, with the large
majority of countries having informal employment rates
exceeding 40% of the working population (based on the
latest year of data available). The variation across countries

Table 2 Mmemmprmmm[MMyw}

Intlia.

GDP = gross domestic product, PPP = purchasing power parity.
Sources: [1) and [7] World Bank (2011b), World Development Indicators; [2]-[4] and [B]-[10] ILO (2011bj, KILM, and ILO {2011c) LABORSTA, except that NBS (vanous
years), CHIP 1988, 1995, 2002 and employment census 2004 and 2008 were used for the People’s Republic of China and NSSO (various years), NSS-EUS for
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8 The trends in regional aggregates are based on interpolations using a
select set of countries; as a result, the trends comprise more numbers
that are estimated than actual,
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is wide, with Bangladesh having one of the highest rates
of mformality in 2005 (at 85.9%) and Malaysia on the
low end in 2008 (with only 21.9%). Both the PRC and
India had high rates of informal employment as of 2008,
at 58.9% and 81.9%, respectively. However, high rates of
informal employment do nor uniformly correspond to high
rates of agricultural employment. For example, while the
informal employment rate in Bangladesh was almost 86%.
its agricultural employment rate was 48%. Thailand shows
a smaller gap. with an informal employment rate of 54%
and an agricultural employment rate of 41% in 2008, This
indicates that some countries have less formalized modern
industrial and service sectors.

The PRC has had a solid decrease of 5.4 perceniage
points in the rate of informal employment between 1995
and 2008. India. with one of the larger labor forces in
Asia, experienced a 1.8 percentage point increase in
its informal employment rate (Figure 7). Thailand has
done well during 1990-2008, by balancing growth while
reducing the percentage of informal workers. leading to an
overall decrease in the informal employment rate of 16.1
percentage points. Pakistan and the Philippines have also
had rather large decreases in the percentage of informal
workers. The uneven ratio of change during the same
period show that growth does nor always translate into
higher quality employment as countries with lower growth
than India have made greater progress at reducing the share
of informal employment in the employed population.

The shift in the percentage of the employed
population from the agricultural into the industrial and
services sectors in some countries may in part have
contributed 1o the extent to which informality persists.
India decreased agricultural employment by only 9
percentage points, compared with 27 in the PRC and 22 in
Thailand during (roughly) 1990-2008 (Figure 8). Still, this
is not the full story as even small shifts from agricultural
employment can result in comparatively large decreases
in shares of informal employment, as in the case of the
Philippines. The Philippines reduced the share of people
employed in agriculture by 9.4 percentage points, but had
a comparatively larger decrease (9.6) in the share of people
who were informally employed between 1990 and 2008.
This suggests that the degree of structural transformation
that has taken place is only one component in the shift of a
country’s employment to formal jobs.

Formalization of employment may become even
more challenging as data from Asia suggest that informal
work is actually becoming more ubiquitous in recent vears.
Indeed, even in high-income countries. especially in the
aftermath of the 2007 global financial crisis, informal work
is fast becoming the “new normal™ (Jiitting et al. 2009).
Figure 9 shows the proportion of informal employment in
total nonagricultural employment in Latin America and

. o =

Asia at three points in time between 1980 and late 20005
The figure shows that, during the last 3 decades, despit
rapidly rising per capita GDP. the share of informal secto
employment in total nonagricultural employment has risg
in Asia. Latin America, which had a larger increase in told
absolute GDP per capita than Asia, had a correspondin
decrease in the share of informal employment in totd
employment. Thus. ever larger changes in sectord
transformation as well as more active interventions

be needed to generate higher guality employment.”

There are strong gender dimensions to the type o
emplayment. Table 3 shows the distribution of workin
fermnales and males by employment status in Asia. Again
there are large variations among economies. Approximatel§
10% of Hong Kong. China’s male labor force are own
account workers and 84% are paid employees. Conversely,
among Bangladesh’s male labor force, 75% are own
account workers and only 15% are employees. In generaly
low-income economies have a larger share of the workforeg
in own-account activities and higher income economies
have a larger share who are employees.

Interestingly, in most countries a larger percentage
of the male than of the female labor force is in ow
account work. while the opposite is the case with
contributing family work. Women are significantly
more likely than men to be contributing (unpaid) family
workers in almost all countries—more than 3 times &
likely in Bangladesh, Indonesia, Pakistan and Sri Lanka
In Bangladesh and Pakistan. nearly two-thirds of all women
workers are contributing family workers. Surprisingly,
in many countries the share of female salaried and wage
employees in total female workers is similar to that of
males. Nevertheless, females are typically in much more
vulnerable employment. with 10% more females in
vulnerable employment than males throughout Asia (ADB
and ILO 2011). Cultural contexts most likely drive some
of the differences and disparities in employment between
genders, and thus may pose some challenges o generating
higher guality employment in an equitable manner.

Employment status and sectoral employment.
The distribution of workers by employment status
appears closely related to the distribution of workers by
employment sector. Where the workforce is mostly in the
industrial and services sectors, as in the region’s higher
income countries, salaried and wage employment prevail.
However, in countries where large numbers of workers
are engaged in agriculture. own-account and contributing
family work are the prevalent forms of employment for
both men and women.

9 India is known for restrictive labor legislation, whereas the PRC has
recently had proactive labor legisiation to promote economic growth
while maintaining soclal stability (Ngok 2008: 45-64).



Figure 7 Change in the Share of Total Employment by Employment Status, Selected Developing Asian Economies
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Figura 8 Change in the Sectoral Share of Employment, Selected Developing Asian Economies
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Figure @ Informal Sector Employment in Latin America and Asia, 1980-2008
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— e ~ Table 3 Distribution of Labor Force by Status of Employment in Selected Asian Economies (%)
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10 shows the cross-country relationship
employment status and per capita income, using Figure 10 Percent of Total Employment by Employment Status and
m the ILO and World Development Indicators. Real Per Capita GDP, 20002008

10a shows an inverse relationship between the
of workers who classify themselves as own-

(a) Own-account workers in total employment

~workers and per capita income. The relationship 100 =
rkably consistent across geographical groups of
The data suggest that as per capita incomes b
there is a sharp reduction in self-employed . g -
A great deal of this decline is. of course, the ¢
of the decline in the share of agriculture in GDP % 40 1
ployment with economic growth, because the vast 20 -
of own-account workers in a developing country
k in the agricultural sector. Because labor productivity s == - - . .
y rises more slowly in agriculture than in industry, 6 7 8 9 10 11
wages tend to show a similar pattern. Log (Real GDP per capita)
On the other hand, the share of salaried and wige (b) Salaried and wage workers in total employment

yees in the labor force has a strong positive
tion with per capita income (Figure 10b). Again,
f the trend may be the result of individuals moving
of agriculture as incomes increase. Some of it, however,
1o the fact that as incomes increase, capital becomes
¢ readily available to enterprises, which become larger
‘more professional as a consequence and begin to
y more salaried workers.

Percent

r Figure 10b does not necessarily indicate what
ens to formal-sector employment as incomes increase,
a worker is classified as an employee whether Log (Real GDP per capital
she works for a firm employing 2 or 5.000 people.
hviously, the former is more likely to be in the informal
. while the latter is likely to be in the formal sector.
e formal sector typically includes government agencies,
owned enterprises. and private enterprises of a
in size (generally employing 50 or more workers).
e enterprises usually offer stable jobs with relatively
ctive wages and bepefits and with a reasonable degree
protection and rights for workers.

(c) Informal employment in total employment
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10 Based oncross-country comparisons, Loayza (1997) and lhrigand Moe Source: Stafi estimates based on data from ILO (2011c). LABGRSTA:
(2001) observed a negative association between informalization and World Bank (2011b), World Development Indicators: NBS [vanious
levels of GDP per capita. This association is also found in Pietrobelli years), CHIP 1995, 2002 for the PRC; NSSO (various yvears), NSS-EUS
etal. (2004), using a set of developing and developed countries from for Incha,

1960 to 1990.




20  Toward Higher Quality Employment in Asia

Figure 11 indicates thar the strong inverse
relationship between informal employment and income
per capita continues to hold across developing Asian
economies. However, the figure highlights the extent to
which different economies are positive or negative outliers.
India has a much higher rate of informal employment
(82%) than would be expected tor a country at its level
of per capita income (about 63%). Likewise, Thailand has
an informal employment rate that is 14-15 percentage
points higher than would be expected. At the other end.
the Kyrgyz Republic, Malaysia, and Sri Lanka have much
lower shares of employment in the informal sector than
would be expected at their levels of per capita income.
The differences across countries might be explained by
differences in policies or historical circumstances.

Figure 11 Percent of Informal Employment and Per Capita GDP,
Developing Asian Economies, 2000-2008
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The predominance of the informal sector in low-
income countries makes it difficult for employment to be
an effective tool for poverty reduction. Because informal
enterprises are often unable to obtain additional capital,
they tend to remain small, thereby trapping their employees
in lower quality jobs indefinitely. Governments are unable
to collect taxes from the informal sector, and this makes
it difficult for them to finance public services adequately.

However, the informal sector is often the first step
for workers who are moving up from lower productivity
jobs in agriculture that pay near-subsistence wages. For
these workers, the informal sector is a path out of extreme
poverty (Garcia-Bolivar 2006). Precisely because of the
lack of regulation, the informal sector is more flexible
than the formal labor market, and labor market flexibility
may be desirable in a developing country. Wages in the
informal sector can adjust downward quickly in response

to a negative shock in the demand for labor. such as due
to a recession. This reduces the impact of the shock on
unemployment. Hu (2004) has argued that informal
employment growth since the early 1990s has been the
main driving force behind job creation in the PRC and that
the informal sector is flexible, dynamic, and innovative.
Because of such flexibility, Japan, beginning in the Meiji
period. has successfully vsed a system of outsourcing
and subcontracting of industrial production using small,
informal-sector firms based in rural areas (Box 4).

Box 4 Outsourcing Industrial Production to Small Rural
Enterprises in Meiji Japan

In certain labor-intensive manufacturing activities, such as the
production of cotton and silk cloth, the subcontracting system in
Meiji era Japan provided an efficient means to produce a variety
of products in sufficient quality to meet export demands and
raise the incomes and employment prospects of workers in the
rural areas. Hayami (2006: 60-1) noted that “The commodities
had to meet a quality standard specified by the foreign buyer, If
his collectors violated the contracts by mistake or opportunism,
the export trader might have been obliged to pay a large cash
penalty, and he would lose face among foreign customers. |
Thus, he normally endeavored to establish a relationship of
mutual trust with collectors through repeated dealings over |
time, while interlinking commodity trades with credit and other |
transactions.... Once community sanction reduced opportunism, |
small-scale, family-based rural enterprises became more |
efficient than large factories under hierarchical management.” |
The outsourcing system became a cornerstone of the modem
Japanese industrial system, and continues to effectively raise
Incomes in the rural sector,

Source:  Hayami (2006).

Factors affecting employment status. In general,
employment in the formal sector is preferred over that of
the informal secror. But what types of individuals obtain
formal-sector jobs? Using survey data from the ADB project
on measuring the size of the informal sector, Maligalig and
Martinez (2011) concluded that the common significant
determinants of participation in formal employment in the
three countries that were studied were higher educational
altainment. occupation as professional or clerical staff,
and work in industry and in urban areas. The impact of
age shows a concave pattern in which both the young, who
are usually considered less skilled, and the old, who are
beyond the statutory retirement age. tend to be informally
employed.

What has been happening to unemployment
and “vulnerable employment™ in the aftermath of the
most recent economic crisis in Asia? Data from the
ILO on selected developing Asian countries show that



ent rates have declined, albeit not by much,
height of the crisis in most countries (Figure 12).
Jevels of vulnerable employment have remained
or even increased slightly, in most developing
nomies (Figure 13).

Figure 12 Unemployment Rate (%),
Selected Asian Economies, 2007-2010
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Figure 13 Vulnerable Employment
as a Share of Total Employment (%), 2008 and 2010
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Wages and labor productivity. Asia has
experienced a continued rise in the average wages of
workers in the formal sector. Figure 14 shows the evolution
of real average wages of workers in the formal sector
since 2001. In general. wages in the PRC rose much more
rapidly than in other countries. while in countries such as I'
the Philippines. wages remained relatively stagnant. f

Figure 14 Evolution of Real Average Wages of Workers in the Formal
Sector, 2001-2010
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Ultimately. the quality of employment depends
largely on the level and growth of labor productivity. If
labor productivity is stagnant, employers are unlikely to
raise wages and offer nonwage benefits to their workers.
If government regulations force them (o raise wages. the
firms” profitability and competitiveness will suffer. Further,
growth in labor productivity allows greater space for firms
to provide better wages and working conditions to their
workers. Figure 15 shows the growth of labor productivity
and real wages in selected developing Asian economies
during the period 2000-2010. The figure indicates
that productivity growth did lead to rises in real wages.
However, there are large disparities in productivity growth
and wages across countries in formal sector jobs. Many of
the economies were able to maintain 2%—4% annual growth
in their productivity, suggesting that labor productivity
growth has likely not been a major constraint to offering
higher quality employment benefits. Still, productivity
erowth does not guarantee an equal or proportionate rise
in wages. In the PRC. the growth in wages has been much
higher than the growth in productivity. However. in some
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countries, such as India and the Philippines, wage growth
has lagged behind growth in productivity. This may reflect
that the institutional environment fails to support gains in
productivity that can result in higher wages.

Figure 15 Annual Growth of Labor Productivity and Wages (%),
Selected Asian Economies, 2000-2010
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Ingeneral, moving people outof informal employment
is highly important. Productivity in the informal sector is
nearly 5-10 times lower than in the formal sector because
informally employed people face a variety of constraints
(Figure 16). For example. survey results showed that 40%
of the operators of informal enterprises in Bangladesh, 55%
in Banten, and 31% in Yogyakarta encountered financial
difficulty (Maligalig and Martinez 2011).

Indicators impacting the creation of higher
quality employment. Some of the major factors that may
affect the quality of employment in the future are shown in
Table 4. Many countries have relatively low rates of labor
productivity, especially in contrast with the developed
countries. and will have to work to increase their rates
of productvity. Moreover, substantial demographic
changes are likely in developing Asia. Some countries
will experience an increasing age dependency ratio,
necessitating shifts in the type of employment provided.
and other countries will have a decreased age dependency
ratio and an influx of new workers into the labor market,
requiring significant schooling to adequately prepare’
them for the jobs available. Box 5 discusses the changing
demographics in Asia and how they could impact g
country’s ability to create higher quality employment.

Selected Experiences

Among developing Asian economies. the expansion of
the quality of employment has varied widely over ti
This section examines the PRC, India, Indonesia, and the
Philippines, as they account for a large percent of Asia’s!
labor force. They also present substantially different
cases and environments for moving toward higher quality.
employment.

Atone end is India. which accounts for approximately
a quarter of Asia’s total labor force: but the country’s share
of informal employment is large and. relative to other Asian
countries, India has been slow at creating higher quality
employment. On the other end are economies such as the
PRC, where the sheer momentum of economic growth
has moved a great many people from informal to formal
employment and this has been accompanied by significant

Figure 16 Value Added per Worker, Banten and Yogyakarta (Rp million)
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Table 4 Summary Statistics (most recent year)
Overall labor Sectoral labor productivity Poverty
productivity (0002005 $ PPP perworker) 6 4ependencyratio - ¢ ogpy,  AVErAEE | porcent SIS port share
. (000 2005 $ person per sﬁaorosﬁn' urban :;I';:n%o to GDP (%)
PPP per worker) Agriculture  Industry ~ Services 2010 2020 day (%) ngl (%)
1] 2] 3] (4} 5] L) I 8] ] [10] [11]
0.5 0.5 05 0.6 7.7 52.8 4.0 182 8.0 16.7
10 0.6 L7 11 56.0 439 496 5.8 28.1 17.2 19.4
0.9 0.3 13 13.4 55.5 48.6 28.3 6.0 24.2 18.3 59.6
0.5 8.0 60.8 9.3 26.5 -21.3 13.4
0.7 0.8 0.8 0.7 52.6 54.2 19 8.7 36.6 8.8 49.9
K 1.0 339 5.1 33.2 255 327
Guinea 15 719 63.1 4.8 12.5 18.1 57.9
Islands 5.0 75.1 67.2 18.6 6.5 33.5
1 17 09 21 27 65.8 57.0 226 56 37.0 11.4 12.8
17 50.9 46.6 389 26.0 364
13 0.5 24 1.8 42.1 418 131 6.4 28.8 278 68.3
1.7 0.5 22 4.0 55.1 50.3 416 5.1 301 320 19.6
1.2 0.9 12 15 46.4 50.4 22.4 84 51.5 43.4 55.8
29 1.3 6.1 36 64.1 57.3 22.8 9.0 66.4 155 317
22 0.8 5.4 25 48.3 438 18.7 6.1 53.7 338 24.1
5.2 1.4 4.1 211 75.0 63.5 234 33.5
2.6 715 64.8 26.2 17.4 426
4.3 3.4 25 7.8 76.5 67.5 10.4 25.3 19.3 13.2
27 L5 27 4.2 49.3 52.7 7.0 8.4 154 18.0 21.4
22 06 5.9 4.4 44,7 50.0 14.7 50.1 7.4 29.5
30 1.2 5.2 24 52.0 445 36.7 63.6 58.0
2.2 15 7.3 4.0 45.6 49.8 13 10.4 63.7 8.2 12,0
76 50,0 46.4 49.5 412 75.6
6.8 4.1 A8 89 46.7 382 8.1 40.5 18.8 67.0
3.7 0.9 6.9 4.7 382 403 15.9 8.2 44.9 52.1 26.7
4.5 0e 9.6 5.6 417 418 10.8 7.5 34.0 324 68.4
4.0 10 222 24 37.8 46,4 10 52.2 49.7 52.5
4.2 1.0 37 13.0 455 54.9 0.2 104 57.3 387 42.0
_ 112 6.2 17.9 10.0 54.1 561 | 0D 10.1 722 36.0 96.4
1 278 16.7 46.0 236 381 43.0 11.8 818 298 499
| 54.9 134 364 60.3 100.0 29.7 153.8
512 34 726 481 35.9 411 9.1 99.9 47.0 2205
i Low income Lower middle income Upper middle income High income

gross domestic product, Lao PDR = Lao People's Democratic Republic, PPP = purchasing power parity, PRC = People's Republic of China.

ges: [1]-(4] World Bank (2011b), World Development Indicators and ILO {2011c), LABORSTA; [5]-[6] UNSD (2011); [7] World Bank (2011a), PovCalNet; [8] Barro
and Lee (2010); [9]-]11] World Bank {2011b), World Development Indicators except that NBS (various years). CHIP 1988, 1995, 2002 and employment census
2004 and 2008 were used for the People's Republic of China and NSSO (various years), NSS-EUS for Intha

Ses in overall wages. The Philippines has done relatively Figyre 17, Sheat o Employiant 11 AGUICIING . FHofic, ang Privata
gell in moving people from informal to more formalized o i

ployment and increasing labor productivity, but this has
tesulted in Jittle wage growth in formal employment. In
gontrast, Indonesia has had relatively high wage growth
| formal employment compared with labor productivity,
tonly a very small shift of workers out of the informal
sector.

Percent of otal employment

The People’s Republic of China. The PRC's
jision to open its doors to foreign direct investment
(EDD) led to major structural transformation and a shift
dfrom the agricultural to the modern sector. The share
of mdustry and services in total employment increased Ses :
from about 30% in 1978 1o about 60% by 2008 (Figure ~e—Agculture  —a— PUBIC industly & Pruate industry

17). The growth in employment in private industry has

‘_ spcclacu]ar—fmm vir{uall_\' zero in 1978 to almost F:.r:ic-epe:.flae‘lseTE:?1L;tﬂiJJ:.EI'::;G from NBS ivarious years). China Statistical Yearbook,
30% by 2008. Employment in publicly-owned industries and China Labour Statisteal Yearbook.

parginally decreased after the mid-1990s as state-owned

nterprises began an aggressive effort at downsizing and As a result of FDI, the demand for factory workers
fetienchment. This environment has led to substantial  and other laborers intensified as the urban econony saw
bmductivily growth, which has ultimately translated into  substantial expansion, especially in manufacturing. This
both rising wages and the decreased share of informal  transition to a more modernized labor force was helped
workers in the employed population. substantially by policies that facilitated rural-urban
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A number of countries within Asia are undergoing a demographic
shift. In the People's Republic of China, an aging population with a
large percent of the work force retiring will increase the dependency
ratio and likely open up a large “knowledge gap." Moreover, the
aging population Is expected to slow labor productivity substantially

as older workers are no longer able to work as many hours as they — —At the otherend df i speclrum aré countries that are inﬁe—eaﬂy y

did previously. This may result in rising wages, because the supply of
workers will decrease, especially in labor-intensive, low-skilled, and
highly manual and physically demanding activities, and may create a
sectoral shift in employment shares. Maintaining competiveness in
such activities may require considerable investment in technology o
improve labor productivity and a shift to more skilled, but less labor-
intensive industries, Further, the quality of employment will become

Box 5 Demographic Change and the Quality of Employment

increasingly important for a population of older workers. A different
set of work conditions will be needed to encourage the older workers
to remain in the labor market and continue to contribute productively |
to the economy.

stages of a demographic transition, such as India and the Philippines.
In such countries, the labor force is expected to increase sharply in
the coming decades and lead to a “demographic dividend, as shown
in the projected decline of their dependency ratios.” However, the
increased size of the labor force will not translate into more rapid |
economic growth unless there is growth in higher quality ermployment
opportunities for these new entrants inte the labor force.

Source:  Bloom, Canning, and Sevilla (2003).
Box Figure 5.1 Dependency Ratios of Major Developing Asian Countries, 2000-2030
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| Ten Policies for Rural Economic Development. which  has led to a significant reduction in overall poverty, from
| encouraged population movement for economic reasons  45% of the population living on income of less than S2 per
] (Xu and Lam 2010). day in 1995 to less than 7% in 2007 (ADB 2010).
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Source:  UNDESA (2011), World Fopulation Prospects: The 2010 Revision.

migration. In particular, the PRC government created the

In 2009 alone. over 150 million people in urban areas
of the PRC were migrants from rural areas. Due to the
rapid pace of urbanization and facilitation of migration, the
PRC has been able to capitalize on the spillover effects that
arise in urban environments and has provided numerous
rural workers with access to substantially higher quality

—

employment opportunities. For this reason, the migration

Migrant workers have been a regular and stable
source of labor supply in urban labor markets in the last
3 decades. In recent years, employment has grown and
migrants’ average monthly earnings have increased rapidly.
For example, real monthly earnings for migrant workers
increased nearly 20% in 2008. In 2009. even though the



d was suffering from the global financial crisis, both
nent and real wages of migrant workers continued
w in the PRC (Figure 18). In 2010, the average real
y earnings of migrant workers increased another
. Moreover, migrant workers in urban areas have
gly found more formal employment, as the share
al employment has dropped from 87.3% in 2001
).7% in 2010, while local workers have actually seen
nereasing share in informal employment, which has
from 13.4% in 2001 to 25.8% in 2010 (Figure 19).

ogests that the quality of employment has improved
ban areas and the disparities between migrant and
workers have decreased.

Still, disparities persist within the PRC. Cai et al.
1) explored the determinants of employment security,
to social security. and job quality by regressing
they calculated for each variable on a number
explanatory variables. They found that all three—
quality. employment security, and access to social

Figre 18 Employment and Real Wages of Urban Migrants, PRC,
2001-2010
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Figure 19 Share of Informal Employment in Total Employment; Urban
I PRC; 2001, 2005, and 2010
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security—were associated strongly with an individual’s
age (improving with age but at a diminishing rate),
schooling, and gender (with men enjoying more security
and job quality than women). After controlling for these
individual attributes. migrants to urban areas had much
lower levels of job quality, employment security, and
social security access than local urban residents.

In general, migrant workers living in cities are
substantially disadvantaged relative to local workers.
Using data from the China Urban Labor Survey of
2010, Cai et al. (2011) scored migrants and local urban
workers on dimensions of employment quality, using such
attributes as holding a formal government job; having an
open-ended or fixed contract; number of employees in a
firm; characteristics of the workplace (e.g., office or store,
building site. or outdoors): and availability of pension and
health and unemployment insurance. Figure 20 shows
that, based on this scoring system, urban workers that
are local residents enjoyed 2-3 times higher job quality,
employment security. and social security than migrant
workers in the urban areas.

This divide between local and migrant workers
in urban areas is in part explained by the PRC's hukou
system, which distinguishes between migrant and local
urban workers. The hukou is a system of residency permits
that was introduced in 1958 to control migration of people
from rural to urban areas. PRC citizens are classified as
urban or rural residents by their hukou. From the inception
of the system, urban residents received state-allocated

jobs and access to many social services while rural

residents were expected to fend for themselves. While
the hukou system has been reformed in recent years, its
basic structure remains in place. Migrants holding rural
hukou are not eligible for basic urban welfare and socjal

Figure 20 Job Quality, Social Security, and Employment Security among
Migrants and Local Workers, Urban PRC, 2010
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PRC = Peaple’s Repubiic of Chira,

Note: Social securty and employment securty were scored on a scale of 8-5; Jab
quality 1s the sum of social secunty and empioyment security.

Source: Cai et al, (20111



service programs, including public education. To obtain
an education beyond middle school for their children,
they must return to their home village. Given the poor
quality of schools in the rural areas, migrants are at a big
disadvantage relative to local urban residents.

Job quality depends to a large extent on a country’s
social protection system. The PRC government has vastly
increased the resources it spends on social protection. and
has either established or extended social programs to cover
an increasing number of vulnerable people. The PRC's
social protection system consists of social insurance
programs (which are characterized as contributory) and
social assistance programs (noncontributory). Among
social assistance programs, the dibaeo (2 minimum income
guarantee scheme that was originally designed for urban
residents) has played a dominant role in terms of both
coverage and benefits. The social insurance system is
quite complete in the urban areas but still rudimentary
in the rural areas. Although some programs, such as the
New Cooperative Medical System and the Rural Pension
System. have been implemented recently for the rural
populations, the disparities in social protection between
rural and urban areas are still very large. There are also
large disparities across provinces. Because most social
protection programs are cofunded by the central and local
governments, people in poor provinces are less socially
protected due to the constraints of limited fiscal capacity
at the local level.

The PRC has also committed to protect the rights
of its workforce by implementing the Labor Law in
1994 and the new Contract Law in 2008. Some of the
most important provisions of the Labor Law include
(1) the roles of the state. local governments, and employers
in determining and enforcing the minimum wage:
(2) set provision for determining “regular work hours™
and “required overtime pay”: (3) the responsibilities of
employers and rights of the workers regarding workplace
safety; and (4) rules to provide special protection for female
workers. To complement the Labor Law. regulations are
issued on job skill advancement and employees’ personal
development. Examples of such regulations are the
Educartion Law of 1995, the Vocational Training Law of
1996, the Enterprise Employee Training Regulations of
1996. the Enterprise Management Training Plan of 1996,
and the Higher Education Law of China of 1998 (Xu and
Lam 2010).

The PRC has shown greal capacity for making
progress through creating an environment that is conducive
to FDI. which can drive structural transformation. Much of
the benefits however were driven by the PRC facilitating
the supply of poor rural workers to urban areas. Efforts to
implement laws to protect workers and guarantee minimum

standards of quality for workers in the formal sector have
seemingly been flexible enough so that the modern sector
could continue to grow and hence decrease the share of
informal workers.

Despite this transformation, the PRC will be faced
with many challenges to continue reaping the same gains
as during the last few decades. At present, approximately
45% of the population is in urban areas. As 40% of
the employed people remain in the low-productivity
agricultural sector. the PRC may need to focus more on
developing employment in the rural areas to minimize the
disparities. Finally, the PRC's increasing aged population
will soon increase the age dependency ratio, Thus, a new
set of employment opportunities may be needed that can
continue the large gains in productivity per person or
induce the skilled aged population to continue to work
well after the normal retirement age.

India. The Indian economy has been on a high
growth trajectory for the last two decades, with a long-
term average growth of over 7% per annum and still
higher growth at over 8% since 2004, In contrast, the
annual growth of employment in India in the decade
ending in 2004 averaged only about 2%, similar to that
observed during the longer. three-decade period earlier.
More worryingly, the trend of employment growth has
been declining: it grew at 2.5% during 1972-1983, at
2% in 1983~1993. and at 1.9% during 1993-2004, which
was lower than the growth rate of the labor force during
roughly the same period (Papola et al. 2008).

The prospects for faster growth of higher quality
employment depend, 1o a large extent, on the degree of
structural shift in the work force from low- to high-
productivity sectors. The major component of this shift i
out of agriculture. In India, nonagricultural employment
grew faster (at about 3.8% per annum) than agricultural
employment (at about 1%) during the period 1993-2007,
but this growth has not been sufficient to draw workers
from agriculture to other sectors on a large scale.

The anemic effect that economic growth has had on
the expansion of higher quality employment in India is
observed in the shares of employment by type of worker
(Table 5). The Indian National Sample Surveys report
information on three categories of workers: the sell-
employed: regular employees (who are generally on longer
term contracts and are paid a regular salary or wage): and
casual laborers (who typically work on a daily basis and
do not receive nonwage benefits). During 1972-2004, the
proportion of regular employees in the labor force stayed
at about 15%. The proportion of self-employed people
declined slightly, and most of them appear to have shifted
to casual employment, which is generally lower quality
employment.



_ Table 5 Distribution of Workers
by Category of Employment (%), India, 1972-2004
. Seif-employed  Regular employees  Casual labor
f.....514 .o 154 233,
! 589 139 27.2
| 57.3_ 138 . 289
'l 560 184 296
e | 54,7 ! 135 . 38
50 T S ™ S 3
L 56.5 15.2 283

NSS0 (various years), NSS-EUS; Papola (2011).

~ The predominance of informal employment is
ot limited to the informal sector. A large number of
s in the formal sector do not have formal contracts
their employers. Table 6 shows the proportion of
ment that is informal by sector. While virtually all
> employment in the agricultural sector is informal
ure, the very large share of informal employment
panufacturing (88% in 2004) is surprising. Further.
share actually increased between 1999 and 2004. It
ly the utilities and service sectors—electricity,
administration, health care, and education—that
helmingly formal in nature.

Table 6 Distribution of Workers by Type of
ant and Economic Activity (%), India, 1999 and 2004

' iformal  Formal Informal Formal
98.8 1.2 989 11
7.8 | 283 | 614 | 326
87 | 164 884 7 118
188 813 187 | 813
96.4 36, 97.3 27
9%6.7 | 33 %1 | 19
94.3 BT 950 5.0
783 207" | g7 | 173
278 722, 39.2 60.8
87 | 163 | 801 19.9
153 847 135 _ 865

382 B1B 43 537
525 | 475 | 88 | 412
912 | 89 950 5.0
945 55 992 0.8
%5 | 735 ez 183
91.2 88 24 16

i NCEUS (2009), Papola (2011),

- The National Commission for Enmterprises in the
ized Sector estimated that only about 8% of all
ers in India enjoyed any statutory protection against
s such as sickness. maternity. disability. and old age.
oh central and state level legislation on conventional
al security (NCEUS 2006). This is particularly
ncerting because the universalized provisions of
il protection for the population at large, e.g.. public
lth and old-age pension, are very limited and seemingly
vorly delivered.

Practically all the workers in the informal sector,
h employs about 86% of working people, are without
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any statutory social security benefit. But a significan
proportion of workers in the formal sector (about 47%
also do not enjoy such benefits. Some recent initiatives ain
to increase universal social protection in health and old ag
(e.g.. the National Health Insurance Scheme and Old Ag
Pension Scheme. both launched in 2007), and o extend
to informal workers the social security that is available t
the formal workers (e.g., the Unorganized Workers” Socia
Security Act of 2008). The coverage and effectiveness o
delivery. however. continue to be very limited.

India has received a greal deal of attention durin
the last decade for its booming information technolog
sector. Certainly. this promising sector has good potentia
to generate higher quality employment in the country
Employment in the sector has grown rapidly, but even afte
10 years of very rapid growth, employment in the secto
amounts to only slightly more than two million people—
miniscule number in relation to India's aggregat
employment (Box 6).

India may need extensive reforms and a strengthenin,
of its institutional systems to make a good push towar
higher quality employment. India’s restrictive labor laws
which were enacted in the pre-independence era. may hav
impeded the development process and negatively affecte
the formation of higher quality employment (Bhate 2010)
Facilitating a larger shift from the agricultural to th
modern industrial sector while focusing substantially ol
ways to resolve constraints that may create disincentive
to formalizing employment may be necessary. The servic
sector has shown relatively little promise for expandin,
sufficiently to provide enough higher quality employmen
for the influx of new workers into the labor force. Thus
it seems unlikely that India can effectively circumven
the normal growth model that has manufacturin,
encompassing a greater portion of the exnployed populatiol
before the economy becomes more service oriented
India’s productivity, especially in the manufacturin;
sector. is substantially lower than that in other countrie
at a similar level of development. Without finding ways t
raise productivity, India may have problems capitalizin
on its massive and relatively well-educated population.

Indonesia. Indonesiahas experienced relatively rapi
growth during the last 30 years. While this has resulted in
significant transformation of the economy’s structure, t
shift in employment patterns has not been as impressiv
Figure 21 shows that the share of manufacturing in tot
employment has remained fairly stable between 1993 ar
2009. Agriculture’s decline has been offset by an increa:
in the share of services in total employment.

The informal sector in Indonesia remains dominai
and employs a large proportion of the country’s worke
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Box 6 Information Technology in India

The information technology (IT) services sector Is believed to have
contributed substantially to India’s economic growth. However, while
these jobs provide opportunities for higher quality employment, the
number of such jobs remains small and thus they serve a limited
purpose in absorbing new workers into the labor market. Consequently,
the extent to which IT services can provide higher quality employment
opportunities and truly drive the transition process to a high-income
country, and ensure that the growth Is shared more evenly across the
population, is an open question.

IT services, which includes [T-enabled services (also referred to
as business process outsourcing or BPO), constitute about 75%
of India's service exports. The export of software services, which
comprises about 40% of service exports, has grown by about 33%
yearly during 2001-2007: financial services exports have grown at
about 100% a year; and business services, at 90% a year (Ministry
of Finance, Government of India, Economic Survey, various years).

Business services, which constitute about 25% of service exports,
are particularly seen as an important source of higher quality
employment. Wages in this sector average Rs100,000 per year
(about $10,000 in 2005 dollars at purchasing power parity), which is
double the wages that were paid in the formal manufacturing sector
in 2007, Average wages in the IT sector increased by about 16,5%
per year dunng 2005-2007. Formal employment is widespread in
the sector, particularly due to the shortage of skilled workers, The
high rate of attntion observed in the industry may, in fact, be reflecting
voluntary mobility of workers. The BPO industry also provides liberal
benefits, including social security and generous medical and accident
insurance, and invests significantly in training its workers.

Employment in IT has grown rapidly, from 284,000 in 1999 to
about 2.2 million in 2008, of which 78% are estimated to be in
the exporting establishments. As indicated in Box Table 6.1, 45%
of people working in export-based IT employment are in BPO. Of
particular significance s that, while employment in other industries
{particularly the export-oriented ones such as textiles, leather, and
gems and jewelry) declined, that in the IT BPO sector increased |
greatly, even during 2008 when the global financial crisis hit. This
shows the resilience and sustainability of the BPO sector in export
markets and its potential to continue to generate higher quality
employment on a larger scale,

Box Table 6.1 Employment in Information Technology Services, India, |
1999-2008

Software and Services Total Share of exports in

Of which,  (including
C P s pomesti @G0
; S T 4 5 .

1999 152,000 42,0001 284,000 53.5

2000 232,000 70,000 430100 539 J
2001 276,000 106,000 522,200 52.9 |
2002 385,000 180.000 670,000 569
2003 512000 216000 833,000 615 ‘
2004 706,000 316,000 1,088,000 66.7 |
2005 | 928000 415000 1,293,000 718 |
2006 1243000 553,000 1,621,000/ 67
2007 1,560,000 700,000 2,010,000 176 '
2008 1,736,615 789806 2,236,614 7.6

TeS = Information technology enabled services,

!
|
Sources: Papola (2011}, Ministry of Finance, Government of India; NASSCOM, IT Industry Fact Sheet. |
]

This indicates limited opportunities for employment in the
formal sector (Irawan et al. 2000). The share of informal
workers in total employment increased after the 1997
Asian financial crisis (Figure 22) and continued increasing
until 2003, after which it started to come down again,
albeit very slowly.

A gender profile of workers reveals that many
more females than males work in the informal sector
(Figure 23). One reason is the large number of women in
the agricultural sector who are classified as contributing
(unpaid) family workers. The entry barriers for these jobs
are very low and their home-based locations and flexible
working hours fir well with domestic work. In contrast,
male workers are more likely to be self-employed. The
share of informal workers among all workers increased
sharply. for both females and males. after the onset of the
1997 Asian financial crisis. The shares kept increasing
through 2003, but have declined somewhat since.,

Figure 21 Share of Employment by Sector, Indonesia, 1993-2009
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Figure 23 Informal Employment Rates by Gender (%),
Indonesia, 1993-2010
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As in other countries, informal-sector employment is
lominated by workers in the rural areas and formal-sector
mployment is found mainly in the urban areas (Figure
4). The highest proportion (more than 30%) of formal-
ector employment in the urban areas is in manufacturing.

e proportion of informal employment has decreased
faster in the rural than in urban areas, possibly reflecting
the high rates of migration from rural to urban areas.

As noted earlier. job quality depends on a country’s
labor productivity growth. which influences wage growth.
Real wage growth, at 2.5% per annum, has been positive
in Indonesia during the period 1993-2009, but has lagged

significantly behind the economic growth. at 5% per
annum (Figure 25).

Indonesia’s labor regulations are very rigid and may
have contributed to the problem of job creation in the
formal sector (World Bank 2010). This may explain the
relatively low level of productivity that is observed in the

oward riigher Quality Employment in Asia

Figure 24 Informal Employment Rates by Residence (%),
Indonesia, 1993-2009
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Figure 25 Average Real Monthly Wage of Employees by Gender,
(Rp '000), Indonesia, 1993-2009
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modern sector relative to comparable countries. Minimum
wages that are substantially binding may particularly have
contributed to the observed high growth in real wages of
formal sector jobs relative to the growth of productivity.
This suggests that Indonesia may need extensive reforms
with policies that provide greater flexibility in the labor
market, to encourage the shift to more formal jobs.

Philippines. Manufacturing in the Philippines has
been moribund for the better part of the last 3 decades.
Figure 26 shows the sectoral patterns of employment in the
Philippines since 1983, While the share of agriculture has
fallen from 52% to 34%, virtually all of the relative decline
went to the services sector. The share of manufacturing
in total employment has stagnated at about 15% between
1983 and 2009,

The Philippines’ informal sector is smaller than that
of many countries in the region at 43.5%. A substantial
amount of the decrease in informal employment has come
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in the last 20 years. Figure 27 shows the share of self-
employed and casual workers in the work force between
1988 and 2008. The proportion of regular employees in
the labor force has risen substantially since 2000, while
the shares of self-employed and casual workers have
decreased, indicating that the Philippine labor market
has done well in shifting people away from informal
employment. People who remain as informal workers are
shown to be (1) mostly agricultural and unskilled workers,
(2) usually males in their prime ages!! (3) with low
levels of formal education, and (4) more likely residing
in the Autonomous Region of Muslim Mindanao and the
Cordillera Administrative Region than in other provinces
(Dacuycuy 2011).

Figure 26 Sectoral Share of Total Employment, Philippines, 1983-2009

55
50
15
40
=
8 35
:
30
25
-1+ [ — st
15 'W’N QR
IU T T T T T T L) T T T T T 1 T T T T T T L) T T T T
u —~ = oM D = *§ =HoNms 0 -
BB g R e a3 RE2EE 2200
R i = i e e e e e iy E R T T o]
Year
— LGS — sty s—Senices
Source;  Steff estimates based on NSO ivarious years), Labor Force Surveys.

Despite the shift of people from informal to formal
employment, wage growth in the formal sector has lagged
substantially behind productivity growth and reductions
in poverty have largely stagnated (Figure 15). The finding
by Felipe and Sipin (2004) that the extent of monopolies
and oligopolies in the Philippines has increased seems to
explain the stagnation in real wages that has accompanied
labor productivity growth. Given that the Philippines has
a relatively stable and overly abundant supply of highly
qualified and skilled labor, competition for higher quality
positions is fierce and places the power of negotiations and
rise in wages in the hands of the monopolies.

The Philippines” labor market is also characterized
by a stubbornness or relative rigidity of un- and under-
employment. The Philippines’ un- and under-employment

11 The rate of informal employment is higher among young and older
workers than among prime aged workers; however, in terms of number,
a significant share of informal workers are of prime age.

Figure 27 Share of the Self-Employed, Regular Employees,
and Casual Labor in Total Employment, Philippines, 1988-2008
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rates are higher than those of its Association of South-
east Asian Nations (ASEAN) neighbors. Since 1980, the
country’s incidence of unemployment has remained higher
than that in other ASEAN countries, such as Malaysia,
Singapore, Thailand, and Viet Nam (Figure 28). The
latest figures show that more than 7% of the labor force
in the Philippines is unemployed. The under-employment
rate is also high. In 1987, one in four employed people
was underemployed. In 2009, the rate was 19.1% (Figure
29). This trend may explain why efforts to significantly
trim the country’s poverty rate and raise average wages
substantially have largely failed.

Un- and under-employment are particularly high
among the youth, and, given that close to 900,000
individuals enter the labor force each year, the economy'’s
ability to generate good quality jobs is limited, as the ability
of employers to generate higher quality jobs depends on
labor productivity growth. Another disconcerting statistic
is the failure of the productivity growth rate to speed up,
especially in key industries. Even at the national level,
labor productivity growth has been slow. From 1984 to
2000, average labor productivity growth per annum was
only 0.7%. From 2000 to 2009, it improved, but was
still only 1.7% per annum. The recent World Economic
Forum’s Global Competitiveness Report ranked the
Philippines 82nd in terms of pay and productivity—well
behind its ASEAN neighbors such as Indonesia, Malaysia,
Singapore. Thailand. and Viet Nam (WEF 2010).



Figure 28 Unemployment Rate in Selected ASEAN Countries, 1980-2009
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Source: World Bank (2011b), World Development Indicators.

29 Unemployment and Underemployment Rates, Philippines,
1980-2009

2010

——»—— Unemployment = Underemployment

Source: NSO (various years), Labor Force Surveys .

‘While the Philippines has social protection schemes
able to the entire population, including health
ance and life insurance, actual coverage is limited.
In particular, while informal workers can voluntarily
subscribe to programs such as PhilHealth, the pational
th insurance scheme in the Philippines, very few
ally opt to enroll. However, the program is mandatory
for formal sector and overseas Filipino workers. resulting
n large disparities in coverage of the informal versus the
formal sectors (Orbeta 2011).
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The Philippines’ management of its labor migration
is a good model for providing a means to obtain higher
quality employment abroad. The country has the region’s
most sophisticated network of agencies responsible for
maximizing the benefits of migration. which are often
referred to as the “3Rs” (recruitment, remittance, and return
migration). A large number of Filipinos work abroad. are
widely distributed through the world. and remit billions
of dollars annually to the country (Box 7). A great deal
of anecdotal evidence suggests that Filipino workers have
sought employment abroad because they lack opportunities
in the internal labor market. Without opportunities abroad,
the performance of the domestic labor market could have
been much worse: but the extensive migration may also
underlie a lack of domestic innovation and development.
if the best and most entreprencurial individuals choose to
work abroad.

The Philippines has exhibited a comparatively large
shift in people from informal to formal jobs. but a rather
lackluster growth in wages. While labor productivity in
manufacturing is high compared to that in other countries
in the region. the Philippine manufacturing sector remains
very small. The lack of competition due to monopolies
within the country seems the critical constraint to
generating additional higher quality employment and
to increasing wages. Thus, eliminating monopolies
and fostering competition within the country can have
substantial impacts on the creation of higher quality
employment (Felipe and Sipin 2004). Monopolies may
also have a critical role in constraining the overall growth
in employment, as the service sector remains dominant in
comparison to the manufacturing sector (Usui 2011).
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Lessons in Developing Asia extensive manufacturing sector. While legislation may be
the major constraint for some countries that have failed
Developing Asia has made progress in increasing the share 1o effectively move people from the informal sector
of sularied and wage employees and employers among the  the Philippines’ major failure in creating higher quality
employed, but many still remain in informal employment.  employment has been the inability to translate increased
Between countries in developing Asia, the shifts in the productivity into increased wages. This can arise whet
types of employment have varied substantially over the last ~ monopolies create an ultra competitive environment for
20 years. To a large extent, the shift away from informal  work, leaving the negotiation power and provision of work
employment is correlated with the degree of structural  in the hands of the employer. Thus, inducing competition
transformation that has taken place and the movement in the economy could increase the number of employment
of employment from the lower productivity agricultural  opportunities and shift the power 1o a better balance
sector into the higher productivity industrial and service  between employers and employees.
sectors. The PRC has shown that this movement can be
facilitated by providing an environment that is especially In general. a large number of informal workers in
attractive to FDI while enhancing the supply of cheap labor  developing Asia still lack adequate social protectiof
through rural-to-urban migration. In contrast. the rigid  Moreover, an increasing trend of informality in
labor laws in India and Indonesia may be constraining FDI  nonagricultural sectors, where productivity even in
and hampering the evolution to a more modern economy. manufacturing and services remains persistently lower
than that in developed countries, may indicate increasing
So far, the mediocre progress in India and the challenges. Moving toward higher quality employment
Philippines in shifting toward higher quality employment  may thus require enacting a very specific set of policies
seems Lo support the idea that it is not feasible to effectively  that are 1ailored to each country’s context.
develop a service sector prior to developing a solid and

O ————

S ——

Box 7 Migrant Workers from the Philippines ‘

The Philippines has one of the world's most sophisticated Initially, designed to promote public employment services, the
institutional mechanisms for fosternng and managing migration. Philippines’ current system for overseas employment relies on an .
Millions of Filipinos continue to work abroad, through contracts effective partnership between private and public sectors to manage

|I
,! facllitated by private recruitment agencies. Remittances from abroad migration. The deployment of contract workers has been so robust {
il contributed 12% of the country's gross domestic product in 2009 that the Philippines benefits steadily from remittances that are |
:' (World Bank 2011b). Thus, overseas work continues to provide a funneled to households all over the country (POEA 2010), |
| major opportunity for workers of all skills to obtain better quality '
] employment than Is avallable domestically. Unilike other labor-sending ~ |BoxTable 7.1 Selected Statistics on Migrant Workers from the § )
iy countries, the Philippines is a major source of both sea-based and Number of deployed worl worke,s
|‘ land-based workers, with about 1.47 million people working abroad . - 2006 2007 2008 2009
il in 2010 (POEA 2010). This dual advantage plays an important role otal — 11,062,567, 1,077,623 1. 236013 L422, 585 4, ”0’826 .
l;' In rnmgatlng unemployment in domggtlc labor markets and providing L_nnclbasujm&s_ ]_—N *.‘,5‘— —?9— ‘ ? . T 78 |
il better quality employment opportunities. New hires | 30 29 30 | 25 23
1’  Renies | aa | 46 | a8 | 52 | 83 ||
The wages of people who are able to oblain jobs abroad are many Seabasedworkers | 28 25 | 21 23 24 |
[ umes higher than those of indviduals with similar educational  |Newly hired land-based overseas workers WWW
u backgrounds and skills who remain at home. However, a result ot - - 30322323 30630’;3 33:2:: 331 ?52 ‘::%
may also be that many of the best and brightest people who are P : —1==
employable overseas leave the country, which can be both a cause |Professional 1 13 ] 14 | 15 | 14 12 |
and a consequence of a fairly depressed labor market at home. Mmmmw,mw 0 1 T R 0 0
Clerical [ 3 4 5 5 3
In 2008, almost 332,000 Filipinos were newly hired abroad (POEA  [Sales [....2 3 |.._3 3 2
2010). Aimost 50,000 of these were in professional or technical- :;:ﬁum : | 4; 32 32 -43 43 :
related work and 138,000 were In Iow-smled service-related work. Pmm T i 3 %0 59 35 35
Moreover, in 2010, over 340,000 newly hired people were deployed Gther ) 1 "3 0 0 1
{Box Table 7.1).
i Source;  POEA (2010),
1 Sources: Amante (2003), Dacuycuy (2009), POEA (2010), )




"lnlervenﬁons to Promote
ality Employment

jes within the Asia and the Pacific region are at
enl stages of development and are quite varied
¢ of their labor markets, their economic
and the creation of higher quality employment.
ies may need active intervention and specific
rket policies while others will need to remove
n firms’ productivity in order to generate more

quality employment. raise wages, and provide
rk environments. This section focuses on some
y options that can help move Asia toward higher
mployment. The summary in Table 7 identifies
that may suggest the types of policies that are

Ultimately, a sustainable increase in higher quality
ent is possible only with sustained growth of

labor productivity. Growth of labor productivity makes
it easier for emplovers o pay higher wages and improve
working conditions. Aggregate productivity can grow
through both increased real productivity per worker in
individual sectors of the economy (such as agriculture,
industry. and services) and a shift of output and labor from
lower productivity sectors (typically, agriculture) to higher
productivity sectors (industry and services).

Improving the quality of employment can be
approached from several directions. The first is indirect
demand-side policies that improve productivity and
increase the quality of working conditions (Osterman
2008). The second is supply-side policies that improve
human capital and move people into more productive
activities, including through migration from rural to urban
areas. The third is a broad set of direct social protection
policies that allow workers in both formal and informal
sectors to raise their living standards and improve the
quality of their work conditions.
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Trade and Globalization

The modern industrial and service sectors provide jobs
for only about 57% of the labor force in developing Asia,
compared with more than 96% in industrial nations.
Greater promotion of trade and FDI is important for low-
and middle-income countries to effectively raise the quality
of employment. Low-income countries with low shares of
exports relative to GDP need to capitalize on their cheap
supply of labor, while middle-income countries with a
relatively well-developed export sector may need to move
up the value chain so that wages can continue to rise.

FDI and trade have been important vehicles for East
Asian countries to increase their economic growth and
employment, as exemplified by the PRC. Multinational
firms have played an important role in the export-led
growth model: many of which have exploited the low-cost
labor advantage of East Asian economies. beginning in the
1960s and continuing through today. Ever since the PRC
opened its economy in 1978, multinational firms have
been a powerful force contributing to its growth.

An interesting and important question Ebenstein
(2011) posed is: Do multinational firms result in the
creation of higher quality jobs in a developing country? The
creation of special economic zones (SEZs), and the extent
to which firms in SEZs create higher quality employment.
is an interesting case in point. In 1978, the PRC initiated a
policy by which key strategic areas and cities were chosen
as experimental zones for FDI with privileged status.
The initial SEZs were envisioned as small laboratories to
explore the economic potential of a further opening of the
PRC economy: the chosen cities were able to operate with
administrative autonomy from the provincial government,
and foreign firms in the SEZs were allowed tax exemptions.
The SEZs were strategically located in coastal areas close

Figure 30 Trends in Real Labor Productivity in Special Economic Zones
and All Other Cities, PRC, 1960-2003
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PRC = People’s Republic of China
Source; Ebenstein (2011)

to islands with capitalist economies, including Xiamen
(near Taipei,China); Zhuhai (near Macao, China); and
the most successful SEZ, Shenzhen. which capitalized
on its proximity to Hong Kong. China. While the areas
chosen were convenient to foreign firms. they were by no
means already developed. In fact, the government focused
on undeveloped cities to minimize resistance to the new
policies, and to limit damage should the experiment fail.

The SEZs were spectacularly successful at attracting
foreign investment and cheap migrant labor from nearby
provinces almost immediately (Yeung et al. 2009). By
1985, the SEZs accounted for more than 20% of the
PRC’s FDI. The success of the original four SEZs spurred
the government to open 14 coastal cities to foreign
investment in 1984, which also began to attract foreign
firms attlempting to capitalize on the PRC’s cheap labor
and goods for lucrative overseas consumer markets.

How successful were the SEZs in terms of increasing
labor productivity and real wages of the PRC’s workers,
especially those with low skills? Ebenstein (2011)
exploited the phased rollout of the PRC’s SEZs and
free trade areas across cities as a “quasi experiment” to
examine the impact of the SEZs on local labor markets and
on the welfare of workers in these cities. He found large
increases in firm openings and employment following a
city’s conversion to a SEZ or free trade area. He also found
that the productivity of workers in firms in the SEZs was
higher than that in firms in other cities (Figure 30), and
that this gap kept widening after 1980. However. there
is no evidence of real wages being higher in SEZ cities
than in other cities. Part of the reason for this is that the
SEZ cities experienced rising prices (Figure 31). Indeed,
Ebenstein found that, between 1988 and 2001, the real
wage premium in the SEZs actually decreased.

Figure 31 Trends in Prices in Special Economic Zones
and All Other Cities, PRC, 1988-2001
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‘Ebenstein concluded that the introduction of SEZs in
ntext of PRC's huge supply of cheap surplus labor may
d to soaring corporate profits for the multinational
es that operated in the SEZs but provided little
benefit to the average worker already residing in
es. Of course, the valid comparison group may not
s already residing in the SEZ cities. but instead
ers in the rural areas who might not have migrated
nufacturing jobs in such large numbers were it not
SEZ experiment. Ebenstein’s data did not allow
) estimate the welfare gains for these workers: their
were probably substantial. especially considering
nomenal reduction in poverty that the PRC has
ed since 1980. However, the important thing to
that not all people were necessarily better off from
ven though overall welfare may have increased. it
contributed to undue resentment toward migrants
1y be driving down wages and potentially crowding
Is from jobs. However, other literature on the impact
ational companies on host-country labor markets
provided substantial evidence that multinationals
average wages (Flanagan and Khor 2011).

Indeed. at a broader level, it is difficult to see why
ional companies would behave any differently
n local firms in terms of promoting higher quality
ent and higher wages. Both sets of firms have
me objective (maximizing profits) and are likely to
to price and wage incentives in the same manner. If
g, multinational firms bring enormous firm-specific
ical and managerial advantages to developing-country
that should result in higher levels of productivity
markets, which in turn should lead to higher wages
orkers.

But the general process of globalization. which
pressure on multinational and domestic firms to
nually cut costs in order to stay globally competitive.
affect working conditions and wages adversely.
ng unit-level labor force survey data from four
sloping Asian economies. Maligalig and Martinez
2011) found that jobs with informal arrangements

e not exclusively in informal enterprises, and were
found in formal-sector enterprises. As a response
balization and the pressure to stay internationally
etitive, firms in many Asian countries have started
pting more flexible employment arrangements, such
utsourcing components of production lines that result
asive informal employment arrangements. For
ple, Maligalig and Martinez found that about 9 in 100
in Armenia’s formal enterprises were informal, while
gladesh, the proportion was 4 in 100, and in two
inces of Indonesia. the incidence was 33% in Banten
31% in Yogyakarta.
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Flanagan and Khor (2011) recently conducted an
empirical study to test the causal effect of global trade
flows on working conditions. They compared the evolution
of working conditions and labor rights in Asian versus
non-Asian countries from 1990 to 2008 and analyzed the
relationship between labor conditions and international
trade and investment flows.!? They observed that both
working conditions (pay. hours of work, and job safety)
and labor rights (workplace freedom of association,
nondiscrimination, abolition of forced labor, and reduction
of child labor) advanced in Asia and the rest of the world
during this period when both trade and investment flows
grew. As a region, Asia generally scored lower than other
parts of the world on most measures of working conditions
and labor rights, but that the differences with the rest of the
world have been narrowing over time.

Flanagan and Khor found that countries with open
trade policies generally had better working conditions
and labor rights than countries with closed trade policies
(Figures 32-35). In open economies, annual pay per
manufacturing worker outside of Asia is almost three times
higher than in closed economies: and in Asia, it is almost
nine times higher in open than in closed economies. This
likely reflects the higher labor productivity in the open
economies. Qutside of Asia, the fatal on-the-job accident
rate in manufacturing and measures of work hours are
significantly lower in open economies. In comparison.
open economies in Asia have slightly higher hours of
work. Labor rights are also generally better respected in
open than in closed economies outside of Asia (Figure
33): freedom of association rights are stronger. and child
participation in the labor force and measures of forced
labor are lower in non-Asian open economies. Only in
the case of gender discrimination is there little difference
between economies with open and closed trade policies.!3

Nevertheless, Asian economies with open trade
policies generally had better labor rights than did closed
Asian economies by the end of the 20th century (Figure
35). In general. the expansion of international trade
and investment during the two decades since 1990 has
been associated with a broad improvement in working
conditions and labor rights around the world. However,
openness and expansion are found to have no direct
influence on labor rights. All of the improvements are
attributed to the indirect effect of rising per capita income,

12 Thestudyused 11 Asian economies (the PRC; Hong Kong, China; India;
Indonesia; Japan, Kazakhstan; the Republic of Korea; Malaysia; the
Philippines; Singapore; Taipel,China; and Thailand) and 46 developed
and developing non-Asian countries in Europe, Latin America, the
Middle East and North Africa, and North America.

13 This study did not compare results to assess whether the gap was
increasing or decreasing in labor rights between Asia and the rest of
the world in open versus closed econamies.




Figure 32
Working Conditions in Open versus Closed Non-Asian Economies
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Figure 33
Labor Rights in Open versus Closed Non-Asian Economies
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and this effect is found to be uniformly true between Asian
and non-Asian economies when weighted by the labor
force in each economy. Thus, to the extent that trade raises
per capita income, it advances both working conditions
and labor rights—a trend that is consistent with the general
predictions of international trade theories.

The Role of Migration

Structural transformation plays a key role in providing
better employment opportunities as there is a limit to
how much agricultural productivity can be raised. In most
countries, the service and manufacturing sectors have
higher rates of labor productivity, and therefore higher
wages, than the agricultural sector. Figure 36 shows the
value added per worker in 2009 in each of the three sectors

Figure 34
Working Conditions in Open versus Closed Asian Economies
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Figure 35
Labor Rights in Open versus Closed Asian Economies
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for a number of developing Asian economies. In Thailand,
forexample, value added per worker in industry is more than
10 times that in agriculture. With such large differentials,
there is a strong incentive for rural workers to migrate 10
urban areas. Indeed. historically, an important means of
increasing the productivity of rural workers has been to
move them to jobs in manufacturing and services that are
often based in the urban areas. Low-income countries that
suffer from both high rates of agricultural employment and
low rates of urbanization may benefit from programs that
facilitate migration from rural to urban areas. This can be
done by increasing urban employment opportunities and
easing the transition from rural to urban areas so that more
people can take advantage of the benefits that come from:
urban environments.




Figure 36 Value Added per Worker in Agriculture, Industry, and Services, Selected Asian Economies, 2009
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e Asia and Pacific region has seen massive rates
—urban migration during the last 4 decades. In
conly 16.3% of Asia’s population was urban. It had
sed to 24% in 1975, 41.7% in 2009, and is slated to
2 to 50% by 2025 (UNDESA 2010). The PRC has
nced some of the largest labor migration flows in
n history since implementing economic reforms in
by 2009 alone, 153 million migrant workers were
in urban areas. The migration flow has propelled the
s economic and social transition by increasing labor
luctivity and restructuring society.

In addition to the direct effect of improved
yment opportunities for the migrant workers, the
who remain in agriculture also benefit. Their
productivity rises, as fewer workers are left in
ture. Remittances from the urban migrants can
raise investment in the rural areas. And the migrant
tkers' families benefit from a substantial decline in
rconsumption and income risk. as they now have more
ified sources of livelihood.

- Using a rich panel data set on about 2,000 rural
seholds from three provinces in Northeastern Thailand
ed in 2007, 2008, and 2010) and a survey of 643
rants from these rural households in the Greater
gkok area in 2010, Hohfeld et al. (2011) found
households whose members migrated o Bangkok
erienced a 17%-22% increase in their household
e relative to control households whose members did
migrate. Further, the estimated impact was even larger

Indonesia

Philipgmes Thalland

B Services W Industry

in the poor provinces of Buriram and Nakhon Phanom,
at 35% each, and Ubon, at 47%. This provides evidence
that migration can substantially improve job and income
prospects for households residing in the poorest provinces.

Hohfeld et al. asked those who migrated to Bangkok
to assess whether their work conditions had improved in
their most recent job. Nearly 75% of the sampled migrants
reported that their working conditions had definitely
improved since their previous job. Each additional year
of schooling the migrant had was associated with a 6%
increase in the likelthood of improved working conditions.
Conversely. indebtedness was associated with a 28% lower
probability of improved work conditions. Upon correcting
for self-selection. Hohfeld et al. found that migrants
were much more likely than nonmigrants (i.e., those who
remained in their rural village) to report an improvement
in working conditions. This suggests that, based on the
migrants’ own perceptions. migration results in jobs with
better working conditions.

Hohfeld et al. also created an index of job quality
based on several objective indicators, including job
stability: possession of a written or verbal contract: and
the availability of life, health, or disability insurance.
The empirical results were largely unchanged when they
used this index instead of the subjective assessment of
improved working conditions as the dependent variable in
the analysis. Thus, their analysis indicates that migrants
were much more likely than similar people who had stayed
in the rural areas to hold higher quality jobs.



In addition 1o migration within a country,
international migration plays a significant role in providing
access to higher quality employment for Asian workers.
This 1s especially true when countries fail to provide
sufficient employment opportunities for their populations,
[nternational migration can help balance disequilibria
in the supply of and demand for labor between sending
and receiving countries. The migrants often receive
higher wages, and their countries of origin benefit from
remittances (Lucas 2008).

Migration may also have drawbacks. An increased
supply of workers in urban labor markets may put
downward pressure on urban wages. Urban employers
might not be inclined to improve working conditions if
the supply of labor from rural areas is elastic: indeed. a
very large oversupply of labor could lead 1o a deteriorating
quality of employment. International migration can lead
to significant “brain drain™ and could depress a country’s
productivity and innovation if the country’s best and
brightest people are going abroad. In the receiving country,
migration can lead to lower wages in jobs where there
is an influx of migrants (Lucas 2008). Of course. with
appropriate policies and monitoring of migration inflows
and outflows, it is possible o improve welfare. Rural-
urban migration can speed structural transformation and
allow rural workers access to higher quality employment.
while international migration provides a means for workers
10 access higher quality employment when the home
country is not capable of generating sufficient employment
opportunities.

Raising Rural Labor Productivity

Given that a large proportion of Asia’s poor will continue
to live in the rural areas for the foreseeable future, it is
important to not neglect policy for improving the quality
of jobs in rural areas. Many lower income countries still
have large agricultural sectors that employ over 40% of
the labor force and have exuremely low productivity.
While rural-urban migration is an important means
o increase productivity and provide access to higher
quality employment, it is not an immediate or the most
desirable option for the entire rural population. The main
ways to expand opportunities for higher quality jobs for
people who remain in the rural areas are to (1) enhance
the productivity of rural workers who have ownership of
productive assets. and (2) provide access to markets that
can ensure sufficient demand for their labor.

Workers who explicitly or implicitly own productive
assets will have a greater likelihood of achieving stable
and reasonably well-paid employment than workers who
do not. Such assets include workers’ own labor, as well

as physical assets such as land. financial assets such as
working capital, human assets such as education, publi¢
assels such as access to electricity and other infrastructure,
and social assets such as the organization and coordination
of people. How the returns to these assets change depends
importantly on the composition of local employment and
the extent to which product and labor markets are integrated
with the wider world. Credit markets, effective transports
and other forms of basic infrastructure are important to the
availability of productive employment.

Among the most important factors that can hamper
growth in rural areas are (1) constraints on the use and
availability of technology: and (2) an absence or paucity
the value-added manufacturing sector. financial services,
and infrastructure. Alleviating these impediments can lead
to enhanced productivity of rural workers (Foster 2011).

Technological innovation and value-added
manufacturing. Innovations such as a shift to high-value
crops, fertilizers that increase agricultural output, and labor
saving technology are viable ways to increase productivity
in rural areas. Given that there is excess demand for
agricultural products outside of the rural market, the
improvement in productivity can result in real increases in
income for the rural sector,

The use of technology potentially has strong
distributional implications. Foster and Rosenzweig
(2010) explored scale economies in agricultural Indi
They show that, over the period 1982-2007 in rural India,
mechanization increased substantially, particularly among
larger scale farmers. While traditionally the view was th
small-scale farmers in rural India were more productive
than larger ones. Foster and Rosenzweig showed that
during 1999-2008, larger farmers were more profitable
than small-scale farmers after accounting for supervisory
costs. potential search costs for off-farm employment
and the potential endogeneity of land with respect to
productivity. This profitability was found to be largely
a result of the labor saving that was possible through
increased mechanization. They noted that the maxi
profitability was achieved at farm sizes of about 4 hectares.

As agriculture innovation may not necessarily
be appropriate for the entire rural sector. Foster (2011)
suggested that developing a value-added manufacturing
sector that is highly productive in the rural area could be
a promising way to improve the employment prospects
of the rural sector. In a rural economy with no value
added manufacturing sector. increases in agricultural
productivity, where agricultural products are exporied;
may only lead to minor improvements in overall welfare
and could entail adverse effects for some people. This i§




se, while improved agricultural productivity can
the prospects and income of people in agriculture.
proportionate increases in the productivity of the
ultural sector, it will result in drawing people from
nonagricultural sector. This will then bid up wages in
anagricultural sector and cause prices 1o rise.

showed in a theoretical model that
~productivity improvements in a value-added
uring sector in the rural area where agriculture
puts into the production process (e.g.. canned
' _sed food) can lead to large welfare gains. This
lLis based on a reasonable assumption that goods are
~and the cost of transporting raw agricultural
is significantly more than the cost of transporting
sed goods. In this case, the productivity of value-
production will increase the demand for inputs of
_ goods and bid up the price of agricultural
‘As a result, workers will be drawn back into the
ultural sector, and the overall gains in wages and
§in both sectors will increase.

Foster provided empirical support using ARIS-
REDS'# panel surveys of rural India to show that having a
dded manufacturing sector is potentially important
ral economies. He controlled for village fixed effects:
on of workers employed in each of three occupational
ories (traded manufacturing. nontraded services, and
dded in agriculture): the share of income from
ure, self-employed nonfarm. and salaried work;
in agriculture: population: and the distance to the
est town (which changes over time as villages become
5). Using the log income of the corresponding
ile as the left-hand side variable, he found that
ling the population’s share of value added workers
ulted in 8.0% additional income. at the 10th percentile
|8.8% at the 90th percentile of the income distribution,
share of agricultural income was shown 1o have a
ive relationship with overall income, indicating the
al importance of nonfarm activity as a source of rural
nings growth,

Thus, there is evident support that technological
innovation can have positive benefits. In particular. having
chnological innovation in a value-added manufacturing
or can result in considerable benefits for all workers
the rural economy and thus may be Key to promoting
employment opportunities and raising the quality of
employment.

Financial services. Financial services, and
particularly credit markets. can have a profound effect
on agricultural productivity and nonagricultural self-
employment by providing working and startup capital. The

14 ARIS-REDS Additional Rural Income Survey and Rural Economic
Development Survey.
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growing literature on microcredit has shown that access 1o
structured credit can result in higher productivity in small
family businesses. and better living standards especially in
rural areas,

A growing body of evidence suggests that increased
access to banks has significant effects on the nature
of employment and improves economic activity, Feler
(2010) vsed bank privatization in Brazil to examine the
consequences of reducing subsidies to rural banks. Feler
found that. in the areas that Jost subsidized banks and did
not have alternative sources of credit. economic activity
decreased and the number of skilled workers declined.
Burgess and Pande (2003) examined the effects of India’s
social banking experiment. which mandated banks to open
branches in underserved areas of India. Their findings
suggested significant decreases in rural poverty and increases
in nonagricultural output from access to bank services.

However, problems of imperfect information
plague financial markets, and providing the appropriate
financial services may be very costly especially in rural
areas. In their detailed study of scale economies in rural
agriculture, Foster and Rosenzweig (2010) found that low
levels of access to credil seemed to adversely affect the
use of agricultural inputs such as fertilizer and. ultimately,
the profitability of smaller scale farmers. Townsend
(2011) argued that, while financial deregulation has had
substantial positive effects on economic growth in Thailand
by providing a better match between entrepreneurial skill
and access to capital, subsidized credit in some cases led 1o
an inefficient overdispersion of economic activity.

Moreover, it is not clear whether the public sector
can sufficiently overcome the difficulties to make public
financial services a cost-effective mechanism to increase
the quality of rural employment. Kaboski and Townsend
(2010), for example, found evidence of increased business
economic activity associated with Thailand’s Million Baht
Fund. but that the social costs of the program exceeded the
social benefits.

Clearly. ineffective monitoring and inappropriate
financial products for certain groups can have adverse
elfects toward raising the quality of employment. However.
there are potentially huge gains from increasing access 1o
financial services in rural areas and it can provide a means
for certain business-minded rural workers to increase their
profits and improve their circumstances.

Infrastructure. Infrastructure plays animportant role
in determining rural productivity growth and employment.
Important infrastructure in rural areas includes irrigation,
electricity. roads, transport. and grain storage. among other
things.




In particular, infrastructure that improves transport
facilitates access to markets outside of the local area.
This can lead to increased demands for agricultural and
nonagricultural products and to diversification of the
nonfarm sector in rural areas. As Felkner and Townsend
(forthcoming) found, road infrastructure drove substantial
growth in rural areas of Thailand. They found that increased
infrastructure, because it provides access to key markets,
was also associated with a larger share of enterprises and
higher growth of enterprises in rural villages. Donaldson
(2010) also found evidence that the introduction of
railroads in India led to greater economic activity by
exploiting gains from frade between different regions.

Electrification can also have positive effects.
by expanding the hours during which it is possible to
work and accomplish different tasks while enabling
microenterprises o diversify. Rud (2011) suggested that
firms faced with poor and unreliable electricity supplies
must invest in a relatively costly replacement technology.
Taking advantage of South Africa’s post-apartheid
electrification roll-out in KwaZulu-Natal province (which
generated exogenous variation in access to electricity
across households and time). Dinkelman (2010) examined
the effect of electrification on rural employment. She found
that electrification led to an increased supply of labor by
women and men in their 30s and 40s who were residing
in poor and middle-income communities. Dinkelman
also found the increased supply of women's time used in
small-scale family enterprises resulted in a decrease in
women's wages. This emphasizes the need to accompany
increased work hours and output with increases in demand
for outputs. Thus, rural electrification in itself may not lead
to overall improvements in wages, but, particularly when
complemented with transport infrastructure, may lead to
overall improvements and employment conditions of the
rural poor.

Human Capital

Few factors are as important in raising labor productivity
as human capital investments, While the average years
of schooling in many Asian countries have increased
substantially during the last few decades, this has not
necessarily led to the workers having the skills and
training that help them obtain higher quality employment.
Moreover, a low level of human capital may be a constraint
to investment and expansion in sectors that require skilled
workers. As markets in couontries at different stages
of development typically demand different skills sets.
educational investments and policy should likely vary with
these needs. In particular. low-income countries with a
high proportion of informal workers may need to consider
developing a focused and narrow set of skills through

vocational education and training programs. However,
middle-income countries that are trying to move up the
value chain may require more general tertiary education
that allows for the development of innovative ideas.

As Foster (2011) noted, the informal labor market in
agriculture that exists in many low-income countries may
reflect the shifting nature of agricultural labor demand. but
it may also indicate a lack of specialization in particular
land or tasks. By contrast. most self-employed workers
and most factory workers outside of the nonfarm sector
may have specific skills that cannot easily be replaced
by someone working in another sector. Thus, the rents
associated with these skills should appear in terms of labor
market earnings. Because specific skills are associated
with nonfarm employment, a wage premium is observed
for many forms of nonfarm employment (Lanjouw and
Murgai 2008), which suggests focusing on training and.
educational programs that can allow nonfarm workers in
rural areas to develop a specific set of skills.

Entrepreneurship training is also a potentially useful
tool for raising the income of microentrepreneurs. Karlan
and Valdivia (2006) used a randomized treatment that
added business training to an existing microcredit program
in Peru to study the impacts of entrepreneurial training.
They found that the training increased repayment and
business revenues for the clients. They also found that
people showing the most benefit from the training were
those who had expressed the least interest in the program.
This provided evidence that important management skills:
can be taught.

While the pendulum has swung from an emphasis on:
technical and vocational education and training (TV
programs in the 1980s and early 1990s to an emphasis on
general education programs since the mid-1990s, there is
limited research to firmly resolve the debate on which type
of education is more beneficial. Because students who
enroll in TVET may have, overall, different backgrou
and educational competencies from those who elect general
education, it has usually been impossible to assess which
track of education may be better, all else equal. Horowitz
and Schenzler (1999). correcting for selection bias, fou
that general education exceeded returns to TVET in
Suriname. Conversely, Malamud and Pop-Eleches (2008)
using an education reform that shifted a large propo
of students from vocational training to general educatig
while keeping the average years of schooling unchange
found that in Romania there were no differences in ret
between graduates of vocational versus those of generd
schools. However, the difference in findings may re
the quality of the general education versus the technical
vocational education institutions.



‘achieve higher quality employment are often constrained
ich between the type of skills needed in the labor market
available in the workforce. To ameliorate this mismatch,
s sometimes consider technical and vocational education
ing (TVET) as a way for workers to quickly acquire the skills
by various industries, The intention is to use vocational
Jimpart marketable skills so that their graduates will he
ployable, have higher productivity, and earn higher wages,
“leading to higher economic growth and lower poverty
Early success from TVET in countries of the Organisation

omic Co-operation and Development (OECD) and later

such as in Hong Kong, China; the Republic of Korea;
pore; and Turkey—heiped strengthen the idea that TVET can
fill skills gaps in the labor market and be a good avenue for
ic development.

ent and eamings data from the 2008 Viet Nam Household
Standards Survey show that, on average, workers with
al education earn 80%-100% higher wages than workers
h no formal education, even after controlling for factors such as
or locality. However, despite the promise of higher productivity
the acquisition of technical skills, TVET is not an adequate
litute for general education at the tertiary level. While graduates
-level vocational education can expect 97% higher wages
people who have no education, the wages of people with
c tertiary education are 145% higher. Thus, people with

al college diplomas earn about one-third less than people
h academic college diplomas.

flet Nam, a major challenge to improving TVET is the lack of
ination between the agencies tasked to overlook it. While

MOET (2006), Son (2011},

In general. expanding and strengthening vocational
ducation opportunities can serve an important purpose,
ially in a rapidly growing, liberalized economy.
onal education can also be a powerful tool for
roving job prospects and job quality among the
r. For example. in Viet Nam, which still has a large
cultural sector, people with vocational education were
to have greater success in finding employment and
er wages than people with general education up to the
ondary level. but had slightly lower employment and
amings than people who had general tertiary education
x 8).13

Ultimately, as economies evolve and become more
service oriented, promoting TVET may no longer be very
ful for the majority of the population. Newhouse and

15 Bassanini (2006) found that training did not help advance wages
in developed countries, except among young and highly educated
employees, who are the most likely to have higher earning potential
and are less susceptible to poverty. However, he found that training
could iImprove employment secunty for older workers or thase who
have little education,

Box 8 Technical and Vocational Education and Training

oward Higher Quality Employment In Asic

the Ministry of Labour, Invalids and Social Affairs has the primary
responsibility for vocational education, the Ministry of Education and
Training has overall responsibility for education and the Ministry of
Industry and Trade is responsibile for industrial strategy. Thus, the
three ministries have overlapping interests in TVET. As a result, the
TVET system has lacked resources, administrative and managerial
capacity, and qualified teachers, leading to poor quality education
that lacks relevance to the labor market's requirements (MOET
2006).

The underperformance of Viet Nam's TVET system is primarily due to
its lack of relevance to the market's needs. For TVET graduates to
find higher quality jobs, the skills taught in the TVET system should
be those needed by the labor market. Poor planning and weak
labor market linkages could result in graduates being unproductive,
Jobless, or employed in jobs unrelated to their traning. Thus, the
TVET system and the industries and firms that may hire its graduates
should be closely coordinated.

The government could facilitate the needed coordination between
vocational institutions and industnal groups through educational and
industrial policies. The Republic of Korea provides a good example:
due to effective coordination between education and industrnal policy,
TVET played a key role in ensuring that workers had the skills needed
by the burgeoning industnal sector. Thus, TVET provided the skilled
work force needed for growth and allowed workers to prosper from
the growth through employment. While improving the accessibility
and quality of TVET is important, governments also need to assure
effective coordination within the TVET sector and between TVET
policy and industrial policy. TVET should be integrated into a country’s
overall economic growth and poverty reduction strategy.

Suryadarma (201 1) examined the labor market outcomes
of Indonesian youths who entered the TVET track and
those who entered the general education track for senior
high school. They found that female TVET graduates were
able to get more jobs and higher wages than those with
general education, but these returns to TVET were not
observed for males. They cited concerns over expanding
public vocational education and the relevance of the skills
taught by TVET, especially for males in an increasingly
service-oriented economy.

In general, there is a strong role for building human
capital to improve employment outcomes, whether
through vocational or general education. Both systems
and institutions may need to be strengthened. For workers
in developing countries who are largely going to become
self-employed. having a very specific skill to market seems
warranted. However, as countries upscale and evolve, it
may be preferable to focus more on general education,
which may better impart the flexibility and innovation that
is useful for service-oriented economies.




Active Labor Legislation

To protect the rights of workers and ensure that employers
follow minimum safety and other regulations. most
governments have pursued active labor legislation. The
intention has been to enforce minimum quality standards
in organized sectors of the economy. However. such
legislation often is associated with substantial costs that can
negatively impact the quantity and quality of employment
that is created. Overly strict legislation can raise the costs
of expanding employment. lower productvity, and impede
FDI flows. For countries that are developing and have small
numbers of workers emploved in the modern organized
sector. imposing strict minimum standards of employment
quality may resultin costs that hamper or stop employment
growth and development of the modern sector. However.
as an economy advances and a larger majority of workers
are in the formal sector, the emergence of active labor
legislation that can ensure minimum standards without
severely impeding the business processes is important,
especially for the most vulnerable workers.

Legislation and firm size. An important reason why
many enterprises choose to remain small and outside the
formal sector is that they can avoid the high regulatory
costs that firms in the formal sector face, such as license
fees, payroll and corporate income taxes, and adherence to
zoning rules and labor codes (such as payment of minimum
wige, severance compensation, and contributions to
pension and medical insurance). Often, these costs can be
substantial, providing a strong incentive for enterprises
to remain small and in the informal sector (Pratap and
Quintin 2006).'® However, remaining small limits firms
from capitalizing on economies of scale and may drive low
productivity and thus low investment growth in a country.

India is a good case in point. Much of the organized
sector is covered by a plethora of legislation on employment
protection and labor dispute resolution—India has more
than 45 labor laws at the national level and an even larger
number at the state level, resulting, in principle, in a broad
range of protection for workers. The labor legislation
includes provision for contract labor, minimum wages,
social security. and unemployment. In addition. under the
Industrial Disputes Act, establishments employing 100

16 There are advantages for a firm to be in the formal sector, with one of
the most important being access to credit, Informal enterprises have
virtually no access to formal credit, as they frequently lack title to their
assets and thus cannot enter into formal contracts. This ultimately
impedes their growth and makes it difficult for them to capitalize on
economies of scale and become more productive. Soderbom and
Teal (2000) found that, in Cameroon, Ghana, Kenya, and Zimbabwe,
manufacturing firms with more than 100 employees operated on
average with 3-4 times more physical capital per employee than
firms with fewer than six employees,

or more workers must have government permission prior
to retrenching or laying off workers. and before closing
(Papola 2011).

This has constrained the expansion of output and
employment in firms that produce primarily o meet
fluctuating export orders. Besley and Burgess (2004)
found that. in 1990. formal sector manufacturing output
and employment in the state of West Bengal would have:
been 23%—-24% higher had the state not passed pro-worker
amendments during 1958-1992. Fallon and Lucas (1991,
1993) also found that formal employment for a given level
of output declined by 17.5% during 1977-1982, after the:
introduction, in 1976, of rigid labor regulation. A host of
other studies. such as Ahmed and Devarajan (2007), Ahsan
and Pages (2008). Mazumdar and Sarkar (2008). and’
Hasan and Jandoc (2010). have also come to conclusions;
that legislation is constraining productivity and growth in
Indian manufacturing. In addition. the Indian govern
had reserved entire swaths of industries to the small-scale
sector (Box 9). These reservation policies further impeded
the growth of output and employment in labor-intensive
industries. Tnevitably. this points to the fact that trying (o
ensure a certain level of quality employment too early in
the development process can be detrimental to employment
and productivity growth.

Minimum wage policy. One labor policy to single
out is the minimum wage policy. which is pursued by many
countries both in the developing and the developed world:
In general. while minimum wage legislation protects fo
sector workers by ensuring a certain level of wages, it ¢
result in significant employment losses for the least skilled
workers in the formal sector. Minimum wage policy tha
results in employment loss in the developed world off
leads to overall loss in productivity as people becol
unemployed, and hurts the poorest and most vulnerabl
workers first and most severely (see Neumark et al. 2004
2005; MaCurdy and Mclntyre 2001).

Formal sector employment losses are also observe
for developing countries. Indonesia’s experimentation
minimum wage policy (Box 10) has made it a prime countn
for researchers to examine the impact of the policy of
labor market outcomes. Exploiting the significant cha
in minimum wages, Rama (2001) found the minimug
wage had a significant adverse effect on employmel
among small firms (although not among large firms).
minimum wage increases resulting in a 5%—15% in
in prevailing urban wages but also leading to a d
of up 10 5% in urban wage employment in Indoness
Suryahadi et al. (2003) also found that employment int
urban formal sector was adversely affected by minimuf
wage increases, with every 10% increase in the e
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well-intentioned labor and industrial policies meant to foster
lity employment opportunities for the more disenfranchised
can end up constraining the growth of higher quality
ent. One example is India’s small-scale industry (SSl)
n policy.

Intil 2001, India operated an extensive SS| reservation policy as
grt of its “License Raj.” Enterprises above a certain size were
from operating in more than 500 industries, unless
orted more than 50% of their output. Industries that were
d included garments, ollseed processing, toys, hand tools,
processing. (By 1986, the reservation list had included
consumer items.) The SSI reservation policy, combined with
protection for domestic industries (which India also practiced
he License Raj), resulted in market fragmentation. The small-
enterprises could not capture economies of scale and were

num wage reducing formal employment by about
ey argued that the adverse employment effect in the
sector resulted in relocating the displaced workers
rmal jobs with lower earnings and poorer working
tions. Moreover. Sugivarto and Endriga (2008)
d that changes in the minimum wage had an adverse
¢t on the employment of unskilled, but not of skilled.

Still, while there are employment losses in the formal
, as the studies just cited have shown. the overall
of minimum wage policy in developing countries
less negative, as many individuals may simply
nd up in the informal sector. Moreover, Freeman (2009)
nted evidence that raising the minimum wage can spill
to the informal sector. leading to increases in earnings
h the formal and informal sectors. For example.
(2007) and Gindling and Terrell (2005) examined
iimum wage laws in Latin America and found they had
itive effect on wages in both the formal and informal
ors in developing countries. with slight negative
on overall employment in the formal sectors. Chun
ind Khor (2010) found similar results for Indonesia. These
indings are consistent with the theory that minimum wage
may serve as a signal of the minimum wage that
vorkers expect for their services independent of whether
dare in the organized or unorganized sector.

Thus, reasonable minimum wage laws may not
arily be detrimental in developing countries. Of
e, as formal sector employment may provide a host
nonpecuniary benefits, it is difficult to accurately assess
total impact of minimum wage laws on welfare and
ore research is needed.

Box 9 India's Small-Scale Industry Reservations

inefficient producers; as a result, consumers ended up paying high
prices for many consumer goods. The small firms were also unable
to deliver large volumes of consistent quality, which became a major
constraint to the export of garments and toys.

The SSI reservation policy was based on the Gandhian concem for
protecting the age-old handicraft and village-based industry in India.
The intention was to promote employment opportunities outside
agriculture in the rural areas. However, the policy ended up stunting
the growth of promising labor-intensive industries in which India had
a comparative advantage. such as textiles and toys. Indeed. India’s
fallure to establish a large, competitive manufacturing base in labor-
intensive consumer goods may be the result of the misguided SSI
reservation policy. This may also be one reason why the informal
sector continues to be so large in India and completely dominates
the formal sector.

While the evidence on whether labor regulation
reduces the flexibility of labor markets and reduces overall
employment is mixed. there is little disagreement on the
importance of protecting workers” basic rights at all income
levels. Enforcement of these rights is a moral imperative.
and there is evidence that provision of such basic rights
can improve productivity in the workplace (1LO 2002).

Labor Unions

Labor unions can play an important role in ensuring
workers’ rights are respected and that they receive fair pay.
However, due to a large amount of informal employment
and abundant labor, labor unions are rarely present in low-
income countries. In countries that are middle income
or higher. whose growth is based on developing labor-
intensive manufacturing, the formation of labor unions is
often inevitable.

Anecdotal evidence suggests that unions played an
important role in guaranteeing workers' rights in the United
States in the early part of the last century. For example. the
United States” automobile industry grew rapidly in the early
20th century. This resulted in large growth in automobile
employment: by 1925, over 10% of all American workers
had something to do with the production, sales, service, or
fueling of automobiles (Kyvig 2004). Despite the growth,
automobile industry wages were low and nonsalary
benefits were almost nonexistent for auto workers. Only in
the late 1930s, when unionization became the norm in the
industry. did workers” wages begin to improve significantly.
An implicit social contract was struck between workers
and the automobile companies—the companies would
get labor, loyalty, commitment. and productivity from the
workers in exchange for assuring them good wages and
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Box 10 The Minimum Wage in Indonesia

The Indonesian government has had a minimum wage policy since
the end of the 1980s (Rama 20041, Suryahadi et al. 2003). The
minimum wage has been regulated since the early 1970s, it was
initially limited to certain areas and for construction workers in
government projects. In the mid-1970s, the minimum wage was
extended to all provinces. However, until the late 1980s, it was rarely
enforced and was not effectively implemented (Rama 2001).

Major changes In the minimum wage legislation began during 1989-
1990, with the introduction of legal sanctions for noncompliance
and specific guidelines for minimum wage implementation, using a
measure of minimum physical needs (kebutuhan fisik minimum or
KFM) as a benchmark toward the end of 1990 (Manning 1997).7 In
this period, minimum wages in all provinces were significantly below
the KFM level—some provinces even had minimum wages less
than 40% of the KFM.” With the significant changes, in the 1990s,
Indonesian minimum wages tripled in nominal terms and doubled in
real terms (Rama 2001).

Since 2001, as part of a political regime favoring greater
decentralization, the power to set the minimum wage has been
transferred from the central government to the provinces and district
governments (in consultation with regional wage commissions). Each
wage commission comprises a regional manpower office, employer,
labor union representatives, and some expert advisers (Manning
2003).

The transfer of power to set the level of the minimum wage to regional
governments In Indonesia has had a major effect on minimum
wage trends. The combination of local pressures and stronger labor
unions below the central level has contributed significantly to a
large increase in the minimum wage in most provinces in Indonesia,
especially in comparnison to the mean and median wages (Box
Figure 10.1). This has led to some Indonesian experts claiming that
regional govemments seem willing to support a populist approach to

a Minimum physical needs were calculated from the food bundle that fulfilled
the minimum recommended calorie intake of 2,600 per day (Suryahadi et
al. 2003).

b For example, in 1990 the mimmum wage in Central Java was only 31% of
the KFM, and in South Sulawes! it was only 34%, while the minimum wage
in lakarta was 75% of the KFM level (Manning 1998).

job and retirement security (Freeman and Medoff 1984).
As the United States example suggests. more than just
sustained productivity growth may be needed to assure fair
pay and basic worker rights: unionization may ensure that
the jobs being created are well-paid. stable. and secure.
assuring workers of a decent lifestyle.

Sometimes, the catalyst for respecting workers’

rights may be an accident that draws public attention
to the plight of workers and goads the government into
regulatory action. This was the case in 1911, when a fire

in

a shirtwaist factory in New York led to better workplace

safety laws in factories in the United States, and in 1970,

economic policy and set the minimum wage level based on workers’
needs without considering other economic factors such as local labor
market conditions or international competitiveness (Suryahadi et al.
2003, Widarti 2006).©

Another factor is that compliance with the minimum wage policy
in Indonesia, as in most developing countries, tends to be low®
More than 18% of paid employees in urban areas receive wages
that are below the mimimum, while in rural areas the proportion |s
even greater (29%). The situation has worsened recently, as the
noncompliance rates have increased, partly due to the introduction
of the new severance pay or Labor Law No. 13 of 2003.

Box Figure 10.1
Minimum Wage, Median Wage, and Mean Wage; Indonesia;
1997-2009
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MW = minimum wage.
Source: Staff estimates calculated from BPS (various years), SAKERNAS,

¢ In principle, employers can request a temporary waiver from the minimum:
wage. However, obtaining a temporary waiver s a difficult and costly process,
particularly for small and medium-sized enterprises, as they require a finar
audit from a public auditor (Suryahadi et al. 2001). In practice, only abou
135 waiver requests are typically granted each year in Indonesia, which has
more than 20,000 manufacturing firms {Rama 2001). )

d In Honduras, for example, 32% of all employees are paid below the minimuny
wage level, and in Costa Rica, more than 25% of full-time paigd employees
receive less than the minimum wage (Gindling and Terrell 2005, 20074
2007b).

Box 10 continued on next page

when a poisoning incident led to improved safety laws i
the Republic of Korea (Box 11).

However, while labor unions can increase the qua it
of employment for some people who are union member:
they can create conditions that diminish or exclude th
quality of employment for others. They can also creal
adverse incentives that can lower overall productivity
cause businesses to become unprofitable (Urizar and
2003). Unionization is attributed to influencing downwar
wage rigidities in the market that result in less wa
flexibility (Dickens et al, 2007, Babecky et al. 2009). Whil
many developing countries have collective bargaining




.2 shows that the number and percentage of Indonesian
ming below the minimum wage has increased, especially
‘Whether this resulted from reduced enforcement or an
se in firms' noncompliance (because of an increasing
wage) Is unclear. Noncompliance is highest in the
ral sector, but lower and roughly equal in manufacturing and
(Box Figure 10.3). The noncompliance rate is also higher
ss-educated workers and young workers (Box Figure 10.4).
ncompliance appears to be strongly related to the extent
employment in a sector or within a demographic group.

the minimum wage policy is applied to all paid employment

it dering the firm's size and sector of activity, the focus
. government's enforcement is still limited to the large and
‘enterprises and to workers in urban areas (Rama 2001,
di et al, 2001). Therefore, it is not surprising that many
prises and workers in rural areas are still paid below the
‘wage due 1o lack of enforcement and labor unions in that

of workers. Moreover, the government has not issued effective
s for employers continuing to pay their workers below the

wage (SMERU 2002),

Box Figure 10.3
Non-Compliance with the Minimum Wage by Sector,
Indonesia, 1993-2009

Year
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Staff estimates calculated from BPS (various years), SAKERNAS,

rements in principle. most workers do not receive
protection of unions in practice because of improper
cement or the presence of loopholes (Mazumdar
976). Some studies have even found that union members
nd to earn less than other, similar workers (Alby et al.

)

Unions, however, can redistribute income toward
orkers without harming economic efficiency on the
i8is that negotiations (by unions) reduce some of the
action costs and leads to lower turnover within firms

an 2009). The extent to which unions can result in
improved employment will depend on a country’s level
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Box 10 The Minimum Wage in Indonesia (continued)

Box Figure 10,2
Non-Compliance with the Minimum Wage,
Indonesia, 1997-2009
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Source: Staft estimates calculated from BPS (vanous years), SAKERNAS.

Box Figure 10.4
Non-Compliance with the Minimum Wage by Educational Attainment,
Indonesia, 1993-2009

w— IngErprimary s Primaty s Junior high s High school e Higher

Source:  Staff estimtes calcilated from BPS (various years), SAKERNAS,

of development, In lower income countries with a large
surplus of labor. unions are unlikely to be effective in
raising overall wages and working conditions, as union
coverage is typically limited to a small minority of formal
sector workers. Indeed, unions are likely to exacerbate
disparities between workers in the formal and informal
sectors. By making formal sector workers more costly
than informal sector workers, unions are also likely to
make employers reluctant to hire new workers. effectively
pushing those who are not hired into the informal sector. or
into unemployment. Thus, unions may misallocate labor,
waste resources through rent seeking, and impair labor
market adjustments to economic shocks.
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Box 11 The Triangle Shirtwaist Factory and the Wonjin Rayon Company

Workplace incidents can become tuming points for workers, firms,
and governments to increase awareness of the importance of
occupational safety and health. The awareness can then lead to
positive changes in policy and practice. Two cases lllustrate the point.

On 25 March 1911, a fire broke out at the Triangle Shirtwaist factory
in New York, killing 146 of the factory's 500 employees, composed
mostly of young immigrant women of |talian and Jewish descent.
Although the factory bullding was considered modern in its time, it
was overcrowded with workers and lacked an evacuation plan. Most
of the victims died trying to escape the fire that engulfed the building,
but the doors and exits were locked., After the incident, factory owners
Max Blanck and |saac Harris were indicted for manslaughter, but they
were eventually acquitted. Outraged by the tragedy and the ensuing
verdict, groups such as the International Ladies’ Garment Workers'
Union rallied for better workplace conditions and safety laws. This
incident eventually led to the enactment of 36 statutes regulating
workplace fire safety and ventilation and set minimum standards for
working women and children.

The rayon industry in the Republic of Korea had started to develop
in 1959, with the establishment of the Heunghan Synthetic Fibre
Company, which eventually became the Wonjin Rayon Company.
In the 1980s, a massive outbreak of carbon disulfide poisoning
occurred among workers at Wonjin, due to long-term exposure to
the chemical during the rayon production process. A combination

Sources; Cooper (2011); Park, Hisanaga, and Kim (2009).

However, in middle- and upper-middle income
countries where the supply of labor is less elastic and a
larger proportion of workers are employed in the formal
sector. unions can be effective in raising overall wages and
working conditions. More importantly, the right to join a
union and bargain collectively is an important means of
ensuring that workers’ voices are heard.

Social Protection

The last two decades have brought the issue of social
protection to the forefront of the policy agenda in many
Asian countries, despite Asia’s rapid and sustained growth.
The interest in social protection stems from several factors.
One is the painful experience of some Asian economics
during the financial crisis in the late 1990s. The recent
global financial crises have reinforced the sense of social
insecurity as Asians watch their more affluent counterparts
in the West go through a period of slow job recovery. Other
factors identified by Park (2010) include the imminent
demographic transition in many countries in the region:
the role of protection in maintaining social stability; the
erosion of traditional social protection systems based
on family and community ties accompanying rapid
urbanization; the speed of structural change in labor
markets due to globalization: and increased labor market
flexibility.

of unenclosed rayon spinning equipment, poor ventilation, lack of
protective gear, and lack of awareness about the toxicity of carbon
disulfide led to the poisoning outbreak. In response, the government
created the Special Committee for Wonjin Rayon Measures to
investigate the outbreak, while courts ruled for the compensation
of workers suffering from carbon disulfide poisoning. This outbreak
helped bring about positive changes that strengthened measures to
prevent occupational health and safety problems in the workplace.
It also instilled greater awareness of occupational health and safety
among managers and policymakers alike. The poisoning helped spur
the enactment of the Industnal Safety and Health Act of 1990, which
has gone a long way toward improving overall working conditions in
the Republic of Korea.

It is often said that “an ounce of prevention is worth a pound of
cure.” However, lack of awareness and the drive toward economic
development sometimes leads firms and governments to overlook
occupational health and safety issues in order to increase
productivity. In the two cases above, unfortunate incidents—a fire
and an outbreak of carbon disulfide poisoning—eventually led to
greater awareness of hazards, safer working conditions, and changes |
in policy or regulations. In addition, the two cases highlight the
importance of enforcing preventive measures to ensure workers'
safety and health, both of which are crucial for workers' morale and
for increased productivity.

In its broadest sense. social protection refers to g
“set of policies and programs designed to reduce poverty
and vulnerability by promoting efficient labor markets,
diminishing people’s exposure to risks. and enhancing
their capacity to protect themselves against hazards
and the interruption/loss of income™ (ADB 2008: 7). In
labor markets. such programs and policies range from
unemployment and disability insurance to programs to
ease the adjustment process and to pensions.!” Social
protection is considered an essential element of inclusive
growth that can ensure social cohesion as well as economi¢
and social stability (Bonilla Garcia and Gruat 2003).

However. in practice, few developing countries have
broad-based social protection that universally or adequately
covers all types of employment. For low-income countries
with a large share of informal employment, having a well-
built social protection system is simply not financially
feasible. However, there is good reason for such countries
to have some basic social protection for workers and ta
ensure efficient allocation of resources that can lead
more stable and greater economic growth. Thus. soc
protection systems need to be built gradually based on
a country’s development stage. At low-income levels, it

17 Park (forthcoming) provides a comprehensive overview of pension
systems in East and Southeast Asia, and outlines policy options for
reforming them, 4
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essary to have a social protection system that
all people with a minimum level of health
ensure that people have enough income for
ence. As a country grows and becomes more
d, it can build and diversify its social protection
1o raise the level of protection. including such
pensions. For example, workers at low-income
y be unable to save for retirement: however, as
s grow, this may change and a pension system
substantial impacts on workers’ well-being in
by forcing them 1o save a minimum amount of
rearnings.

universal government provision of social
on benefits such as health care and pensions
> the disparity between workers in the formal
Anformal sectors. However, in most developing
nomies, such benefits are available only to
mployed in the formal sector. For example,
Philippines, the national health insurance that is
lly accessible to all workers is disproportionately
workers in the formal sector (Orbeta 2011). This
the inequality between informal and formal sector
rs and increases the likelihood that vulnerable (e.g..
and elderly) workers in the informal sector will
poverty. Additionally. the provision of universal
insurance, including job security measures (e.g.,
oyment insurance), allows workers to enter more
mically risky job activities where they may be more
ve (Boyer 2008). The United States is an obvious
point. Group rates for health insurance coverage are
y only available ro workers from their employers.
s restricts job mobility and prevents workers in low-
ctivity jobs from moving to more productive jobs
 for fear of losing their health insurance coverage.
versal health coverage were available, workers’
wbility would increase and this would improve efficiency
2 economy.

Governments cannot delay introducing social safety
il they become high-income economies. but need
nd appropriate means and methods for implementing
. Hu and Stewart (2009) contended that, in the case
e working poor, a fully funded pension arrangement
ay not be the best solution because the primary concern
I the poor is to sustain their very basic needs. Instead.
recommended using flexible pension terms for the
ing poor, on the basis of seasonality and level of

ngs. Special pension schemes should be carefully
igned to suit workers’ profiles. especially among the
king poor. Similarly, in providing informal workers
th more access to health insurance, the right mix of price
d coverage must be identified. Thus, the set of social
protection measures that a government provides should

differ depending on the wealth of its workers and the
economy’s overall stage of development.

Building a sustainable and broad social protection
system is neither straightforward nor easy. The PRC has
built its pension system as its work force has become
increasingly wealthy and more aged. Extepsive pension
reforms have been instituted to create a broader level of
coverage for urban workers that includes several pillars
that provide a minimum level of economic support, basic
old age pension paid by employers based on employees’
wages. mandatory individual accounts requiring a
contribution of 8% of monthly salary, enterprise annuities
that are voluntary retirement plans set up by employers,
and other schemes. There is also a voluntary rural pension
system, but due at least partly to low incomes in the rural
sector, few people are covered. By the end of 2008, only 56
million of the country’s approximately 750 million rural
residents had joined voluntary pension programs and the
average pension was less than CNY 100 ($15) per month.
Clearly, more than a voluntary contributory pension system
is needed. A more active government role may be needed
to increase the coverage of such social protection systems
without overly burdening workers or employers (Leckie
forthcoming).

Thailand provides a good example of a country
that has, over time. expanded the coverage of its social
security program as it became more developed. Thailand’s
program was initially set up to provide benefits for illness.
matemnity, disability, death, and old age. In 1995, maternity
benefits were extended from 60 to 90 days. pensions
were extended to life, and survivor grants were added. In
1998. old age pensions and child allowances were added
as well. However, until 2000, the program covered only
about 15% of the workforce. Compulsory participation in
the program was extended from establishments with 20 or
more workers in 1991 1o 10 or more in 1993, and then to
| or more in 2002 (and finally to the agricultural, fishery.
and forestry sectors in succession). Thus, own-account
and other informal sector workers are covered under the
program.

Thailand also became one of the very few lower
middle- income countries in the world to provide universal
health care coverage when it introduced the 30-Baht
Health Scheme in 2001 (Hughes and Leethongdee 2008).
The country had provided comprehensive health care to
public servants and workers in large enterprises through
several schemes. such as the Civil Servant Medical Benefit
Scheme. the Social Security Scheme, and the Workmen'’s
Compensation Scheme, as early as the 1990s. About a fifth
of the population was covered by the subsidized voluntary
Health Card Scheme, which offered care to families for an
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annual fee of B500. The 30 Baht Health Scheme extended
coverage to the entire registered population. Because of
the near-universal provision of social security and health
insurance. Thailand’s informal-sector workers enjoy much
greater social protection than such workers in other low-
and middle-income countries.

While introducing advanced social security systems
too early will invite fiscal difficulties. even low-income
countries should provide some basic social safety nets,
Without proper social safety nets, inefficient labor
allocation will result in slower growth and may lead to
social tension and instability. which will hamper long
run growth. Thus low-income countries should work 1o
ensure that all workers can have a very basic minimum
level of protection. However, as countries become more
developed. their social protection programs should evolve.
by diversifying the set of products and raising the minimum
level of protection provided.

Right-To-Work and Employment Guarantees

Article 23.1 of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights. which was adopted by the United Naftions
General Assembly in 1948, states that “everyone has the
right to work. to free choice of employment. to just and
favorable conditions of work and to protection against
unemployment.” While many countries espouse the right
to work in principle, they have found it more difficult to
implement in practice.

Policies that can increase trade and structural
transformation can promote higher quality employment
and move countries toward full employment, i.e., where
there is no involuntary unemployment (for example. see
Felipe 2010). However, such policies cannot explicitly
guarantee that everyone who wants to work for a decent
wage will be able to work. India legalized the right to work.
by passing the National Rural Employment Guarantee Act
(NREGA) in 2005. The NREGA guarantees 100 days of
employment a year to at least one member of any rural
household who is willing to perform unskilled labor for
the minimum wage. The employment provided is typically
on rural works projects that are designed to create public
infrastructure in rural areas, such as roads, irrigation and
water conservation, land development, and flood control
and drought proofing measures. With a budget of about
§2.5 billion, the NREGA scheme is one of the largest
public employment programs in the world (Sjoblom and
Farrington 2008).

The NREGA scheme is too recent to have been
subjected to rigorous impact evaluation. However, it
was built on an earlier program in the Indian state of

Maharashtra—the Employment Guarantee Act that
enacted in 1977 and brought into force in 1979, Evidence on
this earlier employment guarantee scheme (EGS) showed
that it did not create new employment opportunities,
in large part because EGS projects often paid above th
prevailing agricultural wages. In other words, it “crowded;
out” private employment and induced workers to shi
from private agricultural employment to EGS projects.
The EGS showed that trying to implement such a scheme
is difficult and, like many other policies, is costly and may
have potentially minimal welfare gains.

Still. EGSs do have the potential to move people inta
more productive and useful activities. More importantly,
they can provide a safety net for people who are largely
self-employed and in informal sector work by providing
them with a guaranteed minimum level of earnings.

Conclusion

Much of developing Asia continues to have a large informal
sector and overall levels of productivity that are wel
below those of the developed world. Many Asian coun
find that continuing the transition to industrialization
and building the modern industrial sector while creating
higher quality employment is challenging. Because Asia

countries have widely varied levels of development, they
need policies and approaches tailored to their particulas
stages and requirements in order to move toward providing
higher quality employment.

Low-income countries need (o increase the quality
of employment by increasing trade that can attract FDI 1o
build up their productive modern sector and create more
and higher quality employment opportunities. However, as
they often have a large agricultural sector, good policy
facilitate the shift to the modern sector through migratio
to urban areas and will allow such countries to effectively
capitalize on their supply of relatively cheap labor.

The transition to the modern sector is not necessarily
rapid and many people will remain in the rural areas. )
ensure that the disparities between rural and urban
do not give rise to social and political tensions, sound
policies are needed for improving employment in the
rural sector. This may be done, in part, by improving
infrastructure in rural areas to extend the working hours
and reduce the transport costs for developing strong market
linkages between the rural and urban areas. Diversification
into additional nonfarm activities that have greater
value added and can raise incomes can be facilitated
through development of access to financial services.



ering value-added manufacturing that effectively
agricultural inputs in its production process is highly
mportant to raising the overall incomes of the rural sector.

On the supply side. building human capital will
n important. However, in low-income countries that
s many informal workers with relatively low levels of
ooling. building specific skills through TVET may be
ally important for the majority of workers.

Explicit policies to regulate the quality of
mployment are generally too difficult and costly to
lement effectively in low-income countries. For such
ntries, ensuring that productivity and formalization of
loyment is not impeded may be the better avenue. If
ernments can afford to provide basic safety nets for
al workers. this can have substantial benefits. Social
tion allows informal workers to release some of their

ption expenditures and invest in more productive
tivities.

Middle-income countries that have already
- a substantial modern sector. trade and investment
continue to be important. However. the types of
afacturing and services they provide may need to
ve as the supply of cheap labor from rural areas
pdles. In particular, they will have to move up the value
n to higher value-added manufacturing and services
or the quality of emplovment to continue to rise. This will
quire increased human capital accumulation that may be
tter provided by increased and more generalized training
provides for greater flexibility and diversification of
skills as well as development of innovative thinking.

In middle-income countries, the social protection
should become more developed than in lower
me countries, so that the most vulnerable workers
protected while the more entrepreneurial workers
ribute to the social protection schemes. In countries
‘@ fairly large and stable formal sector, it may be
ible to implement labor legislation that can ensure
nimum standards of job quality while providing enough
bility for firms to increase their productivity and
nue to upscale their activities,

In general. continuing to move toward higher
llity employment will not be an easy task. Changing
ographics will add to the challenge. Some countries
India and Indonesia) will continue to experience an
lux of labor. These countries will need to substantially
ase the quantity and quality of employment or they
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will miss the opportunity to capitalize on this demographic
dividend. Other countries (e.g.. the PRC) will experience a
rise in the age dependency ratio due to an increasingly aged
population, resulting in a drop in overall economic output
and growth unless there is an increase in productivity.
This will require increasing the quality and quantity of
education and training to ensure that people who have the
skills required by the market are available. It may also
entail greater mechanization and capital investments that
can effectively use this skilled labor. Finally, it may require
an evolution in the thinking of what qualifies as higher
quality employment. as the highly skilled aged population
may require more flexible work hours and incentives 1o
entice them to remain in the labor market and contribute to
the economy’s productivity.

Restrictive labor legislation and uncompetitive
markets can also diminish prospects for raising the quality
of employment. This may require active intervention
by policymakers to release the constraints on creating
employment internally. For countries that are unable to
sufficiently restructure their economic environment 1o
generate better employment. international migration,
possibly organized through regional cooperation. may
provide a mechanism to balance disequilibria among
countries lacking sufficient demand or supply for certain
types of labor. International migration can thus provide
workers with access to higher quality employment and
increased income while the remittances they send home
support an improved standard of living for their families
and opportunities for them to generate additional income
through businesses and by learning marketable skills.

Countries in developing Asia are clearly
heterogeneous. Some countries have had difficulties
developing higher quality employment. resulting in
increasing informal employment or depressed growth in
wages even in the organized sector. This may be partly
due to minimal progress in structural transformation
and to employment policies that are restrictive given the
country’s stage of development. However, many countries
have made substantial progress in shifting their workers
into higher quality employment, with much of this
occurring through policies that have facilitated structural
transtormation without neglecting the welfare of the rural
workers. Overall, with appropriate demand- and supply-
side policies and some level of social protection, countries
can make substantial progress toward developing higher
quality employment in Asia, which will enable it to
continue its achievements in poverty reduction and stable
and inclusive economic growth.
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pendix. Cross-Country Regression
dels of Poverty Changes and
nalization of Employment

odology. To investigate whether there isarelationship
en the formalization of employment and poverty
and inclusive growth, simple ordinary least
(OLS) regression models were used to determine
icance of the association between poverty
inequality changes, and changes in the proportion
loyment by type of status while controlling for
per capita income.

‘The general specification regressed changes in
ployment status on outcomes of interest, v, representing
es in poverty and changes in the ratio of the top 209%
bottom 20% while controlling for initial per capita
To test the robustness of the results, variants of
odel that controls for per capita income growth were
The specification can be written as

4 e .<_< ; . . :
iy, = q; + f :.ampln) ment status; ; + 0;*
Per capita income; + £
 f is the marginal effect of changes in employment
fin country / on changes in y, and £ is the marginal
¢t of initial per capita income on y.

The data in the analysis come from various sources.
is measured by the headcount poverty index at
ay poverty line from the World Development
| (WDI) and PovcalNet, while inequality is
red as the ratio of income share of households in
p 20% to income share of those in the bottom 20%
data from WDI. Per capita real gross domestic
L at constant $ prices (2005 PPP) from WDI is used
asure per capita income. Employment data is sourced
) Table 2D of the International Labour Organization's
BORSTA. which provides data on the number of
by employment status, except for the People’s
lic of China and India, whose employment data are
ated from their labor force surveys—the Chinese
zhold Income Project Surveys of 1998, 1995, and
2, and India’s National Sample Survey—Employment
Unemployment Surveys of 1993/94, 1999/2000, and
05. The types of employment status in the analysis
r to the employees, employers, own-account workers,
jer workers. and informal workers.! The average annual
e in y is calculated as the difference of the v at the
ming and end of the period spell divided by the

1 Informal workers comprise own-account workers, contributing farmily
‘members, unpaidworkers, and otherworkers thatare neither employees
Fmr employers.

number of years in between. The average annual change
in the proportion of employment status is calculated the
same way,

There are 59 countries in the analysis, which covers
the period 1990-2009. Due to the sparseness of data on
poverty and income share of the top 20% and bottom
20%. countries have different spells within this period.
Appendix Table 1 lists the countries in the analysis and
their respective period spells. Missing data on employment
were imputed by using interpolation/extrapolation from
available employment data.

Results. Appendix Table 2 presents the regression
results. Changes in the proportion of employees. proportion
of own-account workers. and proportion of informal
workers are significantly related to changes in poverty and
inequality, whereas changes in the proportion of employers
and proportion of other workers are not. Moreover. changes
in the proportion of employees have negative coefficients
when regressed on either change in poverty or change in
inequality, while changes in the proportion of own-account
workers and proportion of informal workers have positive
coefficients.

The negative coefficient for the change in the
proportion of employees has implications that depend on
whether poverty and inequality have been decreasing or
increasing and whether the change in the proportion of
employees has been increasing or declining.

* In the case of declining poverty/inequality, if
the proportion of emplovees has been increasing
(decreasing), then higher increases (decreases) in
the propoction of employees result in higher (lower)
decreases in poverty/inequality.

* In the case of increasing povertyv/inequality, if
the proportion of employees has been increasing
(decreasing). then higher increases (decreases) in
the proportion of employees result in lower (higher)
increases in povertyv/inequality.

Similarly, the positive coefficients for the change
in the proportion of own-account workers and proportion
of informal workers have implications that also depend
on whether poverty/inequality has been decreasing or
increasing and whether the changes in the employment
status have been increasing or declining.

* In the case of declining poverty/inequality, if the
proportion of own-account/informal  workers  has
been increasing (decreasing). then higher increases
(decreases) in the proportion of own-account/informal
workers result in lower (higher) decreases in poverty/
inequality.




* In the case of increasing poverty/inequality, if the
proportion of own-account/informal  workers has
been increasing (decreasing). then higher increases
(decreases) in the proportion of own-account/informal
workers result in higher (lower) increases in poverty/
inequality.

The results are robust when we control for per capita
income growth, except for the coefficient of changes in
the proportion of own-account workers to changes in
inequality. which becomes insignificant. Qur results

also show that initial per capita income is positively and
significantly associated with poverty changes. This implies
that, with declining poverty. higher initial per capit
income results in higher decreases in poverty. Initial per
capita income is also positively related to inequality. but
its coefficient is not significant. Per capita income growtl
on the other hand, has negative coefficients, but they
not statistically significant. These results show that the

formalization of employment has nontrivial effects on the
reduction of poverty and inequality.

Appendix Table 1 Countries and Period Spells

Economy Period spell Economy Period spell Economy Period spell
Argenting 1992-2009 George 1996-2008 Pakistan 1991-2006
Azerbaijan 1905-2008 Honduras 1990-2007 Panama 1991-2009
Bangladesh 1992-2005 Hungary 1993-2007 Paraguay 19602008
Belize i 1995-1999 India* 1990-2005 Pery 1990-2009
Bolivia 1091-2007 Indanesia 1990-2009 Philippines 1991-2006
Bosnia and Herzegovina 2001-2007 Iran 1990-2005 Poland 1992-2008
Braail 1980-2009 Jamaica 1990-2004 Romania 1992-2008
Bulgaria 1984-2007 Kazakhstan 1993-2007 Russtan Federation 1993-2008
Cambodia 1994-2007 Kyrgyz Rep. 1993-2007 Slovakia® 1992-1996
Cameroon 1996-2007 Latvia 1996-2004 Slovenia 1993-2004
Chile 1990-2009 Lesotho 1993-2003 South Africa 1993-2006
China, Repubiic of® 1990-2005 Lithuania 1993-2008 Srl Lanka 1991-2007
Calombia 1991-2006 Macedonia 2000-2008 Thailand 1982-2009
Costa Rica 1990-2009 Madagascar 1993-2005 Tunisia 1990-2000
Croatia? 1898-2008 Malaysia 1992-2009 Turkey 1994-2005
Dominican Republic 1992-2007 Maidives® 1898-2004 Ukraine 1992-2008
Ecuador 1984-2009 Mexico 1992-2008 Unuguay 1982-2009
Egypt 1991-2005 Moldova, Rep. of 1992-2008 Viet Nam 1993-2008
Ei Salvador ! .. 19952008 Moroteo 1991-2007 Zambia 1991-2004
Estonia 1993-2004 Nicaragua 1993-2005

a No data on ncome share of top 20% and bottom 20%: b No poverty data

Sources: Staff estimates using data from World Bank (2011b), World Development Indicators; and ILO (201 1¢) LABORSTA and ILO (2011b) KILM, except that NBS, CHIPS 988,
1985, 2002 and Employment census 2004 and 2008 were used for the People’s Republic of China and NSSO. NSS-EUS for India, 1

Appendix Table 2 OLS Estimates of Cross-Country Changes in Poverty Incidence and the Ratio of Top 20% to Bottom 20%
Dependent variable: Change in the ratio of the income share of top 20% to income share of bottom 20% i
Type of employment status :
: s ! Employees Employers Own-account worker Other Informal worker
Change in employment status -0.151** 0.132 0.108* 0.161+ 0.162**
(-3.179) (0,480 (2.064) (1.751) (3.101)
Log(initial per capita real income) " 0.033 0.054 0.048 0.103 0,033
(0.592) 0.883) [(0.814) (1.610) (0.586)
Constant 0250 . -0.469 -0,413 -0.870 . -0.263
[-0.539) (-0,911) ] (-0.835) (-1.615) (-0.559)
No. of observation 55 52 52 54 5 T
R-squared 0171 0.025 0.088 0.082 0.171
F test e 0.008 0.541 0,104 . 0112 0,010
Dependent variable: Annual mmmwm incidence ($1.25/day poverty line)
Type of employment status
] Employees Employers Own-account worker Other Informal worker
Change in employment status -0.433"", 0.542 0.321* 0.079 0.443*
(-3.842) (0.764) (2.660) {0.518) (3.510)
Logf{initial per capita real income) 0,709 0.679~ o4t 0.649** 0, 7i3%
(4.900) 14.675) 4,943) (3.944) (4.655)
Constant , 6384+ -6.201** 6713 -5.944% 6438
(-5.305) _1-5,157) (5,425 (-4.315) (-5.071)
No. of observation 5T, . . 52 53 54 53
R-squared 0.417 0.322 _ 0.369 0.267 0.402
F test 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

GDP = gross domestic product, PPP = purchasing power parity, 1-statistics in parentheses: ¥* p<0.01, ¥ p<0.05, + p<0.1
Motes:  Data for missing employment between 1990 and 2009 are interpolated/extrapolated; real income - GDP at 2005 PPR constant $ prices.
Sources: Staff estimates using data from World Bank (2011b}, World Development Indicators; and ILO (2011c) LABORSTA and ILO (2011b) KILM, except that NBS, CHIPS

1995, 2002 and Employment census 2004 and 2008 were used for the People's Republic of China and NSSO0, NSS-EUS for India.
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Box 1 lists the eight MDGs and the corresponding targets and indicators for monitoring progress.

lennium Summit in September 2000, the largest gathering of world leaders in history adopted the United
Millennium Declaration, committing their nations to a new global partnership to reduce extreme poverty, and
it a series of targets with a deadline of 2015. These have come to be known as the Millennium Development
MDGs). In 2007, the MDG monitoring framework was revised to include four new targets agreed on by member
the 2005 World Summit, namely, full and productive employment and decent work for all, access to reproductive
access to treatment for HIV/AIDS, and protection of biodiversity. The indicators for these new targets became
in January 2008, and this is the framework used here to monitor progress toward achieving the MDGs.

Box 1 Millennium Development Goals

Goals and Targets Indicators for
{from the Millennium Declaration) Monitoring Progress
extreme poverty and hunger
5 1.&. Halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people whose 1.1 Proportion of population below $1 (PPP) per day!
~ income is less than one dallar a day 1.2 Poverty gap ratio
| 1.3 Share of poorest quintile in national consumption
.B: Achieve full and productive employment and decent work for all, | 1.4 Growth rate of GDP per person employed
including women and young people 1.5 Employment-to-population ratio
1.6 Proportion of employed people living below $1 (PPP) per day
L 1.7 Proportion of own-account and contributing family workers in total employment
1.C: Halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people who suffer | 1.8  Prevalence of underweight children under-five years of age
from hunger 1.9 Proportion of population below minimum level of dietary energy consumption
Ensure that, by 2015, children everywhere, boys and gris afike, wil | 2.1  Net enrollment ratio in primary education
be able to complete a full course of primary schooling 2.2 Propartion of pupils starting grade 1 who reach last grade of primary
2.3 Lteracy rate of 15-24 year-olds, women and men
3.A: Eliminate gender disparity in primary and secondary education, pref- | 3.1 Ratios of girls to boys in primary, secondary and tertiary education
erably by 2005, and in all levels of education no later than 2015 3.2 Share of women in wage employment in the non-agnoultural sector
3.3 Proportion of seats held by women in national parliament
duce child mortality
4 Reduee by two-thirds, between 1990 and 2015, the under-five 4.1 Under-five mortality rate
montality rate 4.2  Infant montality rate
4.3 Proportion of 1-year-old children iImmunized against measles
5.A; Reduce by three quarters, between 1990 and 2015, the matemal | 5.1  Matemal mortaiity ratio
mortality ratio 5.2 Proportion of births attended by skilled health personnel
61 5.8: Achieve, by 2015, universal access to reproductive health 5.3 Contraceptive prevalence rate
5.4 Adolescent birth rate
5.5 Antenatal care coverage (at least one visit and at least four visits)
5.6 Unmet need for family planning
sat HIV/AIDS, malaria and other diseases
'hmt 6.A; Have halted by 2015 and begun to reverse the spread of HIV/AIDS 6.1 HIV prevalence among popuiation aged 15-24 years
6.2 Condom use at last high-risk sex
6.2 Proportion of population aged 15-24 years with comprehensive correct
knowledge of HIV/AIDS
6.4 Ratio of school attendance of orphans to school attendance of non-
orphans aged 10-14 years
Target 6.8: Achleve, by 2010, universal access to treatment for HIV/AIDS forall | 6.5 Proportion of population with advanced HIV Infection with access to antiretroviral
' those who need it drugs
Target 6.C: Have halted by 2015 and begun to reverse the incidence of malana | 6.6 Incidence and death rates associated with malaria
and other major diseases 6.7 Proportion of children under 5 sleeping under insecticide-treated bednets
6.8 Proportion of children under 5 with fever who are treated with appropriate anti-
malarial drugs
6.9 Incidence, prevalence, and death rates associated with tuberculosis
6.10 Proportion of tuberculosis cases detected and cured under directly observed
treatment short course
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Box 1 Millennium Development Goals (contnued)

| Goal 7: Ensure environmental sustainability

Target 7.A: Integrate the principles of sustainable development into country 7.1 Proportion of land area covered by forest
policies and programmes and reverse the loss of environmental 7.2 CO, emissions, total, per capita. and per $1 GDP (PPP}
ESOUrCes 7.3 Consumption of ozone-depleting substances
7.4  Proportion of fish stocks within safe biological limits |
7.5 Proportion of total water resources used i
Target 7.8B: Reduce biodversity loss, achieving, by 2010, a significant reduction | 7.6 Proportion of terrestnial and marine areas protected
in the rate of loss 7.7 Proportion of species threatened with extinction |
Target 7.C: Halve, by 2015, the proportion of people without sustainable access | 7.8  Proportion of population using an improved drinking water source
1o safe drinking water and basic sanitation 7.9 Proportion of population using an improved sanitation facility 1

Target 7.D: By 2020, to have achieved a significant improvement in the lives of
at least 100 million slum dwellers

Goal 8: Develop a global partnership for development

Target 8.A; Develop further an open, rule-based, predictable, non-discriminatory
trading and financial system

Includes a commitment to good govemance, development and
poverty reduction - both nationally and imemationally

Target 8.8: Address the spacial needs of the least developed countries

Includes: tariff and quota free access for the least developed
countries’ exports; enhanced programme of debt relief for heavily
indebted poor countries (HIPC) and cancellation of official bilateral
debt; and more generous ODA for countries committed to poverty
reduction

Target 8.C: Address the special needs of landiocked developing countries and
small island developing States (through the Programme of Action for
the Sustainable Development of Small Istand Developing States and
the outcome of the twenty-second special session of the General
Assembly)

Target 8.0: Deal comprehensively with the debt problems of developing coun-
tries through national and international measures in order 10 make
debt sustainable in the long term

7.10 Proportion of urban population living in siums 2

Some of the indicators listed below are monitored separately for the least developed
countries (LDCs), Africa, landiocked developing countries, and small island developing
States. f
Official development assistance (ODA)

8.1 Net ODA, total and to the least developed countnes, as percentage of OECD/

DAC donors' gross national income

Proportion of total bilateral, sector-allocable ODA of OECD/DAC donors to basic
social services (basic education, pnmary health care, nutnition, safe water and
sanitation)

Proportion of bilateral official development assistance of OECD/DAC donors thal |
15 untied I
0DA received in landlocked developing countries as a proportion of their gross |
national incomes

ODA receved in small island developing States as a proportion of their gross
national incomes

8.2

8.3
8.4

8.5

Market access |
8.6 Proportion of total developed country imports (by value and excluding arms)

fram developing countnes and least developed countries, admitted free of duty
Average tariffs imposed by developed countries on agncultural products and
textiles and clothing from developing countries

Agncultural support estimate for OECD countnes as a percentage of their gross
domestic product

Proportion of ODA provided to help build trade capacity ]

8.7
8.8
8.9

Debt sustainability

8.10 Total number of countries that have reached their HIPC decision points and
number that have reached their HIPC completion points (cumulative)

8.11 Debt relief committed under HIPC and MDRI Intiatives

8.12 Debt service as a percentage of exports of goods and services

Target 8.E: In cooperation with pharmaceutical companies, provide access to
affordable essential drugs in developing countries

8.13 Proportion of population with access to affordable essential drugs on a sustain-
able basis

Target B.F: In cooperation with the private sector, make available the benefits of
new technologies, especially information and communications

8.14 Telephone lines per 100 population
8.15 Cellular subscribers per 100 population
8.16 Intemet users per 100 population

Co-operation and Development,
PPP = purchasing power parity.

made of nondurable matenal.

Source: United Nations (2011a).

AIDS = acquired immunodeficiency syndrome, CO, = carbon dioxide, DAC = Development Assistance Committee, GDP = gross domestic product,
HIV = human immunodeficiency virus, HIPC = Heavily Indebted Poor Countries, MDRI = Multilateral Debt Relief Inwative, OECD = Organisation for Economic

1 For manitoring country poverty trends, Indicators based on national poverty fines should be used, where available.

2 The actual proportion of people living in slums is measured by a proxy, represented by the urban population living in households with at least one of the four charag-
tenstics: (a) lack of access to improved water supply, (D) lack of access to improved sanitation, (c) overcrowding (three or more persons per room), and (d) dwellings




rogress toward Achieving the Millennium Development Goals and Targets

gress toward achieving the MDGs and targets is discussed in Part 11, For each goal, there is a short nontechnical
p together with supporting statistical information presented in figures, boxes. and tables on the performance
tries toward achieving the goals. On the basis of their performance to date. countries are classified as early
ver, on track. slow progress, and regressing/no progress, as measured by target indicators estimated from data
able since 1990:

Early achievers — countries that have already reached the target

On track — countries that based on past trends are expected to meet the target in, or before, 2013

Slow progress — countries that based on past trends are expected to meet the target after 2015

No progress/regressing — countries that have made no progress since 1990 or have actually slipped backward

ally, all countries would have the necessary statistics for every year from 1990 to the current year. but in practice
pe data are only collected every 3 or 4 years. In many cases the earliest observation is for a year atter 1990, and some
atries are slower than others in publishing data for the current year. For this reason many of the figures illustrating
rogress on the MDGs refer to the “earliest™ and “latest” years. The tables that are the sources for the figures in the
mmentaries show the actual years to which the data refer. The rate of change is calculated using the linear time trend
suitable transformation of the indicator values. For a detailed explanation of the methodology. see Annex 1 of the
gport, Achieving the Millennium Development Goals in an Era of Global Uncertainty (ESCAP, ADB, and UNDP 2010).
The classification into the four categories is made only for the developing member economies for which MDG statistics
eavailable in the United Nations Millennium Development Goals Indicators database (United Nations 201 1a) following
e July 2011 update. In addition, the progress classification has been made for indicators that have an explicit target
alue. such as $1.25-a-day poverty, maternal and infant mortality, school enrollment, and gender parity.

In monitoring progress, “cutoffs™ are used for several targets (Table 1). These are the cutoff adopted in the UNESCAP,

ADB, and UNDP (2010) report and later. For example, a cutoff of 2% is used for the target “halving extreme poverty
etween 1990 and 2015.” This means that when the percentage of those living on less than $1.25 a day 1s reduced to 2%,
target is considered to have been reached even if 2% is not half of the percentage in 1990.

Table 1 Cutoff Values for Selected MDG Indicators

Indicator | MDG Target | cu
Proportion of population below $1.25 (PPP) a day half the 1990 percentage 2%
Prevalence of underweight children under 5 years of age half the 1990 percentage none
Total net enrollment ratio in primary education (both sexes) 100% 95%
Proportion of pupils starting grade 1 who reach last grade of primary both sexes) 100% 95%
Ratios of girls to boys in pnmary, secondary, and tertiary education 1 0.95
Under five morality rate per 1,000 live births one-third the 1990 percentage none
Infant mortality rate per 1,000 live births one-third the 1990 percentage none
| Proportion of births attended by skilled health personnel reduce by three-fourths (without) none
|Antenatal care coverage (al least one visit) | 100% | 95%
Population using Improved water sources (urban and rural combined) half the 1990 percentage (without) | none
Population having access to improved sanitation facilities (urban and rural combined) [ half the 1990 percentage (without) | none
Source: United Nations (2011a).

Progress toward achieving the MDGs discussed in Part 1 is assessed using the indicators available in the official United
~ Nations site for the MDG indicators (United Nations 2011a). Some of these statistics end in 200R or earlier and so do not
reflect the impact of the global crisis that erupted in the second half of 2008 and continued through 2009. In addition.
new data points for earlier years are added: the most recent statistics are revised whenever firmer data became available
and more recent statistics are added as well. As a result, the categorization of countries in their progress toward achieving
- the MDGs in this issue may be revised in future issues of Key Indicators as the 2015 target date draws nearer and more

revised statistics become available.
|
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Data Sources and Comparability with Other Publications

Most of the data used in Part II are compiled by the international agencies that have been designated as compilers of
the MDG indicators. ADB staff have reviewed the data and have queried some statistics with the international agencies
concerned. However, responsibility for the reliability of the statistics remains with the agencies that are listed as the
sources of each table.

Differences that exist between this publication and reports from other organizations on the performance of countries
in meeting the MDGs may be due to several factors, including different data sources, different dates when the statistics
were collected and published, and different methodologies used in assessing the progress.
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1: Eradicate Extreme Poverty and Hunger

ss than $1.25 (PPP) a day represents extreme poverty. But that is the fate of at least 10%
ation in 19 economies of the Asia and Pacific region including the five most populous. Despite
ns, hunger is still widespread. Less than half of the countries in the region are expected to meet
f reducing the proportion of underweight children. Moreover, countries that might miss the target
ee of the most populous countries in the region. Full and productive employment and decent
all is a distant dream for most people in the region. Vulnerable employment rates remain high, and
y countries the “working poor” constitute more than 30% of total employment.

oal 1 has three targets:

LA: Halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people whose income is less than one dollar a day. The
“dollar-a-day™ poverty threshold is a purchasing power parity (PPP) adjusted dollar that has the same
purchasing power in all countries. The threshold was reviewed and has been increased to $1.25 (PPP) a day at
2005 prices. For convenience it is still referred to by its old name.

1.B: Achieve full and productive employment and decent work for all, including women and young people. Here
we look at a related indicator, the percentage of workers living on less than $1.25 (PPP) a day. Clearly, with
such jobs, although people are employed, such work is not very productive.

1.C: Halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people who suffer from hunger. Hunger here is measured by
the percentage of children under 5 years of age who are moderately or severely underweight.

eme poverty, represented by people living on less
$1.25 (PPP) a day, has declined substantially, but
in many countries, rates still exceed 20%. A family
of four must feed, clothe, and house itself on $5 (PPP) a
. Anything left over can go for transport, education, or
tor’s bills. This is a measure of extreme poverty. Many
ntries have their own definitions of poverty and these
generally use a higher threshold.

Based on the latest estimates. Figure I.la lists
19 countries where more than 10% of the population live
on less than $1.25 (PPP) a day. They include the five most
populous countries, of which the People’s Republic of China
(PRC) has the lowest percentage (15.9%) and Bangladesh,
the highest (49.6%). Most people in developing Asia live
1n countries where extreme poverty afflicts more than
- 20% of the population. The latest available data, however,
‘pertain to years 2000 to 2008 for most countries, except
for Indonesia where the latest available estimate of 18.7%
in 2009 is well below 24.6% in 2007.

Figure 1.1a Economies with More than 10% of Population Living

on Less than $1.25 (PPP) a Day, Earliest and Latest Years
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Comparing the earliest and latest years, several
countries have obviously made good progress in reducing
extreme poverty. Figure 1.1b shows the annual percentage
point reductions between the earliest and latest years.
Turkmenistan and Tajikistan have made the greatest annual
gains (annual percentage point reductions of 7.7 and 4.6,
respectively) followed by Viet Nam (3.4). As regards the
largest countries, annual percentage point reductions in
extreme poverty were: the PRC, 3.0 percentage points:
Pakistan, 3.0 points: Indonesia. 1.9 points: Bangladesh,
1.3 points: and India. 0.7 point. The three countries with
bars to the left in Figure 1.1b actually saw their poverty
shares rising between the two periods. These include two
countries—Georgia and Uzbekistan—whose economies
were badly affected by the collapse of the former Soviet
Union while Georgia had the added misfortune of civil
unrest in its border regions.

Box 1.1 Progress toward Achieving the $1.25 (PPP) a day Target
Early Achievers
Armenia Maldives
Azerbaifan Pakistan
China, People’s Republic of Sri Lanka
| Indonesia Tajikistan
Kazakhstan Thailand
Kyrgyz Republic Turkmenistan
Malaysia Viet Nam
On Track
Cambodia Timor-Leste
Lao PDR
Slow Progress
‘ No ss/Regressin,
Source: Denvad from Table 1.3.

Figure 1.1b Annual Percentage Point Reductions in Population
Living on $1.25 (PPP) a Day
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Most countries are on track to achieve the poverty
reduction target. High sustained growth in the recent
years has resulted in reducing extreme poverty levels
substantially in many countries in the region. Box 1.1
assigns economies to four groups. Fourteen of the 24
economies are early achievers, having already attained
the target of halving the percentage of the population living
on less than $1.25 (PPP) a day. Judging by the current
trends and data availability, three other countries are on
track to meeting the target, but five countries are making
only slow progress and might not meer the target by 2015

unless they make better progress. Georgia and Uzbekistan
are regressing and the proportion of their populations
living on $1.25 (PPP) a day has actually increased over
the period.

To summarize. based on trends from available data,
17 out of the 24 economies are expected to achieve the
poverty target by 2015. While this is a 70% success in
terms of the number of countries, it is less heartening
in rerms of population since both Bangladesh and India
are among the seven countries that might miss the target,
though it may be noted that the latest data on $1.25 (PPP)
a day poverty rates available for analysis for both countries
pertain to the year 2005.

Depth of poverty had significantly declined in the
pre-crisis years. Figure 1.2 shows the poverty gap ratios
that reflect the depth and incidence of poverty. These are
from surveys prior to 2009 and therefore do not account
for the impact of the global economic crisis. The smaller
the poverty gap ratio, the easier it will be for economies
to bring people above the $1.25 (PPP) a day threshold.
The five economies with the largest poverty gap ratios
are Nepal (19.7). the Federated States of Micronesia
(16.3). Uzbekistan (15.0). Bangladesh (13.1), Papua
New Guinea (12.3), and India (10.5). Several countries
have sharply reduced their poverty gap ratios over the
period. These include the PRC, Indonesia. the Maldives;
Pakistan, Turkmenistan, and Viet Nam. Not only have
these countries succeeded in bringing many people out
of $1.25 (PPP) a day poverty, those that still remain are
nearer Lo escaping.



Figure 1.2 Poverty Gap Ratio, Earliest and Latest Years
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pite some gains, hunger is still widespread in the
a and Pacific region. Effective nutrition interventions
ng pregnancy for mothers and for children until
years of age—referred to as the 1.000-day window of
ortunity—are crucial for healthy child upbringing.
re 1.3 shows the percentage of children under five
s old who are moderately or severely underweight
for earliest and latest years for which data are available.
This is estimated according to World Health Organization
(WHO) Child Growth Standards. Children can be
‘underweight for numerous reasons. In countries where
“gpen defecation is widespread. children constantly suffer
ftom diarrheal diseases. Shortage of quality food and poor
ding practices are also widespread, and many infants
e underweight at birth and are never able to catch up in
Jachieving a healthy body weight.

the 25 countries where data for two periods
are available. the percentages actually increased in five
countries although the increases were all 2 percentage
points or less. Of the 20 countries that reduced their
percentages, particularly large gains were made by
Bangladesh. which reduced the percentage of underweight
children by 22.8 percentage points: Viet Nam. 16.7 points:
Cambodia, 13.8 points; Afghanistan, 12.0 points: Uzbekistan,
10.9 points; and Indonesia, 10.2 points.

| Figure 1.2 Proportion of Underweight Children under Five Years of Age,
Earliest and Latest Years (%)
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Despite impressive gains, the percentages of
malnourished children remain unacceptably high in
many economies in Asia and the Pacific. The situation
is particularly bad in South Asia (Bangladesh, India, and
Nepal in particular) with the proportion of underweight
children almost twice as high as in Sub-Saharan Africa
and also the highest in the world. The United Nations
has recently noted that in South Asia, children from the
poorest households are more likely to be underweight than
their richer counterparts: “In Southern Asia, for example,
there was no meaningful improvement among children in
the poorest households in the period between 1995 and
2009, while underweight prevalence among children from
the richest 20 per cent of households decreased by almost
a third.™!

Box 1.2 shows the progress made by 24 economies in
meeting the hunger target, namely, to halve the proportion
of children under five years of age who are moderately
or severely underweight. Five countries have achieved the
target already, including the PRC. Five more are on track
including Bangladesh. Unfortunately, 10 countries are
still making only slow progress and might not reach the
target by 2015, This group includes the other three most
populous countries—India, Indonesia. and Pakistan. Four
countries are making no progress or are regressing.

Box 1.2 Progress toward the Hunger Target

Early Achievers
China, People's Republic of Thailand
Wyrgyz Republic Uzbekistan
Mongolia

On Track
Afghanistan Maldives
Bangladesh Viet Nam

No gressing |
b i

Source: Derved from Table 1.3.

1 The Millennium Development Goals Report 2011 (United Nations 2011, 14).

POVERTY AND

To summarize, in contrast to the poverty target that
most economies are expected to meet, most will apparently
miss the hunger target. Moreover, those that might miss
the target include three of the most populous countries in
the region, i.e., India, Indonesia. and Pakistan. Hunger has
diminished throughout the region as most countries have
made some progress, but the gains are not enough to meet
the targets set under the MDG.

Full and productive employment and decent work for
all is a distant dream for most people in the region,
Vulnerable employment rates and the proportion of
“working poor™ in total employment remain high in many
countries.

A reduction in the percentage of own-account and
contributing family workers (vulnerable employment)
accompanied by a rise in formal employment is seen as
progress toward achieving full and productive employment.
Table 1.2 shows that percentages of vulnerable employment
remain high in many economies for which data are
available—over 60% for the latest year for Georgia,
Indonesia, and Pakistan; 70% for Nepal and Viet Nam;
over 80% for Bangladesh, Bhutan, Cambodia, and India;
and over 90% in the Lao People’s Democratic Republic.
These are in contrast to around 10% rates in countries like
Australia, Japan, New Zealand. and Singapore.




Another indicator of decent employment is the Figure 1.4 Proportion of Employed People Living
king poverty rate or the percentage of employed Below $1.25 (PPP) a Day, Latest Year (%)
persons living on less than $1.25 (PPP) per day. = —_———
Figure 1.4 shows these percentages for 16 countries for o e S
arious years but mainly between 2002 and 2008. The Bangladesh _
es of the “working poor” in total employment are Timor-Leste |
50% in Bangladesh and Nepal: over 40% in Timor- india |
ste: and 30% or more in Cambodia. India, Indonesia, Cambodia _
Tajikistan. These high ratios indicate that a large Tejlkistan
portion of employed are working in jobs that are not S _
dequately remunerated to lift them and their families out e _
of poverty ‘
viet Nam |
Pakistan
Phiippnes |
‘ S Lanka
Mongolia _
| Armenia I-
Kazakhstan .
| Thailand |
‘ 0 10 20 30 40 50

Source: Table 1.2

Data Issues and Comparability

The proportion of population living below $1.25 (PPP) a day for estimating poverty and poverty gaps requires information on household
income or household consumption expenditure, and the purchasing power parity (PPP) dollar conversion rate for 2005. Both the
measurement of household income or expenditure in national currencies and the calculation of 2005 PPPs will have relatively high error
margins in many countries. Data based on the $1.25 (PPP) a day poverty line are missing for most of the Pacific island economies. The
availability of such data will help provide a better comparison of poverty incidence around the region.

The hunger indicators are based on standards that have been devised by the Food and Agriculture Organization, United Nations
Children's Fund, and World Health Organization. But while countries attempt to use the same standards, comparability is compromised
by lack of regular data in many countries. Statistical techniques are typically used to extend data collected from household surveys to
the full population. Such estimates may have large error margins.

The computation of labor productivity uses data on the number of persons employed, which does not take into account the actual
number of hours worked. Assuming a constant mix of economic activities, the best measure of labor input to be used in the computation
of labor productivity would be the “total number of annual hours actually worked by all persons employed.” In addition, differences In
the coverage of informal sector activities in the statistics of developing member economies may hamper the comparability of estimates
of labor productivity growth.
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Toble 1.1 Target 1.A: Halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people whose income is less than one dollar a day

1.1 Proportion of Population below the Poverty Line
$1.25 (PPP) a Day National 1.2 Poverty Gap Ratio
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan 33.0 (2005 36.0 (2008) 9.0 (2008)
Armenia 17.5 (1996} 1.3 (2008) 54,8 (1999) 26.5 (2009 4.7 (1996) 0.3 (2008) 8.8 (2008)
Azerbayan 15,6 (1995) 1.0 (2008) 49.6 (2001 9.1 (2010) 4.4 (1995) 0.3 (2008) 8.0 (2008)
Georgia 4.5 (1996) 14.7 (2008) 521 (2002) 21.0 (2009) 1.7 (1996) 4.6 (2008) 5.3 (2008)
Hazakhstan 4.2 (1993) 0.2 (2007} 34.6 (1996) 8.2 (2009) 0.5 (1993) 0.1 (2007) 8.7 (2007)
Kyrzyz Republic 18.6 (1993} 1.9 (2007) 47.6 (2001) 31.7 (2008) 86 (1993) 0.1 (2007) 8.8 (2007)
Pakistan 64.7 (1991) 226 (2005) 28.6 (1993) 22.3 (2006) 23.2 (1981) 4.4 (2005) 9.0 (2006)
Tajikistan 445 (1999) 215 (2004) 623 (1999) 467 (2009) 13.7 (1999) 5.1 (2004) 7.8 (2004
Turkmenistan 63.5 (1993) 24.8 (1998) 299 (1998) 258 (1993 7.0 {1998) 6.0 (1998)
Uzbekistan 32.1 (1998} 46.3 (2003) 3L5 (2000) 25.8 {2005) 13.9 (1998) 15.0 (2003) 7.4 (2003)
East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 60.2¢ (1990) 15.9% (2005) 6.0 (1996) 3.8% (2009  20.7# (1990)  4.0° (2005) 5.78 (2005)
Hong Kong, China 5.3 (1996)
Korea, Rep. of 5.0 (2004) 7.8 (1998)
Mongolia 18.8 (1995 22.4 (2005) 363 (1995) 387 (2009) 4.6 (1995) 6.2 (2005) 7.1 (2008)
Taipei,China 0.6° (1993) 1.1< (2009)
South Asia
Bangladesh 656.87 (1992)  49.687 (2005] 50.1 (1996) 40.0 (2005) 21.1¢% (1992) 13.1¢ {2005) 9.4% (2005)
Bhutan 26.2 (2003) 317 (2003) 232 (2007 7.0 (2003) 5.4 (2003}
India 49.4% (1994)  41.6% (2005) 36.0 (1994) 27.5 (2005) 13.6% (1994) 10.5% (2005) 8.1% (2005) .3
Maldives 28.2 (1998) 1.5 (2004) 21.0 (2004; 135 (1998} 0.1 (2004) 6.5 (2004) |
Nepal 68.4 (1996) 55.1 (2004) 418 (1996) 254 (2009) 267 (1996) 19.7 (2004) 6.1 (2004
Sn Lanka 15.0 (1991) 7.0 (2007) 26.1 (1991) 7.6 (2009) 27 (1991} 1.0 (2007) 6.9 (2007) .
Southeast Asia _,
Brunei Darussalam® |
Cambodia 48,6 (1994) 283 (2007) 47.0 (1994) 301 (2007) 138 (1994) 6.1 (2007) 6.6 (2007)
Indonesia 54.3% (1990) 18,79 (2009] 17.6 (1996) 133 (2010) 15.6% {1990] 3.6 (2009) 7.6 (2009} |
Lao PDR 55.7 (1992) 339 (2008 45.0 (1993) 27.6 (2008 16.2 (1892) 9.0 (2008) 7.6 {2008)
Malaysia 1.6 (1992) 0.0 (2009) 5.7 (2004) 3.8 (2009] 0.1 (1992) 0.0 (2009) 4.5 (2009)
Myanmar
Philippines 30.7 (1991 22.6 (2006) 406 (1994) 265 (2009) 8.6 (1991) 5.5 (2006) 5.6 (2006)
Singapore 5.0 (1998)
Thailand 5.5 (1992) 0.4 (2004) 33.7 (1990) 8.1 (2009) 0.4 (1992) 0.0 (2004) 6.1 (2004)
Viet Nam 63.7 (1993) 13.1 (2008) 58.1 (1993) 14.5 (2008} 23.6 (1993) 2.3 (2008) 7.3 (2008)
The Pacific
Cook Islands 28.4" (2006)
Fiji, Rep. of 255! (1996) 31.0' (2009 |
Kiribati 21.8"' (2006) |
Marshall Islands 20.0' (1999)
m!u:mnes:a, Fed. States of 31.2 {2000) 29.9' (2005) 16.3 (2000) 1.6 (2000)
auru
Palau 24.9' (2006;
Papua New Guinea 35.8 (1996) 24,0' (1990) 37.5' (1996) 12.3 (1996) 45 (1996)
Samoa 15.0' (1997) 26.9' (2008)
Solomon Islands 22.7" (2006)
Timor-Leste 52.9 (2001) 37.4 (2007 39.7 (2001) 49.9' (2007) 19.1 (2001) 8.9 (2007) 9.0 (2007)
Tonga 22.3 (2002)
Tuvalu 17.2' (1994) 26.3° (2010)
Vanuatu 15.9' (2006)
Developed Member Economies
Australia 59 (1984) ©
Japan 10,6 (1993)
New Zealand 6.4 {1997)

a Weighted average of urban and rural estimates.
b Refers to rural areas only.

¢ Defined as percent of low-income population to total population.

d Estimate is adjusted by spatial CPl information,

e Brunei Darussalam is a regonal member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
f Refers to percentage of population below the basic needs poverty line,

Sources: Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2011), country sources.
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1.6 Proportion of Employed

1.7 Proportion of Own-Account |

and Contributing Family
Workers in Total Employment
(%)

1.4 Growth Rate of GDP per
; (percent, at constant
- 1990 US$ PPP)
g Member Economies
West Asia
10.6(2003) 9.7 (2008)
-4.1(2000)  12.0 (2005)
5.0(2003)  0.6(2009)
9.2(1991) 4.1 (2007)
-6.2 (2004)
41(1991)  -2.3(2009)
6.1(1991)  0.5(2009)
7.8{2004)  5.3(2005)
53(1991) 4.2 (2009)
-5.8 (2001)
11.0 (1995) 2.2 (2009)
33(1999) 5.3 (2002)
25(1991)  -1.6 (2009)
10.6(1993)  -2.2 (2009)
-4.1(1997)  -3.7 (2009
7.5(1997) 4.9 (2004)
s Pacific
Cook Islands
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru
.~ Palau
Papua New Guinea
| Solomon Islands
- Timor-Leste
ped Member Economies
i 1.8(1991)  1.0(2009)
Japan 1.3(1991)  -3.7 (2009)
New Zealand -3.1(1991) 0.7 (2009)

41.9 (2001)
45.4 (2002)
56.9 (1999)
63.6 (2002)
56.3 (2002)
40.5 (1990)
50.9 (20083)

61.5 (1990)
58.7 (1990)
55,9 (1998

68.2 (1991)
69.8 (2003}
55.3 (1994)
51.3 (1995)
67.2 (1996)
38.6 (1990)

62.6 (1991)
76.4 (2000)
55.7 (1992)
68.6 (1995)
63.5 (1990)
59,3 (1990)
63.6 (1990)
76.9 (1990)
74.3 (1996)

56.0 (1996}

59,1 (1990
61.9 (1990)
50.1 (1990)

42.5 (2006)
60.1 (2008}
55.2 (2005)
66.1 (2009)
60.1 (2006)
42.8 {2007)
58.4 (2004)

57.6 (2009)
58.6 (2009)
56.0 (2005)

56.0 (2005)
58.6 (2005}
57.7 (2005)
54.9 (2006)
91.6 (2003)
45.9 (2009)

63.1 (2001)
64.8 (2004)
61.9 (2009)
92.8 (2003}
61.9 (2004}
59.2 (2009)
61.6 (2009)
72.7 12008)
69.9 (2004)

60.0 (2001)
50.3 (2007)
80.1 (2000)

48.2 (2001)
23.1 (1999)
52.4 (2001)
50,6 (1996}
53.3 (2002)

61.7 (2009)
56.8 (2009)
64.1 (2009)

3.9 (2004)
1.9 (2003)

19.3 (2005)
33.0 (2003)

11.3 (2002)

50.1 {2005)
26.9 (2003)
39.2 (2005)

56.1 (2000)

50.4 (2003)
11.7 (2002)

37.0 (2008)
30.0 (2002)
18.7 (2003)
0.5 (2002)

22.7(2004)  20.4 (2006)

47.0 (2001)

Earliest Year  Latest Year

35.7(2007)  37.8 (2008)
62.4 (2003)  54.7 (2008)
539(1998)  63.2 (2008)
20.0(2001)  31.9 (2008)
51.5(2002)  47.3 (2006)
4.9 (1995  63.1 (2008}
55(1993) 7.4 (2009)
300 (2000) 235 (2009)
56.6 (2000)  59.7 (2003)
69.4 (1996)  85.0 (2005)
836 (2003)
82.8 (2005)
46.3(1980)  29.6 (2006)
71.6 (2001)
430(1990)  39.8 (2009)
4.1 (1991)
84.5 (2000  86.7 {2004)
62.811997)  63.7 (2009)
90.1 {1995)
28.8(1991) 215 (2009)
44.6(1998) 435 (2008)
81(1991)  9.8(2009)
70.3(1990) 52,5 {2009)
82.1(1996)  73.9 (2004}
39.0 (2005)
26.7 (1999)
57.0 (1996)
2.0 (2002)
10.3(1990) 9.0 (2009)
192(1990)  10.1(2009)
12.7 (1991

Source:  Millennium Indicators Database Onling (UNSD 2011).

| 3 Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

10.9 (2009
——
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Table 1.3 Target 1.C: Halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people who suffer from hunger

1.8 Prevalence of Underweight 1.9 Proportion of Population below
| : mmmmumm Minimum Level of Dietary Energy
Earliest Year Latest Year nmmh m
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan 449 (1997) 32.9 (2004)
Armenia 2.7 (1998) 4.2 (2005) 45 36
Azerbaijan 8.8 (1995) 8.4 (2006) 27 27
Georgia 2.7 (1899) 2.3 (2005) 58 19
Kazakhstan 6.7 (1995) 4.9 (2006) <5 <5
Kyrgvz Republic 8.2 {1997) 2.7 (2005) 17 13
Pakistan 39.0 (1990} 31.3 (2001) 25 20
Tajikistan 14.9 (2005) 34 42
Turkmenistan 10.5 (2000) 9 9
Uzbekistan 15.3 (1996) 4.4 (2006) B 5
i East Asia
| China, People’s Rep, of? 153 (1992) 6.8 (2002) 180 128
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of <5 <5
I Mongolia 10.8 (1992) 5.3 (2005) 28 33
' Taipei,China
i
| South Asia
Bangladesh 64.1 (1992) 41.3 (2007) 38 41
Bhutan 14.1 (1999) 12,0 (2008)
India 50.7 (1992} 43.5 {2005) 20 17
Maldives 32,5 (1994) 25.7 (2001) 9 9
Nepal 44.1 (1995) 38.8 (2006) 21 20
Sri Lanka 21.1 (2006) 21.6 (2009) 28 25
Southeast Asia
i Brunei Darussalam® <5 <5
. Cambodia 42,6 (1996) 28.8 (2008) 38 40
Indonesia 29.8 (1992) 19.6 (2007) 16 13
Lao PDR 39.8 (1993) 31.6 (2006} 31 29
| Malaysia 16.7 (1999) <5 <5
Myanmar 288 (1990) 29.6 (2003) 47 35
Philippines 29.8 (1992) 20.7 (2003) 24 20
[ Singapore 3.3 (2000}
t Thailand 16.3 (1993) 7.0 (2005} 26 18
|' Viet Nam 36.9 (1992 20.2 (20086) 31 22
1 The Pacific
Cock Islands
ll Fijl, Rep. of 6.9 (1993) 8 5
| Kiribati 8 6
Marshall Istands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru
Palau
Papua New Guinea 18.1 (2005)
Samoa 1.7 (1999) 9 10
Solomon Islands 11.5 (2006) 21 13
I Timor-Leste 40.6 (2002) 41.5 (2003) 39 32
Tonga
i Tuvalu 1.6 (2007)
.i Vanuatu 10.6 (1996) 11.7 (2007) 10 g
'| Developed Member Economies
| Australia <5 <5
Japan <5 <5
New Zealand <5 <5

a For Central and West Asia except for Pakustan, data refer to the penod 1993-1995,
b Includes Hong Kong, China; Macao, China; and Taipei,China.
¢ Brunel Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Source:  Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2011},
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mary school enrollment ratios have bheen rising in most economies although out of 37 developing
nomies, only 18 have so far achieved 95% enrollment, and only one more is expected to do so based on
ds. Data on how many pupils who start Grade | reach the last grade of primary education
ble for 30 economies. Only 13 have achieved the target to date and only two more are expected to
ore 2015, bringing the success rate for the region to only 50%, or 15 economies out of 30. In most
ies in the region, over 95% of 15-24-year-olds are literate. Unfortunately, countries with relatively
es of illiteracy include three of the most populous—Bangladesh, India, and Pakistan.

et of Goal 2 is to ensure that, by 2015, children everyvwhere, boys and girls alike, will be able to complete a full
of primary schooling. Primary education usually starts at 5 or 6 years and continues through to 11 or 12 vears.
age requirements differ among countries.

achieve this target, first. countries need to ensure that all primary school-age children are enrolled in school; and
at they all complete the course. In the commentary that follows, the progress made by economies for these two
its are considered separately. While in principle the goal is to achieve universal primary education. the tracking
ess toward attainment of the MDG target is a cut-off ratio of 95%. as discussed below.

ne test of the success of primary education is provided by literacy rates for persons in the 15-24 age group. These
how well the basic reading and writing skills learned in primary school have been retained at the time young
are either joining the work force or entering higher technical or university education.

. Figure 2.1 Total Net Enrollment Ratio in Primary Education
school enrollments are rising but some below 95%, 2009 or Nearest Year

record declines. Net enrollment ratios are

1 E S Georgia 94.7

ntages of all children of primary school age who -
Viet Nam 94.5
94,1

: Malaysia
school age who are enrolled in secondary schools, )

measure is the adjusted net enrollment ratio. Ameng 93.9

Philippines 4— 2.1

Fiji, Rep. of 1.7
Kyrgyz Republic ——— ] O
t ratios have been rising in most of these Thailand I 0.1
es since 1999 but they have fallen in 12 economies, Uzbekistar 0.0
g that more children are out of school now. The Bangladesh ——— &.4
are usually small and some of the economies Cambodia ———— S G
ed are still above the 95% target. However. some Bhutan { 4
were more substantial: the Republic of Fiji's g e ——————————— ]
lio is 7 percentage points lower, while ratios for the RSOy (NS D A (A (D TN S e 83.0
| Islands and Sri Lanka are both down by 5 points. Lao PDR

i
“Table 2.1 contains data for 37 developing economies.

ally enrolled in school. Included are children of
latest data available ranging from 2001 to 2009.
|
|
|

) . Solormon Islands
For 18 of the economies in Table 2.1, the enrollment

i are 95% or higher. which means they have achieved
cut-off of 95%. These include India, Indonesia,
rovisionally, the People’s Republic of China (PRC) ====. _
ch the only data available is for 1991. Figure 2.1 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
19 economies whose ratios for the latest year Source: Tabie 2.1,

Marshall Islands
Nepal 73.6

Pakistan

—




available are less than 95%. They include both Bangladesh
and Pakistan—the latter with the lowest ratio of all, 66.4.

Box 2.1 categorizes the 31 economies into four
groups of MDG achievements. This does not include
economies such as the PRC, Nepal. Uzbekistan. and Viet
Nam. for which data are insufficient for trend analysis.
Sixteen economies are early achievers, while Solomon
Islands is on track to meet the target by 2015 if present

: UNIVERSAL PRIMARY EDUCATION

most populous countries are in this group. Four of the
had ratios substantially less than 95% for years
2008. namely Bangladesh (67%), India (69%). Indol
(80%). and Pakistan (60%). Regrettably none of the
is expected to reach the target by 2015. For the PRC,
latest available estimate is 89% for 1991. Three countries
with lowest survival rates are Cambodia (54.5%), Nep
(61.7%). and Pakistan (60.2%). i

trends continue. Seven economies including Pakistan are _ o Ghiktiee Gtariiig Orade 4
N . 1gure 2. m\tﬂg@ n
making progress but too slowly to achieve the target. i Riuachlng Last Grade of Primary, 2008 or Nearest Year
Another seven economies are shown making no progress
or regressing. Note, however, that these include Malaysia, e e ] ;v
which in fact is close to the 95% target and might well Kazakhstan | :
. . ) TogiksTan  —————
} achieve it by 2015. Singapore |
i SriLanka |
| Azerbaijan | ——
) Uzbekistan |
[ Box 2.1 Progress toward Target for Primary School Enroliment Armenia | r LE)
Brune! Darussalam |
f Early Achiever Kyrgyz Republic | 96.2
I Brunei Darussalam Korea, Republic of Malaysia %.9
; Hong Kong, China Maidives l\giﬂg; ] - f;
Cook Islands Mongolia Fijl, Rep. of | 028
Ge?rgla Salum Tonga | a0.4
India Sri Lanka Bhutan BO.g
Indonesia Tajikistan Viet Nam | 85.4
: Kazakhstan Tonga Marshall Islands 83.5
s ot . s
! ribati | :
| On Track Philippines 75.3
| [ Solomon Islands | Vanuatu | 715
1 Slow Progress Myanmar | 69.6
India 68.5
' Lao POR | 67.0
| Bangladesh 66.6
Nepal 617
! Pakistan | 60.2
: Cambodia — 54,5
| e
' 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Source: Table 2.1.
} o
) Source: Denved from Table 2.1. Box 2.2 shows the progress toward the target (
L . = —|surviving to the last grade of primary until 2015. The bas

only covers 27 of the countries shown in Figure 2.2 bec:
insufficient data are available for Kiribati, Singapore, and
Tonga. Two economies are on track, the Republic of Fij
and Viet Nam. Ten economies. including Bangladesk
India. and Indonesia. are progressing but too slow t
meet the target. Four economies are actually regressing-
Cambodia, Georgia, Pakistan, and the Philippines.

Enrollment is a first step but not many children survive
to the last grade of primary. Figure 2.2 shows for
_’ 30 economies how many of the children who have enrolled
in the first grade are expected to reach the last grade of
primary education. In 2008, 13 economies had expected
cohort survival rates of at least 95%. They include seven
§ economies from the former Soviet Union where education
has traditionally enjoyed high priority. None of the five

|
i
:
[
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‘Note that the data shown here are expected survival
85, not actual survival rates. Actual survival rates may
out differently as they are affected by economic
iditions. In particular, when times are hard. some
1 may no longer be able to keep their children in
) Box 2.2 refers to the data for 2008 or nearest
§ available for 27 economies.

Box 2.2 Progress toward Target for Survival
to Last Grade of Primary
Kyrgyz Republic
Malaysia
Sn Lanka
Uzbekistan

Viet Nam

Regressing

journe: Derived from Table 2.1.

y rates are high in most economies of the Asia
cific region, but rates are low in three of the
angladesh, India, and Pakistan. Figure 2.3
eracy rates of youths, both female and male,

nomies in 2009 or latest available year. In
mies, literacy rates for the 15-24 age group
95% or more. and in most of these, female
facy is slightly higher than that of males, although

Issues and Comparability

the difference is somewhat larger for Mongolia and
Bangladesh. However in eight economies where the
literacy rates are below 90%, there is some evidence of
a bias against females. For example. in the Lao People’s
Democratic Republic and in Nepal. 10% more males are
literate compared with females: in Bhutan this is 12%. in
India 14%. and in Pakistan 18%.

Figure 2.3 Percentage of Literate 15-24-Year-Olds,
1999 and 2009 or Nearest Years

Solomon Istands ) |
e — |
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T ——— e
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Thailand ‘
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Source: Table 2.1

lics for Goal 2 are mostly taken from the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) sources,
es trying to adhere to UNESCO classifications and definitions. Statistics on school enroliment are typically obtained from
of education while literacy rates are from household surveys or censuses. Enrollment statistics are likely to be accurate in
‘countries, but may be over reported in others. These statistics may also not reflect actual attendance or dropout rates during
The percentages of those starting first grade who will continue on to the last grade of primary school are essentially forecasts
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Goal 2 Target and Indicators

Toble 2.1 Target 2.A: Ensure that, by 2015, children everywhere, boys and girls alike, will be able to complete a full course

of primary schooling
2.1 Total Net Enrollment Ratio in Primary Education (%) i
1999 2009 1999 2009 1999 09
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
Armenia 93.2 (2001) 92.9 (2007) 93.9 94.4 925 916
Azerbaijan 887 85.5 89.3 84.7 88.1 86.2
Georgia 92.4 (2004) 94,7 (2007) 91.3 92.9 93.5 96.3
Kazakhstan 94.8 (2000) 99.3 96.0 99.6 93.7 99.0
Kyrgyz Republic 88.0 91.0 B7.4 911 88.6 90.8
Pakistan 57.0 (2001) 66.4 458 60.2 67.5 721
Tajikistan 96.1 (2001) 97.5 (2008] 92.2 95.6 99.9 99.4
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan 92.5 (2007) 89.9 a1.3 88.8 93.7 90.9
East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 97.4 (1991)
Hong Kong, China 97.5 (2001) 98.3 95.5 29.8 99.5 97.0
Korea, Rep. of 98.3 99.3 98.1 98.5 98.5 100.0
Mongalia 95,7 99.2 (2008) 97.3 99.4 94.2 99,1
Taipei,China 97.8 98.0 {2010) a97.8 97.9 97.8 98.0
South Asia i
Bangladesh 90.5 (2005} B89.4 02.9 93.1 BB.3 85.9
Bhutan 55.9 88.4 52.5 89.6 59.2 87.2
India 85.0 (2000) 95.5 (2007) 771 a3.6 92,3 a7.3
Maldives 97.9 96.2 (2008) 97.7 95.1 98.2 97.3
Nepal 67.5 73.6 (2000) 59.1 66.1 75.3 80.6
Sn Lanka 99.8 (2001) 95.1 95.6 94.7
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam® 96.9 (2005) 96.9 97.6 97.7 96.2 96.2
Cambodia 834 88.6 (2008) 79.4 86.7 87.3 0.4
Indonesia 98.3 (2000) 284
Lao PDR 77.5 B2.4 (2008) 741 80.7 80.9 84.1
Malaysia 97.7 94.1 (2008) 96.7 94.0 98.7 a4.1
Myanmar
Philippines 90.0 92,1 (2008} 90.0 93.2 89.9 911
Singapore
Thailand 93.2 (2006) 90.1 92.2 89.4 94.2 90.7
Viet Nam 95.8 94.5 (2001} 919 97.0
The Pacific
Cook Islands 86.3 98.7 (2007) 84.5 97.9 87.9 99.3
Fiji, Rep. of 98.7 91.7 (2008) 99.2 916 98.3 91.8
Kinbati 98.8 99.5 (2002)
Marshall Islands 85.1 (2001) 80.3 (2007) 85.1 79.9 85.0 80.6
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru
Palau 96.8 96.4 (2000) 93.9 94.5 99.4 98.3
Papua New Guinea
Samoa 94.2 98.1 (2007) 93.9 99.8 94,5 96.5
Solomon Islands 63.2 (2003} 80.6 (2007) 62.2 80.0 64.2 812
Timor-Leste 68.9 (2005) 83.0 67.4 818 70.4 84.2
Tonga 88.2 95.9 (2004) 86.0 94.4 90.2 97.1
Tuvalu
Vanuaty 918 97.5 (2005) 91.4 96.6 92.2 98.4
Developed Member Economies 3
Australia 94.2 97.0 94.5 a7.5 93.9 96.6
Japan 100.0 100.0
New Zealand 98.9 99.2 99.0 99.6 98.8 98.8




schooling (continued)

GOAL 2: ACHIEVE UNIVERSAL PRIMARY EDUCATION

Goal 2 Target and Indicators

2.A: Ensure that, by 2015, children everywhere, boys and girls alike, will be able to complete a full course

95.3 (2002)
96.3

591
95.0 (2000}
94.5
69.7 (2004)
958

97.7 (2000}

895 (1991)
99.3 (2002
99.2
87.2

54,8 (2005)
815
620
58.0
93,4 (2008)

97.1 (2003}
54,7 (2000)
85.9 (2001)
54.6

97.1 (2002)
55.2 (2000)
75.3 (2001)
99.1 (2007)

82.8
82.1

69.4 (2001
42.4 (2002)

pnesia, Fed. States of
25.4 (2001}
46.4 (1991)
90.0

63.7 (1991)

68.9

97.7 (2006)
98.4
946
98.8
96.2
60.2
98.7 (2005)

98.4

99.5 (2007)
288
94.4 (2007)

66.6
89.5
68.5 (2006)

61.7 (2007)
98.6 (2006)

96.2 (2007)
54.5 12007)
80.0 {2007)
67.0 (2007)
95.9 (2007)
69.6

75.3 (2007)
98.7

85.4 (2002)
92.8 (2003)

78.9 (2003)
835

90.4 (2005)
15

100.0

100.0
89.7

57.6
60.4
62.5
93.6

95.1
53.1
8B.7
53.8

55.2
79.8
99.5
86.2
820
67.2
612
301
45.2
917

97.4
96.7
94.4
99.1
96.7

97.3
99.0

98.7
95.0

66.1
949
T70.0
63.7
29.0

96.2
57.3
828
67.8
96.2
69.2
80.1
98.8

85.0

914
69.3

100.0

99.0
56.1

55.3
97.5
55.3
711
98.8

79.9

67.0

67.1
B4.4
67.3

59.8
98.3

96.3
52.0
77.4
66.2
95.6
70.1
70.9
98.5

85.7

939
72.7
87.3

89.4

73.5

100.0

continved




76  GOAL 2: ACHIEVE UNIVERSAL PRIMARY EDUCATION

Goal 2 Target and Indicators

Toble 2.1 Target 2.A: Ensure that, by 2015, children everywhere, boys and girls alike, will be able to complete a full course

of primary schooling (continved)
|
! : P e s I' p— = |I
| Developing Member Economies
| I} Central and West Asia
| Afghanistan
1 Armenia 99.8 (2001) 99.8 99.9 99.8 99.8 99.7
Azerbaljan 99.9 100.0 (2007) 99.9 100.0 99.9 100.0
| Georgia 99.8 (2002) 99.8 99.9 999 99.8 99.8
i Kazakhstan 99.8 99.8 99.9 99.9 99.8 99.8
| Kyrgyz Republic 99.7 99.8 99,7 99.8 99.7 99.7
Pakistan 55.3 (1998) 71.1 (2008) 431 61.2 67.1 79.4
' Tayikistan 99.8 (2000) 99.9 99.8 99.9 99.8 99.9
f i Turkmenistan 99.8 99.9 99.8
Uzbekistan 99.9 {2000) 99.9 99.9 100.0 99.9 99.9
[
| East Asia
: 8 China, People’s Rep. of 98.9 (2000) 99.4 98.5 99.3 99.2 99.5
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mangolia 97.7 (2000) 96.0 98.4 97.4 97.0 94.6
' Taipel,China 95.3 98.0 (2010)
! South Asia
Bangladesh 63.6 (2001) 75.5 60.3 76.8 67.2 741
| Bhutan T4.4 (2005) BB.0 BD.O
India 76.4 (2001) 81.1 (2006) 67.7 74.4 84,2 B8.4
Maldives 98.2 (2000} 99.3 (2006) 98.3 99.4 98.0 99.2 |
Nepal 70.1 (2001) 82.0 60.1 76.7 80.6 86.9 |
Sn Lanka 95.6 (2001) 98.0 (2008) 96.1 98.6 95.1 97.3
Southeast Asia
Brunel Darussalam® 98.9 (2001) 99.7 98.9 99.6 98.9 99.7
Cambodia 76.3 (1998} 87.5 (2008) 711 85.5 81.8 89.4 J
Indonesia 98.7 (2004) 99.5 (2008) 98.5 99.4 98.9 99.5 4
i Lao POR 80.6 (2000) 83.9 (2005) 73.6 78.7 88.1 89.2 i
i Malaysia 97.2 {2000) 98.5 97.3 98.7 97.2 98.4
Myanmar 94.6 (2000) 95.7 93.5 95.3 95.8 96.1
Philippines 95,1 (2000) 97.8 (2008) 95.7 98.5 94.5 97.0 3
i Singapore 99.5 (2000) 99.8 99.6 99.8 99.4 99.7 il
R Thailand 98.0 (2000) 98.1 (2005) 97.8 97.9 98.1 98.2 A
| o Viet Nam 939 96.9 93.6 96.4 94.2 97.3 !
| | |
! The Pacific '
i ‘ Cook Islands
i Fiji, Rep. of d
Kinbati :
[ Marshall Islands R
| ! Micronesia, Fed. States of I
: Nauru i
|| 1 Palau 1
Papua New Guinea 66.7 (2000) 67.5 64.1 703 69.1 64.7 J
Samoa 99.4 (2004) 99.5 98.2 99.6 99.3 99.4
Salomaon Islands 85.0 80.0 90.0 ]
| Timor-Leste 3
Tonga 99.4 (2006) 99.6 99.3 .
! Tuvalu |
Vanuatu 92.1 (2004) 94.0 919 94.1 92.2 93.9 i
| f
’ ] Developed Member Economies
| Australia i
I New Zealand |

a Figures refer to the same vear as indicated In the column for "total".
‘ 1 b Brunel Darussalam Is a regional member of ADB, but it Is not classified as a developing member.

I Sources: Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2009); for Taipei,China: economy Sources.




3: Promote Gender Equality and Empower Women

der equality in primary school enroliment is high, with most economies having proportions of 0.95
igher. But fewer economies achieve gender equality for secondary and especially tertiary enroliment. In
t countries, women hold less (and sometimes much less) than 40% of the wage jobs outside agriculture,
1en are now better represented in most national parliaments and hold 20% or more of the seats in 12
nal parliaments across the Asia and Pacific region.

duction

rget for Goal 3 is to obtain equality of males and females in primary, secondary. and tertiary education enrollment.
requality is measured by dividing the gross enrollment rate of females of the relevant age group in each educational
by the corresponding gross enrollment rate of males. A ratio of 1.0 means equality of both genders in school
ments. Ratios below (above) 1.0 mean that a higher percentage of males (females) are enrolled.

While in theory the target is complete equality (i.e., ratios of 1.0), in practice, cut-off ratios of 0.95 and above are
ed as sufficient approximations for tracking progress. For secondary and particularly tertiary education. many
mies report ratios well above 1.0, but these high ratios in favor of females are not interpreted as gender bias to the
ient of males.

For primary and secondary education, the preferred target date was 2005, while for tertiary education, 2015 is
ed, Goal 3 also tracks gender parity in nonagricultural wage employment and women'’s political empowerment.

Trends

" participation at the primary level achieved in
countries, but a few economies lag behind. By
(or the latest year available). 37 out of 43 economies

1 A i . 2009 1991
chieved female—male ratios in primary education of or Latest Year o Nezrast Yoar
o higher. Figure 3.1 shows the 11 economies where
male-male ratios in primary education were only just

Figure 3.1 Primary Education: Female-Male Enroliment Ratios
0.95 or Less, 1991 and 2009 or Nearest Years

Tuvalu

1095 level or below it. Of the five most populous Makdnes:
ries, only Pakistan is included in Figure 3.1, the Vanuaty
shaving achieved gender equality in primary schools. Viet Nam
: Timor-Leste
The six economies that had not yet reached the 0.95 Cambodia

by 2009 are shown in Box 3.1. Four of these are
;uek to reach the target by 2015 judging by their
§sso far. Afghanistan has made slow progress and
Esthe lowest ratio at 0.67. It will need to move
faster to achieve the target. Papua New Guinea’s
was 0.85 in 1991 but this had slipped back to 0.84 in Aighanistan
vhich is the latest year available. It is shown under
rress/regressing.

| Lac PDR
Nepal

Papua New Guinea
Pakistan

Source: Table 3.1.
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Box 3.1 Progress toward Target for Gender Equality
in Primary Education

On Track
Cambodia Nepal
Lao POR Pakistan
Slow Progress
No Progress/Regressing

Source: Derived from Table 3.1.

Less gender equality at the secondary level. Table 3.1
shows progress toward gender equality in secondary
education. Of the 42 economies for which data are
available, 33 had achieved ratios of 0.95 or more by
2009. Figure 3.2 lists the nine economies that are still
below target.

Figure 3.2 Secondary Education: Female-Male Enroliment Ratios
0.95 or Less, 1991 and 2009 or Nearest Years

2009 1991
or Latest Year or Nearest Year
Viet Nam —m@ . == 7 | |
Nepal |

|
s T

=] [=] (=) [=} [=]
o o i -
(] e B =1

Tailkistan
Solomon Islands :
Cambodia
Lao POR 069
pakstan T |
Afghanistan m 0,51

00 02 04 06 08 10

Source: Table 3.1.
|

Box 3.2 shows how eight of these nine economies
are expected to fare between now and 2015 if present
trends continue. (Too few data are available to make an
assessmenf for Viet Nam.) Five of the eight are expected
to meet the target by 2015 on the basis of progress to date:
India and Pakistan are in this group. The Lao People’s
Democratic Republic and Tajikistan are making progress,
but if past trends continue, they will fall short of the 0.95
ratio by 2015, Pakistan has made very impressive gains
from 0.48 in 1991 to 0.79 in 2009. If female enrollment
continues to rise as in the past, Pakistan’s ratio will be
0.99 in 2015, Afghanistan’s latest ratio was 0.49 and it
appears unlikely to achieve gender parity by 2015.

Box 3.2 Progress toward Target for Gender Equality

in Secondary Education
On Track
Cambodia Pakistan
Indla Solomon Islands
Nepal
Slow Progress
No Progress/Regressing

Source; Derived from Table 3.1.

Education at the tertiary level is less gender-
inclusive in many countries though some countries
have high favorable ratios, too. Table 3.1 shows that
out of 35 developing economies, only 20 had achieved
ratios of at least 0.95 in 2009 or latest available year
for tertiary level education. While most countries in
this group show improvements from their 1991 levels,
Samoa, Timor-Leste, and Uzbekistan have current
ratios below their 1991 levels. Sixteen other economies
shown in Figure 3.3 have ratios below 0.95. These
include Bangladesh, India, and Pakistan. Ratios are
particularly low in Afghanistan (0.24), Nepal (0.40),
Tajikistan (0.41), Cambodia (0.54), Bangladesh (0.56),
and Bhutan (0.59). On the other hand, high ratios in
favor of women are observed in Kazakhstan (1.45), the

Figure 3.3 Tertiary Education: Female-Male Enrollment Ratios
0.95 or Less, 1991 and 2009 or Nearest Years

2009 1991

or Latest Year or Nearest Year
Samoa | Y7E] | 104
Sapan 0.65
pakistan NS || XN
Leo PDR. R 0.43
Viet N |EE]
Timor-Leste ‘
| Usbekstan R
India |
Korea, Rep. of
Vanuatu
Bhutan |
Bangaces | |
Cambodia |OET) |
Tajikistan m |
Nepal
Afghanistan I |

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 08 1.0
Source: Table 3.1.




Kyrgyz Republic (1.32), Mongolia (1.55), the Maldives
D). Brunei Darussalam (1.76), Thailand (1.24), and
Pacific island economies of the Republic of Fiji
.20), the Marshall Islands (1.30), Palau (2.04). and
Tonga (1.62).

Box 3.3 shows that given current trends among
gconomies that have not yet reached the target, only the
People’s Democratic Republic is likely to achieve
e target of gender equality in tertiary education. Of the
thers, Pakistan is closest to the target, and based on past
its ratio will be around 0.93 by 2015. The others
current ratios well below 0.75, and given current
ds will fall short of achieving the target by 2015.

Box 3.3 Progress toward Target for Gender Equality
|| in Tertiary Education

On Track

Source; Derived from Table 3.1.

- employment in nonagriculture is more
able to men in most economies. In most cultures,
employment outside of agriculture is much sought
r by both men and women. Work as farm laborers
physically hard and usually poorly remunerated
le self-employment and work in a family enterprise
precarious and vulnerable. The percentage of
~employment in nonagriculture held by women
refore taken as an indicator of gender equality in
to paid employment and integration of women in
etary economy,

Data on female wage employment are shown for 31
developing member economies in the region in Figure
3.4, along with percentages for Australia, Japan, and
New Zealand for comparison. Four developing member
economies have ratios around 50% —Hong Kong. China;
Kazakhstan; the Kyrgyz Republic; and Mongolia, In
another 12 economies, more than 40% of nonagricultural
wage jobs are held by women. In the remaining 17. men
are in the large majority. Afghanistan, Bangladesh, India,
and Pakistan are striking cases: here men outnumber
women by at least four to one.

Figure 3.4 Percentage of Women in Nonagricultural
Wage Employment, Latest Year

Mongolia

Kyrgyz Republic
Kazakhstan
Hong Kong, China |
Georgia ]
Taipei,China
Thailand
Singapore |
Cambodia
Azerbaijan |

Korea, Rep, of
Philippines

Viet Nam
Armenia .
Uzhekistan
Malaysia |
Vanuatu |

Kiribati

| Tajikistan
Tuvalu
Indonesia
| Lao PDR
Sn Lanka
‘ Brunel Darussalam |
‘ Maldives

Fiji, Rep. of
Bhutan
Bangladesh
Afghanistan
India
Pakistan

New Zealand
Australia |

Japan _

T T

0 10 20 30 40 50
Source: Table 3.1,
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There are clear signs of a move toward gender equality

! Many of the gains on the other hand were quite substantial,

| and nine economies reported increases of 10 percentage
points or more, including Singapore (+19), the Kyrgyz
Republic (+22). and Nepal (+27).

Figure 3.5 Percentage of Seats Held by Women in National Parliaments,

Azerbayan

Korea, Rep. of

Thailand

Cook Islands

Incia

Malaysia

Armenia

Fiji, Rep. of

Bhutan

Maldives

Georga

Sri Lanka

Kinbati

Myanmar

Samoa

Mongolia

Vanuatu

Tonga J—

Marshall Islands F
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Solomon Islands

—
—
S
=
=
=

ey

New Zealand

Japan
Australia
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T L
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Source: Table 3.1.

in national parliaments. One aspect of women’s 2000 and 2011 or Nearest Years
opportunities in political and public life—and hence Neal
women’s empowerment—is their representation in Tinorkests
. national parliaments. Figure 3.5 compares the percentages Afghanistan
[ of women parliamentarians in 38 developing member Mier Nem |
. economies and, at the bottom of the figure, in the three Sf;ﬁ
; developed regional members. The comparison is between Kyrgvz Republic
2000 and 2011 or nearest years. Pakistan
', Philippines
Changes of around 5% up or down over the period China, Peop,tf:e R:;?a;
can often be explained by electoral fortunes, but changes Cambodia |
greater than this can be interpreted as genuine moves Tajikistan
toward more or less gender equality. The percentages have Bfm:
fallen in nine developing member economies, but the only Kazakhstan
I substantial fall was 9 percentage points in Turkmenistan. Turkmenistan

' Data Issues and Comparability

i
_ Enroliment rates generally follow the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization guidelines on definitions of different
i levels of education and methods of calculation, Many small Pacific island economies do not have facilities for tertiary education, and

b students from these countries receive their tertiary education abroad.

The most reliable information on female employment in nonagricultural activities comes from household labor force surveys, but these
! are not conducted in all countries in the region. Altermative sources include enterprise employment surveys, population censuses, and i
; household demographic surveys.

The percentage of women in parliament refers only to national parliaments. In some countries, a more relevant measure of empowerment
would refer to the number of women active in government at the local or community level.




GOAL 3: PROMOTE GENDER EQUALITY AND EMPOWER WOMEN 81

Goal 3 Target and Indicators
get 3.A: Eliminate gender disparity in primary and secondary education, preferably by 2005, and in all levels

esia, Fed. States of

1991

0.55
1.01 (2001)
0.99

1.00
1.01 {1999)
0.99 (1999)
0.68 (2000)
0.98

0.98

0.92
0.96 (1999)
1.01
1.02
1.01

1.04 (2008)
0.85 (1999)
0.76
1.00 (1999)
0.63
0.96

0.94
0.87 (1999)
0.98

0.78
0.99
0.95
0.99

0.98
0.93 (1999)

0.95 (1999)
1.00

1.01 (1999)
0.98 (1999)
0.99 (2004)
1.33 (2000)
0.93 (1999)
0.85
0.98 (1999)
0.87
0.93 (2004}
0.98
1.02 (1999)
0.96

Ope
888

1.01 (2010)
1.00
0.84
0.96 (2008)
0.98

1.01
D.04
0.97
0.91 (2008
0.99 (2008)
0.98
0.98 (2008

0.98
0.95 (2001)

107
0.99 (2008)
1.04 (2008)
0.99
1.01 (2007)
1.06 (2008)
1.03 (2007)
0.84 (2006)
0.98
0.97 (2007)
0.95
0.97 (2006)
0.95 (2006}
0.95

0.51
1.06 (2001)
101
0.97
1.00 (1999)
1.02

0.48
0.86 (1999)
0.98 (1999)

0.75
0.97 (2001)
0.96
1.14
104

0.98 (1999)
0.81 (1999)
0.70 (1999)
1.09 (1999)
0.46
1.09

1.09
0.53 (1999)
0.83
0.69 (1999)
1.05
097
1.09 (1999)

0.99
0.90 (1999)

1.08 (1999)
0.7
119 (1999)
1.07 (1999)
1.05 (2004)
1.17 (2000)
107 (1999)
0.62
110 (1999)
061
0.89 (2004)
103

0.80
1,00 (1999)

102
101

0.49 0.28 (20G3) 0.24

1.03 1.11 (1999) 1.29

1.03 0.67 0.99

0.96 (2008) 0.91 123

0.98 (2010) 1.15 (1999) 1.45 (2010)

1.01 1.04 (1999) 132

0.79 0.81 (2002) 0.85 (2008)

0.87 (2008) 0.35 (1999) 0.41

0.99 0.82 (1999) 0.70

1.07 0.83 (2003) 107

1.03 0.96 (2003) 103

0.96 0.49 0.70

1.07 1.86 (1999) 155

1.01 [2010) 0.96 1.08 (2010)

1.12 (2008) 0.49 (1939) 0.56

0.99 0.58 (1999) 0,59 (2008)

0.88 (2008) 0.54 0.70 (2007)

1.05 (2006) 2.41 (2003) 2.40 (2004)

0.89 (2006) 0.33 0.40 {2004)

1.02 (2004) 0.48

1.02 1.98 (1999) 1.76

0.82 (2007) 0.34 (2000) 0.54 (2008)

0.99 0.76 (2001) 0.96

0.81 (2008) 0.49 (1999) 0.78 (2008)

1.07 (2008) 1.02 (1999) 1.30 (2008)

1.02 1,37 (2007)

1.09 (2008) 1.26 (1999) 1,24 (2008)

1.09 1.14 (1999) 1.24

0.92 (2001} 0.76 (1999) 0.73 (2001)

113

1.07 (2008) 1.20 (2003) 1.20 (2005)

1.11 (2008)

1.05 1.28 (2001) 1.30 (2003)

1.07 (2005)

1.20 12008)

0.98 (2007) 2.35 (2000) 2.04 (2002)
0.55 (1999)

1.13 1.04 (1999) 0.93 (2001)

0.84 (2007)

1.00 (2005) 1.27 (2002) 0.71

1.03 (2006) 1.30 (1999) 1.62 (2004

1.10 (2001)

1.09 0.57 (2002) 0.59 (2004)

0.96 1.19 1.32

1.00 0.65 0.89

1.04 1.13 1.45
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Goal 3 Target and Indicators
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Toble 3.1 Target 3.A: Eliminate gender disparity in primary and secondary education, preferably by 2005, and in all levels
of education not later than 2015 (continued)

3.3 Proportion of Seats held by Women

in National Pariament

3.2 Share of Women in Wage Employment in the
___ Non-agricultural Sector (¥)
Developing Member Economies

Central and West Asia
Afghanistan 19.2 (2002) 18.4 (2008) 3.7
Armenia 45.0 (2002) 40.4 (2008) 356
Azerbaijan 47.5 (1997) 47.6 429 12.0 (1997)
Georgia 49.4 (1998) 49.6 (2002} 47.6 6.8 (1997)
Kazakhstan 48.5 (2001) 50.0 (2008) 13.4 (1997)
Kyrgyz Republic 48.5 (1996) 45.8 50.6 1.4 (1997)
Pakistan Fiv 13.0 12.6 (2008) 101
Tajikistan 36.5 (1991) 40.0 37.1 (2006) 2.8 (1997)
Turkmenistan 39.9 (1995) 42.1 (2002) 26.0
Uzbekistan 37.0 (1991) 371 39.4 (2007) 6.0 {1997)

East Asia
China, People's Rep. of 378 39.1 (1999) 213
Hong Kong, China 41.2 44.8 49.9
Korea, Rep. of 381 40.1 421 2.0
Mongolia 48.5 (1993) 48.6 51.1 (2008) 249
Taipei,China 429 44,0 46.0

South Asia
Bangladesh 20.2 (1991) 24.7 20.1 (2005) 10.3
Bhutan 26.8 2.0
India 127 16.6 18.1 {2005) 5.0
Maldives 15.8 40.6 30.0 (2006) 6.3
Nepal 15.1 (1999) 14.0 (2001) 6.1
Sri Lanka 30.2 (1997) 30.2 31.0 4.9

Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam® 22.5 (1991) 30.3 30.3 (2003)
Cambodia 411 43.5 (2004) 5.8 (1997)
Indonesia 292 31.7 32.4 (2008} 12.4
Lao PDR 20.3 32.1 (2008) 6.3
Malaysia 35.3 (1991) 37.9 39.2 (2008) 51
Myanmar 30.7 35.7 (1998)
Philippines 40.4 (1991) 40.9 419 91
Singapore 42,5 (1991) 43.6 (2001) 454 4.9
Thailand 419 441 45.5 28
Viet Nam 41.0 11996) 40.7 40.4 (2004) 17,7

The Pacific
Cook Islands 384 38.2 (1993) 6.0 (1995)
Fiji, Rep. of 299 332 29.6 (2005) 4.3 (1997)
Kiribati 36.8 38.5 (2005) —
Marshall islands 29.3 (1999)
Micronesia, Fed, States of 33.6 (1994) 336 - (1997)
Nauru 5.6
Palau 395 39.6 - (1997)
Papua New Guinea 279 321 -
Samoa 36.7 (2001) -
Soloman Islands 30.8 (1999) -
Timor-Leste 35.0 (2001)
Tonga 35.6 (1996) -
Tuvalu 34.3 (2002 33.9 (2004 7.7
Vanuatu 37.5 (2004) 38.9 (2008) 43

Developed Member Economies

Australia 43.7 46.3 47.2 6.1
Japan 38.0 40.0 423 1.4
New Zealand 47.8 49.8 50.6 14.4

27.3 (2006}

{2001)

B ON O
DOOoOOOE

8.2

8.0 (2001)
21.2
10.4 (2001)
12.4

4.3

56
26.0

8.0 (2001)
11.3

4.9

3.0 (2001)

oN ||

1
8.
2,
26.1 (2003)

- (2001}

224
4.6
20.2

2011

27.7
16.0

17.8
233

221
23.4
13.3
258

125 (2009)
8.5 (2006} |
43
3.0

»o

ha
W W
Wi AN D

247
11.3
3386

a The ratio is a gender panty index, measured as the ratio of female to male value of the gross enroliment ratios at primary, secondary, and tertiary levels of education.
b There is no tertiary education in Cook Islands, Kiribati, Nauru, Solomon Islands, and Tuvalu, In the Maldives, tertiary education became avallable only recently,
¢ Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2011); Pacific Regional Information System (SPC 2010); Key Indicators of the Labour Market, 6th edition (1L0); fae

Cook Islands: National Millennium Development Goals Report (Central Policy and Planning Office 2010); and for Taipei,China: Educational Statistical Indicators:

Online (Ministry of Education 2011).
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joal 4: Reduce Child Mortality

‘infant and child mortality rates have declined throughout the region, but only three economies have
‘achieved the MDG target of reducing child mortality rates to one-third of the value in 1990, and only
ore are expected to do so by 2015. Infant and child mortality rates are closely related to household
. Infants in poor households are often less than half as likely to survive beyond their first year of life as
richer households. Measles immunization programs are having success in many Asian economies
ut there has been a serious decline in immunization coverage in several Pacific island economies.

he Goal 4 target is to reduce by two-thirds between 1990 and 2013, the under-five mortality rate.

related indicators are: [ Figure 4.1 Under-Five Mortality Rate, Percent Reduction
(i) to reduce by nvo-rhirds, benween 1990 and 2015, between 1990 and 2009

the under-five mortality rate; and

(i) to reduce by two-thirds. between 1990 and 2015, Vit '

| Mongolla | ===
the infant mortality rate. | Timor-Leste )
Nepal

! o T : - Malaysia |
errelated indicator considered here is the percentage Azsboian

year-old children who have been immunized against Bangladesh |
es. Immunization against measles has a direct STga%r; P i y— |
3 ‘ . ~ E=———= o
on child mortality, and the percentage of |-year- 20

7 : 3 i Armenia
ho have been immunized is also a good indicator of Vanuatu _ |

e quality of the child health care system. China, Peopie's “eﬁ- of N ———— ‘
: Viet Nam s —

Thailand e —————
i Indanesia _ ‘
ey Trends Turkmenistan ‘
&5 Kazakhstan =

Uzbekistan _‘_ |

ld mortality is declining but still is a long way Kyreyz Republic m—
m achieving the target by 2015. Child mortality rates Samca | |
ined from 89 deaths per 1,000 live births in 1990 to | Sytlanke
4 - : | Kiribatl ) | |
in 2009 for developing member economies. This Tojlkistan ——

ates to a decline from 6.9 million deaths in 1990 to Bhutan |

million in 2009 or around 9,000 fewer child deaths sepen |
T \ . . = .t India —
day. Figure 4.1 shows the percentage reduction N TN, S — [
en 1990 and 2009 in the number of deaths per 1.000 Philippines _"—
births of children under five years old. The top three & *Us“a“f;
nomies in the graph—the Maldives, Mongolia. and — ;::uga;
or-Leste—have already achieved reduction in child Myanmar _e— '
lity by two-thirds of the 1990 levels. Georgla _—
oy Tuvalu_l_
Pakistan
~ While all economies have achieved some reduction, Micronesia, Fed., s:atles 01’:=
he gains have been quite small for many. The Pacific Palay je—
= P sy ] ) N Marshall Islands —
nd economies have made ‘pdmcularly slow progress, P G
th eight of them belonging to the 11 economies Cambodia
have reduced child mortality by less than a third. Afghanisten
gladesh has done best among the five most populous Fil Repol _——
o ? . . Cook Islands  —
nomies in reducing child mortality rates by 65%:; the Tonga
ple’s Republic of Chipa (PRC) is next with a drop Soiomon Islands : [
8%, followed by Indonesia (55%), India (45%), and | 0 10 20 30 40 50 60770 80 90 100
Pakistan (33%). Source: Table 4.1.
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84  GOAL 4: REDUCE CHILD MORTALITY

Australia, Japan, and New Zealand are included in
Figure 4.1. Their rates of improvement are quite modest—
all around 45%. This is because their child mortality rates
were already low in 1990, and the same is true in Brunei
Darussalam and the Republic of Korea. These economies
already implement the standard procedures known to
reduce child mortality such as vaccination programs,
provision of safe drinking water, good sanitation, and
postnatal care services.

Box 4.1 shows progress toward achieving the target
ofreducing by two-thirds the under-five mortality rate. This
is an ambitious target and only the Maldives, Mongolia,
and Timor-Leste had achieved the target by 2009. Based
on current trends, only a further 10 are expected to do
so by 2015. The PRC, India. Indonesia, and Pakistan are
among the 29 economies that are making some progress.
but not fast enough to meet the target by 2015.

Box 4.1 Progress toward Target for Under-Five Mortality Rate

Early Achievers
Maldives Timor-Leste
Mongolia

On Track
Armenia Nepal
Azerbaian Singapore
Bangladesh Thailand
Lao PDR Vanuatu
Malaysia Viet Nam

Slow Progress

NGW

Source: Derived from Table 4.1,

In many developing economies, infants in poor
households are at a higher risk of dying. Infant
mortality refers to deaths of babies under 12 months.
The first year of life is the most perilous, with neonatal
causes being the leading cause of death of infants. Figure
4.2 shows infant mortality rates for the top and bottom
quintiles of the household wealth distribution in 16 Asian
economies. Only in the Maldives does family wealth seem
not to matter greatly. Elsewhere, the chances of dying are
much higher for infants in poor families, and in Armenia,
Cambodia, India, Indonesia, the Philippines. and Viet
Nam, they are more than twice as high. In Armenia and
Cambodia, an infant in the bottom quintile is nearly three
times more likely to die in the first year of life.

Figure 4.2 Infant Mortality Rate by Lowest and
Highest Wealth Quintiles in Various Years, 1996-2009

Cambodia ‘
Pakistan

Turkmenistan ‘
4

(ECLE D

-+

) m—
Nepal
Kazakhstan
Bangladesh
Timor-Leste .
Indonesia
Uzbekistan 4__

Azerbayan

I

Anmenia
Philippines
Viet Nam

Maldives

'l

20 40 80 80 100
B Highest Quintile

o

B Llowest Quintle

Source: Measure DHS STAT Compiler, available: www.measuredhs.com
(Macro International Inc. 2011).




infant mortality rate for developing member
 declined  from 65 deaths per 1,000 live
990 to 40 in 2009. This means a reduction to
deaths in 2009 from 5 million in 1990, or about
ver infant deaths each day. Box 4.2 gives the
ward attainment of the infant mortality target for
in the region. Only the Maldives, Mongolia.
pore have so far reduced their infant mortality
ird of the rate in 1990, and only eight more are
to do so by 2015 based on current trends. Of the
t populous economies, only Bangladesh is likely
ve the target. The other four are making progress
slow a rate.

~ Box4.2 Progress toward Target for Infant Mortality Rate
Singapore

Malaysia
Nepal
Timor-Leste
Vanuatu

lr Source: Derived from Table 4.1.

Immunization coverage for measles has made
substantial progress in the region. Figure 4.3 shows
another indicator of the quality of child health care—the
percentage of I-year-old children immunized against
measles. Measles, a highly contagious disease, remains a
leading cause of death among children. The immunization
program promoted by the World Health Organization
helps keep infants healthy during the crucial first year of
life. Figure 4.3 covers 46 economies. and in 36 of them.
the immunization percentages were higher in 2009 than
in 1990. Gains have been particularly high in economies
that started from a low base in 1990. For example, in
Afghanistan, immunization coverage went up to 76% in
2009 from a low of 20% in 1990; in Cambodia, from 34%
in 1990 to 92% in 2009; and in Georgia, from 16% in 1990
to 83% in 2009. Among the five most populous economies,
India has the lowest immunization coverage at 71%,
followed by Pakistan (80%), Indonesia (82%). Bangladesh
(89%). and the PRC (94%). Overall immunization
coverage increased from 68% in 2000 to 82% in 2009 in
the developing member economies.

In eight economies, however. immunization rates
were lower in 2009 than they had been in 1990, In the
PRC, New Zealand, and Tuvalu, the falls were 5% or less,
but much larger reductions were reported by five Pacific
island economies—Papua New Guinea (-9 percentage
points), Solomon Islands (-10), Vanuatu (-14), Palau
(~23), and Samoa (-40). Some of these had extensive
immunization programs in 1990 but these had severely
deteriorated by 2009,
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Figure 4,3 Percentage of 1-Year-Old Children Immunized against
Measles, 1990 and 2009

Tonga

Nauru

Brunei Darussalam _
Turkmenistan
Kyrgyz Republic
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Thailand
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Viet Nam
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Japan

Australia
Marshall Islands
Fiji, Rep.of
Mongolia

China, People's Rep. of
Korea, Rep. of
Cambodia
Tuvalu
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Bangladesh
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Philippines
Myanmar
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Georgia

Hiribati
Indonesia
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Timar-Leste
Azerbaijan
Soloman Islands
Lao PDR
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Source: Table 4.1.

Data Issues and Comparability

In more developed economies, data on mortality are usually taken from vital statistics registration records. Most developing economies
lack fully functional vital registration systems, thus household surveys such as Demographic and Health Surveys and Multiple Indicator
Cluster Surveys have become primary sources of data, although there are some limitations as to their quality. Since the surveys may not
be held each year, econometric estimation technigques may be used to produce a consistent time series. For these reasons, mortality
data are of varying quality in the Asia and Pacific region.

Data on immunization may be provided directly by the health workers and clinics providing inoculation or, more commonly in the Asian
region, the information is collected from samples of households in health and demographic surveys. As with mortality data, estimation
techniques will often be used to convert partial data into comprehensive estimates.
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Goal 4 Target and Indicators
get 4.A: Reduce by two-thirds, between 1990 and 2015, the under-five mortality rate ,

4.1 Under-Five Mortality Rate 4.2 Infant Mortality Rate 4.3 Proportion of 1-Year-Old Children
(per 1,000 live births) (per 1,000 live births) Immunized against Measles (%) 2
128 115 95 98 88 74 63 82 o
250 222 199 167 148 134 20 35 76 =
56 36 22 48 32 20 93 (1992) 92 96 1
98 89 34 78 58 30 52(1992) 67 67 :
47 35 29 41 31 26 16(1992) 73 83
60 44 29 51 R 26 89 (1992) 99 ag
75 51 37 63 44 32 94 (1992) 98 a9
130 108 87 101 85 71 50 59 80
117 94 61 91 75 52 68 (1992) 88 89
99 71 45 81 59 42 76(1992) 97 99
74 62 36 61 53 32 84(1992) 99 95
45 35 19 36 29 17 98 84 94
46 36 19 37 30 17 98 84 a4
3 3 2
g 6 5 8 6 5 93 95 a3
101 63 29 73 49 24 92 92 a4
5 6 4
121 91 63 86 67 48 57 54 73
148 90 52 102 66 41 65 72 89
148 106 79 91 68 52 93 78 98
118 93 66 84 68 50 56 50 71
113 53 13 80 A3 11 96 a9 98
142 85 48 99 63 39 57 77 7
28 21 15 23 17 13 80 98 96
73 48 a7 50 36 29 70 81 88
11 8 7 9 6 5 99 99 a9
117 106 88 85 80 68 34 65 92
86 56 39 56 40 30 58 74 82
157 86 59 108 64 46 32 a2 59
18 10 6 16 g 6 70 88 95
118 85 71 84 63 54 68 84 87
59 38 33 4 29 26 85 81 88
8 4 3 6 3 2 84 96 95
32 20 14 27 17 12 80 94 98
55 29 24 39 24 20 88 97 a7
89 70 58 67 53 46 59 63
18 17 15 16 15 13 67 76 78
22 19 18 19 16 15 84 81 a4
89 63 46 65 49 37 75 80 82
48 39 35 39 32 29 52 94 94
58 47 39 45 as 32 81 85 86
10 (1991) 51 a2 4 36 99 (1997) 8 ag
21 16 15 18 14 13 98 83 75
a1 77 68 67 57 52 67 62 58
50 34 25 40 28 21 89 93 49
3g 37 36 31 30 30 70 87 60
184 106 56 138 84 48 70
23 20 19 19 18 17 86 95 99
53 43 35 42 35 29 95 81 a0
40 25 16 33 21 14 686 61 52
7 5 4 6 3 3 76 95 94
9 6 5 B 5 4 86 91 a4
6 4 3 5 3 2 73 96 94
11 7 6 g 6 5 90 85 89
OPING MEMBER ECONOMIES? 89 72 51 65 54 40 68 82
MEMBERS? 87 70 50 64 53 39 68 83
) 89 77 60 62 54 a4 72 71 82

& Estimated using data on births and sunavors to age 1 as provided by the United Nations Children's Fund. Aggregates are denved for reporting economies only.
b Brunei Darussalam is a reglonal member of ADB, but It is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Millenniurn Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2011); for Hong Kong, China: Census and Statistics Department and Centre for Health Protection, Department of
Health; for Taipel,China: Directorate-General of Budget, Accounting and Statistics: ADB staff estimates.
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Goal 5: Improve Maternal Health

Between 1990 and 2008, maternal death rates of developing economies in the region fell from nearly 400
per 100,000 live births to just under 200. That counts as real progress, however, by contrast, developed
economies often have ratios in single-digit figures. A key intervention to reduce maternal mortality is to ensure
that all births are attended by a skilled health professional. By 2015, only 16 out of 41 economies will have
achieved the target of having a skilled professional present in all births. In 12 economies, at least 20% of births
were not preceded by any antenatal care, with Bangladesh, India, and Pakistan among the economies with

the lowest percentages of births preceded by antenatal care. High rates of births to adolescent women show
that more needs to be done to provide information and advice on reproductive matters. Rates are particularly

high in the Pacific island economies. 1
-
Introduction
Goal 5 has two targets:
S.A: Reduce b'\' three quarters, benveen }'990 {.H%d Figure 5.1 Maternal Mortality Ratio, 1990 and 2008

2015, the maternal mortality ratio. This ratio (deaths per 100,000 live births)

is caleulated as the number of maternal deaths P

per 100,000 live births. A related indicator e

is the number of births that are attended by Tirmor-Leste

skilled health personnel who have been trained Bangladesh _

to conduct deliveries and care for newboms. Cgﬁ:&:

~ Papua New Guinea
5.B: Achieve, by 2015, universal access to Myanmar
reprocductive health services, These services '”““’:‘-‘;‘a
» » naia
cover advice on contraceptive methods and Bhitan
| family planning, antenatal care, and advice on Solomon Islands
| transmission of HIV/AIDS and other sexually Philippines._
| transmitted diseases. This is a new target K";i::ﬁ:f;ﬁ
| introduced in the revised MDG framework. Mongolia e
| There is no direct indicator for this target and Tajikistan e
| the target is measured by a set of four related ";’“ ‘:'anr;
. . s . GHE]
| indicators—contraceptive use, adolescent birth Georgia Ik
rates. antenatal care coverage, and unmet need Kazakhstan i
for family planning. Sri Larka_ N
Ching, Peoplé's Rep. 0f B
Azerbaijan t
Maldves
Malaysia s
Uzbekistan fim
Armenia L
Key Trends Fil, Rep. Dﬁ.
Brunei Darussalam &
Maternal deaths were reduced to half of the 1990 “D'eg Rep. of §

g " 5 R < ingapare
levels but at the .regmna] level, w.lde dlspann.es remain Tam‘cmna:[
among economies. In developing economies. death Hong Kong, China |
due to complications during pregnancy and childbirth is
one of the leading causes of death among reproductive NEWE:}E::
women. Figure 5.1 shows the number of maternal deaths Japan |
per 100,000 live births in 1990 and 2008. To avoid é 2{')0 4{'}0 e 8[')0 1(;00

distortion, Afghanistan, with its ratio estimated at 1,700 in
1990 and 1.400 in 2008, is omitted from the graph. Four W 199 W 2008
economies had ratios over 300: these are. in ascending Source: Table 5.1.




adesh (340), Timor-Leste (370), Nepal (380),
 People’s Democratic Republic (580). Of the
populous economies, the People’s Republic of
had by far the lowest ratio in 2008 at 38 per
births. India’s ratio was more than sjx times
0. Next was Indonesia at 240; Pakistan at
gladesh at 340. By contrast, the seven richer
s of the region—Australia: Hong Kong, China:
Republic of Korea; New Zealand: Singapore:
1,China—had maternal mortality ratios lower
lmaternal deaths per 100.000 live births in 2008.

veen 1990 and 2008. several economies achieved
reductions. Thirteen economies. including four
most populous economies (with Pakistan as the
). cut their maternal mortality rates by half or
icularly large relative gains were achieved by
dives (93%). Bhutan (79%), Viet Nam (67%), and
RC (65%).

progress, few economies will meet the target
mortality. Between 1990 and 2008, the
~mortality ratio for the developing member
es (Table 5.1) fell from an estimated 397 maternal
100,000 live births to 194. In 2008, their share
for nearly 38% of the total maternal deaths
de. MDG Target 5.A is to reduce by three quarters,
1990 and 2015, the maternal mortality ratio.
shows that only two economies have done this
two more are expected to do so by 2015, The
majority of economies are making slow progress.
2public of Korea and Singapore, despite their low
al mortality rates of 18 and 9 in 2008, respectively,

-
) - Box 5.1 Progress toward Target for Maternal Mortality Rate

Maldives

People’s Republic of Viet Nam

Source: Denved from Table 5.1.
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are shown as making no progress/regressing. This is due
to the Republic of Korea’s relatively low ratio that has
remained unchanged at 18 per 100,000 live births since
1990, and Singapore’s ratio of 6 in 1990, which has
increased to (a still very low) 9 in 2008.

Most maternal deaths can be avoided by ensuring that
all births are attended by a skilled health professional.
Women sbould have access to the services of qualified
health personnel during pregnancy and child birth to
manage complications arising out of pregnancy. The
target here is to reduce by three quarters, between 1990
and 2015, the percentage of births that are not attended
by skilled health personnel. Box 5.2 shows that only 16
of the 41 economies for which an assessment is possible
will achieve the target by 2015 if current trends continue.
The 11 early achievers include the PRC and the five
economies on track include Indonesia. Fifteen economies
are making slow progress. including Bangladesh. India,
and Pakistan. Ten economies are shown as making no
progress/regressing, which includes the Kyrgyz Republic
and Thailand with, respectively, percentages of 98 and
99, both in the earliest and latest years for which data are
available. By the progress tracking criteria adopted here to
reduce by three quarters the births unattended. there is no
progress, but it can be argued that both already have nearly
100% coverage.

Box 5.2 Progress toward Target for Birth Attendance

by Skilled Health Personnel

Early Achievers
Armenia Palau
Brunei Darussalam Sri Lanka
China, People’s Republic of Tonga
Korea, Republic of Turkmenistan
Malaysia Uzbekistan
Mongolia

On Track
Azerbaijan Indonesia
Bhutan Viet Nam
Georga

Slow Progress

No Progress/Regressing

Source: Derived from Table 5.1,
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Many women are still devoid of minimum recommended
antenatal care. Antenatal care coverage provides
opportunities for interventions vital to the health of
pregnant women and children, WHO recommends at least
four such visits. In 12 economies including Bangladesh.
India, and Pakistan, at least 20% of births were not
preceded by even a single antenatal care visit. Figure
5.2 shows the percentage of live births that benefited
from at least one and from four or more antenatal care
visits. In 23 of the 41 economies in Figure 5.2, 90% or
more births were preceded by at least one visit. In 14 of
27 economies for which data are available, 70% or more
births were preceded by four or more visits. In the Lao
People’s Democratic Republic (35%). Afghanistan (36%),
Nepal (44%). and Bangladesh (51%), nearly half or more
pregnant mothers did not receive any antenatal care,
reflecting the lowest coverage in the region.

Figure 5.2 Antenatal Care Coverage as a Percentage of Live Births,
Latest Year
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Source: Table 5.2,

The MDG target is that 100% of births should_
preceded by at least one antenatal care visit. For practical
reasons of tracking progress, the target is deemed to hav
been reached with 95% coverage. Box 5.3 shows progi
toward this target for 29 economies for which an assessm
can be made. Sixteen have already reached the target or
expected to do so if they continue to progress at the sam
rate as in the past. The 13 that are not expected to re;

the target include Bangladesh, India, and Pakistan. Bol
Indonesia and the PRC are on track to achieve the target.

Box 5.3 Progress toward Target for at Least

One Antenatal Care Visit
| Early Achievers
Brunei Darussalam Mongolia
Kazakhstan Sni Lanka
Kirbati Thailand o
Kyrgyz Republic Turkmenistan
| Maldives Uzbekistan
| On Track
| Armenia Indongsia
| Bhutan Tajikistan
| China, People's Republic of Viet Nam '

Slow Progress

No Proiressfﬂegressing
|

‘ Source: Derived from Table 5.1. 1

High rates of births to adolescent women show that
more needs to be done to provide information and
advice on reproductive matters. MDG target 5.B is o
achieve, by 2015, universal access to reproductive heal
services, of which rates of adolescent pregnancy can

taken as one indicator. Adolescent mothers face a highi
risk at the time of pregnancy and having children at an
early age limits their opportunities for education and work.
In some cultures, adolescent pregnancies may be due toa
tradition of early marriage of girls, while other pregnancies
could be unwanted. In both cases, access to reproductive
health services could have avoided unwanted pregnancies.



GOAL 5: IMPROVE MATERNAL HEALTH

91

5.3 shows adolescent birth rates for Figure 5.3 Live Births per 1,000 Women Aged 15-19 Years,
loping economies and, for comparison, for the 1990 and Latest Year
veloped economies in the region. The rates are the p— —

ber of live births to women aged 15-19 as a percentage Bangladesh
omen in the age group. The rates are shown for "a?“zs:
d the latest year, which is largely between 2005 Vanuaty
4 Marshall Islands
. Nauru
. Soloman Islands
Ros. . ? . Papua New Guinea
In six developing economies, rates of adolescent Timor-Leste
ncy actually increased between 1990 and the most s sy e e =il M O
ar. In Azerbaijan, the rate increased by 60% and " - igdonesle; —_——
. v . cronesia, Fed. States o
were also substantial rises in Nauru, Samoa, and ' otk fotors
te. Smaller increases were reported for Nepal 3'1';*52
{f

e Philippines. Rates fell in the other 39 developing Georgia
esand the unweighted average forall 45 economies Aszjgﬁ
rom 56 live births for adolescent women to 43 with Kiribat]
tions of 60% or more being achieved in Armenia; Ll
- : the PRC: the Maldives: Pakistan: Palau; and . thgeph:of
: . ubiic

pei,China. i
Samoa
; K : y ; Tajikistan
Economies with rates of 50 live births for adolescent Armenia

or more in the latest year include several Pacific ”gft:m
d economies. Afghanistan, Bangladesh. Lao People's = Tuvtalu
tic Republic, and Nepal have the highest rates of = ’{;325;032
¢ 100 in the region. The Maldives has made the most Myanmar
—
—

j A . . Brunel Darussalam
ssive gains, reducing the rate from 106 in 1990 to Pakistan
. Tonga
5.in 2008, Maldives
Malaysia

China, People’'s Rep. of
Singapore
Taipel,China

Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of

New Zealand
Australia
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B 190 B Latest year
Source: Table 5.2.

Data Issues and Comparability

The most reliable information on maternal mortality comes from vital registration records or other administrative sources. In many
developing economies, however, registration records are not well maintained, with many births taking place at home rather than
In health facilities, and many not being attended to by trained health personnel. Mortality ratios for these economies are based on
household surveys of varying reliability. The estimates presented are point estimates, and the lower and upper bounds will reflect the
range of uncertainty in the estimates. For methodological details, refer to Trends in Maternal Mortality: 1990 to 2008, Estimates
developed by WHO, UNICEF, UNFPA, and The Worid Bank (World Health Organization 2010).

Data on the proportion of births attended by skilled health personnel and on the proportion preceded by an antenatal care visit are
usually collected through household surveys. It is difficult to achieve standardization in the definition of skilled health personnel due to
the differences in the training of health personnel in the various economies.

Data on the adolescent birth rate are derived from vital registration systems or household surveys. Data derived from either source may
suffer from limitations such as misreporting of the mother's age and exclusion of previous births.
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Goal 5 Targets and Indicators

Table 5.1 Target 5.A: Reduce by three quarters, between 1990 and 2015, the maternal mortality ratio

|
i
{

5.1 Maternal Mortality Ratio 5.2 Proportion of Births Attended
(per 100,000 live births) ' Skilled Health Personnel (%
| 1990 2000 2008 1995 Latest Year
': Developing Member Economies
] Central and West Asia® 495 495 397
i Afghanistan 1700 1800 1400 12 (2000) 24 (2008)
[} Armenia 51 34 29 96 (1997) 100 (2007)
Azerbaljan 64 59 38 100 (1998) 88 (2006)
Georgia 58 50 48 91 (1993) 98 (2005)
Kazakhstan 78 59 45 100 100 (2006)
Kyreyz Republic 77 81 81 98 (1997) 98 (2006)
Pakistan 490 340 260 18 (1997) 39 (2007)
i Tajikistan 120 120 64 79 (1996) 88 (2007)
' Turkmenistan 91 95 77 96 (1996) 100 (2006)
| Uzbekistan 53 29 30 98 (1996) 100 (2006)
1 East Asia® 107 59 38
China, People's Rep. of 110 60 38 89 99 (2008)
! Hong Kong, China 2
l Korea, Rep. of 18 19 18 98 (1990) 100 (1997)
Mangolia 130 93 65 97 (2000) 99 (2008)
l Taipei,China 12 8 8
i South Asia® 609 403 243
! Bangladesh 870 500 340 10 (1994) 24 (2009)
f Bhutan 940 420 200 15 (1994) 71 (2007)
! India 570 390 230 34 (1993) 53 (2008)
Maldives 510 110 37 90 (1994) 95 (2009)
L Nepal B70 550 380 9 (1996) 19 (2006)
: Sri Lanka 01 59 39 94 (1993) 99 (2007)
1
* Southeast Asia’ 380 233 164
Brunei Darussalam® 28 24 21 98 (1994) 100 (2009)
Cambodia 690 470 290 34 {1998) 44 (2005)
Indonesia 620 350 240 50 75 (2008)
Lao PDR 1200 790 580 19 (2001) 20 (20086)
[ Malaysia 56 39 31 96 99 (2007)
Myanmar 420 290 240 56 (1997) 64 (2007)
i Philippines 180 120 94 53 (1993) 62 (2008)
Singapore 6 15 9 100 (1998)
I Thailand 50 63 48 99 (2000) 99 (2009)
| Viet Nam 170 91 56 77 (1997) 88 (2006)
The Pacific® 320 275 230
Cook Islands 100 (1998) 98 (2006)
Fiji, Rep. of 40 32 26 100 (1998) 99 (2008)
Kiribati 72 (1994) 65 (2008)
Marshall Islands 95 (1998) 86 (2007)
Micronesia, Fed. States of 93 (1999) 92 (2008)
Nauru 97 (2007)
Palau 100 (1998) 100 (2008)
Papua New Guinea 340 290 250 53 (1996) 53 (2006)
Samoa 100 (1998) 81 (2009)
] Solomon Islands 130 110 100 85 (1994) 70 (2007)
| Timor-Leste 650 520 370 26 (1997) 29 (2010)
i Tonga . 92 (1991) 98 (2008)
i Tuvalu 99 (1997) 98 (2007)
: Vanuatu 89 74 (2007)
i Developed Member Economies” 12 9 7
1 Australia 10 9 8 100 (1991) 100 (1999)
Japan 12 9 6 100 (1990) 100 (1996)
New Zealand 18 12 14 100
DEVELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIES® 397 291 194
REGIONAL MEMBERS* 389 286 190
WORLD 400 340 260

a Estimated using data on births and survivors to age 1 as provided by the United Nations Children’s Fund. Aggregates are derived for reporting economies only.

b Brunei Darussalam I$ a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2011); for Hong Kong, China and Taipei,China: economy sources.
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Goal 5 Targets and Indicators

5.B: Achieve, by 2015, universal access to reproductive health

5.3 Contraceptive Prevalence Rate 5.4 Adolescent Birth Rate
(% of married women 15-49 years) (per 1,000 women 15-19 years!

5 (2000} 23 (2008) 151 (2001)
56 (1991) 53 (2005) 75 27 (2008)
55 (2000) 51 (2006) 26 42 (2008)
41 (2000) 47 (2008) 58 44 (2008)
59 51 (2006) 52 31 (2008)
60 (1997) 48 (2006} 30 (2008)

46
18 27 (2008) 73 (1992} 16 (2007)
34 (2000) 37 (2007) 41 27 (2005)

62 (2000) 24 21 (2006)
56 (1996) 65 (2008) 44 26 (2008)

SIVOD INIWAOTIAIA WNINNITIIW

84 (1997 85 (2006} 16 6 (2009)
86 (1997) 80 (2007) 6 4 (2008)
77 (1994) 80 (2009) 4 2 (2008)
57 (1994) 66 {2005) 37 20 (2008)
17 4 (2009)

45 (1994) 56 (2007) 179 133 (2005)
19 (1994) 31 {2000) 120 (1933) 46 (2005)
41 (1993) 56 [2006) 76 (1991) 45 (2006)
42 (1999 35 (2009) 106 15 (2008)
29 (1996) 48 (2006) 101 106 (2004)
66 (1993) 68 (2007) 35 (1991) 23 (2006)

35 17 (2008)
13 40 (2005) 90 (1993) 52 (2003)
54 61 (2007) 63 (1992) 52 (2005}
20 38 (2005) 115 (1892) 110 {2005)
55 (1994) 20 (1991) 12 (2006)
33 (1997) 41 (2007) 29 17 (2001)
51 51 {2008) 52 (1991) 53 (2008)
65 (1992) 62 (1997) 8 5 12007)
75 (1996) 72 (2006) 44 43 12005)
65 (1994) 80 (2008) 38 (1991) 35 (2007)

63 (1996) 43 (1999) 82 (1996) 47 (2001)
59 30 (2004)

36 (2000) 43 39 (2005)

45 (2007) 105 (1995) 88 (2006)

54 (1994) 51 (2003)

36 (2007) 70 (1992) 84 (2005)
33 (2003) 74 29 (2005)
26 (1996) 36 (2006) 77 (1994) 70 (2000}
25 (1998) 29 (2009) 25 (1991) 29 (2006)
35 (2007) 80 (1999) 70 (2005)
23 (1994) 22 (2010) 49 (1993) 54 (2008)
26 16 (2006)
31 (2007) 41 (1991) 23 (2005)
39 38 (2007) 92 (1999)

67 71 (2002) 18 (2008)
57 (1996) 54 (2005) 5 (2008)
75 Py 34 (2008)

— <ontinved— —




Goal 5 Targets and Indicators

Table 5.2 Target 5.B: Achieve, by 2015, universal access to reproductive health (continved)

Developing Member Economies

Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
Armenmia
Azerbaijan
Georgia
Kazakhstan
Kyrgyvz Republic
Pakistan
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Lizbekistan

East Asia
China, People's Rep. of
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mongolia
Taipei,China

South Asia
Bangladesh
Bhutan
India
Maldives
Nepal
Sn Lanka

Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam?®
Cambodia
Indonesia
Lao PDR
Malaysia
Myanmar
Philippines
Singapore
Thailand
Viet Nam

The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fijl, Rep. of
Kiribati
Marshall Islands

Micronesia, Fed. States of

Nauru

Palau

Papua New Guinea
Samoa

Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste

Tonga

Tuvalu

Vanuatu

Developed Member Economies

Australia
Japan
New Zealand

of live births ) -married of | b
36 (2008)
93 (2005) 71 (2005) 12 (2000) 13 (2005)
77 (2006) 45 (2006) 12 (2001) 15 (2006)
94 (2005) 75 (2005) 24 (2000} 16 (2005)
100 (2006) 70 (1999) 16 (1995) 9 (1999)
97 (2008) 81 (1997) 12 (1997)
61 (2007) 28 (2007) 32 (1991) 25 (2007)
89 (2007) 49 (2007)
99 (2006) 83 (2000) 10 (2000)
99 (2006) 79 (1996) 14 (1996)
91 (2008) 3 (1992) 2 (2001)
100 (2008) 10 (1998) 5 (2003)
51 (2007) 21 (2007) 18 (1994) 17 (2007)
88 (2007)
75 (2008) 51 (2008) 19 (1993) 13 (2006)
99 (2009 85 (2009) 28 (2009)
44 (2006) 29 (2008) 28 (1991) 25 (20086)
99 (2007) 93 (2007) 18 (2000) 7 (2007)
99 (2009)
69 (2005) 27 (2005) 30 (2000) 25 (2005)
93 (2007) 82 (2007) 14 (1991) 9 (2007)
35 (2006) 40 (2000) 27 (2005)
79 (2005)
80 (2007) 73 (2007) 21 (1991) 19 (2001)
91 (2008] 78 (2008) 26 (1993) 22 (2008)
99 (2009) 80 (2009) 3 (2006)
91 (2006) 29 (2002) 7 (1997) 5 (2002)
100 (2008) .
100 (2008) -
100 {2008)
81 (2007) 77 (2007) 8 (2007)
80 (2008)
95 (2007) 40 (2007)
100 (2008) 88 (2007)
79 (20086) 55 (2006) o
93 (2009) 46 (2009)
74 (2007) 65 (2007) 11 (2007)
84 (2010) 55 (2010) 18 (1991) 31 (2010)
99 (2008) i
97 (2007) 67 (2007) 24 (2007)
84 (2007) h
98 (2008) 92 (2008)
95 (1994)

a Brunel Darussalam Is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2011); for Taipei,China: Directorate-General of Budget, Accounting and Statistics.




al 6: Combat HIV/AIDS, Malaria, and Other Diseases

is particularly a problem for countries in Southeast Asia, and in some of these countries, less than
the population at risk have information about HIV/AIDS. Antiretroviral treatment for HIV/AIDS is
‘more accessible throughout the region although universal access is still remote. Most economies
good progress in reducing both death and incidence for tuberculosis. However, incidence rates

1 high in several countries and are growing in parts of Central and West Asia.

0al 6 has three targets:

6.A: Have halted by 2015 and begun to reverse the spread of HIV/AIDS. This is targeted at the 15-24 age group but
for most economies, comparable data on HIV prevalence are available only for those aged 15-49 years.

6.B: Achieve, by 2010, universal access to treatment for HIV/AIDS for all those whe need it. No country is vet
providing universal access and availability of data has been improving to measure the progress. Data are now

available for many countries in the region.

- 6.C: Have halted by 2015 and begun to reverse the incidence of malaria and other major diseases. Tuberculosis
(TB) is one of the “other major diseases™ and several indicators are available for this disease.

ey Trends

¢ Southeast Asian countries have the highest
/AIDS incidence rates in the region. Box 6.1 shows Box 6.1 Percentage of Population 15-49 Years with HIV, 2009
> percentage of the population in the 15-49 age Less than 0.1%
oup infected with HIV/AIDS in 2009. Thailand. with Bangladesh <01  Mongofia <01
HIV prevalence, has the highest rate followed by Jz;' R Dy I =nr
; ;  Republic of <01 Philippines <0.1
a New Guinea at 0.9%, Myanmar at 0.6%, then Maldives <04 o
bodia and Malaysia both at (.5%. Of the five most 0.1% - 0.4%
pulous economies. India has the highest incidence A"“ef“i_am g'i ghif“:"a" g';
{0.3%) followed by Indqnesia (0:2%). then Bangladesh Aum,fa. 0L indoness 0.2
d the People’s Republic of China (0.1% or less). No China. Pecple's Republicof 0.1 Lao PDR 0.2
country in the region has a generalized epidemic. Fii. Rep. of 01  Tajkistan 02
Georgia 0.1 Kyrgyz Republic 03
. b o " ) . ) Kazakhstan 0.1 India 03
Disseminating correct information is the first step in New Zealand 0.1  Nepal 0.4
ting the spread of HIV/AIDS. The percentage of the Palustan 01 VietNam 0.4
. : ) s ; Singapore 0.1
po lation aged 15-24 years with comprehensive correct oo
knowledge of HIV/AIDS is the percentage of young
major ways of preventing the sexual transmission and
limiting sex to one faithful, uninfected partner; who reject Source: Table 6.1.
the two most common local misconceptions about HIV

transmission; and who know that a healthy-looking person
can transmit HIV. This indicator is usually presented for
women and men separately.
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Figure 6.1 shows that in several economies, less than
a third of the population most at risk only have correct
information about HIV/AIDS. Young men and women are
relatively well-informed about HIV/AIDS in Cambodia,
Thailand, and Viet Nam, where HIV/AIDS is a particular
problem but despite this, 50% of the population in the
age bracket most at risk (15-24) do not have correct
comprehensive knowledge,

Since 2004, most countries have seen major gains in the
numbers of HIV/AIDS victims receiving antiretroviral
treatment. Antiretroviral drug therapy has been shown to
reduce mortality among those infected with HIV/AIDS,
and MDG target 6.B is to provide the treatment to all those
in need by 2010.

Figure 6.1 Percentage of the Population with Comprehensive,
Correct Knowledge about HIV/AIDS, Latest Year

Cambadia
Thailand
Viet Nam
Tuvalu
Maldives |
MONZOla e——
Uzbelstan
Solomon Isiands
Nepal
Marshall (siands |
Armenia
Kazakhstan
Philippines
Kyrgyz Republic |
India
Vanuatu |
Georgia
Bangladesh
Nauru
Indonesia
Turkmenistan
Azerbaijan
Pakistan
Samoa
Tajikistan ﬂ-
0 20 40 60 80
B remale B Mae

Source: Table 6.1.

Figure 6.2 shows the percentage of those living with
advanced HIV infection who have access to antiretroviral
drugs. Gains since 2004 have been dramatic, and according
to the United Nations, “the number of people receiving
antiretroviral treatment for HIV or AIDS increased
13-fold from 2004 to 2009. As a result, the number of
AlIDS-related deaths declined by 19% over the same
period.”! In the Asia and Pacific region. Indonesia is the
only country to report less access in 2009 compared to
2004 but in most of the other countries. substantially more
AIDS victims are now getting treatment. Despite this,
only Cambodia was close to meeting this target in 2009,
Georgia, the Lao People’s Democratic Republic, and
Thailand are now providing access to more than 60% of |
those infected. At the other end of the scale, less than 20%
in eight countries are receiving antiretroviral drugs, and
these include three economies with relatively high rates of
infection in the region—the Kyrgyz Republic, Myanmar,
and Nepal.

-
Figure 6.2 Percentage of the Population with Advanced HIV Infection |

with Access to Antiretroviral Drugs, 2004 and 2009
|

Cambadia

Lao PDR _'__

Georgia

Thailand

Papua New Guinea ¥
Philippines

|

Viet Nam |
Fiji. Rep. of |
Kazakhstan |

Armenia |

Malaysia
Bangladesh

Indonesia

Azerbaijan

Sn Lanka | 1
Myanmar | .I

I

i

l

Maldives
Bhutan

Kyrgyz Republic |

Nepal |

Tajikistan |

Mongolia |
Pakistan

=

o,,
T
]
]
8

2004 B 2009
Source: Table 6.2.

1 The Millennium Development Goals Report 2011 (United Nations 2011, 31



control incidence and deaths due to
are showing good results. Figure 6.3 shows
¢ and death rates due to tuberculosis in
of the region. Death rates for tuberculosis
lling in recent years in most countries as
ntensive efforts over the past 15 years to
DOTS Strategy (1995-2005) and its
“Stop TB Strategy™ launched in 2006.
incidence rates remain high in several
and rates are still 400 or more per 100,000
Cambodia. Myanmar, and Timor-Leste.

3 Incidence and Death Rates Due to Tuberculosis, 2009
(per 100,000 population)

Cambodia - g
Timor-Leste
Myanmar
Tajikistan
Pakistan
Afghanistan
Viet Nam
Philippines
. B Indonesia
Papua New Guinea
India
Kazakhstan
Kyrgyvz Republic
Turkmenistan
Nepal
Uzbekistan
Thailand
Solomon Islands
Kiribati

5 ; e

@, People's Rep, of
Lao PDI

i

T TS Ml e (Y |

Rl

Sni Lanka
Malaysia |
Marshall Islands |
Bhutan |

AL

i
g

Y '}

Tuvalu

Cook Islands |
Mongolia |

eronesia, Fed. States of |
Tonga |

Georgia |

Hong Kong, China
Samoa
Palau

§
3

| e R P T S S N1

Singapore

Fiji, Rep. of

Nauru

Brunei Darussalam
Japan

New Zealand
Australia

100 200 300 400 500 600

.:,_
f

B incidence

Source: Table 6.3.

GOAL 6: COMBAT HIV/AIDS, MALARIA, AND OTHER DISEASE

The MDG 6 targets call for halting and reversing
the incidence of major diseases including tuberculosis.
Figure 6.4 shows the changes in incidence rates reported
by 48 economies. In all but seven of them, incidence rates
between 1990 and 2009 have either stabilized or declined.
The seven include the Lao People’s Democratic Republic,
Palau, and Turkmenistan where the increases in incidence
rates have been very small. and also four others where the
percentage growth has been more substantial—Armenia,
Kazakhstan, the Kyrgyz Republic, and Tajikistan. Data
for more years are required to be certain but on present
evidence, it looks as though the MDG target of halting and
reversing tuberculosis, one of the major diseases. will be
achieved by most countries in the region.

Figure 6.4 Change in Tuberculosis Incidence Rate, 1990-2009 (%)

Nauru

Maldives
Solomon lslands
Fiji, Rep. of
Japan
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Korea, Rep. of
Bhutan

Vanuatu

Tuvalu
Singapore

Hong Kong, China
New Zealand
Malaysia

Tonga

Kinbati

Marshall Islands
Philippiries

China, People’s Rep. of
Cambodia

Brunei Darussalam
Australia

| Viet Nam

Papua New Guinea
Thailand
Myanmar
Indonesia

Sni Lanka
Nepal

India
Bangladesh
Uzbekistan
Palustan
Georgia
Azerbaijan
Afghanistan
Lao PDR
Palau
Turkmenistan W

Kyrgyz Republic
Kazakhstan
Tajikistan

| Armenia ! :

-150 -100 -50 0 50 100 150

Source: Table 6.3.
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OAL 6: COMBAT HIV/AIDS, MALARIA, AND OTHER DISEASES

Malaria is mainly a problem in South Asia, Southeast
Asia, and some Pacific island economies. There is
great variation in the incidence of malaria in the Asia
and Pacific region. Box 6.2 groups the 27 economies
for which data are available into four categories based
on the incidence of malaria per 100,000 population. The
incidence of malaria (the number of new cases reported
each year) goes from less than one in Armenia, Georgia,
the Kvrgyz Republic, and Uzbekistan to more than
1,000 in eight countries, which include Bangladesh,
India, and Indonesia. Timor-Leste, with an incidence
rate of 46.380 per 100,000 population, has the highest
incidence followed by Papua New Guinea at 18,012
and Solomon Islands at 13,718,

Data Issues and Comparability

Box 6.2 Incidence of Malaria, 2008 (per 100,000 population)

Less than 1
Armenia 0 Kyrgyz Republic 0
Georgla 0 Uzbekistan o
1-99
Azerbaljan 1 Srilanka 21
China, People's Republic of 3 Viet Nam 55
Korea, Republic of 8 Malaysia 75
Tajikistan 9 Philippines 96
100-999

Source: Table 6.3,

Information on prevalence of HIV/AIDS generally comes from a variety of sources covering particular subgroups of the population.
Infection rates may be under reported in several countries because of the stigma attached to the disease. In addition, persons with
HIV/AIDS are particularly susceptible to tuberculosis and other opportunistic diseases, and persons with HIV/AIDS may instead be

reported as infected by only the opportunistic disease.

Data on the estimated number of people receiving antiretroviral therapy are collected by the Joint United Nations Programme on
HIV/AIDS (UNAIDS) and the World Health Organization (WHO) from various sources such as ministries of heaith, bilateral partners,
foundations, and nongovernment organizations that are major providers of treatment services. These data are combined with data on
the number of people who need antiretroviral therapy (which are estimated by WHO and UNAIDS using statistical modeling methods) to
derive the data on the proportion of the population who have advanced HIV infection with access to antiretroviral drugs. However, the
indicator does not distinguish between the different types of treatments available, nor does it measure the cost, quality, or effectiveness |

of treatment.

Information on the prevalence of tuberculosis may be based on administrative data from clinics or health workers. In many developing;:
countries, however, administrative records cannot be used and the main source will be health and demographic surveys of households.
These are not generally repeated annually and may only cover particular target groups. They often have to be extrapolated to adjoining

years and to the whole population.

Information on incidence of malaria is collected by WHO from ministries of health, which are generally responsible for malaria surveillance
in endemic countries. Estimates of the number of malaria cases are particularly sensitive to completeness of the report by the health

facilities in a country,




6.1 HIV Prevalence

(% of population 15-49 years)
2001 2009

AA

A

041
0.1
04
<0.1
0.5
0.1

AN

OHrO0O00000OR.
WP, =N

A

Micranesia, Fed. States of
Nauru

Pelau

* Papua New Guinea

;:W

_ Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste

Tonga
[ Tnalu

. \anuatu
Developed Member Economies

- Australia

Japan
New Zealand

22.6 (2005)
4.8 (2006)
15.0 {2005)
22.4 (2006)
20.3 (2006)
3.4 (2007)
2.3 (2005)
4.8 (2006)
31.0 (2006

31.4 (2005)

14.6 (2009)
19.9 (2006)
35.0 (2009)
27.6 (2006]

50.1 (2005)
9.5 (2007}

20.7 (2008)

46.1 (2006)
43.6 (2006)

26.6 (2007)
13.3 (2007)

3.0 (2009)
29.3 (2007)

39.4 {2007)
15.4 (2007)

15.1 (2005)
5.3 (2006)

7.0 (2002)

17.9 (2007)
36.1 (2006)

43.6 (20086)

45.2 (2005)
14.7 {2007)

17,6 (2003)

50.3 (2005)

39.4 (2007
9.6 (2007]
5.8 (2009}

35.1 (2007)

BO.7 (2007)

@ Brunei Darussalam is a regional memper of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Source:  Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2011).
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Goal 6 Targets and Indicators

Toble 6.2 Target 6.B: Achieve, by 2010, universal access to treatment for HIV/AIDS for all those who need it

6.5 Proportion of Population with Advanced HIV Infection .
with Access to Antiretroviral Drugs (%)
2004 2009
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
Armenia 0 24
Azerbaijan 0 21
Georgla 16 65
| Kazakhstan 1 27
- Kyrgyz Republic 0 12
Pakistan 1 4
! Taylkistan 0 11
' Turkmenistan
, Uzhekistan
|
- East Asia
- China, People's Rep. of
. Hong Kong, China '
Horea, Rep. of
Mongolia 0 8 |
. Taipei,China 7%
South Asia
Bangladesh 1 23 |
; Bhutan 10 14 |
India e e |
.‘ Maldives 0 17 '
| Nepal 0 11
J‘ Sn Lanka 5 20 i
3 Southeast Asia 1
Brunei Darussalam? |
Cambodia 12 94
Indonesia 39 21
Lao PDR 26 67
Malaysia 12 23
Myanmar 2 18
Philippines 10 37
Singapore
Thailand 17 61
Viet Nam 1 34
The Pacific
Cook Istands i
Fiji, Rep. of 0 30 -
Kiribati |
Marshall islands I
Micronesia, Fed. States of s I
Nauru |
Palau
Papua New Guinea 3 52
Samoa A
Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste
Tonga
Tuvalu
Vanuatu
Developed Member Economies !
Australia
Japan
New Zealand

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it s not classified as a developing member.

Source:  Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2011},
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| Goal 6 Targets and Indicators

| Target 6.C: Have halted by 2015 and begun fo reverse the incidence
of malaria and other major diseases

z
&
B
§ |

1909 In

1798 4 574 442 1237 693
1645 2 189 189 419 285
327 1 88 89 158 131
75 0 127 83 227 109
7943 17 404 404 924 597
9% 0 393 280 1003 520
66 36 86 43
322 0 137 137 209 189
55 0 204 200 395 333
= 27 3 54
51 19 80 26 |
513 351 1129 288
Islands 302 207 753 231
ia, Fed. States of 188 a0 404 155
85 2 105 54
; 64 65 224 83
@ New Guinea 18012 36 250 250 523 337
32 18 42 33
Islands 13718 19 312 115 630 185
46380 108 498 744
34 23 53 44
296 155 327 194
6036 7 139 72 176 110
Member Economies |
7 6 10 8 '
53 21 73 26 '
13 8 18 10 ’
continved |
|
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Goal 6 Targets and Indicators

Table 6.3 Target 6.C: Have halted by 2015 and begun to reverse the incidence
of malaria and other major diseases (continved)

6.9 Death Rates Associated 6.10 Proportion of Tuberculosis
(per 100,000 population) Detected Cured
Developing Member Economies '
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan 66 38 4 (1997) 48 45 (1997) 88
Armenia i 12 7 70 55 73 l
Azerbaian 17 12 19 75 65 56 |
Georgia 14 5 30 100 58 73 |
Kazakhstan® a3 22 51 80 74 (1997) 64 i
Kyrgyz Republic 30 22 52 66 50 (1996) 84 |
Pakistan 82 38 4 63 70 90 |
Tajikistan 22 48 38 44 88 82 |
Turkmenistan 18 22 &8 92 T 83 E
Uzbekistan 22 19 34 50 78 81
East Asia u |
China, People’s Rep. of 38 12 37 75 93 94
Hong Kong, China g 4 87 89 85 (1998) 68
Korea, Rep. of 20 8 87 89 76 B4 |
Mongolia® 28 B 39 75 74 87 a
Taipel,China |
South Asia A
Bangladesh 68 51 20 44 71 91
Bhutan 49 8 83 100 a7 91 3
India 43 23 76 67 25 87 '
Maldives 35 3 89 83 a7 45 |
Nepal 44 21 56 73 73 89 [
Sn Lanka 12 9 49 70 79 85
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam?® 2 2 87 (1997) 89 85 (1998) 87
Cambodia 172 71 24 80 91 95
Indonesia 57 27 10 67 91 91
Lao PDR 18 12 20 B8 70 93
Malaysia 26 9 53 76 69 78
Myanmar 133 59 10 64 67 85
Philippines 34 35 47 57 60 88
Singapote 5 2 87 89 86 B1
Thailand 22 18 55 69 64 82
Viet Nam 48 36 37 54 89 92
The Pacific k-
Cook Islands 0 T 88 37 100 50
Fiji, Rep. of 8 2 68 91 86 %0
Kiribati 154 12 92 (1996} 81 87 96
Marshall islands 112 8 43 (1996) 110 25 a7
Micronesia, Fed. States of 15 6 100 150 80 47
Naury 6 2 90 (1999) 420 (2008) 83 (1998) 100, L8
Palau 8 3 90 140 67 60 (2006}
Papua New Guinea 69 26 68 73 56 64 I
Samoa 3 4 o8 51 80 71 |
Soloman Islands 80 18 40 61 65 94
Timor-Leste 66 64 (2002) 84 81 (2002) 85
Tonga 5 5 67 33 75 100
Tuvalu 12 T 160 120 100 (1999) 78
Vanuatu 11 10 39 78 85 a1
Developed Member Economies
Australia® 0 0 87 89 55 (1996) 80
Japan@ 4 1 87 89 80 (1998) 48
New Zealand® 0 o 87 89 30 (2000) 73

DOTS = Directly Observed Treatment Short Course.

a The indicators incidence and death rates associated with malana, as defined for the global monitoring, do not apply to the circumstances of the country,
b Brune: Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a develaping member.

Source:  Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2011).



| 7: Ensure Environmental Sustainability

ation continues to be a problem in most of the Asia and Pacific region, with some of the most valuable
forests shrinking the fastest. Between 1990 and 2010, the proportion of land and territorial water set
diversity protection rose in all the region's economies. Per capita emissions of carbon dioxide are
ually all economies in the region including in all five most populous economies. Improved sanitation
are gradually being extended to rural areas but many countries still have far to go.

' has four targets:

TA Integrate the principles of sustainable
development into  country  policies  and
programs and reverse the loss of environmental
resources.

1B Reduce biodiversity loss, achieving, by 2010,
g a significant reduction in the rate of loss.

7.C Halve, by 2015, the proportion of people
without sustainable access to safe drinking
| water and basic sanitation.

 1.D By 2020, to have achieved a significant
improvement in the lives of at least 100 million
slum dwellers. Slums are defined as dwellings

| in urban areas with at least one of the following
characteristics: (i) lack of access to improved
water supply, (i1) lack of access to improved
sanitation. (i) overcrowding (three or more
persons per room). and (iv) dwellings made
of nondurable material. This target is for the
world as a whole and does not refer to any
particular economy.

Key Trends

Deforestation is a threat throughout the region.
figure 7.1 shows the percentages of land area covered by
prests in 2010 compared with 1990. In these 20 years.
) economies report losses of forest area with only
‘4 reporting an increase. Many of the losses are substantial.
en economies lost nearly a fifth or more of their 1990
forest arca—Armenia (24%), Cambodia (22%). Indonesia
(20%), Myanmar (19%). Nepal (25%). Pakistan (33%).
Sri Lanka (21%). and Timor-Leste (23%). Some of the
‘economies reporting gains were small Pacific islands
‘where forest areas are quite small, although the gainers
also included the People’s Republic of China (PRC), the
Philippines. and Viet Nam.

Figure 7.1 Percentage of Land Area Covered by Forest,
1990 and 2010
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Southeast Asia contains much of Asia’s tropical
hardwoods. Forest losses reported here included Cambodia
(22%), Indonesia (20%), Myanmar (19%), the Lao
People’s Democratic Republic, and Malaysia (both 9%).

On the other hand, protecting the natural environment
is making progress in the region, Figure 7.2 shows the
percentages of land and territorial waters that 41 economies
have set aside for the protection and maintenance of
biological diversity.

Protected areas range from 0.4% in Afghanistan to
nearly 42% in Hong Kong, China. There has been an increase
from 1990 to 2010 in the protected areas of all economies
except for Afghanistan, Pakistan, and Turkmenistan.
Sixteen economies have increased their protected areas by
3 percentage points or more. Particularly large increases

AL 7: ENSURE ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY

were made by Bhutan at 14 percentage points, the Lao
People’s Democratic Republic (15), Kiribati (22), and
Cambodia (23). Gains of 9-10 percentage points were
observed in Mongolia; Nepal: Taipei,China: and Tonga.
The PRC increased its protected area from 13% to 16%,
which translates into a large area given the geographical
size of the country.

The general rule is that rising gross domestic product
means rising emissions of carbon dioxide (CO,). Asia
is no exception. Figure 7.3 shows the average annual
percentage change in per capita emissions of CO, between
1990 and 2008. Cambodia was first with per capita emission
of CO, growing at 12% per year, followed by Bhutan,
Lao People’s Democratic Republic, the Maldives, and Vi
Nam (all 9%). It should. however, be remembered that the
countries started from very low emission levels in 1990,

Figure 7.2 Percentage of Protected Terrestrial and Marine Areas, '
1990 and 2010
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Figure 7.3 Percentage Change of Per Capita Emissions of Carbon Dioxide,
2008 Compared with 1990 !

Cambodia
Bhutan
Viet Nam |
Lao PDR |
Maldives |
MNepal
Cook Islands
S Lanka
I Thailand
Malaysia
Myanmar
China, People's Rep. of |
Bangladesh |
Indonesia _
Tonga
Korea, Rep. of |
India —
Armenia | E—
Marshall Islands _
Pakistan
Turkmenistan
Fiji, Rep. of
Philippines
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Samoa _
Hang Kong, China
Australia
New Zealand
Brunei Darussalam
Japan _

i

|

= Mongolia

= Azerbaijan
Uzbekistan
Vanuatu
Timor-Leste
Solomon Islands
Palau
Papua New Guinea
Singapore
Kyrgyz Republic
Georga
Tajikistan

l Afghanistan

-15 -10 -5 5 10

o

[ Source: Table 7.1,




economies had lower per capita CO,
since  1990. These include Azerbaijan.,
izakhstan, the Kyrgyz Republic, Tajikistan,
. Their CO, emissions fell sharply after
hecause of steep increases in the price of oil
ral gas and because of a collapse in industrial
n. Singapore’s per capita emissions were down
year and it was the only country among the

_ countries, the per capita emissions went up
90 levels, including the PRC and Bangladesh at
4% and Pakistan, 3%.

74a and 7.4b compare CO, emissions
five most populous countries in the region with
s by five large Organisation for Economic Co-
and Development (OECD) countries. [n terms
missions (Figure 7.4a) the PRC has overtaken the
States as the largest CO, emitter and India has now
d the largest European economy, Germany. On a
pita basis however, Figure 7.4b shows that the five
economies are all below the levels of countries of
DECD. Only the PRC is close to France: the others
ar behind. Figures 7.4a and 7.4b suggest just how
ophic it could be for the world’s climate if per capita
sions in the most populous Asian countries rise to the
vels of OECD countries.

Figure 7.4a Carbon Dioxide Emissions in Five Industrialized Economies
and the Five Most Populous Economies in Asia, 2008 |
(million metnc tons!
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e S e ———— ‘
India l_

Germany mmm

Canada e ‘
United Kingdom mm

Indonesia '_- ‘
France J- |
Pakistan 1
Bangladesh | ‘

069696969&&9696’)69

B ndustriaiized B Most Populous ‘

Sources: Table 7.1 and Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD
2011) for Canada, France, Germany, the United Kingdom, and ‘
the United States.

Figure 7.4t Per Capita Emissions of Carbon Dioxide in Five Industrialized ‘
Economies and the Five Most Populous Countries in Asia, 2008
(metric tons} ‘
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Sources: Table 7.1 and Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD
2011 for Canada, France, Germany, the United Kingdom, and ‘
the United States.

In most economies, improved sanitation is much
more likely to be available in urban areas, but several
countries are working to improve the imbalance.
Target 7.C is about improving drinking water sources and
sanitation facilities in urban and rural arcas. The targets
are 10 halve the proportion of households without access
to an improved drinking water source and without use of
an improved sanitation facility. The main problem in most
economies is to provide improved water and sanitation
facilities to rural households. Figure 7.5 compares
urban—rural ratios for proportions of the urban and rural
populations with access to improved sanitation facilities
for both 1990 and 2008.

Note that a ratio of | in Figure 7.5 only means that
both urban and rural areas are being equally provided with
access to improved sanitation. [n practice, however, the
ratios equal to | shown in Figure 7.5 were achieved by
countries that provide around 100% improved sanitation
to both urban and rural households.

Ratios above 1 indicate that urban households
are being favored over rural households. Ratios above
2.0 were recorded for nine economies in 2008 including
Afghanistan, the Lao People’s Democratic Republic,
Mongolia, and Pakistan. Ratios below [ indicate a higher
proportion of rural households using improved sanitation.
Ratios marginally less than | are shown for Kazakhstan,
Sri Lanka, and Thailand.




Between 1990 and 2008, all countries except six
either improved their ratios. indicating that they have been
giving priority to bringing improved sanitation to rural
areas, or recorded no change. The six economies whose
ratios improved and made impressive gains in bridging the
rural-urban gap were Afghanistan, Azerbaijan, Georgia,
Kiribati, the Federated States of Micronesia, and Palau.

Figure 7.5 Urban/Rural Ratio of the Proportion of Population 1
Using an Improved Sanitation Facility, 1990 and 2008
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Source: Table 7.3.

Unimproved water is still used by 13% of the population
while 23% practice open defecation. Figures 7.6 and 7.7
show the number of people in Asia with access to improved
drinking water and sanitation facilities, respectively. The
data respectively refer to 2008 and are sourced from
WHO/UNICEF Joint Monitoring Programme for Water
Supply and Sanitation.

Piped water and other cleaned water are currently
available to 87% of the population of the Asia and Pacific
region. This still leaves 13% of the population, or over
460 million people, without access to safe drinking water,

=

Figure 7.6 Proportion of Population Using Different Sources
of Drinking Water, 2008
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Source: Data from WHO/UNICEF Joint Monitoring Programme for Water
Supply and Sanitation. J

Figure 7.7 shows the sanitation facilities available
to the population of the region. Improved sanitation
basically means flush toilets connected either to |
sewage pipes or individual cess-pits, and provid
to 50% of the population. Shared sanitation (12
is common in urban areas and is also usually wai
flushed. Other unimproved sanitation (15%) consists
mainly of earth latrines defecation. Finally, 23%
the population—or 850 million people—practice
defecation. Open defecation and, to a lesser ex
earth latrines and other unimproved facilities, a
major cause of water and ground pollution leading.
diarrheal diseases, which are a major cause of in
and child deaths.
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7.7 Proportion of Population Using Different Types
of Sanitation Facilities, 2008
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using different sanitation facilities,

 Data from WHO/UNICEF Joint Monitoring Programme for Water
Supply and Sanitation.

countries will meet the MDG water target

the sanitation target. Twenty-two economies are

cted to achieve the improved drinking water target

nly 16 economies will succeed with basic sanitation
bl and 7.2).

- Fifteen economies have already halved the proportion

the population without sustainable access to safe
nking water, and based on the current trends. another
/en are expected to do so by 2015, The early achievers
ude the PRC and India, but Bangladesh, Indonesia, and
kistan are making slow progress and may not manage to
ve the proportion by 2015,

On the sanitation target, 11 countries have already
ved the proportion of the population with access to
ic sanitation, and another five are expected to do so by
015. None of the five most populous countries are likely
achieve the target of providing flush toilets or other
forms of improved sanitation by 2015 unless they improve
upon their current rates of progress (Box 7.2).

Box 7.1 Progress toward Target for Proportion of Population
with Access to Improved Drinking Water

Early Achievers
Armenia
China, People’s Republic of
Georgla
India
HKorea, Republic of
Kyrgyz Republic
Malaysia
Nepal
On Track
Afghanistan
Cambodia
Kiribati
Micronesia, Federated States of
Slow Progress

No Progres/Re ressing

Source:  Derived from Table 7.3.

Singapore
Sri Lanka
Thailand
Tonga
Tuvalu
Vanuatu
Viet Nam

Mengolia
Philippines
Timor-Leste

Box 7.2 Progress toward Target for Proportion of Population
Using Improved Sanitation Facilities

Early Achievers
Cook Islands
Korea, Republic of
Malaysia
Maldives
Myanmar
Samoa

On Track
Lao PDR
Palau
Philippines

Slow Progress

No Progress/Regressing

Source: Derived from Table 7.3.

Singapore
Sri Lanka
Thailand
Uzbekistan
Viet Nam

Tajikistan
Timor-Leste
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In four of the five most populous countries of the
region, more than 30% of the population were
classified as slum dwellers in 2007. However, all five
have made substantial progress in reducing their slum
populations since 1990. By 2007, Indonesia had more
than halved the proportion of slum dwellers, and both
India and Pakistan had cut their proportions by over
40%. The PRC had managed a smaller reduction—down
by about 30%—but Bangladesh, which started with
87% percent of its population in slums, had only cut the
proportion by 20% in 2007. Available data from United
Nations Human Settlements Programme (UN-HABITAT)
suggest that more than 360 million people lived in urban
slums in these five most populous countries in 2007,

Data Issues and Comparability

Figure 7.8 Proportion of Slum Population in the Five Most Populous
Countries of Asia, 1990 and 2007 (% of total population)
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Source: Table 7.4,

Data on forests and on land set aside for protecting biodiversity come from administrative sources supplemented by satellite imagery.
They are broadly comparable and reasonably reliable. Information on carbon dioxide emissions comes mainly from intemational agencies
and is derived by applying emission coefficients to estimates of fuel consumption, cement production, and gas flaring. Emissions by
international carriers (ships and aircraft) are usually omitted because they cannot be assigned to a particular country.

Data on housing conditions and access to drinking water and sanitation come mainly from population or housing censuses or from
demographic and health surveys and living standard surveys. The data are not strictly comparable as definitions may vary between
countries but, in general, piped water will have been filtered and chlorinated. Other improved water is from wells and boreholes and is
regarded as safer than unimproved water, which is surface water from lakes, ponds, and rivers. As regards sanitation facilities, improved
sanitation usually means water-flushed toilets; shared sanitation is also usually water-based; other unimproved sanitation generally
means earth latrines; and open defecation is defecation in fields, woods, and on beaches and riverbanks. In practice, definitions may

vary between countries.
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and programmes and reverse the loss of environmentul resources

Goal 7 Targets and Indicators

Islands
esia, Fed, States of

7..1. Pmpurl.louofl.and

7.2 Carbon Dioxide Emissions

{thousand metric tons)

(per cgpta. metric tons)

1990

2677

3682 (1992)
44173 (1992)
15335 (1992)
261307 (1992)
10862 (1992)

68566
7220 (1992)
28067 (1992)
114014 (1992)

2460744

27660

243815

10044

(2009)

22
818
22

48
55 (1999)

132
235
2142
125
161

161 (2002}

7
70
287331

1094706
24023

~ 2008

814
5548
47139
5203
236954
6208
163178
3146
47840
124905

7031916
38573
509170

02
1.1 (1992)
5.9 (1992)
2.9 (1992)

15.9 (1992)
2.4 (1992)
0.6
1.3 (1992)
7.2 (1992)
5.3 (1992)

]

7.0
0.3
18
0.2
7.7
03
0.9
7.0
42
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‘ Goal 7 Targets and Indicators

|3 Table 7.1 Target 7.A: Integrate the principles of sustainable development into country policies

{ and programmes and reverse the loss of environmental resources (confinved)

i 7.3 Consumption of All Ozone- 7.5 Proportion of Total

| Depleting Substances (0DP metric tons) Water Resources Used (%) o
i 1990 2009 1990 2000

4 Developing Member Economies

; Central and West Asia

| Afghanistan - (1991) 49.2 35.6

! Armenia - (1991) 24.9 37.7 (1995) 36.4 (2005)
|8 Azerbaijan 2.8 (1991) 35 36.1 (1995) 35.2 (2005)

| Georgla 94.8 (1991) 46 2.6 (2005)

' Kazakhstan 2355.9 130.2 29.5 (1995) 28.9
; Kyrgyz Republic 1335 (1991) 7.7 43.7 (1995) 43.7

| Pakistan 1455.8 2453 69.1 81.5 (2010}

i Tajikistan 93.3 (1991) 26 74.3 (1995) 74.8
i Turkmenistan 145.2 13.1 96.2 (1995) 100.8

Lizbekistan 4.4 (1991) 18 115.2 (1995) 118.3
East Asia
i China, People’s Rep. of 59674.0 20371.2 176 19.5 (2005)

: Hong Kong, China® |
£ Kore, Rep. of ~ (1991) 42123 365 _
1 Mongolia - (1991) 1.9 1.2 (1995) 1.4
It Taipei,China® 15.8 (2001) 15.5 (2008)

! South Asia :

i Bangladesh 202.1 195.9 3.0 (2010) |
i Bhutan - (1991) 0.3 0.4 (2010) |
| India - 977.0 26.3 40.1 (2010)

! Maldives 45 5.1 15,7 (2010) |
Nepal 25.0 {1991) 1.2 48 !
E Sri Lanka 2182 13.5 185 245 (2005) |
s

i Brunel Darussalam® - (1991) 5.0 0.9 1.1 (1995) |
I Cambodia - (1991) 17.1 0.9 (2000) 05 (2005 |
{) Indonesia 80.8 (1991) 3748 3.7 5.6
I* Lao PDR - 21 0.9
Malaysia 4103.7 604.5 17 24
i Myanmar - (1991) 41 28
T Philippines 3477.2 403.4 16.5 (2005) 17.0 (2010)
| Singapore 4855.2 226.9 1
Bl Thailand 6984.2 1012.0 13.1 (2005) |
Viet Nam 430.0 (1991) 289.3 9.3 (20050
The Pacific 1
Cook Islands 0.1 (1991) - |
Fili, Rep. of 418 7.6 0.3 L.
L Kiribati - (1991) - i
i Marshall Islands 1.2 0.2
Micronesia, Fed. States of - (1991) 0.1 )
Nauru - (1091) - |
Palau - (1991) 0.1 ; . i
Papua New Guinea 28.5 (1991) 32 . - i |

: Samoa 4.0 (1991) 0.2 . i

k Solomon Islands 21 16 -
. Timor-Leste 0.3 (1991) 0.9 . k|
g Tonga 0.4 (1991) = . ‘

i Tuvalu - (1991) 0.1 . i
i Vanuatu - (1891) 0.1 |
k Developed Member Economies ' l
| l Australia 7434.4 57.2 4.9 : ‘
: Japan 120074.2 699.5 213 20,6 1
; New Zealand 1195.4 16.7 0.6 i

3 a The proportion of land area covered by forest in Hong Kong, China is included in the data of the People’s Republic of China.

b On proportion of total water resources used, Taipei,China data is equal to the percentage of available resources, that is, the proportion of total amount of water above
| ground 1o the annual runoff,

¢ Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member,

i Sources: Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2011); for Taipei,China: economy sources.
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Goal 7 Targets and Indicators

72 Target 7.B: Reduce biodiversity loss, achieving, by 2010,
a significant reduction in the rate of loss

7.6 Proportion of Terrestrial and Marine Areas Protected (%)
ng Member Economies
and West Asia
istat 0.4 0.4
6.9 8.0
6.2 7.2
26 3.4
Can 24 2.5
- Kirgyz Republic 6.4 6.9
star 9.8 9.8
ta 19 41
Turkmenistan 3.0 3.0
21 2.3
5| Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 13.0 16.0
China 411 41.8
. of 2.7 3.0
: 4.1 134
9.2 18.9 (2009)
1.4 1.6
14.3 28.4
45 4.8
7.7 17.0
138 15.0
it Asia
Darussalam® 248 29.6
; 0.0 234
4.0 6.4
1.5 16.6
12.8 13.7
2.6 52
3.0 5.0
2.5 3.4
128 173
3.0 48
0.0 0.1
0.2 0.2
0.3 226
5t - 0.6
Micronesia, Fed. States of 0.1 0.1
0.5 48
New Guinea 0.9 1.4
; 0.9 1.2
omon Islands 0.0 0.1
- 6.4
01 9.4
- 0.2
0.4 0.5
Member Economies
7.8 125
7.6 10.9
- o 15.4 20.0

jotal size of nature protected areas (including marine area) as percentage of national territory (excluding maritime area).
Brunel Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

5. Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2011); for Taipei,Chira: economy sources,
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Goal 7 Targets and Indicators

Table 7.3 Target 7.C: Halve, by 2015, the proportion of people without sustainable access
to safe drinking water and basic sanitation

7.8 Population Using Improved Water Sources
(%)

1990 2008
Total Urban Rural Total Urban Rural
Developing Member Economies

Central and West Asia
Afghanistan 3 (1995) 12 (1995) 1(1995) 48 78 39
Armenia 92 (1995) 99 (1995) 78 (1995) 96 98 93 {
Azerbaijan 70 88 49 80 88 71 .
Georgia 81 94 66 98 100 96
Kazakhstan 96 99 92 95 99 90
Kyrevz Republic 78 (1995) 98 (1995) 66 (1995) 90 99 85
Pakistan 86 96 81 90 95 87
Tajikistan 58 (1995) 91 (1995) 45 (1995) 70 94 61
Turkmenistan 83 (1995) 97 (1995) 72 (1995) 84 (2005) 97 (2005) 72 (2009)
Uzbekistan 20 a7 85 a7 98 81

East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 67 97 56 89 98 82
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of 90 (1995) 97 (1995) 67 (1995) 98 100 a8
Mongolia 58 81 27 76 97 49
Taipei,China

South Asia
Bangladesh 78 88 76 80 85 78
Bhutan 91 (2000) 99 (2000) 88 (2000) 92 99 83
India 72 90 66 88 96 84
Maldives 90 100 87 g1 99 86
Nepal 76 96 T4 88 93 87
Sri Lanka 67 91 62 90 98 88

Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam®
Cambodia 35 52 33 61 81 56
Indonesia 71 92 62 80 89 71
Lao PDR 44 (1995) 78 (1995) 37 (1995) 57 72 51
Malaysia 88 94 82 100 100 99
Myanmar 57 87 47 71 75 69
Philippines 84 93 76 91 93 87
Singapare 100 100 na 100 100 na
Thailand 91 97 89 98 99 98
Viet Nam 58 88 51 94 99 92

The Pacific :
Cook Islands 94 99 87 95 (2005) 98 (2005) 88 (2005)
Fiji, Rep. of 92 93 (2000)
Kiribati 48 76 33 64 (2005) 77 (2005) 53 (2005)
Marshall Islands 95 94 97 94 92 99
Micronesia, Fed. States of 89 93 87 94 (2005) 95 (2005) 94 (2005)
Nauru 90 (2005) 90 (2005) na 90 90 na
Palau 81 73 98 84 (2005) 80 (2005) 94 (2005)
Papua New Guinea 41 89 32 40 87 33
Samoa 91 99 89 88 (2005) 90 (2005) 87 (2005)
Solomaon Islands 69 (1995) 94 (1995) 65 (1995) 70 (2005) 94 (2005) 65 (2005)
Timor-Leste 52 (2000) 69 (2000) 47 (2000) 69 86 63
Tonga 100 (1995) 100 (1995) 100 (1995) 100 100 100
Tuvalu 80 92 89 a7 98 97
Vanuatu 57 91 49 83 96 79

Developed Member Economies
Australia 100 100 100 100 100 100
Japan 100 100 100 100 100 100 .o
New Zealand 100 100 100 100 100 100 I
confinved



Goal 7 Targets and Indicators

Toble7.3 Target 7.C: Halve, by 2015, the proportion of people without sustainable access
to safe drinking water and basic sanitation (continved)

7.9 Population Using Improved Sanitation Facilities
)

1990
Total Urban Rural

29 (1995) 36 (1995) 27 (1995)
88 (1995) 95 (1995) 75 (1995)
57 (1995) 70 (1995)

96

96

93 (1995)

28

89 (1995)
98
84

41

100 100 100
49 (1995) 67 (1995) 25 (1995)

57 28
87 (2000) 54 (2000)
49 7
100 58

41 8

85 67

38 5 18
58 22 36
56 (1995) 10 (1995) 38
88 81 95
77 (1995) 39 (1995) 79
70 46 69
99 na na
93 74 96
61 29 67

100 9 100
92 96 (2000
36 21 35 (2005) 49 (2005) 22 (2005)
77 41 73 a3 53
55 20 25 (2005) 61 (2005) 15 (2005)
50 (2005) na 50 50 na
69 76 54 83 (2005) 96 (2005) 52 (2005)
47 42 45 71 41
98 98 100 100 100
30 (1995) 18 (1995) 32 (2005) 98 (2005) 18 (2005)
32 (2000) 25 (2000) 50 76 40
96 96 96 98 96
80 86 76 84 88 81
35 (1995) 30 (1995) 52 66 48

100 100 100 100
100 100 100 100
88 88 (1995)

unei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

ve:  Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2011).




Goal 7 Targets and Indicators

Table 7.4 Target 7.D: By 2020, to have achieved a significant improvement in the lives
of at least 100 million slum dwellers

7.10 Slum Population as Percentage of Urban Population®
2005 2007

Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia

Afgnanistan® : 88.6
Armenia
Azerbaijan
Georgia
Kazakhstan
Kyrgyz Republic
Pakistan
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan

East Asia )
China, People’s Rep. of? 329
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of? 37.0 (2000)
Mongolia® ; 57.9
Taipei,China

South Asia
Bangladesh 70.8
Bhutan® . 44.1 (2000}
Indiad : 348
Maldives
Nepald 60.7
Sri Lanka® 12,0
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam® J 2.0 {2000)
Cambodia? 789
Indonesiad 26.3
Lao PDR! . 79.3
Malaysia I 2.0(2000)
Myanmarg 45.6
Philippines® 4 43.7
Singapore
Thailandg 26.0
Viet Nam i 41.3

The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of
Kiribati
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru
Palau
Papua New Guinea
Samoa
Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste ! 12.0 (2000)
Tonga
Tuvalu
Vanuatu

Developed Member Economies
Ausiralia
Japan
New Zealand

The actual proportion of people living in slums is measured by a proxy, represented by the urban population living in households with at least one of the four
characteristics: (i) lack of access to improved water supply; (i) lack of access to improved sanitation; (iii) overcrowding (three or more persons per roomj;
and (iv) dwellings made of nondurable material.

Only two shelter components (water and sanitation) from UNICEF/WHO were used to compute the estimates.

For 1990, only two shelter components (water and sanitation), from UNICEFAWHO were used to compute the estimate. For 20085, four shelter components
(water, sanitation, sufficient living, and durable housing) from MICS 2000 were used.

Trend analysis was used to estimate 2005 data.

Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

For 1990, only two shelter components (water and sanitation) from UNICEF/WHO were used to compute the estimate. For 2005, three shelter companents
(water, sanitation, and durable housing) from MICS 2000 were used.

For 1990, only two shelter components (water and sanitation) from UNICEF/WHO were used to compute the estimate. For 2005, four shelter components
(water, sanitation, sufficient living, and durable housing) were used.

Sources: Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2011}, The State of Asian Cities 2010/11 (UN-HABITAT 2011).




Goal 8: Develop a Global Parinership for Development

8.D: Deal comprehensively with the debt problems

> of developing countries through national and
international measures in order to make debt
sustainable in the long term.

8.E: In cooperation with pharmaceutical companies,
provide access to affordable essential drugs in
developing countries.

8F: In cooperation with the private sector, make
' available the benefits of new technologies,
. especially information and communications.

I
Comments below are on progress with targets 8D
with respect to selected indicators.

st economies have much lower debt service load
d with 1990 levels, Table 8.1 shows debt service
ntage of exports of goods and services. Exports
the earnings to service the foreign debt without
ng additional foreign liabilities. Debt service
both interest and principal repayments due on
m nonresidents.

ure 8.1 covers the years 1990, 2000, and 2009.
ies are achieving “sustainable levels of debt in
term” as required by the MDG, the bars should
shorter for each of the years after 1990. For the
tries in Figure 1. the (unweighted) average of
gn debt fell from 11% of exports in 1990, to 7% in
), and to 4% in 2009. In 2009, the debt percentages
rthan in 1990 for all economies except Armenia,
iz Republic, the Maldives. Mongolia, and Tonga.
ountries started with very low levels of foreign
1990 and their debt levels cannot be considered
nsome either in 1990 or in 2009.

oad of foreign debt service as a percentage of exports has been getting lighter since 1990 in most
onomies due in large part to the increase in exports. The number of fixed telephone lines in the region
nues to increase, although there are signs that growth is leveling off in the face of competition from
bhones and broadband. Differences between countries in the number of internet users are still large.
economies, there are five or less users per 100 persons, and in nine, there are more than 50.

8 has six targets but the first three are directed at developed donor countries and are not considered here. The other
ee largets that are relevant to developing economies (and developed economies in some instances) are:

Figure 8.1 Debt Service as a Percentage of Exports of
Goods and Services, 1990, 2000, and 2009
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Particularly large falls were reported by Bangladesh
whose foreign debt as a percentage of exports fell by
29 percentage points between 1990 and 2009, by India
(27 percentage points), and by Indonesia and Myanmar
(both 18 percentage points).

In the past years, various initiatives have been
undertaken by international agencies to help developing
countries reduce their public debt. These include the Heavily
Indebted Poor Countries program of the International
Monetary Fund and World Bank, and debt-relief initiatives
of the Club de Paris, but these programs were aimed more
at the very poor countries in Africa. The debt reduction
that has occurred in the Asia and Pacific region reflects
the rapid growth of Asian exports during this period.
Higher exports automatically reduce the ratios as shown in
Figure 8.1 because they enter into the denominator. At the
same time, higher export earnings provide the means to
repay foreign debt and reduce the burden of debt service.

Despite the enormous growth of cellular phone
subscriptions, the numbers of fixed telephone lines
are growing in most countries of the region. In all 45
developing economies in Figure 8.2, the number of fixed
telephone lines per 100 population was higher in 2010
than 1990 with the single exception of Uzbekistan, where
the number per 100 population fell marginally from
6.84 to 6.79. Aside from their traditional use, telephone
lines provide access to telefax and internet services. The
unweighted average of fixed lines for these 45 developing
economies grew from 7.0 per 100 population in 1990 to
12.0 in 2000 and 15.0 in 2010.

Figure 8.2 also shows figures for Australia, Japan,
and New Zealand. All three show the same pattern—
growth up to 2000 followed by a marked decline in the
subsequent decade. In all three economies, the decline in
lines per 100 population was larger than the increase in the
previous decade, and by 2010, there were actually fewer
lines per 100 population than in 1990. With cell phones
and broadband internet, private households and small
businesses in these three countries find they can dispense
with fixed telephone lines.

Figure 8.2 Fixed Telephone lines, 1990, 2000, and 2010
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Despite overall growth of fixed lines in the region, Box8.1 Internet Users per 100 Population, 2010
eight developing economies also reported fewer fixed

- S Z Less than 10

lines per 100 population in 2010 than in 2000. These were Timor-Leste 0.21
Vanuatu, where fixed lines fell by 42% between 2000 and Wyemer g
; 5 . o ‘ Cambodia 126
10, Brunei Darussalam and Malaysia (19%), Singapore Papua New Guinea 1298
o), Solomon Islands (17%). the Federated States of Turkmenistan 2.20
ia (16%) & Iridi d. Pakist 79%). Th Marshall Islands 3.55
1cr0rl1e51a( o), and India and Pakistan (. o). These Bangladesh 370
ctions may be due to the same reasons as in the three Afghanistan 4.00
eloped economies but in developing economies, the ﬁ:t’:}"" i) o
pense of installing and maintaining fixed telephone lines Nepal 6.78
an added reason for governments to encourage the use gﬁ;‘;m ;%
llular telephones rather than fixed lines. India 750
Vanuatu 8.00
net users—the great digital divide. The number mmsis gﬁg

_nternelt users per 100 population in 48 econanies Bativsen 10 and 19
hown in Box 8.1. These numbers are more reliable Mongolia 10.20
Tajikistan 11.55
hen taken frorp household surveys, but when survey $i Lanka 12.00
are not available, they are based on the number of Tonga 12,00
ernet subscriptions that are then adjusted to include :ﬂ“?:p o e
stimates of persons who are not subscribers but who Padstan 16.78

ss the internet at their place of work, in cybercafes,

Between 20 and 49
r other means. Micronesia, Fed. State

, In the Asia and Pacific region, the disparities are
‘ g. In 17 economies, there are less than 10 internet
s per 100 persons while in nine economies, there
or more. The latter includes economies with high
capita incomes in the region—Australia; Brunei
salam; Hong Kong, China; Japan; the Republic
Korea; Malaysia: New Zealand; Singapore: and
,China. Among the five most populous economies,
ople’s Republic of China comes first with 34.3 per
 population, followed by Pakistan with 16.8, Indonesia
, India with 7.5, and Bangladesh with only 3.7.

50 and more

Source: Table 8.2.

Data Issues and Comparability
on debt service are compiled by the World Bank according to international standards based on loan-by-loan information, or
al debt reported to the World Bank's debt reporting systemn by country authorities, which are broadly comparable.

on cellular phone subscriptions and internet access are obtained by the International Telecommunication Union through annual
stionnaires sent to government telecommunication authorities and operating companies. These data are supplemented by annual
s and statistical yearbooks of telecommunication ministries, regulators, operators, and industry associations. Common definitions
used and the data are considered to be reasonably accurate and comparable. Data on internet users are less reliable when these
ised on number of subscribers.




Goal 8 Targets and Indicators

Table 8.1 Target 8.D: Deal comprehensively with the debt problems of developing countries
through national and international measures in order to make debt sustainable in the long term

8.12 Debt Service as a Percentage of Exports of Goods and Services
1990 2000

Developing Member Economies

Central and West Asia
Afghanistan 3.8 (2005)

1.1 (1993) 7.9

1.2 (1995) 5.2

6.0 (1997) 13.4

3.5 (1995) 8.6

0.4 (1993) 9.0

2.9 20.7

9.0 (2002)

9.6 (1996) 20.3 (1997)

Kyreyz Republic

Pakistan 2
Tajikistan

Turkmenistan

Uzbekistan

East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 10.6 5.1
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mongolia 0.3 6.0
Taipei,China
South Asia
Bangladesh 34.1
Bhutan
India 201
Maldives 4.0
Nepal 14.7
Sri Lanka 148

Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam?
Cambodia 3.8 (1992)
Indonesia 25.6
Lao PDR 8.5
Malaysia 10.6
Myanmar 18.2
Philippines 256.6
Singapore
Thailand 11.4
Viet Nam 3.2 (1998)

—
PO, NOWOMINO,
—~®m: P OWo:

The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of
Kiribati
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru
Palau
Papua New Guinea : 8.0
Samoa 5.7 (1999)
Solomon Islands 28
Timor-Leste i T
Tonga : 8.3 (2001)
Tuvalu
Vanuatu : 0.9
Developed Member Economies
Australia
Japan
New Zealand

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Source:  Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2011).
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Goal 8 Targets and Indicators

282 Target 8.F: In cooperation with the private sector, make available the benefits
of new technologies, especially information and communications

£ 8.14 Telephone Lines 8.15 Cellular Subscriptions ‘8.16 Internet Users
o (per 100 population) (per 100 population) (per 100 population)
: 1990 2000 2010 2000 2010 1995 2010
ing Member Economies
Afghanistan, 0.29 0.13 0.45 . 0.10(2002) 41.39 0.09 (2003) 4.00
nia 15.80 17.34 19.08 0.57 125.01 0.05 37.00
zerbajan 8.60 0.88 16.33 5.18 99.04 0.01 (1996)  35.99
f 9.89 10.72 13.72 4,10 73.36 0.01 27.00
zakhstan 8.07 12.26 25.03 1.32 123.35 0.01 34.00
iz Republic 7.15 7.59 9.41 0.18 91.86 0.07 (1998) 20.00
istan 0.73 2.11 1.97 0.21 59.21 0.03 (1997) 16.78
an 4.53 3.54 5.35 0.02. ~ 86.37 0.03 (1999) 11.55
kmenistan 6.00 8.10 1031 0.17 63.42 0.05 (1999) 2.20
ekistan 6.84 6.68 6.79 0.21 76.34 0.01 (1997) 20.00
a, Peaple’s Rep. of 0.60 11.41 21.95 6.72 64,04 0.01 (1996) 34.30
1 Kong, China 4339 57.87 61.61 80.31 190.21 3.22 69.40
orea, Rep. of 30.89 56.24 59.24 58.31 105,36 0.82 83.70
olia 2,99 4,87 7.01 6.41 91.09 0.01 10.20
3ipei,China 42,96 (1995) 57.63 70.78 81.48 119,91 28.10 (2000) 71.50
nglades 0.19 0.38 0.61 022 ; 46,17 0.04 (1999) 3.70
utan 0.34 2.48 3.62 0.36(2003) 5432 0.14 (1999) 13.60
. 0.59 3.08 2.87 0.34 61.42 0.03 7.50
2.90 8.94 15.20 2.80 156.50 0.23 (1998) 28.30
0l 0.30 1.09 281 0.04 30.69 0.02 (1997) 6.78
Lanka 0.70 4.09 17.15 2.30 83.22 0.01 12.00
nej Darussalam? 13.62 24.62 20.03 29.05 109.07 1.02 50.00
jodia 0.03 0.25 2.54 1.05 57.65 0.01 (1997) 1.26
nesia ) 0.60 3.12 15.83 1.72 91.72 0,03 9.10
ﬁa 0.16 0.77 1.66 0.24 64.56 0.01 (1998) 7.00
; B~ 8.76 19.77 16.10 21.87 121.32 0.15 55,30
mar : 017 0.60 1.26 0.03 1.24 0.02 (2003) 0.22 (2009
pines 0.98 3.96 7.27 8.35 85.67 0.03 25.00
DI 3494 49.65 39.00 70.10 143.66 2.87 70.00
234 8.85 10.14 4,84 100.81 0.07 21.20
0.15 3.23 1B.67 1.00 _ 175.30 0.01 (1998) 27.56
16.82 31.86 35.63 3.10 38.46 1.19 3571
5.86 10.64 15.92 6.78 116,19 0.01 14,82
1.67 3.99 4.12 0.36 10.05 0.62 (1998) 9.00
rshall Islz : 1.06 7.67 8.14 y 0.86 7.03 0.04 (1996) 3.55 (2009)
pronesia, Fed. States of 2.53 9.01 7.61 0.09 (2002) 24.78 0.28 (1996) 20.00
] 13.11 17.93 18.61(2009) 11.95 60.46 2.99 (2001) 6.00
35.40 (2002) 34.08 12.56 (2002) 70.89 20.24 (2002) 26.97 (2004)
a New Guinea 0.73 121 .77 0.16 27.84 0.10 (1997) 1.28
0a 2.54 4,83 19.28 1.42 91.43 0,17 (1997) 7.00
mon Islands 1.49 1.88 1.56 0.28 5.57 0.02 5.00
0.21(2003) 0.21 2.15 (2003) 53.42 0.10 (2005) 0.21
] 4,63 9.90 29.79 0.18 52.18 0.12 12.00
| 1.35 7.01 16.49 5,18 (2004) 2544 5.24 (2000) 25.00
Jatu 1.74 3.59 2.09 0.20 119.05 0.06 (1996) 8.00
d Member Economies )
a 4556 52.44 38.89 44.68 101.04 276 76.00
P ) 44.26 4928 31.94 53.12 95.39 1.59 80.00
¢ Zealand 43.39 47.46 42.81 39.97 114.92 4.88 83.00

el Darussalam Is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member,

es: Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2011}; International Telecommunication Union World Telecommunication/ICT Indicators Database
{Intemational Telecommunication Union 2011).
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Introduction to Regional Tables

This issue of Key Indicators contains 112 regional tables illustrating economic, social, and environmental developments in the

Asia and Pacific region. These regional tables are grouped into seven themes containing a number of subtopics. Each theme has

a short commentary highlighting important recent developments. These commentaries are illustrated by charts or figures that

compare variables for member economies for the latest year available, e.g., 2005 or later; and often, the latest year is compared

with an earlier year such as 1995 or 2000. When data are not available for all countries for the earlier year (and/or for the latest
- year), the title of the figure is indicated as, for example, “1995 or nearest year (and/or 2005 or latest year).” The tables cited as
- sources for each figure give the actual years used in such cases.

The seven themes are as follows:

Population Poverty Indicators
Labor Force and Employment Social Indicators
Economyiand Otput™ T SRR s T
Na'uonai Accounts _ Production
Money, Finance, and Prices i .
Prices Exchange Rates
Money and Fnance
Balance of Payments Capital Flows
External Trade External Indebtedness
International Reserves Tourism
 Transport, Electricity,
Transport Communications
Electricity
Energy - Environment
': Gwommahta_n_d__"j; rnance ;

Government Fmance Governance

People brings together standard demographic indicators such as the size and growth of the population; birth, death,
and fertility rates; and life expectancy, with information on international migration, urbanization, employment and
unemployment, and health and education resources. Poverty reduction is embodied in the Asian Development Bank’s
Strategy 2020—a vision of an Asia and Pacific region free of poverty—and statistics on the extent of poverty in the region
are included in this theme.

The People theme also ranks economies of the Asia and Pacific region according to the United Nations® Human
Development Index (HDI). The HDI combines a range of economic and social statistics into an index number reflecting
the overall level of well-being in each economy.

Economy and Output focuses on the levels and growth of gross domestic product (GDP), related statistics taken
from the national accounts, and related indicators on production. It shows how the GDP shares of agriculture, industry,
and services changed since 1990, and which economies are consuming more and which are investing more in capital for

future growth.

This theme compares the relative size of economies both within the region and in the world as a whole using
purchasing power parities (PPPs). Both total and per capita GDP are included. When countries’ national accounts
are converted to a common currency using PPPs, differences in purchasing power between countries are eliminated
so that comparisons reflect only differences in the volumes of goods and services produced and consumed in each
country (Box 1).
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Box 1 What are Purchasing Power Parities?

Purchasing power parities (PPPs) are currency exchange rates obtained by comparng the prices of identical goods and services in
different countries. These price comparisons are made by dividing the price of a specific good or service in one country by the price of
the same item in another country. For example, if a 500-gram packet of Uncle Ben's pre-boiled, long-grain, white rice costs 24 Rupees
in country A and 3 Dollars in country B, the “price-relative” between the two countries is 24/3 = 8.00. This is the “Uncle Ben's rice
PPP" for countries A and B. PPPs are calculated for several hundred items covering all the final expenditure components of GDP The
PPPs for individual goods and services are then averaged without weights to obtain PPPs for a first level of aggregation called “Basic
Headings." For example, the Uncle Ben’s rice PPP is averaged with the PPPs for several other kinds of rice to obtain a PPP for the Basic
Heading Rice. The Basic Heading PPPs are then averaged with other Basic Heading PPPs to obtain PPPs first for Bread and Cereals,
next Food and Beverages, then for Household Individual Consumption and, eventually, for gross domestic product (GDP) as a whole.
In combining PPPs for Basic Headings to form higher levels of the classification, the shares in GDP of expenditure on the various goods
and services are used as weights.

PPPs are used in two ways:

*  First, they are used to convert GDP and its expenditure components to a common currency so that GDP comparisons can be
made in real terms. “Real terms” means that differences in price levels between countries have been eliminated so that it is
the underlying volumes of goods and services in each country that are compared. Note that a parallel procedure is used when
companng real GDP from year to year in a single country; here differences in price changes over time are eliminated by using
constant prices,

*  Second, PPPs are used to measure differences in price levels among countries. Market exchange rates are currency convertors
that include differences in price levels among countries; PPPs are currency convertors that exclude these differences. The ratios
of PPPs to exchange rates, therefore, measure the differences in price levels among countries. These ratios are called price level
indexes (see also the Money, Finance, and Prices theme in this edition for application of price level indexes).

The PPPs for Asia were calculated as part of the global 2005 International Comparison Program exercise coordinated by the World Bank
with ADB as the regional coordinator for the Asia and Pacific region. Extensive consultations were held with participating economies to
ensure the comparability and reliability of the PPP calculations. PPPs for 2005 were directly calculated for 31 ADB regional members |
while PPPs for 12 additional ADB regional members were estimated mainly on the assumption that PPPs are a function of per capita
gross national income calculated using the World Bank Atlas Method.

For a full explanation of how the PPPs are complled and aggregated, see World Bank (2008). '.

Money, Finance, and Prices contains a wide range of tables on price inflation and on monetary and financial
statistics. These include money supply, interest rates, bank lending, and stock markets, which are now established in more
than 20 economies in the region. This theme also includes market exchange rates and PPPs.

Globalization gives statistics on balance of payments, external trade, international reserves, capital flows, external
indebtedness, and tourism in the Asia and Pacific region. The expansion of trade with countries in other regions and within.
the region itself is a major aspect of globalization. Globalization, however, is not confined to trade in goods and services.
It also involves international movements of labor and capital. Remittances by migrant workers and compensation of
employees temporarily working abroad are an important source of income for many Asian economies.

Capital moves between countries in several ways—as official development aid from richer countries, as foreig_ij,
direct investment (FDI), and as short-term capital movements. Official development aid to the region is important for the
Pacific island economies and some of the poorer economies in other parts of Asia. Elsewhere, FDI is a major source of
investment funds.

Tourism statistics cover international tourist arrivals and international tourism receipts, which are an important
source of foreign exchange for many countries.

Transport, Electricity, and Communications covers road and rail networks and statistics on road motor
vehicles. In this edition, new tables on road traffic injuries and fatalities have been introduced. Electricity production
growing rapidly in the region to support industrialization and household electrification. This theme shows both the growt
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in electricity generation and the fuel sources used, such as carbon dioxide-emitting fossil fuels, and cleaner nuclear and
ydropower sources.

This theme shows how computer use and broadband access are growing in the region, and how wide is the digital
ide between high- and low-income countries. There is some overlap between this theme and Millennium Development
al 8: Develop a global partnership for development. as one of the targets under Goal 8 is to make available to people
 benefits of new technologies in communications and information processing. Goal 8 also includes data on internet
¢ and on fixed line and cellular phone subscriptions.

ergy and Environment brings together statistics on the supply and use of primary energy and indicators related
the environment. The different forms of energy are converted to standard units, which can then be divided into GDP
mpare “energy productivity” in each economy. A new table is introduced in this issue on the use (or consumption)
of energy—energy use in all its forms is growing rapidly to support the record rates of economic growth in the region.

The environment indicators cover land use, forest resources, and air and water pollution. The Asia and Pacific
region plays a key role in environmental issues because of its Jarge population. Climate change would sharply accelerate
he region’s per capita emission of greenhouse gases were to approach that of Europe and North America. Another
son for the region’s importance in environmental issues is that the countries of South Asia and Southeast Asia contain
‘many of the world’s remaining rain forests. These are threatened by both commercial logging and land clearance.

~ There is some overlap between this theme and Millennium Development Goal 7: Ensure environmental stability,
which seeks to integrate the principles of sustainable development into country policies and programs and reverse the
of environmental resources. Goal 7 also includes data on forests, protected areas, carbon dioxide emissions, and
consumption of ozone-depleting substances.

Government and Governance contains indicators on the traditional role of government as tax collector and
provider of defense. law and order. and social services. Government fiscal balance, the difference between current
pts and current outlays, is an indicator of how governments manage their budgets. “Tax burdens™—tax revenues as
ercentage of GDP—are relatively low in the Asia and Pacific region, the counterpart being relatively low government
penditures on health and education services and on social security and welfare.

Governments also play an important role in determining the “business environment.” How does the government
courage entrepreneurs to start new business ventures: how many days does it take to register a new business enterprise:
what are the costs involved? While business start-up is quick and inexpensive in some countries, others have
onsuming and costly procedures. “Corruption™ is difficult to measure objectively but through surveys. panels of
owledgeable business people can provide broad indications of which countries are more or less corrupt.
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010, almost 56% of the world’s population lived in Asia and the Pacific. However, population growth
are falling, and by 2050, Asia’s share is expected to fall to just about 50%. Among the five most populous
es, the People's Republic of China has the lowest net reproduction rate while others have rates between
5> and 1.40 daughters per woman. The population in most economies of the region is still young with less than
over 65 years. However, with the rapidly aging population, many countries by 2050 will have more than 20%
r population above 65 years. Based on the Human Development Index, most countries in the region fall
the “medium human development” group, including the People’s Republic of China, India, Indonesia, and
stan, Bangladesh has “low human development.”

fey Trends

In 2010, almost 56% of the world’s population lived in | s

the Asia and Pacific region, but by 2050, the share is Figues 1.2 Word Popuiation, 2000 =
ed to fall to just 50.4%. In Figures 1.1 and 1.2, Rest of the World {

Europe’s share will fall even faster-
only 8.7% in 2050. South America’s share will fall from
5.7% to 5.2%, and West Asia’s small share of 3.1% will
rise to 4.0% in 2050. North America’s share will fall
slightly from 7.9% to 7.6%. Africa is the big gainer: in
2010, it accounted for just 14.8% of the world population

West Asia -
3.1%

Europe
- 11.8%

but by 2050 the share is expected to rise to 23.6%. The Asia and the Pacific = —
population projections for 2011 to 2100 were recently 500 7.0%
released by the United Nations Population Division in its Sooth Aierica
World Population Prospects, the 2010 Revision. 5.7%
In 2010, the share of the People’s Republic of China Sources: Table 1.1 and World Population Prospects, The 2010 Revision
{UN Population Division, Department of Economic and Social

(PRC) was 35.0% of the population in Asia and the Pacific, Affairs 2011).
and India was 30.8%, but in 2050, India’s population is
projected to be 36.1% of the population of the region while
the PRC’s share is projected to fall to 27.6%. On these
projections, India will become the most populous country
in Asia—and the world—around the year 2020.

Figure 1.2 World Population, 2050

Rest of the World
The population in Asia and the Pacific is forecast West Asia ~_ ) 0.5%

to grow at an annual average of 0.5% over the next 9%
40 years. This is slower compared to all the other main l “”;‘m
Eumpe

regions except Europe where the population is expected to
be stable. Figure 1.3 gives the United Nations population
projections for 2050. The growth rates are annual averages

between 2010 and 2050. World population is expected A ag%ﬂ;mmc
to rise from 6.9 billion in 2010 to 9.3 billion in 2050,

Population growth and the changing shares of the regions North America

7.6%
mainly reflect the assumptions about fertility patterns Msgum Amen;a
between now and 2050. Fertility rates may be affected
by national population policies’ unforeseen politica[ and Source: Derived from World Population Prospects, The 2010 Revision
; {UN Population Division, Department of Economic and Social

social upheavals, civil unrest, and climate change. It is Affairs 2011),

also difficult to predict trends in migration between poorer |
and richer countries. [t must be noted that small variations

in fertility can produce major differences in projected

population sizes in the long run.




Figure 1.3 Population by Region, 2010 and 2050
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Sources: Table 1.1 and World Population Prospects, The 2010 Revision (UN Population Division, Department of Economic and Social Affairs 2011).

The Asia and Pacific region contains some very high-
fertility and some very low-fertility economies. The
net reproduction rate is the average number of daughters
that a hypothetical cohort of women is expected to have at
the end of the reproductive period. Net reproduction rates
range from 0.5 in Taipei,China to 2.5 daughters per woman
in Timor-Leste. In Figure 1.4. economies are divided
into three fertility groups—Ilow, intermediate, and high
fertility—based on criteria used by the United Nations’
Population Division.

In Asia and the Pacific. economies in the high fertility
group are mostly the Pacific island economies, Afghanistan,
Pakistan, Tajikistan, and the Philippines. The low fertility
group consists of the PRC:; Hong Kong, China; the
Republic of Korea; Japan: Singapore; Thailand: and Viet
Nam. The medium fertility band is the largest and includes
three of Asia’s most populous countries—Bangladesh,
India, and Indonesia. Most of Asia’s contribution to the
growth of world population will come from countries in
this group together with Pakistan in the high fertility band.

Most countries in Asia and the Pacific experienced
net emigration: more left than arrived. Figure 1.5
shows net migration rates: numbers immigrating minus
numbers emigrating (expressed as numbers per thousand
population). To avoid distorting the graph, three Pacific
island economies—the Federated States of Micronesia,
Samoa, and Tonga—with net emigration rates between
16 and 17 per thousand are omitted, as well as Singapore,
which recorded net immigration of 31 per thousand over
the period.

Countries with net emigration include those with
long traditions of exporting labor-—Bangladesh, Nepal,
Pakistan, the Philippines, and Sri Lanka., some central
Asian countries, and Republic of Fiji and Timor-Leste in
the Pacific. All five most populous economies recorded net
emigration—low rates in India and the PRC and somewhat
higher in Bangladesh, Indonesia. and Pakistan. Note.
however, that in these countries, even low rates translate
into large numbers in absolute terms.



Figure 1.4 Net Reproduction Rate, 2010-2015
(annual average)
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Figure 1.5 Net International Migration, 2005-2010
(numbers per 1,000 population annual average)
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In 2010, populations in most economies of the region
are still quite young with less than 15% over 65 years.
Figure 1.6 shows the percentage of total population aged
65 years or above for 2010 and projections for 2050
for 41 economies of the region. With a rapidly aging
population, by 2050, about 40% of the economies in
the region will have more than a fifth of the population
above 65 years. The percentage will be much higher in
Japan, the Republic of Korea, and Singapore at 40% and
above. In most developing economies in the region, old-
age pensions are available only to government workers
and those able to afford private schemes. The tradition
of intra-family support is weakening in the region so that
many old people, especially women who have longer life
expectancies than men, will suffer real hardships as they
age. In order to address old-age poverty, policies of “social
pensions” can be useful alternatives to support the elderly
who cannot afford formal pension schemes. The current
period of rapid economic growth provides the opportunity
for countries to build up funds to provide social pensions
in the future.

Figure 1.6 Percentage of Total Population Aged 65 or Over,
2010 and 2050
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Box 1.1 Population Censuses in the Asia and Pacific Region

Early censuses were carried out to identify potential tax payers or men of military age, but modem censuses serve wider purposes. The
demographic, social, and economic information collected on the census forms are the basis for national population policies, provision of social
senvices, policies to alleviate poverty, infrastructure development, town planning, and economic development, more generally.

By tradition, population censuses involve visits by enumerators to every household. Some European countries have stopped canying out
censuses because they can obtain the same data from administrative registers. Singapore also uses administrative sources for basic
population counts and characteristics, along with a large sample survey for detailed demographic and housing characteristics. Australia; Hong

Kong, China; and Singapore have also adopted the use of the intemet to collect census data from households. Most countries in the region
still conduct censuses in the traditional manner.

Population censuses are usually carried out every 10 years although a few countries, Australia for example, have every 5 years censuses.
Various sources are used to update the latest census information, including birth and death regjisters and sample population surveys. In some
cases, the latest figures are simply extrapolated by growth rates calculated from the two latest population counts.

The United Nations Statistics Division (UNSD) encourages countries to obtain census data—through actual censuses or from administrative
records—at least every 10 years. The UNSD is currently promoting a census round centered on 2010 but extending from 2005 to 2014,
Some 228 countries/areas all over the world including almost all economies in Asia and the Pacific are participating in the 2010 round. Box
Figure 1.1 shows the reference years for censuses in 43 economies of the region for the current round.

Myanmar and Uzbekistan are not included in Box Figure 1.1.
They will participate in the 2010 round but the UNSD has no
information on their plans. Population statistics for these two
countries and for the 15 countries with 2011 or a later year
as reference (red bars) are therefore extrapolations from earlier 16
censuses. The 15 include Afghanistan, India, Nepal, Pakistan,
-and Sn Lanka. Afghanistan has never had a full census. It had a
partial count in 2008 and plans to hold its first complete census
in 2013. The two most populous countnes, the PRC and
India, conducted their population census in 2010 and 2011,
respectively, with preliminary counts at 1.36 billion persons in
the PRC and 1.21 billion persons in India.

Box Figure 1.1 Census Reference Years in the Countries
of the Asia and Pacific Region

Extrapolations of a country's total population and its distribution 0 - T T
by age and gender are usually quite reliable, but when the 2010 206 0% A0 2008 ‘2008 W, Wi X2 201
round is completed, there may be substantial revisions to the Source: Derived from the United Nations Statistics Division, 2010 Warld

Population and Housing Census Programme  website

detailed characteristics and, especially, to the geographical {www.unstats.un.org/unsd/census2010.htm).

distribution of the population in some countries.
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Almost all countries have made progress in HDI
relative to Australia though most still have far to
go. Box 1.2 describes the methodology for HDI and
provides ranking for Asia and the Pacific economies
on HDI out of the total 169 economies. In recent years,
Australia has had the highest HDI in Asia and the Pacific.
Figure 1.7 shows how far the other countries in the
region needed to improve to catch up with Australia
in 2010 and in 1995 (or the earliest year available). For
example, Afghanistan has the furthest to go although it
had made modest progress by 2010 compared to 2005
(the earliest HDI for Afghanistan). The countries that
have made the most striking gains over the period are
Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bangladesh, the PRC, the Maldives,
Mongolia, Timor-Leste, and Viet Nam. Among the five
most populous countries, the PRC is closest to Australia,
followed by Indonesia, India, Pakistan, and Bangladesh.

Figure 1.7 Human Development Index, 1995 and 2010
{distance from Australia)
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Box 1.2 The Human Development Index

The Human Development Index (HDI) is a summary measure of human development calculated by the United Nations Development
Programme (UNDP). It represents the average achievements in a country in three basic dimensions of human development: a long
and healthy life, access to knowledge, and a decent standard of living. It is an unweighted geometric average of three subindices: life
expectancy at birth is the subindex for a long and healthy life; the subindex for access to knowledge is the unweighted average of mean
years of schooling and expected years of schooling; and the subindex for standard of living is per capita gross national income (GNI).

Prior to 2010, the average of literacy rate and school enroliment
rate were used to represent access to knowledge, and per capita
gross domestic product (GDP) was used to measure the standard

Box Table 1.1 Asia and the Pacific Economies Ranked
by the Human Development Index, 2010

of living. GNI is equal to GDP plus migrants' remittances and Tﬁﬁ S 2
other net income from abroad and so is considered to be a more NeWZealand S
appropriate measure of living standards than GDP In 2010, Japan ] L
changes were also made to the way in which the subindices are mmﬁf ;i
normalized to lie between O and 1, and the HDI is now obtained Singapore o7
as a geometric, rather than arithmetic average of the three Brunei Darussalam ay
subindices. HDIs for earlier years have been revised to maintain

broad comparability with the new 2010 indices. High humen development

. Malaysia 57
ik Kazakhstan
HDIs were calculated for 169 economies in 2010. In Box Table

1.1, economies of Asia and the Pacific are listed with their ranks
under four human development groups. Seven economies in the
region are classified as having very high human development
with HDI over 0.800, but five are in the low human development
group with HDI under 0.420. Most countries in the region fall in
I' the "medium human development” group, including four of the

five most populous countries except for Bangladesh. Pakistan is
at the lower limit of “medium development” and Bangladesh is
in the “low human development” category.

Source: Table 1.15,

Data Issues and Comparability

‘Demographic data are either based on vital registration records or on censuses and surveys. In many of the developing countries of the
region, vital registration records are incomplete and cannot be used for statistical purposes. Population censuses are conducted every
- 10 years In most countries (Box 1.1).

. Statistics on the urban population are compiled according to each country's national definition as there is no agreed intemational
~ standard for defining an urban area. For that reason, the growth rates are probably more reliable than the levels.

ita on numbers of physicians and health resources are compiled by the World Health Organization and data on pupils, teachers, and
cation resources are compiled by the UNESCO Institute of Statistics from country sources,

Household surveys are the best source for labor force data but these are not carried out in all countries. Other countries rely on

~ census data supplemented by enterprise surveys and unemployment registration records. Unemployment registration records are often
[incomplete and breakdown by economic activities may not be available.

> statistics on the number of people infected with AIDS are estimates based on methods and on parameters developed by the
INAIDS Reference Group on HIV/AIDS Estimates, Modelling and Projections. The estimates are presented together with ranges, called
“plausibility bounds”, where the wider the bound, the greater the uncertainty surrounding an estimate.



Population
Table 1.1 Midyear Population
(million)
i ’ ~
Developing Member Economies )
Central and West Asia 190.0
Afghanistan 17.6
Armenia i
Azerbaian ? 2
Georgia 5.4 : :
Kazakhstan 16.4 15.8 14.9 14.9 14.9
Kyrgyz Republic 4.4 4.6 4.9 49 5.0
Pakistan 109.7 1245 1398 1424 1453
Tajikistan 5.3 5.7 6.2 6.3 6.4
Turkmenistan 3.7 4.2 4.5 46 4.6
Uzbekistan 204 22.7 247 25.0 25.3
East Asia 12143 1286.0 13457 1355.1 1363.8
China, People’s Rep. of 11433 12112 1267.4 12763 12845
Hong Kong, China 5.7 6.2 6.7 6.7 6.7
| Korea, Rep. of 429 451 47.0 47.4 47.6
! Mongolia 22 2.2 2.4 24 2.5
| Taipei,China 203 213 222 223 225
|
South Asia 979.2 1080.0 11858 1207.3 1225.8
Bangladesh 109.0 1188 1281 1299 1316 §
Bhutan 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.7
India 835.0 923.0 10160 10350 1051.0 1068.0 10850 1101.0 1117.7 11340 11502 1166.2
Maldives 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3
Nepal 18.2 20.1 223 228 23.3 23.8 24.4 249 25.5 26.0 266 276
Sn Lanka 16.3 17.3 185 18.7 18.0 193 19.5 19.6 19.9 20.0 20.2 20.5
Southeast Asia 437.1 4789 517.6 5257 533.6 5415 5495 5576 5655 573.4 5812 588.7
Brunei Darussalant 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4
‘ Cambodia 86 10.5 12,5 12.6 12.8 13.0 131 13.3 135 13.7 13.9 14.1
t Indonesia 1794 1948 2058 2086 2114 2143 2171 2199 2227 2256 2285 2314
Lao PDR 41 4.6 51 5.2 5.3 54 55 5.6 5.7 59 6.0 6.1
Malaysia 18.1 20.7 235 241 24.7 25.3 25.9 26.5 26.8 27.2 275 279
Myanmar 40.8 44.7 50.1 51.1 52.2 53.2 54.3 55.4 56.5 57.5 58.4 59.1
Philippines 60.9 68.4 76.9 78.5 80.2 819 83.6 85.3 87.0 887 90.5 92.2
Singapore 3.0 35 4.0 41 4.2 41 42 43 4.4 46 48 5.0
Thailand 55.8 59.4 62.2 62.8 63.4 64.0 64.5 65.1 65.6 66.0 66.5 66.9
Viet Nam 66.0 71.4 7.1 8.1 78.1 80.0 81.0 819 829 83.8 84.7 85.6
The Pacific” 6.1 6.7 79 8.1 83 8.5 8.7 8.9 9.0 9.2 9.4 9.6
Cook Islands 17.0 19.4 17.9 18.1 18.4 18.4 20.3 215 23.7 21.0 221 226
Fiji. Rep. of 7370 752.0 7946 8019 8072 8100 8115 8164 8216 8251 8295 8339
Kiribati 72.3 77.7 84.5 85.9 87.4 88.9 90.4 92.5 94.2 96.0 a7.7 99.5
Marshall Islands 44,6 48.0 51.3 50.7 499 50.3 50.8 51.6 52.0 62.3 53.0 53.6
Micronesia, Fed. States of 976 1058 107.0 1065 106.0 1055 1050 1045 1040 1034 1029 1024
Nauru 9.4 10.0 10.1 10.1 101 9.9 9.7 9.5 9.2 9.4 9.6 9.8
Palau 15.1 17.2 19.1 19.3 195 19.6 19.8 199 200 20.2 20.3 204
Papua New Guinea 3690.0 4080,0 5190.0 53125 54366 5562.1 5689.1 5817.8 59481 6079.9 6213.3 63482
Samoa 1603 1673 1751 1767 1772 177.7 1782 1787 180.7 1816 1825 1834
Salomon Islands 2949 353.2 4186 4285 4385 4488 4594 4701 4812 4925 504.0 5159
Timor-Leste 7470 8320 779.0 787.0 8860 9040 9232 9454 9682 991.6 10155 10399
Tonga 96.0 97.5 99.4 999 1003 1007 1011 1016 1020 1024 1029 1033
Tuvalu 9.0 9.2 9.5 9.6 9.6 9.7 10.0 10.3 10.4 111 11.0 11.1
Vanuatu 147.3 1684 1917 1969 2022 2069 2123 2178 2235 2294 2354 2389
Developed Member Economies 1439 1472 1499 1504 1510 1516 1520 1523 1526 153.1 1535 1538
Australia 171 18.1 19.2 19.4 19.7 19.9 20.1 20.4 20.7 211 21.5 220
Japan 1235 4758 1268 1971 A¥4 A207. . A2TB 1B A8 1978 3FLT- 4216
New Zealand 3.3 37 39 39 3.9 4.0 41 41 4.2 4.2 4.3 43

DEVELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIES® 2826.5 3063.3 3288.8 3331.5 3370.9 3410.6 3450.3 3489.2 3526.7 3564.9 3603.0 36412 36
REGIONAL MEMBERS® 2970.6 3210.8 3438.9 3482.3 3522.2 3562.6 3602.7 36419 3679.7 3718.3 3756.9 3795.4
WORI.D 5306.4 5726. 2 61228 6200.0 6276.7 6353. 2 6429.8 6506.6 6534 0 6661.6 6739.6 6817.7 6895,

a Brunel Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it ks not classified as a developing member
b Population figures for the Pacific developing member economies are in thousands while the regional total for the Pacific are in millions.
¢ For reporting economies only.

Sources: Country sources; World Population Prospects, The 2010 Rewision (UN Population Division, Department of Economic and Social Affairs 2011).




PEOPLE 135

Population

a
12 Growth Rates in ation o
percent) S
>
=
=
g Member Economies = By
and West Asia = | =
1.9 1.9 19 1.9 1.9 1.9 20 19 20 20 20 20 20 4=
= 03 02 01 -00 01 01 01 02 02 03 04 (5
14 12 1.1 1.0 09 1.0 B 12 13 13 1.4 12 1.1 '
04 28 D08 -08 -07 07 06 01 18 01 -03 0.1 1.2
16 20 03 -02 00 03 06 09 L1 11 1.2 1.4 15
20 10 11 08 08 0.9 11 1.0 14 . 0& 14 43 i
27 25 23 19 21 2.0 19 19 18 . 18 1.7 1.7 21
23 1.1 21 20 20 24 21 21 54 34 93 29 99
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i Darussalam is & regional member of ADB, hut it is not classified as a deveioping member.
ling economies only,

¥ ADB‘-sggﬁ}fmata based on country sources and World Population Prospects, The 2010 Revision (UN Papulation Division, Department of Economic and Social
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Table 1.3 Migration and Urbanization

] R
i
i Developing Member Economies
! Central and West Asia
, Afghanistan 51.2 -35 7.7 -2.6 18.1 19.1 20.2 21.3
i Armenia 296 -14.3 -6.5 -49 67.4 66.1 64.7 64.1
) Azerbaijan -3.1 -3.2 1.3 1.2 53.7 52.2 51.2 51.5
i Georgia -20.7 -15.9 -13.4 6.8 55.0 53.8 52.6 525
¥ Kazakhstan -18.6 -17.1 29 0.1 56.3 55.9 56.3 57.1
i Kyreyz Republic -12.2 1.1 10.0 51 37.8 36.3 35.2 35.1
l Pakistan -2.5 -0.3 23 2.4 30.6 31.8 33.1 345
I Tajikistan -10.7 412 -13.4 -89 317 289 26.5 26.4
|| ' Turkmenistan 25 23 19 22 45.1 418 45.8 473
i Lizbekistan 3.1 -34 -6.0 -39 40.2 384 37.4 36.7
1]
i East Asia
|- China, People’s Rep. of 0.1 -01 -04 03 26.4 30.0 35.8 425
Hong Kong, China 5.2 17.0 -03 5.1 99.5 100.0 100.0 100.0
y Korea, Rep. of 2.9 2.3 0.4 0.1 73.8 78.2 79.6 81.3
! Mongolia 79 49 -12 <11 57.0 56.8 56.9 59.5
| Taipe, China? 50.6 53.1 55.8 57.7
I South Asia
Bangladesh -1.9 -15 -22 -4,0 19.8 217 23.6 25.7
- Bhutan 375 0.1 114 4.9 16.4 20.5 25.4 31.0
J India -0.0 0.4 -04 -0.5 255 26.6 27.7 28.7
| Maldives 26 -0.8 -0.1 -0.0 25.8 25.6 27.7 338
8 Nepal -1.0 -0.9 08 0.7 8.9 10.9 13.4 15.9
it Sn Lanka -2.9 -4.3 -10 -25 18.6 17.2 15.8 14.7
LG
i Southeast Asia
[ Brunei Darussalam® 31 35 20 1.8 65.8 68.6 71.1 735
i Cambodia 3.0 1.6 -18 -3.7 12.6 14.2 16.9 188
i indonesia 0.8 -0.8 -11 =11 30.6 35.6 42,0 431
| Lao PDR -1.3 -35 -42 -25 15.4 17.4 22.0 274
Malaysia 33 3.8 32 0.6 49.8 55.7 62.0 67.6
Myanmar -0.6 0.0 4.4 39 24.7 259 27.8 304
Philippines 24 =1 -28 28 48.6 483 48.0 481
Singapore 14.3 13.7 11.4 309 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Thailand -3.8 1.9 34 15 29.4 30.3 311 323
: Viet Nam -0.9 -0.8 A4 -1.0 203 22.2 245 27.3
I The Pacific
l: Cook Islands i 57.7 58.7 65.2 71.0
{ Fiji, Rep. of 9.5 -10.6 -151 6.8 416 455 47.9 499
1 Kiribati 35.0 36.4 43.0 435
i Marshall Islands 65.1 66.7 68.4 70.0
| Micronesia, Fed. States of -4.4 -25.4 -179 -163 25.8 25.1 223 223
Nauru . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
d Palau .. 69.6 71.4 70.0 77.7
" Papua New Guinea 15.0 141 13.2 1256
[_ Samoa -15.8 -17.4 -20.1 -173 21.2 215 22.0 21.2
! Solomon Islands -0.6 -0.4 0.0 0.0 13.7 14.7 15.7 17.0
i Timor-Leste A4 -38.6 8.8 -9.4 20.8 22.5 243 261
| Tonga -23.2 -18.0 -16.4 -16.0 22.7 229 23.0 232
: Tuvalu 40.7 44.0 46.0 481
]; Vanuatu 0.1 -8.0 18.7 20.2 21.7 235
|
: Developed Member Economies
. Australia 4.2 50 6.7 10.5 85.4 86.1 87.2 882
[ Japan 0.7 0.0 0.1 0.4 3.1 64.6 65.2 66.0
| New Zealand 6.8 2.3 6.8 31 84.7 853 85.7 861

a Refers to annual average.
For urban population, refers to localities of 100,000 or more inhabitants.
¢ Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member,

o

Sources: World Population Prospects, The 2010 Revision; World Urbanization Prospects, The 2009 Revision (UN Population Division, Department of Economic and Social
Affairs 2011): country sources.
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Toble 1.4 Population Aged 0-14 Years
(percent of total population)

Developing Member Economies

Central and West Asia .
Afghanistan 46,6 47.4 48.0 48.0 48.0 479 47.8 476 47.4 472 47,0 46,7 46.4
Armenia 30.0 29.1 25,5 24.7 238 23.0 222 216 21.0 205 201 19.8 19.6 !
Azerbaijan 34.1 338 31.0 29.8 28.4 27.0 25.6 243 23.2 222 21.4 209 20.7 ;
Georgia 24.2 23.7 216 20.9 20.2 19.4 18.7 18.0 17.4 16.9 16.5 16.2 16,1 |
Kazakhstan 311 29.4 274 26.7 25.9 252 245 24.0 238 23.7 23.8 239 242 |'
Kyrgyz Republic 37.2 37.2 34.8 34.0 33.2 324 316 31.0 305 30.2 300 299 29.8 g
Pakistan 435 43.1 411 40.5 39.9 39.2 385 379 373 36.7 36.2 35.7 35,2
Tajikistan 42.8 ; I|
Turkmenistan 40.2 |
Uzbekistan 40.5 F

East Asia

China, People’s Rep. of 278 2710 252 246 238 231 223 216 210 205 200 196 192
Hong Kong, China 21.2 194 169 163 157 151 145 138 132 126 120 115 111 _
Korea, Rep. of 255 228 207 204 200 197 193 188 183 178 172 166 161 [
Mongolia 402 386 351 339 326 313 304 291 284 280 277 275 274
Taipei,China . 170 163 156

South Asia

3

Bhutan B £ % J Y i " .7 i i
India 37.8 36.4 34.5 34.1 33.7 333 328 324 32,0 316 31.2 30.8 304
Maldives 46.8 486.0 40.3 38.8 37.2 35.6 340 32,5 31.1 29.7 28.5 274 26.4
Nepal 422 418 40.9 40.6 40.3 40.0 39.6 39.1 38.6 38.0 374 36.7 36.0
Sri Lanka 317 29.0 26.1 25.7 254 251 249 24.8 246 24.6 245 245 245

Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam?® 352 33.2 30.2 29.7 29.3 288 284 28,0 276 21.2 26.8 26.4 26.0
Cambodia 43.7 47.4 41.4 40.3 39.2 382 37.3 36.3 353 34.3 334 325 318
Indonesia 36.3 335 30.6 30.1 29.7 29.3 289 286 28.2 279 275 27.2 26.8
Lao PDR 435 43.4 42.1 416 41.1 40.4 39.7 38.9 38.0 371 36.2 35.2 34.3
Malaysia 36.9 35.5 33.2 329 32.7 325 32.3 32.0 b0 B 31.4 31.0 30.6 30.2
Myanmar 358 33.2 30.5 299 294 288 28.3 278 27.3 26.8 263 259 25.4
Philippines 41,0 39.7 383 38.1 378 37.6 37.3 37.0 36.7 36.4 36.0 35.7 35.3
Singapore 21.3 220 21.2 20.9 20.5 201 19.7 19.3 18.9 18.4 18.0 17.6 17.1
Thailand 29.9 26.9 23.7 233 23.0 22,7 22.4 221 217 21.4 21.0 20.6 20.2
Viet Nam 37.8 36.2 318 308 298 289 28.0 27.0 26.2 253 245 238 233
~ The Pacific

| Cook Islands 34.7 341 336 329 32.2 315 308 301 294 28.1 275
~ Fijl, Rep. of 383 36.5 349 342 33.2 322 313 30.5 299 295 29.3 291 28.9
Kinbati 40.6 40,0 35.2 383 375 37.0 36.5 36.1 35.8 35.5 35,2
Marshall Islands 42.3 42.4 426 421 41.7 41.3 41.4 4186 415 41.8 41.8
Micronesia, Fed. States of 439 43.2 399 394 389 386 38.2 379 376 373 37.0 36.7 36.3
Nauru 40.1 39.3 385 381 376 371 36.8 36.6 36.2 359 356
Palau 23.9 241 242 243 243 242 235 227 219 213 205
Papua New Guinea 42,1 40.7 40.1 40.1 40.1 40.0 399 399 39.7 39.6 39.4 39.2 389
Samoa 40.7 39.1 40.3 403 40.2 40.0 39.7 394 391 38.7 38.3 37.9 375
~ Solomon Islands 45.2 43.0 41.6 414 41.2 41.0 408 40.6 40.4 40.2 40.0 39.8 39.6
Timor-Leste 39.4 41.9 49,2 49.3 48.8 479 47.1 46.6 46.3 46.3 46.4 46.3 46.1

391 392 380 379 378 378 378 377 376 374 373 311 370
.. 371 369 363 360 352 344 339 324 326 323 321
436 424 412 409 406 403 400 397 394 390 387 384 381

_'Tdn@

215 209 201 199 197 195 193 1941 189 187 185 184 183
179 156 141 139 137 135 133 132 130 129 128 127 126
227 2285 221 219 217 214 212 209 206 204 202 200 198

PING MEMBER ECONOMIES® 337 326 311 306 300 295 289 284 279 275 271 267 263
AL MEMBERS" 329 318 304 299 294 289 283 278 274 27.0 266 262 258
324 314 299 295 290 286 282 278 275 272 269 266 264

Brunei Darussalam Is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
reporting economies only.

5: World Population Prospects, The 2010 Revision (UN Population Division, Department of Economic and Social Affairs 2011); Statistics and Demography website
(www.spc.int/sdp/index.php); for Taipei,China: Monthly Bulletin of Statistics Online (Directorate-General of Budget, Accounting and Statistics 2011),
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Table 15 Population Aged 15-64 Years
(percent of fotal population)

= - —
S
Developirlg Mamber Econorrﬂes
Central and West Asia b
Afghanistan 50.9 50.2 49.6 496 496  49.7 498  50.0 50.2 50.4 B06 509 512
Armenia 63.3 61.3 63.4 63.7 64.1 64.3 646  65.0 65.4 65.9 66.3 66.7 669
Azerbaijan 61.2 60.9 629 63.8 64.9 66.1 B67.2 68.3 69.3 70.2 710 715 71BN
Georgia 649 634 64.4 64.7 64.9 85.1 65.3 65.6 65.9 863 66.6 66.8 670 |
Kazakhstan 62.0 623 649 654 659 663 66.7  67.1 67.4 67.7 67.9 680 679 |
Kyrgyz Republic 569 565 592 598 605 612 619 626 632 637 642 646 649 |
Pakistan 52.2 526 544 55.0 55.6 56.3 56.9 57.5 58.0 58.6 59.0 585 60.0
Tajikistan 526 522 53.9 54.3 54.7 551 'B5b 56.1 56.7 57.3 57.9 58,6 5919
Turkmenistan 55.4 56.0 59.1 59.7 60.3 61.0 61.6 62.4 63.2 64.0 64.8 656 661
Uzbelustan 54.6 55.0 58.0 58.7 59.4 60.1 60.9 617 62.5 63.4 64.2 65.0 657
East Asia )
China, People’s Rep. of 85.5 65.7 66.8 673 67.9 68.6 69.2 69.8 70.2 70.6 70.9 71.2
Hong Kong, China 68.9 69.8 70.4 70.5 70.7 71.0 713 71.6 72.0 72.4 72.8 73.0
Korea, Rep. of 68.9 70.5 710 70.9 70.8 70.7 70.6 70.6 70.7 70.8 70.9 71.0
Mongolia 54.8 571 60.7 618 631 64.3 65.5 66.4 67.0 B7.4 67.7 67.8
Taipei,China 66.7 68.6 70.3 70.4 70.6 70.9 71.2 716 71.9 72.2 726 73.0
South Asia
Bangladesh 535 556 58.4 58.9 59.5 60.0 60.5 61.1 61.6 62.1 62.6 63.1
Bhutan 53.8 52.6 55.6 56.7 57.9 59.2 60.4 61.5 62.5 633 64.1 64.8
India 58.0 59.2 60.8 61.1 61.4 61.8 621 62.5 62.8 63.1 63.5 63.8
Maldives 50.0 50.7 55.6 56.9 58.3 59.7 61.0 62.3 636 648 65.9 66.9
Nepal 54.2 54.5 55.2 55.4 55.7 56.0 56.3 56.7 57.1 57.6 58.2 58.8
Sri Lanka 62.0 63.9 665  66.7 66.9 66.9 66.9 66.8 66.7 66.6 66.4 66.2
Southeast Asia
Brunel Darussalam# 61.5 63.4 665 66.9 67.3 67.6 68.0 68.3 68.6 68.9 69.3 69.5
Cambodia 53.2 49.5 55,2 56,3 57.4 58.3 59,2 60.1 61.0 61.9 62.7 63.4
Indonesia 59.5 619 643 64.7 65.0 65.2 65.5 65.7 66.0 66.2 66.5 66.7
Lao PDR 52.5 526 538 54.3 54.8 55.4 56.1 56.9 57.7 58.6 59.5 60.4
Malaysia 59.0 60.3 626 62.8 62.9 62.9 63.0 63.2 634 63.7 64.0 64.3
Myanmar 59.4 61.6 64.1 64.6 65.1 65.6 66.1 666 67.1 67.5 67.9 68.3
Philippines 55.5 56.8 58.1 58.3 58.5 58.7 59.0 59.2 59.5 598 60.1 60.4
Singapore 72.3 70.6 70.3 70.3 70.4 70.5 70.7 70.9 71.2 715 71.8 721
Thailand 64.8 66.5 68.4 68,5 68.6 68.6 686  68.7 68.8 68.9 69.1 69.3
Viet Nam 56.6 579 618 626 635 64.4 65.2 66.1 66.9 67.7 68.4 69.1
The Pacific
Cook Islands 591 58.7 60.0 60.5 60.9 61.5 62.0 62.6 63.2 64.3
Fiji, Rep. of 585 602 61.3 61.9 62.7 63.6 64.4 65.0 65.4 65.7 65.8 65.8
Kiribati 55.9 56.5 57.2 58.2 58.9 59.5 60.0 60.4 60.7 61.0
Marshall Islands 55.5 55.4 55.2 55.8 56.2 56.5 56.4 56.3 56.3 56.0
Micronesia, Fed. States of 521 529 558 56.2 56.6 56.9 57.2 57.5 57.8 58.2 58.6 59.0
Nauru 586 59.4 60.2 605 609 612 61.9 621 625 62.8
Palau 70.7 70.5 70.3 70.1 70.0 70.3 71.0 71.8 726 73.3
Papua New Guinea 55.3 56.7 574 574 57.2 57.2 57.2 5.3 57.3 81.5 57.6 578
Samoa 56.0 56.2 54.7 54.7 54.7 54.8 55,0 55.2 55.4 55.7 55.9 56.3
Solomon Islands 51.6 53.9 55.2 55.4 55.6 55.8 56.0 56.2 56.3 56.5 56.6 56.8
Timor-Leste 58.6 558 483 481 486 494 50.1 50.6 50.7 50.7 50.6 50.5
Tonga 55.7 54.7 55.4 55.5 55.4 55,3 55.3 55.3 55.4 55.5 55.7 55.8
Tuvalu 57.0 57.3 58.3 58.6 59.4 60.2 60.7 62.4 62.2 62.5
Vanuatu 52.3 53.4 54.8 55.2 555 559 562  56.6 56.9 57.2 57.5 57.8
Developed Member Economies
Australia 653  64.7 64.9 64.9 650 650 65.1 65.1 65.2 65.2 65.3 65.2
Japan 68.1 67.5 658 653 648 643 63.8 63.3 62,7 62.1 61.5 60.9
New Zealand 64.2 63.8 637 63.8 64.0 642 64.3 64.4 64.5 64.5 64.5 64.4
DEVELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIES®  61.0 617 629 63.3 637 642 647 651 655 658 661 66.4
REGIONAL MEMBERS" 613 620 630 634 638 642 646 650 654 65.7 66.0 66.2
WORLD 60.4 610 622 62.5 628 63.1 634 63.7 639 641 643 64.5

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
b For reporting economies only.

Sources: World Population Prospects, The 2010 Revision (UN Poputation Division, Department of Economic and Social Affairs 2011); Statistics and Demography website
(www.spe.int/sdp/index.php); for Taipel,China: Monthly Bulletin of Statistics Online (Directorate-General of Budget, Accounting and Statistics 2011),
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Population

oble 1.6 Population Aged 65 Years and Over
(percent of fotal population)

wejqnhg Member Eeonomla
24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 324
67 96 111 116 121 127 131 135 136 137 136 135 135
47 53 61 64 66 69 72 73 15 15 16 16 16
109 128 140 144 148 155 160 164 167 168 169 169 170
: B9 84 78 79 82 85 88 89 88 88 83 81 79
! 5 63 61 61 62 64 64 64 63 61 58 56 53
, 42 43 44 45 45 46 46 46 4T 47 48 48 49
iki 46 44 40 40 41 42 43 43 44 43 43 42 441
g eni 44 47 48 49 50 51 51 52 51 51 50 49 48
| Ubekistan 49 50 49 50 51 52 54 54 54 54 53 53 52
 East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 6.7 73 80 81 83 84 85 86 88 B9 91 92 04
| HongKong, China 99 110 128 132 135 139 143 146 148 150 152 154 157
| Korea, Rep. of 56 67 83 87 91 96 101 106 110 115 119 124 129
| Mongolia 50 44 A3 43 43 44 44 45 45 A6 46 AT A7
'.”  Taipe:,China 6.2 76 86 88 90 92 95 97 100 102 104 106 107
I [ _»80uth Ma
| Bangadesn 42 43 46 46 47 4T 48 49 50 50 51 52 52
| Bhutan 35 41 47 48 48 49 49 50 51 51 52 53 54
| india 42 44 47 48 49 50 50 51 52 53 54 55 56
| Maldives 32 34 41 43 45 48 50 52 54 55 56 57 58
| Nepal 36 37 39 39 40 44 41 42 43 44 45 45 46
w A $n Lanka 64 71 74 76 77 80 82 84 88 88 90 92 95
~ Southeast Asin
' | Brunel Darussalam? 33 34 33 34 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42
| cambodia 30 31 33 34 34 35 35 36 37 38 39 41 42
| Indonesia 42 46 51 52 53 55 56 57 58 59 60 61 62
| LaoPOR 39 40 41 41 41 42 42 42 43 43 43 43 44
| Malaysia 41 41 A3 44 45 46 47 48 49 50 50 52 53
Myanmar 49 52 55 55 56 56 56 56 57 657 57 58 58
 Philippines 35 35 36 36 37 37 37 38 38 39 39 40 40
. 65 74 86 88 91 94 96 98 99 100 101 103 106
54 66 79 82 85 88 90 93 95 97 99 101 104
56 59 65 66 66 67 68 69 689 710 70 71 72
Cook Istands . 62 62 64 66 68 70 72 13 15 17 18
i, Rep. 33 33 38 39 41 42 44 45 46 48 49 51 53
Kiribati .. 36 36 36 36 35 35 35 35 35 35 35
Marshall Islands W BE 2R Bp B2 22 22 22 22 22 24 93
:Mlu'onwa Fed. States of 40 39 43 44 45 46 46 46 46 45 44 43 43
W T2 43 13 44 15 47 A3 13 12 12 13
_ .. 54 55 55 56 57 55 55 55 55 55 56
Papua New Guinea 25 26 27 28 28 28 28 29 29 29 30 30 31
0a 43 47 50 50 51 52 53 54 55 56 57 58 59
‘Solomon Istands 842 @4 42 32 32 d3 3% 37 83 33 34 a8 us
20 23 25 26 27 27 28 29 29 30 31 31 32
51 61 66 66 68 69 69 70 70 71 . 7.1
59 58 55 55 54 54 54 52 52 52 51
42 41 39 39 38 38 38 37 37 38 38 38 39

: 132 144 150 152 153 155 156 158 159 161 162 164 166
Japaﬂ 140 169 201 208 215 222 229 236 243 250 257 265 273
- New Zealand 13.0 137 142 142 143 144 145 147 149 151 153 156 159

DE OPING MEMBER ECONOMIES® 53 6.5 6.6 6.7 6.8 6.9 7.0
INAL MEMBERS® 5.8 7.1 7.3 7.4 7.5 7.6 7.7
7.2 85 8.6 8.7 88 8.9 9.0

5.7 6.0 6.1 6.2 6.3 6.4
6.2 6.6 6.7 6.8 6.9 7.0
76 8.0 81 8.2 83 84

 Brunei Darussalam is @ regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member,
b For reporting economies only.

ces: World Population Prospects, The 2010 Revision (UN Population Division, Department of Economic and Social Affairs 2011); Statistics and Demography website
(www.spe.int/sdp/index,php); for Taipes,China: Monthly Bulletin of Statistics Online (Directorate-General of Budget, Accounting and Statistics 2011).




Developing Member Economies .
Central and West Asia .
| Afghanistan 96.4 993 1016 1016 1015 1011 1006 100.0 99.3 985 97.6 965 953
1 Armenia 58.0 63.1 57.8 56.9 56.1 555 54.8 53.9 529 51.8 50.8 50.0 495
Azerbaijan 63.4 64.2 58.9 56.6 54.0 51.3 48,7 46.4 442 424 40.9 398 293
: Georgia 54.1 57.8 55.2 54.6 54.1 53.6 53.1 52.4 51.7 50.9 50.1 496 493
k Kazakhstan 61.3 60.6 541 52.9 i1 50.7 49.8 49.0 48.3 41,7 473 471 402
1 Kyrgyz Republic 75.8 77.0 69.0 67.1 65.2 63.3 615 59.8 58.3 56.9 55.8 549 541
. Pakistan 91.5 90.2 83.8 819 79.8 778 75.8 739 723 70.8 69.4 681 66T
Tajlkistan 90.1 a1.6 85.7 843 83.0 81.6 80.1 78.4 76.5 4.6 72.6 708 691
| | Turkmenistan 80.6 786 69.3 67.5 B65.7 64.0 62.2 60.3 583 56.2 54.2 52.5 S
i Lizbekistan 832 81.9 725 70.5 68.4 66.4 64.3 62.1 59.9 ST 55.6 53.8 2
East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 52.7 52.2 49.7 48.6 47.3 459 44.5 43.4 42.4 416 41.0 40,5
Hong Kong, China 452 43.2 421 418 414 40.9 40.3 39.7 389 38.1 37.4 36.9
Korea, Rep. of 45.0 418 409 41.0 41.2 41.4 4186 41.6 415 41.3 411 40.9
Mongolia 824 75.2 64.8 618 58.6 55.5 52.7 50.6 4972 483 477 475
Taipel,China 50.0 45.8 42.3 421 41.7 409 40,4 39.7 391 385 37.8 36.9
South Asia
Bangladesh 86.8 79.7 714 69.8 68.2 66.7 65.2 63.8 624 61.1 59.8 584
Bhutan 85.8 90.1 80.0 76.4 72.6 68.9 65.5 62.6 60.0 57.9 56.0 544
India 72.4 68.9 64.6 63.7 62.7 618 60.9 60.0 58.2 58.4 57.6 56.8
Maldives 100.0 97.4 79.7 75.6 7186 67.6 63.9 60.4 57.3 54.4 51.8 49.6
Nepal 84.5 836 81.2 80.4 796 78.7 7.6 76.4 75.0 735 71.9 70.2
Sri Lanka 614 56.6 50.5 49.9 49.6 49.4 495 49.6 49.8 50.1 50.5 51.0
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam® 62,7 57.7 50.4 49.4 48.6 47.9 47.2 46.5 458 45,1 44.4 43.8
5 Cambodia 87.8 1020 811 77.5 743 71.5 68.9 66.3 63.9 61.6 59.6 57.7
i Indonesia 68.0 61.6 55.5 54.6 53.9 53.3 52.7 52,1 51.6 51.0 50.4 49.9
Lao PDR 90.3 901 858 84.2 825 80.5 78.3 75.9 73.3 70.6 68.0 65.5
Malaysia 69.4 65.8 59.9 59.3 59.0 58.9 58.6 58.3 57.7 57.1 56.4 55.6
Myanmar 68.5 62.3 56.1 549 53.7 52.4 51.3 50.2 49.1 48.1 47.2 46.4
Philippines 80.2 76.0 72.2 715 709 70.2 69.6 68.9 68.1 67.3 66.5 65.7
Singapore 384 41.6 423 423 421 41.9 1.5 41.0 40.4 39.8 39.2 38.7
Thailand 54.4 50.4 46.3 46.0 45.8 458 45.8 457 45.4 451 447 44.3
Viet Nam 78.7 726 61.9 59.7 57.5 55.3 53.3 51.3 49.4 47.7 46.1 44.8
| The Pacific
Cook Islands 69.3 67.6 66.6 65.4 64,1 62,7 612 59.7 58.3 55.6
Fiji, Rep. of 71.0 66.0 63.2 61.6 59.5 57.4 55.4 53.8 52.8 52.2 51.9 51.9
Kiribat 79.0 T T4.7 719 89.7 68.0 66.6 65.5 64.6 63.9
Marshall Islands 80.0 80.5 81.0 79.4 78.0 76.9 1.2 777 77.5 78.5
Micronesia, Fed. States of 92.0 89.2 79.2 77.8 76.7 75.8 75.0 74.0 73.0 71.8 70.7 69.5
Nauru 70.7 68.4 66.2 65.2 64.3 63.4 61.5 60.9 60.0 59.1
Palau 41.4 419 42.3 427 42.8 422 40.8 39.3 377 36.4
{ Papua New Guinea 80.7 76.4 75.1 75.0 75.0 74.9 748 74.6 744 74.1 73.6 731
[ Samoa 818 78.1 82.7 83.0 82.9 825 81.9 81.2 B0.5 79.7 78.8 77.8
i Solomon Islands 93.8 85.5 81.2 80.5 79.8 79.1 78.6 78.0 775 7.1 76.7 76.2
Timor-Leste 70.7 792 107.2 1079 1059 1026 99.6 97.8 97.2 97.3 97.8 97.9
i Tonga 79.4 82.9 80.4 80.3 80.4 80.7 80.9 80.9 80.6 80.2 79.7 79.1
3 Tuvalu 75.4 746 716 70.7 68.4 66.1 64.8 60.3 60.7 60.0
Vanuatu 914 87.2 823 812 80.0 789 77.8 76.7 75.8 74.8 74.0 731
! Developed Member Economies
1 Australia 531 54.6 54.1 54.0 53.9 538 853.7 53.6 53.4 53.3 53.2 53.3
Japan 46.8 481 521 531 54.2 55.4 56.7 58.0 59.5 61.0 62.6 64.3
New Zealand 55.7 56.7 56.9 56.7 56.3 55.8 55.4 55,2 55.0 55.0 55.1 55.3
| DEVELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIES" 64.0 62.0 59.0 580 56.9 55.8 54.7 53.7 52.8 519 51.2 50.6
) REGIONAL MEMBERS" 63.1 614 58.7 57.8 56.8 55.7 54,7 53.8 53.0 52.2 51.6 51.0
WORLD 64.0 62.0 59.0 58.0 56.9 55.8 54.7 53.7 52.8 51.9 51.2 50.6
I\
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Toble 1.7 Age Dependency Ratio

a Brunel Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it Is not classified as a developing member.

b For reporting economies only,

E Source:  ADB staff estimates,
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Labor Force and Employment

Toble 1.8 Labor Force Parficipation Rate
(percent)
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from total population.
Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
Singapore residents only.

Country sources, Key Indicators of the Labour Market Online {ILO 2011).
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Labor Force and Employment

Table 1.9 Unemployment Rate

(percent)

Afghanistan 3.4 34 34 34 3.4
Armenia® 6.7 o o 104 10.8 10.1 9.6 8.2 1.5 7.0 6.3 7.0 7.0
Azerbaijan® - 0.8 1.2 13 10.6 9.7 84 7.6 6.8 6.5 6.0 5.9 5.8
Georgia 10.3 111 126 115 126 13.8 13.6 13.3 16.5 16.9
Kazakhstan 11.0 12.8 10.4 9.3 8.8 84 81 7.8 13 6.6 6.5 5.8
Kyrgyz Republic 5.7 7.5 7.8 86 9.9 8.5 81 83 8.1 8.2 84
Pakistan 31 5.3 7.8 7.8 85 8.3 7.7 T 6.1 5.2 5.3 54 5.6
Tajikistan? 20 2.7 23 2.5 24 2.0 19 22 23 22 2.0 P
Turkmenistan 2.4 24 2.6 25 26 26
Uzbekistan? 03 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.2 02 S

East Asia
China, People's Rep. of® 2.5 29 31 3.6 4.0 4.3 4.2 42 41 4.0 4.2 4.3 41
Hong Kong, China 13 32 49 5.1 TS 7.9 6.8 5.6 48 4.0 3.6 5.4 4.4
Korea, Rep. of 24 21 4.1 40 33 36 3.7 3.7 35 3.2 32 36 37
Mongolia 5.5 5.5 4.6 4.6 34 3.5 3.6 33 32 28 28 36 3.6
Taipel,China 1.7 18 30 4.6 5.2 5.0 4.4 41 39 39 41 59 5.2

South Asia
Bangladesh 43 43 4.2 - o
Bhutan . 1.9 2.5 3.% 31 8.7 - 4.0 33
India 2.7 3.4
Maldives 0.9 0.8 2.0 14.4 i
Nepald 4.5 1.8 8.8
Sri Lanka 15.9 12.3 7.6 79 88 8.4 8.3 T4 6.5 6.0 5.2 5.7 49

Southeast Asia
Brunel Darussalam® 4.9 4.7 7.2 35 45 3.5 4.3 4.0 34 b2 rd 35 27
Cambodia 25 2.5 18
Indonesia 25 T2 6.1 8.1 9.1 9.6 9.9 11.2 103 9.1 8.4 7.9 71
Lao PDR 36 5.0 5.0 81
Malaysia 51 31 30 35 35 36 35 35 33 32 33 37 34
Myanmar 4.2 4.2 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 40 4.0 <5
Philippines 8.4 85 112 111 11.4 11.4 11.8 7.8 7.9 7.3 7.4 7.5 74
Singapore 17 27 44 &l 4.2 4.5 4.4 42 34 29 28 4.1 2.8
Thailand 22 1.7 36 3.3 2.4 22 21 1.8 15 1.4 14 1.5 1.0
Viet Nam 23 25 22 2.1 25 49 41 36 3.2 2.7

The Pacific
Cook Islands 131 8.9 .
Fijl, Rep. of 6.4 54 8.4 99 9.3 6.8 7.2 7.7 8.3 8.6 86 )
Kiribati 28 16 " . 6.1 . - = :
Marshall Islands . e =
Micronesia, Fed. States of 135 22.0 = o s sa i o
Palau 7.8 7.0 23 x 42 o i i
Papua New Guinea .7 2.9 i r
Samoa 4.9 i3 33
Solomon Islands i i “ 20
Timor-Leste i i 36|
Tonga 41 5.2 11 G
Tuvalu 6.5 16.3 & ¥ g
Vanuatu 1.6

Developed Member Economies

Australia 6.7 8.5 6.3 6.8 6.4 5.9 5.4 5.0 48 4.4 4.3 5.6 5.2
Japan 21 32 4.7 5.0 5.4 5.3 4.7 4.4 4.1 3.9 4.0 51 51
New Zealand 7.8 6.5 6.2 55 5.3 4.8 4.1 38 39 3.7 42 6.1 6.5

a Based on officially registered unemployed only,

b Based on Interational Labour Organization's methodology starting 2002,
¢ Refers to urban areas only.

d For 1995 and 2000, refer to 1996 and 1999, respectively.

e Brunel Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Country sources, Key Indicators of the Labour Market Online (ILO 2011), United Nations Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific website

(www.unescap.org/index.asp).
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Toble 1.10 Unemployment Rate of 15-24-Year-Olds
(percent)

48.2 (2001) 57.6 (2007) 56.4 (2001) 69.4 (2007) 419 (2001) 47.2 (2007)
18.4 (1999) 14.4 (2008) 19.9 (1999) 9.8 (2008) 17.0 (1999) 18.7 (2008)

‘ 24,6 (1999) 35.5 (2008) 24.8 (1999) 40.7 (2008) 24.4 (1999) 32.4 (2008) i

- Kazakhstan 17.3 (2002) 6.7 19.3 (2002) 8.2 {2008) 15.7 (1999) 6.8 (2008) |
Hyrgyz Republic 20.1 (2002) 14.6 (2006) 21.2 (2002) 16.2 (2006) 19.3 (2002) 13.6 (2006)
Pakistan 8.9 7.7 (2008) 181 10.5 (2008) 7.6 7.0 (2008)

wae

China, People’s Rep. of :
~ Hong Kong, China 6.9 12,6 5.9 10.3 7.7 15.1

 Korea, Rep. of 6.3 9.8 53 8.5 78 11.9
~ Mongolia 20.0 (2003) 20.7 (2003) 19.5 (2003)
| Taipei,China 7.3 (1998) 145

I =

Bangladesh 7.0 (1996) 9.3 (2005) 5.7 (1996) 13.6 (2005) 8.0 (1996) 8.0 (2005)

6.3 (2005) 7.2 (2005) 5.5 (2005)
8.3 (1994) 10.5 (2005) 8.0 (1994) 10.8 {2005) 8.4 (1994) 10.4 (2005)
19 22.2 (2008) 2.9 30.5 (2006) 1.4 15.5 (2008)
3.0 (1999) 2.2 (1999) 4.0 (1999)

26.8 (1999) 213 35.4 (1999) 279 22.1(1999) 171

12.2 (1998) 12.0 (1998) 12.3 (1998)
12.4 (1996) 222 17.0 (1996) 230 14.3 (1996) 216
0 39 6.4
8.7 (1998) 10.9 (2008) 8.8 (1998) 11.8 (2008) 8.6 (1998) 10.3 (2008)
16.1 17.4 191 19.3 144 16.2
5.0 12.9 55 166 45 9.8
2.5 (1996) 43 2.3 (1996) 51 2.6 (1996) 37
3.1 (1996) 4,6 (2004) 2.9 (1996) 2.9 (2004) 3.4 (1996} 4.4 (2004)
14.9 (1991) 24.0 (2001) 18.5 (1991) 26.4 (2001) 125 (1991) 22.1 (2001)
13.1 (1996) 16.8 (1996) 11.3 (1996)
3.6 (1990) 2.4 (2000) 2.5 (1990) 2.3 (2000) 4.7 (1990) 2.0 (2000)
62.6 (1999) 67.0 (1999) 59.8 (1999)
32.7 (1994) 35.2 (2000) 44.3 (1994) 35.5 (2000) 24.7 (1994) 35.0 (2000)
29.3 (1992) 38.3 (1992) 22.9(1992)
17.4 (1990} 5.7 (2000) 17.2 (1990) 6.0 (2000) 17.6 (1990) 5.5 (2000)
21.1 (1990) 13.6 (2001) 16.6 (1990} 9.5 (2001) 24.2 (1990) 17.4 (2001)
12.2 (2001) 15.5 (2001) 10.6 (2001)
5.9 (1999) 46.1 (1999) 45.8 (1999)
30.3 (1996} 11,9 (2003) 27.0 (1996) 15.1 (2003) 32.0 (1996) 9.9 (2003)
15.4 116 148 10.4 15.9 12.6
6.1 9.1 6.1 8.0 6.1 101
123 16.6 122 172 123 16.0

Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member,

¢ Data are averages of monthly estimates.
d Bxcludes Chathams, Antarclic Territory, and other minor offshore islands. Data are averages of quarterly estimates.

Sources: Key Indicators of the Labour Market Online (ILO 2011}; The Pacific islands Regional Millennium Development Goals Report (The Secretariat of the Pacific
Community 2004).
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i
!% Table 1.11 Employment in Agriculture
h
'.‘ (percent of total employment)
| ]
il er s
f
i Afghanistan 69.6 ’ .. 696 696 696 696 A
Armenia .. 374 444 451 453 460 469 462 462 460 442 456
! Azerbaijan 309 308 394 393 393 391 389 389 385 385 382 382 397
i Georgia . = 528 538 549 540 543 553 534
i Kazakhstan 18.8 .. 315 353 353 350 332 322 311 312 295 292 278
f Kyrgyz Republic 327 470 531 529 527 432 389 385 363 345 340 324
f Pakistan 51.1 467 484 484 432 421 430 430 435 436 446 450 451
Tajikistan 430 591 649 666 676 676 666 675 670 665 667 662 e |
Turkmenistan 418 226 273 278 291 286 286
Uzbekistan 393 314 370 379 389 399 419 454
i
| East Asia
i} China, People’s Rep. of 60,1 522 500 500 50.0 491 469 448 426 408 396
I Hong Kong, China 0.7 0.7 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3
J i Korea, Rep. of 179 118 106 100 9.3 8.8 8.1 7.9 55 7.4 7.2
| Mongolia 330 461 486 483 449 418 402 399 388 377 362
il Taipel,China 128 105 7.8 7.5 75 7.3 6.6 5.9 55 53 5.1
| South Asia
| Bangladesh .. 508 w  BLT . 481
i Bhutan 62.8 66.6
li India 599 i o sBa
il Maldives 252 222 137 i 17.3 . 115 : ,
1 Nepal® 812 7% 76.1 65.7 > 5
Sri Lanka 468 367 360 326 345 340 335 328 322 313 327
1
| Southeast Asia
J Brunei Darussalam® 2.5 1.4 .
! Cambodia .. 8.4 737 702 700 648 603 603 723 723 723
b Indonesia 55.9 44.0 453 43.8 443 46.4 433 44.0 42.0 41.2 40.3
i Lao PDR 82.7 82.4 822 76.3
i Malaysia 260 200 167 151 149 143 146 146 146 148 140
Myanmar 65.6 64.1
4 Philippines 449 434 371 372 370 366 360 360 358 351 353
Singapore 05 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2
| Thailand 633 467 442 424 425 410 393 386 397 395 397
I Viet Nam 721 713 644 636 587 569 587 571 543 529 523
i The Pacific
! Cook Islands 6.1 - 7.2 49
l Fiji, Rep. of 25 1.6 15 1.5 14 1.3 1.4 ) 1.3 1.3
; Marshall Islands e 208
l Micronesia, Fed. States of
! Palau 8.0 9.3 71 7.8
I[1 Papua New Guinea 253 i
| Solomaon Islands 26.0 4 =
‘ ; Timor-Leste
i Tonga 38.1 .. 288 . 279
i Tuvalu
'| ; Vanuatu
i Developed Member Economies
! Australia 5.6 49 49 4.8 4.4 3.9 3.7 3.6 34 3.3 3.3
I Japan 7.2 5.7 51 4.9 a7 4.6 4.5 4.4 43 42 4.2
ln' New Zealand 10.2 9.7 8.8 9.1 8.8 7.9 7.3 6.9 6.9 7.0 6.7
,i] a Data for 1990 and 2000 refer to 1991 and 1999, respectively.
- b Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
4

i Sources: Country sources, Key Indicators of the Labour Market Online (ILO 2011),
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Table 112 Employment in Industry®
(percent of total employment)

| Devel lgwlber Economies
mmmmm

'”.
rm
O.
2
>
o
a

6.2 6.2 6.2 6.2
205 141 134 137 132 129 128 129 12.3 114 106
10.5 9.7 5.9 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.1 6.1 6.1 6.0 5.9
5.8 49 5.0 53 38 49 5.2 =
Hazakhsta 21.0 13.9 124 123 A2 @4 123 122 124 11.9 11.9 11.7
Kyrgyz Republic 27.9 16.5 10.5 10.3 103 15.0 176 176 19.4 203 20.7 21.2
Pak 128 106 116 115 117 139 138 138 140 137 131 13.2 13.4
kit 20.1 9.9 6.9 6.7 6.6 6.1 5.6 5.7 5.5 5.3 4.8 47
urkmenistan 108 101 130 135 142 138 138
Uzbeki 15.1 129 127 12,7 127 128 130 132
People's Rep. of 214 230 225 223 214 216 225 238 252 268 272
| Hong Kong, China 277 182 103 104 9.0 85 7.0 6.6 6.5 57 48 43 3.7
| Worea, Rep. of 276 237 204 1989  19.2 194 186 181 176 172 16.9 164 170
N 16.8 14.1 1.2 11.2 114 118 120 118 118 120 119 11.2 11,5
323 2712 281 218 213 202 218 215 215 217 218 212 213
13.0 10.0 99 11.2
75 146 6.4 6.6
16.3 18.8 %
22.4 23.9 19.0 234 243
2.7 9.8 134
19.4 222 236 239 224 230 241 254 266 266 263 255 246
st Asia
Darussalam?® 8.9 11.2
7.0 89 8.9 93 9.7 9.7 9.2 9.2 9.2 9.2 9.2
108 134 135 133 139 132 129 137 134 134 133 133 139
8.7 9.0 9.3
205 237 238 236 220 219 206 202 20.7 19.1 188 172 17.4
7.7 91
106 106 104 10.3 9.9 99 101 99 9.7 96 9.0 8.7 9.0
259 215 195 195 190 189 183 167 168 169 169 158 153
99 151 1560 155 154 158 159 160 156  15.7 149 144 142
8.8 B6 101 109 111 121 125 182 18.2 18.9 193 200 217
Islands 8.2 6.0 49 .
331 307 311 313 3014 301 303 307 30.7 303
7.8 ; ; ;
, Fed. States of : 5
17 1.0 0.7 26
ia New Guinea 36 s —i i e : i E
. 218
smon Islands 8.8 12.4
-Leste N 8.7

153 . » . o 249 iy T 218

15.7 14.1 12.9 12.4 12.4 120 12.0 116 113 112 11.3 10.8 10.6
g _ 24.2 226 20.6 201 19.4 187 18.2 18.0 182 18.2 18.0 B i | 16.8
iew Zealand 15.2 14.8 126 12.5 125 14.2 14.2 13.4 12.8 125 12.4 115 11.4

to manufacturing and mining. Also includes construction sector for the Kyrgyz Republic, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, and Uzbekistan. Total industry only refers to the

ple’s Republic of China, the Republic of Fiji, the Maldives, Nepal, and Timor-Leste. Meanwhile, New Zealand includes only the manufacturing seclor and Afghanistan
es transportation and communication.

Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member. |

- Country sources, Key Indicators of the Labour Market Online (ILO 2011),




Kyrgyz Republic
Pakistan
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan

East Asia
China, People's Rep. of
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mongolia
Taipei,China

South Asia
Bangladesh
Bhutan
India
Maldives

Nepal
Sri Lanka

Southeast Asia
Brunel Darussalam®
Cambodia
Indonesia
Lao PDR
Malaysia
Myanmar
Philippines
Singapore
Thailand
Viet Nam

The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fijl, Rep. of

Kiribati
Marshall Islands

Micronesia, Fed. States of

Natru
Palau

New Zealand
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Table 1.13 Employment in Services®
(percent of fotal employment)

52.4
161
338

333
535
26.7
44.4
736

19.0

78.8
68.6
74.6

21
595

36.5
42,6
31.0
67.3
55.7

248
81.1
64.5
39.8
62.2

81.0
TLT
75.5

19.3
412
59.5
52.5
408
255

67.7
717

92.2
24.1

821
74.4
78.6

209
435
87.4

20.8
429

612

52.5
80.2
42.1
255

211
418
631
53.1
BO.7
421
30.1

67.2

593
430
25.9
40.4
63.8
53.4
80.8

43.2
31.0

68.5

6.4

84.2
76.6
e

GANGELEGER
Moo NRENN

424

30.0
138
64.8
53.9
81.4

448
288

68.6

84.3
T2
785

251
418

30.0
123
65.2
54.1
831
45.4
24.7

849
775
79.7

32.2
93.2
4.7
495
67.0

40.7
296
642
412
186
445
64.7
54.5
83.0

44.7
276

85.3
71.5
80.3

188
421

186
45.4
6.1
55.3
829

44.9
281

85.5
77.5
80.5

33.2
94.9
759
51.8
67.1

410

185
26,4
67.3
55.7
829

45.4
284

85.4
77.8
80.9

439
55.8
589
363

41.8
29.2

420

85.9
78.7
819

e
=
o

a Includes construction and electricity, gas, and water. For the Kyrgyz Republic, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, and Uzbekistan, includes only electricity, gas, and water.
For New Zealand, also includes mining sector.

b Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Country sources, Key Indicators of the Labour Market Online (ILO 2011).



, People’s Rep. of®
-Kong China

38.9 (1996)
39.1

14,0 (1996)
18.7 (1996)
30.1 (1993)
83.2 (1997)
785 (1999)
85.7 (1993)
53.6 (1998)

741
435

79.4 (1996)
81.7 (1993)
40.6 (1998)

88.1 (1996)
46.7 (1996)

77.8 (1994)
770 (1996)
79.9 (1997)
11.0

52.6 (1994)
17.4 (1996)
782 (1998)

77.5 (2001)

e

12.4 (2008)
7.7 (2008)
32.2 (2008)
1.5 (2007)
29.4 (2007)
60.9 (2006}
50,8 (2004)
49.6 (1998)
76.7 (2003)

36.3 (2005)

.

49.1 (2005)

81.3 (2005)
49.5 (2003)
75.6 (2005)
12.2 (2004)
71.6 (2004)
29.1 (2007)

56.4 (2007)
50.6 (2009)
66.0 (2008)
2.3 (2009)
45.0 (2006)
115 (2004)
38.4 (2008)

57.4 (1996)

aee

72.8 (2007)

4.3 (2008)
93 (1996) 4.5 (2008)
6.1 5.3 (2008)
74 (1996) 8.9 (2008)
6.3 (1996) 4.6 (2007)
22.7 (1993) 4.8 (2007)
3.9 (1997) 4.7 (2006)
49 (1999) 5.4 (2004)
6.2 (1993) 7.8 (1998)
127 (1998) 6.2 (2003)
8.3 (2005)
9,7 (1996)
4.7 (1998)
56 6.3 (2005)
54 (1993) 6.1

4.3 (1996) !
9.9 (2003)

6.0 (1996) 8.9 (2004)
5.5 (1996)

5.9 (1994) 7.9 (20
5.9 (2009}
5.4 (1997) 5.9 (2008}
12.2 11.3 (2009)
8.3 (1994) 9.0 (2006)
9.7 (1998)

84 (1996) 8.1 (2004)
55 (1998) 6.2 (2008)

12.5 (1996)

7.0 (2001) 4.6 (2007)

(1994)
(1993)
3 (1997)

o w ~
=D

0.444 (1996)
0.350

0.371 (1996)
0.353 (1996)
0.537 (1993)
0.287 (1997)
0315 (1999)
0,354 (1993)
0.453 (1998]

0.332

0.313 (1993)
0.276 (1996)
0.329 (1993
0.633 (1998)

0.377 (1996}
0.354 (1996)

0.383 (1994)

0.349 (1997)
0.485

0.429 (1994

0.434 (1996}
0.355 (1998)

0.395 (2001

PEOPLE
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0.294 (2008)
0.309 (2008)
0.337 {2008)
0.413 (2008)
0.309 (2007)
0.334 (2007)
0.327 (2006)
0.336 (2004)
0.408 (1998)
0.367 (2003)

0.415 (2008)
0.434 (1996)
0.316 (1998)
0.365 (2005)
0.339 (2003)

0.332 (2008)
0.468 (2003)
0.368 (2005)
0.374 (2004)
0.473 (2004)
0.403 {2007]

0.444 (2007)
0.368 (2009)
0.367 (2008)
0.462 (2009)

0.440 (2006)
0.425 (1998)

0.425 (2004)
0.376 (2008)

0.490 (1990)

0.509 (1996)
0.319 (2007)

see

0.352 (1994)
0.249 (1993)
0.362 (1997)

ed from income or expenditure share of the highest 20% and lowest 20% groups.
are weighted average of urban and rural.
o Darussalam Is a regional member of ADB, but it Is not classified as a developing member.

s: PovcalNet Database Online (World Bank 2011), World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011), ADB staff estimates.
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Table 1.15 Human Development Index

b Developing Member Economiea
i Central and West Asla 3
.L; Afghanistan 0.307 0.311 0323 0.327 0.342 0.349
y Armenia 0.571 0.620 0.669 0.684 0.697 0.702 0.693 0.695
I Azerbaijan 0.563 0.597 0.655 0.677 0.691 0.703 0.710 0.713
i Georgia 0.679 0.686 0.698 0.697 0.695 0.698
r Kazakhstan 0.650 0.620 0.614 0.696 0.702 0.707 0.708 0.711 0.714
; Kyrgyz Republic 0.577 0.515 0.550 0.572 0.577 0.584 0.591 0.594 0.598
i Pakistan 0.359 0.389 0.416 0.468 0.471 0.481 0.484 0.487 0.4%0
i Tajikistan 0.592 0.501 0.493 0.550 0.557 0.563 0.572 0.576 0.580
il Turkmenistan 0.642 0.649 0.652 0.658 0.662 0.669
K i[ Uzbekistan 0.588 0.593 0.600 0.605 0.612 0.617
| 1[ East Asia
it China, People's Rep. of 0.460 0.518 0.567 0.616 0.627 0.639 0.648 0.655 0.663
uf Hong Kong, China 0.774 0.797 0.800 0.842 0.849 0.855 0.856 0.857 0.862
| 1’ Korea, Rep. of 0.725 0,776 0.815 0.851 0.858 0.865 0.870 0.872 0.877
tﬁ i Mongolia 0.520 0.502 0.539 0.588 0.598 0.605 0.616 0.616 0.622
! Taipei,China
o
ij 1!
i South Asia
it Bangladesh 0.313 0.350 0.390 0.432 0.441 0.449 0.457 0.463 0.469
i Bhutan
M India 0.389 0.415 0.440 0.482 0.491 0.500 0.506 0.512 0519
il Maldives 0.513 0.560 0.574 0.583 0.590 0.595 0.602
il Nepal 0.316 0.344 0.375 0.400 0.406 0.411 0.417 0.423 0.428
ﬂ Sri Lanka 0.558 0.584 0.635 0.640 0.646 0.650 0.653 0.658
I
i Southeast Asia
] Brunel Darussalam® 0.773 0.787 0.792 0.801 0.804 0.804 0.804 0.804 0.805
! Cambodia 0.385 0.412 0.466 0.475 0.484 0.489 0.489 0.494
Indonesia 0.458 0.508 0.500 0.561 0.568 0.580 0.588 0.593 0.600
Lao PDR 0.354 0.388 0.425 0.460 0.467 0.475 0.483 0.490 0.497
b Malaysia 0.616 0.659 0.691 0.726 0.731 0.735 0.738 0.739 0.744
| Myanmar 0.406 0.419 0.432 0.438 0.444 0.451
Philippines 0.552 0.569 0.597 0.619 0.623 0.628 0.633 0.635 0.638
Singapare aii 4 0.826 0.832 0.836 0.839 0.841 0.846
Thailand 0.546 0,581 0. 600 0.631 0.637 0.642 0.646 0.648 0.654
Viet Nam 0.407 0.457 0.505 0.540 0.547 0.554 0.560 0.566 0.572
The Pacific
Cook Islands
i Fiji, Rep. of 0.612 0.636 0.651 0.867 0.667 0.664 0.667 0.667 0.669
Kiribati
I Marshall Islands
| Micronesia, Fed. States of 0.614 0.614 0.615 0.613 0,612 0.614
il Nauru
11 Palau
it Papua New Guinea 0.349 0.386 0.408 0.408 0.415 0.421 0.426 0.431
Solomon Islands 0.459 0.483 0.493 0.494 0.493 0.492 0.494
Timor-Leste 0.428 0.445 0.471 0.492 0.497 0.502
. Tonga 0.619 0.641 0.651 0.663 0.670 0.671 0.673 0.675 0.677
i Tuvalu
il Vanuaty
i : Developed Member Economies
Australia 0.819 0.887 0.914 0.925 0.928 0.931 0.933 0.935 0.937
Japan 0.814 0.837 0.855 0.873 0.877 0.880 0.881 0.881 0.884
i New Zealand 0.813 0.846 0,865 0.896 0.898 0.903 0.903 0.904 0.907

a Rank among the 169 countries classifed in UNDP's Human Development Report 2010.
b Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Source: Human Development Report 2010 (UNDP 2010).
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YNOIOIH

STV

78.5 80.0 72.0 73.8 75.2
59.0 63.4 63.2 54.9 59,7
69.3 733 59.8 65.6 69.2
62.2 66.9 53.1 59.8 64.0
75.0 77.0 68.2 70.2 723
62.0 64.4 57.0 58.0 59.9
716 74.4 63.4 67.4 69.9
80.1 83.7 719 76.1 79.0
73.0 72.2 65.6 63.6 66.1
73.8 76.6 83.7 70.2 72.7

67.3

63.4 65.8 67.5 64.4 67.8 704 62.5 63.9 64.9

61.7 59.1 58.9 65.0 60.2 59.5 59.2 58.1 583

66.2 67.3 68.8 66.8 67.9 69.6 65.7 66.7 67.9

59.6 59.2 60.1 64.0 65.0 64.5 56.4 54.3 56.3

68.7 69.9 72.1 75.5 3.7 77.0 63.8 66.5 68.2

54.8 58.1 61.4 57.6 60.9 63.6 521 55.3 59.3 |
65.0 69.5 72.0 68.4 728 75.2 61.8 66.3 68.9

56.7 62.2 66.7 57.1 62.8 67.7 56.4 61.6 65.7

45.8 56.2 61.6 46.6 57.0 62.5 45.0 55.5 60.7 |
69.6 70.8 72.0 711 72.8 74.9 68.1 68.8 69.2

61.9 62.8 63.6 63.1 63.0 63.3 60.9 62.8 64.0 ]
63.2 67.6 70.6 64.7 69.4 72.6 61.8 659 68.7 l
77.0 79.2 815 80.2 82.0 839 74.0 76.6 79.3 | 1 |
78.8 81.1 829 81.9 84.6 86.4 75.9 77.7 79.6 :
75.4 78.6 80.3 784 813 824 725 76.1 78.4 |
65.0 67.2 69.2 67.1 69.3 71.3 62.9 65.1 67.1

|
|
|

is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

: Moprnent Indicators Online (World Bank 2011); Global Health Observatory Data Repository Online (WHO 2011); for Taipei,China: Social Indicators
zral of Budget, Accounting and Statistics 2011).
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Table 1.17 Births, Deaths, and Fertility Rates

Developing Member Economies

Central and West Asia 3
Afghanistan 51.5 50.9 46.1 228 22.2 19.2 8.0 7.7 6.5
Armenia 212 133 15.4 7.7 8.5 88 2.5 1.7 LN
Azerbaijan 258 148 17.2 6.1 5.9 5.9 27 20 23
Georgia 16.7 121 121 9.2 10.3 121 22 1.6 168
| Kazakhstan 217 14.7 22.4 A 10.1 9.0 2.7 18 255
! Kyrgyz Republic 293 19.8 25.4 7.0 7.0 T4 3T 2.4 28NN
¥ Pakistan 40.4 327 298 10.5 8.0 5.8 6.1 4.7 39
Tajikistan 39.1 308 28.0 8.2 7.7 6.3 5.2 4.0 34
Turkmenistan 34.7 234 L7 8.5 76 7.6 4.3 2.8 24
Uzbekistan 33.7 214 223 6.1 55 5.2 4.1 2.6 2,700
East Asia .
China, People's Rep, of 21.1 14.0 12.0 6.7 6.5 7.3 23 1.8 1858
Hong Kong, China 12,0 8.1 11.7 5.2 51 5.9 1.3 1.0 . 150
| Korea, Rep. of 15.4 134 9.9 5.8 5.2 5.0 16 1.5 3
Mongolia 3286 19.5 188 8.8 6.9 6.6 4.2 2.2 20
Taipei,China 17.0 13.8 8.3 5.0 5.7 6.2 18 1.7 1.0 g
South Asia
! Bangladesh 34,6 271 21.0 121 8.3 6.5 4.4 3.0 23
. Bhutan 386 275 211 13.9 8.8 7.0 5.9 3.8 286
| India 30.2 25.8 225 9.7 85 7.3 4.0 33 i
Maldives 40,0 217 18.8 9.3 5.9 45 6.1 2.8 20
i Nepal 385 328 249 129 8.6 6.3 52 4.0 28
Sri Lanka 20.8 184 189 6.5 6.1 5.4 2.5 22 23
i Southeast Asia
(L Brunei Darussalam? 27.7 23.2 19.5 3.4 2.8 29 3.2 25
b | Cambodia 43.6 283 247 123 9.9 8.2 5.8 3.9
i Indonesia 25.7 213 18.2 8.6 6.9 6.3 341 2.5
. Lao PDR 41.4 32.6 271 13:1 8.8 6.9 6.0 4.6
i Malaysia 30.4 235 20,0 53 4.6 4.5 37 3.0
- Myanmar 26.9 217 20.3 10.5 10.0 9.6 3.4 2.5
H Philippines 33.0 275 24.4 6.7 5.2 4.8 43 35
.|| Singapore 18.4 118 9.9 48 3.9 43 19 14
| Thailand 19.7 158 14.4 6.3 8.1 9.0 21 18
}1 Viet Nam 314 19.8 16.9 79 5.4 5.4 3.7 23
1t
b The Pacific
| Cook Islands 32,0 (1991) 23.0 16.0 7.0 (1991) 6.0 7.0 4.0 (1991) 3.2
4 Fiji, Rep. of 285 243 20.6 6.1 6.3 6.7 34 31
Il Kiribati 322 204 26.6 (2005) 10.5 7.5 8.7 (2005) 4.0 38
i Marshall Islands 40.7 35.0 (2007) 4.9 (1999) 5.5
|(: Micronesia, Fed. States of 33.7 302 24.8 6.5 6.3 6.0 5.0 43
it Nauru 31.0 (1992) 28.0 28.0 9.0 (1992) 7.0 6.0 3.8 (1892) 35
'i-" Palau 216 14,5 12.0 (2006) 1.7 6.5 6.6 (2006) 28 15
| Papua New Guinea 36.8 35.7 309 110 9.4 78 48 45
i Samoa 343 311 228 6.8 5.9 53 4.8 4.5
! Solomon Islands 39.7 35.0 29.8 11.5 8.0 6.0 5.9 4.6
i Timor-Leste 43,0 43.1 40.1 18.0 11.4 85 53 71
il Tonga 30,1 28.2 27.1 6.0 8.1 6.1 4.6 4.2
Tuvalu 34.0 25.0 229 11.0 11.0 84 38 3.6
Vanuatu 36.8 329 29.8 7.3 6.2 49 4.9 45
Developed Member Economies :
Australia 15.4 13.0 135 7.0 6.7 6.4 1.9 1.8 19
] Japan 10.0 9.4 8.5 6.7 7.7 91 1.5 1.4 1.4
] New Zealand 17.5 149 14.7 8.1 6.9 6.7 2.2 2.0 21 Al
{ |
WORLD 258 21.5 19.8 9.2 86 B.2 3.3 27 25 I

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: World Development Indicators Oniine (World Bank 2011); International Data Base (US Census Bureau 2011); for Taipei,China: Social Indicators
(Directorate-General of Budget, Accounting and Statistics 2011).
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.18 Primary Education Completion Rate
(percent)

S319VL TYNOIDIY

38.8 (2005) 21.4 (2005) 55.1 (2005)
93.7 (2002) 97.9 (2007) 94.5 (2002) 99.9 (2007) 93.0 (2002) 96.2 (2007)
89.5 91.8 85.5 ) 91.4 93.8 921
98.8 107.4 98.1 104.4 A 1101
94.4 104.8 949 104.9 93.9 104.8
94.6 94.3 94.1 94.6 95.2 94.1
60.8 (2005) 61.1 50.4 (2005) 53.9 70.6 (2005) 67.9
951 97.7 (2008) 89.8 92.7 {2007) 100.2 96.8 (2007)

1005 (2001) 916 1000 2001)  90.6 1009 (2001) 926

95.0 (1997) 93.2 (1997) 96.7 (1997)
107.5 (2001) 92.7 101.8 (2003) 93.4 104.7 (2003) 92.2
103.0 101.2 103.2 100.9 102.8 101.6
90.1 93.3 (2008) 92.7 92.4 (2008) 87.4 94.2 (2008)

59.5 60.5 614 63.2 57.5 57.9

51.6 88.5 47.9 92.4 55.3 84.6

72.4 94.8 (2008) 64.2 94.3 (2008) 79.9 95.3 (2008)
148.1 (2003) 1194 150.9 (2003) 1119 145.4 (2003)  126.7

65.8 70.0 (2002) 57.0 63.2 (2002) 74.1 76.4 (2002)
107.3 (2001) 97.5 106.7 (2001} 97.9 107.9 (2001) 971

121.7 103.6 121.3 104.3 1220 103.1
51.1 (2001) 79.5 (2008) 45.5 (2001) 79.0 (2008) 56.6 (2001) 79.9 (2008)

98.2 (2001) 109.3 98.7 (2001) 109.7 97.8 (2001) 108.9
74.7 (2008) 63.3 71.0 (2008) 151 78.3 (2008)
97.3 (2008) 93.4 (1999) 97.3 (2008) 94.6 (1999) 97.4 (2008)

79.9 98.9 77.8 99.7 82.0 g8.1
101.5 (2001) 93.7 (2008) 106.3 (2001) 96.6 (2008) 96.8 (2001) 90,9 (2008)

87.3 (1999)
985

87.0 (1999) 86.7 (1999)
96.4 102.3 (2001) 94.2 100.1 (2001)

104.5 (2001)

87.9 (1999)  107.6 (2007) 85.9 (1999) 89.8 (1999)
100.4 91.8 (2008} ; 91.4 (2008) 1013 92.3 (2008)
99.2 118.1 (2005) : 118.4 (2005) 103.4 117.9 (2005)
92,0 (1999)  93.7 : 94.1 99.9 (1999)  93.4

87.0 (2001)  97.3 (2007) 90.1 (2001)  99.0 (2007) 84.3 (2001)  95.7 (2007)
98.8 104.5 (2004) 4 106.7

53.4 8 57.8
94.4 93.5 8 90.0 93.2 96.7

69.9 (1994)

79.8 (2008) 79.0 (2008) 80.5 (2008)
105.2 (2001)  104.9 (2006) 105.0 (2001)  108.1 (2006) 105.3 (2001)  101.9 (20086)
109.9 99.2 (2006} 112.1 109.2 (2006} 107.9 89.3 (2006)

86.2 82.9 88.1 82.8 84.4 82.9

0.
48,
95.

102.3
96.7 (1995) 96.5 (1995)

15 & regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing memiber.

1 Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2011), World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011).




152  PEOPLE

1 Social Indicators

Toble 1.19 Adult Literacy Rate

(15 years and over, percent)
I Developing Member Economies X - e s : M
, Central and West Asia |
i} Afghanistan § i o 1|
v Armenia 99.4 (2001) 99.5 99.2 (2001) 994 99.7 (2001) 9.7 SN
i Azerbaijan 98.8 (1999) 99.5 (2007) 98.2 (1999) 99.2 (2007) 99.5 (1999) 99.8 (2007)
§ Georgia 99,7 (2002) 99.7 99.6 (2002) 99.7 99.8 (2002) 99.8 I
Kazakhstan 99.5 (1999) 99.7 99.3 (1999) 99.6 99.8 (1999) 99.8 i
Kyrgyz Republic 98,7 (1999) 99.2 98.1 (1999) 99.0 99.3 (1999) 935 o
Pakistan 42.7 (1998) 55.5 (2008) 29,0 (1998) 40,1 (2008) 55.3 (1998) 68.9 (2008)
I3 Tajikistan 99.5 99.7 99,2 99.6 99.7 _ 5a.8
fl Turkmenistan 98.8 (1995) 99.6 98.3 (1995 99.4 99.3 (1995) 997 i
1[ Uzhekistan 98,6 99.3 98.1 99.1 99.2 99.6 4
i East Asia |
It China, Peaple’s Rep. of 90.9 94.0 865 90.9 95,1 96.9 i
fi Hong Kong, China il
i Korea, Rep. of = g
{3 Mongolia 97.8 97.5 97.5 97.9 98.0 97.1 i
it Taipei,China 92.4 |
l South Asia N _
' Bangladesh 475 (2001) 55.9 40.8 (2001) 51.0 53,9 (2001) 60,7 . o
3 Bhutan 52.8 (2005) 38.7 (2005) 65.0 (2005)
! India 61.0 (2001) 62.8 (2006) 47.8 (2001) 50.8 (2006) 734 (2001) 75.2 (2006)
, Maldives 96.3 98.4 (2006) 96.4 98.4 (2006) 96.2 98.4 (2006)
: Nepal 48,6 (2001) 59.1 34.9 (2001) 46.9 62.7 (2001) 720 -
Sri Lanka 90.7 (2001) 90.6 (2008) 89.1 (2001) 89.1 (2008) 92.3 (2001) 92.2 (2008) |
Southeast Asia _ [
Brunei Darussalam?® 92.7 (2001) 95.3 90.2 (2001) 937 95.2 (2001) 068
4 Cambodia 67.3 (1998) 77.6 (2008) 57.0 (1998) 70.9 (2008) 79.5 (1998) 85.1 (2 i
it Indonesia 90.4 (2004) 92.2 (2008) 86.8 (2004) 89.1 (2008) 94.0 (2004) 95.4 (2008
E Lao PDR 69.6 72.7 (2005) 58.5 63.2 (2005) 81.4 82.5 (2005)
> Malaysia 88.7 92.5 85.4 90.3 92.0 94.6 i
i Myanmar 89.9 92.0 86,4 89.5 93.9 947
It Philippines 92.6 95.4 (2008) 92.7 95,8 (2008) 92.5 95.0 (2008) |
i Singapore 92.5 04.7 88.6 92.0 96.6 975 |
i Thailand 92.6 93.5 (2005) 90.5 91.5 (2005} 94.9 95.6 (2005)
]f_ Viet Nam 90.2 92.8 86,6 90.5 93.9 95.2 |
Il The Pacific 2 |
\ Cook Islands i |
il Flji. Rep. of i e 1 f
i Kiribati il
” Marshall Islands e |
Il Micronesia, Fed. States of 1
I Nauru ]
ity Palau =
[1 Papua New Guinea 57.3 60.1 50.9 56.5 63.4 63.6 5
i Samoa 98,6 (2004) 98.8 98.2 (2004) 98.5 98.9 (2004) 99,0 |
Il Solomon Islands 76.6 (1999) 69.0 (1999) 83.7 (1999) e Ll
i Timor-Leste 37,6 (2001) 50.6 (2007) 30.0 (2001) 42,5 (2007) 453 (2001) 585 (2007) |
I Tonga 98.9 (1996) 99.0 (2006) 99.0 (1996) 99.1 (2006) 98.8 (1996) 99.0 (2006) |
| Tuvalu 99,0 (2002) s |
| ‘ Vanuatu 78.2 (2004) 82.0 76.2 (2004) 80.3 80.2 (2004) 83.7 : II.
i Developed Member Economies |
i Australia i _u
K Japan . i
New Zealand |

e

|

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Institute for Statistics Data Centre (UNESCO 2011); for Taipei,China; Statistical Yearbook Online (Directorate-General of Budget, Accounting and Statistics 20111
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Social Indicators

Member Economies
41.2 32.1 (1998) 43.0 (2008) 24.8 ) 28.0 (1995) 31.6 (2007
21.0 (1995) 20.3 (2001) 19.3 (2007) 9.5 (1995) 6.9 (2002) 7.4 (2008)
19.5 (1995) 18,7 1131 10.3 (1995) 7.8 8.0
17.2 (1991) 16.8 B89 6.9 (1991) 7.5 i
21.6 18.7 16.4 133 11.3 9.7
15.9 24,1 240 138 133 13.6 (2007)
43.0 33.0 39.7 195 19.8 {1996} 41.9 (2004)
21.3 (1991) 218 22,7 (2008) 10.6 (1995) 16.4 16.6 (2008)
24,1 214 171 109 115 123
223 19.4 (2001} 17.6 (2008) 146 171 16.0 (2008)
2.2 213 15,9 20,7 (1991) 20.6 (1995)
36.3 32.1 24,1 (2008) 27.7 21,0 18.1 (2008)
29.8 326 30.4 18.8 19.9 20,3 (2008)
28,5 19.0 16.1 216 17.4 16.4
63.0 47.0 (2005) 43.7 (2008) 27.4 384 27.1 (2008)
41.1 27.7 32,5 20.6
46.0 40.0 40.2 (2004) 28.7 336 32.7 (2004)
22.7 12,7 15.3 13,7 (2003)
39.2 42,6 33.3 311 30.2 40.9 (2008)
291 26.3 (2001) 23.5 (2008) 181 19.6 (2002) 19.5 (2004)
15.3 (1991) 13.7 11.9 11.8 (1991) 109 10,5
35.0 50.1 49.2 201 185 28.9 (2007)
233 224 17.5 (2008) 12.9 15.8 12.0 (2008)
282 30.1 29.0 1.8 21.3 22.8 (2008)
20.4 196 15.1 (2007) 19.3 18.4 15.0 (2007)
44.9 328 28.8 (2008) 12.8 (1991) 319 34.5 (2008)
32.7 35.2 (2001) 33.7 (2007) 333 36.4 {2001) 35.1 (2007)
25.8 25.3 (1995) 19.3 (2008) 17.9 (1991) 16.4 (2008)
20.3 20.8 16.0 (2008) 16.2 24.0 (2001) 21.2 (2008)
34.2 295 19.5 18.0 28.0 20.7 (2008)
17.3 178 15,0 (2010) 16,6 (1980) 13.9 16.2 (2010)
336 28.1 26.0 (2008) 20.2 18.7 (2008)
28.6 317 25.0 (2008) 12.2 17.6 17.4 (2008)
14.9 {1999) 14.5 (2003) 21.6 (1999} 14.9 (2003)
16,6 (2007)
215 22.4 (2008) 17.4 20,9 (2007)
15,7 12.5 (2005) 151
317 35.4 35.8 (2006) 21,7
24,0 240 317 18.2 (1991) 21.2 211
19.4 19.2 {1999) 17.5 (1991) 10.1
e 50,8 (2001) 291 28.4 (2001) 23.7 (2004)
24.0 221 22.3 (20086) 17.7 146 14.4 (2002)
- 19.7 19.2 (2004)
- 27.2 225 23.8 (2007) 158 24,7 13.9 (2002)
il 16.7 (1991) 17.9 (1999) 11.6 12.6 (1995)
21.2 20,7 18.3 (2008) 173 14,0 12.1 (2008)
18.0 18.4 15.3 (2008) 15.4 155 14.5 (2008)

11 s & regional member of ADB, bul It is not classified as a developing member.

ent Indicators Online (World Bank 2011); Institute for Statistics Data Centre (UNESCO 2011); for Taipei,China: Monthly Bulletin of Statistics Online
al of Budget, Accounting and Statistics 2011).




Social Indicators

Toble 1.21 Health Care Resources
(per 1,000 population)

Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan i 0,19 (2001) 0.21 P 0.40 {2001)
Armenia : 3.53 3.70 (2007) H 5.47
Azerbaijan # 3.54 3.79 (2007) i B8.68
Georgia ; 4.30 4,54 (2007) ! 4.77
Kazakhstan . 3.30 3.80 R 7.19
Fyrgyz Republic 2.68 2.30 (2007) ; 7.40
Pakistan 0.66 0.81 : 0.70 {2003)
Tajikistan 2.18 2.01 (2006) A 6.54
Turkmenistan i 4.18 (2002) 2.44 (2007) ¥ 7.11 {1997)
Uzbekistan : 2.89 2.62 (2007) ; 533

East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 1.55 1.64
Hong Kong, China 1.20 (1993) 1.32 (1995)
Korea, Rep. of 0.80
Meongolia 2.54
Taipei,China 1.09

S ]

72 (2007)
97 (20(13] 3.10
11.49 (1991}
4.37

el
0O~ O~ P
@
3
=

-

South Asia
Bangladesh 0.
Bhutan 0.
India 0.4

Maldives 0.0

0.0
0.1

18 K 1 : 0.30 0.30 (2001)
33

¥ ! 0.85 1.60 (2001)
8 (1992) i ; 0.79 (1991) 0.89 (2002)
7 N 0.76 1.70
5 0.05 (2001) A ; 0.24 0.20 (2001)
5 (1993) 0.43 ) - 7 2.90

Nepal
Sri Lanka

Southeast Asia
Brunel Darussalam?@ 0.75 (1991) 1.01
Cambodia 0.11 (1992) 0.16
Indonesia 0.14 0.16
Lao PDR 0.23 0.59 (1996)
Malaysia 0.39 0.70
Myanmar 0.08 0.30
Philippines 0.12 0.59
Singapare 1.27 1.40 (2001)
Thalland 0.23 0.37
Viet Nam 0.40 0.53 (2001)

2,60
0.60 (2001)
0.50 (1998}
0.90 (2002)
1.80 (2001)

] 0.70
(2004) : 1,00 (2001)
! 2.90 (2001}

(2004) : 2.20
(2008) ; 2.40 (2001}

HOoRROOO0OO R
SEBLEERBRS

The Pacific

Cook Islands 0.78 (2001)

Fiji, Rep. of 0.47 (1992) 0.45 (1999 ! 2 50 (1999)
Kiribati 0.19 0.30 (1998) : s 1.80 (1998)
Marshall Islands 0.42 (1996) 2.10 (1999) ; : 2.10 (1999)
Micronesia, Fed. States of 0.45 (1993) 0.60 ; 2.80

Nauru 1.45 (1995) 0.77 (2004)

Palau 1.11 (1998) 1.58 % 4.40 (1998)
Papua New Guinea 0.07 0.05 0.05 (2008}

Samoa 0.36 (1992) 0.70 (1999) 0.27 (2005) 3.30
Solomon Islands 0.16 (1992) 0.13 (1999) 0.19 (2005) !
Timor-Leste 0.10 (2004)

Tonga 0.51 (1991) 0.50 0.29 (2002) 3.20 (2001)
Tuvaluy 0.55 (2002} 0.64 (2008) 5.56 (2001)
Vanuatu 0.10 (1991) 0.11 (1997) 0.12 (2008) 3.10 (2001)

Developed Member Economies
Australia 2.20 2. 2.99 9.20 (1991) 7.80
Japan 1.70 i B 2.06 (2006) 15.60 (1993) 14.70
New Zealand 1.90 2 2.38 (2007) 8.50 6.20 (1998)

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011); Glabal Health Observatory Online (WHO 2011); for Taipei,China: Statistical Yearbook Online
{Directorate-General of Budgst, Accounting and Statistics 2011).




6 1.22 Estimated Number of Adults Living with HIV

(nged 15 years and over, thousands)

Social Indicators

g Adults Women
i 2001 2009 2001 2009
ping Member Economies
ntral and West Asia
Afghanistan |
Armenia 14 19 <0.5 <1.0 |
Azerbaijan 1.2 35 <10 21 |
Georgla 1.2 3.4 <0.5 15 |
Kazakhstan 1.8 13.0 13 7.7 /
Yyrgyz Republic <1.0 9.7 <0.5 2.8 |
_’a__Fﬂ_st.an 39.0 85.0 11.0 28.0 [
ajikistan 4.0 89 1.1 2.7 |
Urkmenistan = A |
zbekistan <10 28.0 <05 8.0 f|
t Asia |
hina, People's Rep. of2 470.0 730.0 130.0 230.0
long Kong, China
orea, Rep. of 5.2 9.5 1.6 2.9
flongofia <0.1 <0.5 <0.1 <0.2 |
aipei,China
th Asia
angladesh 1.1 6.2 <0.5 19
fiutan <0.1 <1.0 <0.1 <0.5
dia 2500.0 2300.0 880.0 880.0
laldives <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 |
epal 57.0 60.0 19.0 20.0
n Lanka 13 28 <0.5 <1.0
theast Asia
inunel Darussalam®
ambodia 83.0 56.0 51.0 35.0
Idonesia 11.0 300.0 3.2 88.0
do PDR <1.0 8.3 <0.5 3.5 [
falaysia 67.0 100.0 6.1 11.0
Avanmar 250.0 230.0 67.0 81.0
nilippines 1.6 8.6 <05 2.6
jingapore 2.7 33 <1.0 1.0
hatland 610.0 520.0 220.0 210.0
fiet Nar 140.0 270.0 39.0 81.0 |
Islands
Rep. of <0.2 <1.0 <0.1 <0.2
all Islands
gsia, Fed, States of
& New Guinea 13.0 310 7.6 18.0
Islands
-Leste |
Member Economies
13.0 20.0 3.9 6.2
' 6.4 81 2.2 2.7 .
ealand 1.6 2.4 <1.0 <1.0

Report on the Global AIDS Epidemic (UNAIDS/WHO 2010),

D01, refers to maximum estimates ranging from 240-470 thousand adult individuals.
Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.




Economy and Output

Asia generated a third of global GDP (gross domestic product) in 2009 in purchasing power parity terms. The
big three—the People's Republic of China, Japan, and India—dominate the region, accounting for more than
70% of total GDR. While in 2009 the GDP of 15 economies contracted in real terms, only two reported negative
growth in 2010, bringing the unweighted average growth for 37 economies in the region to 5.9% in 2010 from
1.4% in 2009. There are striking disparities in per capita GDP within Asia and the Pacific, with the richest
(Singapore) being 45 times better off than the poorest (Nepal) in 2010. The disparities, however, have narrowed

down since 2000.

Key Trends

The Asia and Pacific region generates one-third of
global GDP. Figure 2.1 divides the real GDP of the world
economy for 2009 into seven regions. Each country’s
GDP has been converted into a common currency using
purchasing power parity (PPP). North America includes
Mexico and the Caribbean islands, while Asia and the
Pacific covers both developed and developing regional
members of ADB.

Figure 2.1 shows that in 2009, Asia and the Pacific
accounted for exactly one-third of global GDP. Europe
accounted for about 28%, North America about 24%.,
and the other regions in total generated only 15% of
global GDP. The same figure shows that within Asia, the
People’s Republic of China (PRC) and Japan together
account for more than half of the region’s GDP while
India is currently ranked just behind Japan. Given the
disparity between their growth rates with India growing
much faster than Japan in recent years, India is likely to

soon overtake Japan as the second largest economy in
Asia—and third in the world.

The big three—the PRC, Japan, and India—continued
to dominate the region in 2010, accounting for more
than 70% of total GDP. Figure 2.2 shows the distribution
in 2010 of GDP among 11 economies that each accounted
for at least 1% of Asia and the Pacific GDP in PPP terms.

With their high and steady growth rates, the PRC and
India can be seen as the locomotives of the Asia and Pacific
region. The growth of the giants stimulates trade within
the region and promotes growth of the smaller economies.
However, the region is not self-supporting. North America
and Europe are still the most important customers for the
final output of “factory Asia,” so if the present recovery
in North America and Europe falters or turns into another
recession, “factory Asia” will inevitably suffer.

Europe —
282

Sources: Table 2.1 and World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011).

Figure 2.1 Percentage Distribution of GDP at PPP:
Asia and the Pacific in the World Economy, 2009

China, People’s Rep. of -/
372

F__——Taipei,China
4 3.0
<~ Thalland
N 22
f - Pakistan
Philippines —' L pmalaysia 1.8

14 1.6




Figure 2.2 Percentage Distribution of GDP in PPP Terms
in Asia and the Pacific, 2010

China, People's Rep. of —
38;)!; 1 r Others

6.6 - Philippines
414
__ Malaysia
1.6

" Pakistan

~~_Taipei,China
X!
T~ Australia

" Indonesia
39

L Korea, Rep. of
159 5.4

Source: Table 2.1.

There are striking disparities in per capita GDP within
‘Asia and the Pacific, although there has been some
‘convergence since 2000. Figures 2.3a and 2.3b show the
indices of per capita GDP in PPP terms for 33 economies in
the region for 2000 and 2010, respectively. The per capita
Jindices are based on the average for all the 33 reporting
‘economies in the region equated to 100. The red lines in
‘both figures are the 100 mark so economies whose bars
‘are to the left of the red lines have per capita GDP below
that year’s regional average, and those whose bars pass the
red line have average income above that year’s regional
average. Thus, for example, the per capita GDP of the PRC
stopped short of the red line in 2000 but in 2010, its per
capita GDP had moved slightly past the red line—from
being poorer than the regional average in 2000, the PRC’s
population was now a little richer. It should be noted that in
bsolute terms of course, the PRC’s population was much
richer in 2010 than in 2000 because the regional averages
fhemselves had grown substantially over the period.

~ In 2000, Brunei Darussalam and Singapore were at
the top of the chart ahead of Australia, followed by Hong
g, China; Japan; and Taipei,China. By 2010, these
ings had changed—Singapore had overtaken Brunei
ssalam as the richest economy in the region. Hong
o. China had overtaken Australia; and Taipei,China
~overtaken Japan. The rankings change because
omies are growing faster or slower than each other.
capita GDP in Hong Kong. China; Singapore: and
pei,China grew faster than the regional average so that
Il moved up in the ranking, while per capita GDP
ustralia, Brunei Darussalam, and Japan grew more
wly than the regional average and they slipped down.

In terms of their rankings, the big gainers between
2000 and 2010 were Armenia, Azerbaijan, the PRC,
Kazakhstan, the Maldives, and Mongolia. Their indices
all increased substantially because their per capita GDP
increased much faster than the regional average. The
big losers were Brunei Darussalam. Japan, Kiribati, the
Federated States of Micronesia, Nepal, and Tonga. Indeed
all economies became richer over the period, but some did
so much faster than others. In summary. despite progress
in all economies, the differences in the per capita GDP
between the rich and the poor economies remain huge
in 2010, with the richest economy (Singapore) being 45
times better off than the poorest (Nepal).

Figure 2.3a Indices of Per Capita GDP, 2000
{regional average = 100)

Brunei Darussalam
Singapore
Australia
Hong Kong, China
Japan
Taipei,China
Karea, Rep. of
Malaysia
Thailand
Kazakhstan
Average for Regional Members
Tonga
Maldives
Sri Lanka
Samoa
Micranesia, Fed. States of
Average for Developing Members
Philippines
Indonesia
China, People's Rep. of
Georgia
Azerbaljan
Hiribati
Armenia
Papua New Guinea
Pakistan
India
Mongolia
Viet Nam
Kyrgyz Republic
Solomon Islands
Lac PDR
Nepal
Cambodia
Bangladesh

SELESSESES S ES

Source: Table 2.2.
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Figure 2.3b Indices of Per Capita GDP, 2010
(regional average = 100)

Brunei Darussalam
Singapore
Australia
Hong Kong, China
Japan
Taipet,China 1
Korea, Rep. of
Malaysia
Thailand
Kazakhstan
Average for Regional Members
Tonga M
Maldives
Sri Lanka
Samoa
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Average for Developing Members
Philippines
Indonesia
China, People's Rep. of
Georgia
Azerbaijan
Kinbati
Armenia

Papua New Guinea

Palistan M

India

Mongolia

Viet Nam

Hyrgyz Republic

Solomon Islands

Lao PDR

Nepal

Cambodia
Bangladesh

LA N

S

SESSSELELL S

o

Source: Table 2.2,

|

2010 saw a strong recovery throughout the region as
developing economies proved their resilience after
the 2008-2009 crisis. Figure 2.4 compares growth in
real (constant price) GDP for 2009 and 2010. In 2009,
the GDP of 15 economies contracted in real terms but
only two reported negative growth in 2010—XKiribati
and the Kyrgyz Republic. Meanwhile, in only four cases
was growth in 2010 slower than 2009—Azerbaijan, the
Kyrgyz Republic, Myanmar, and Timor-Leste. Although
Kiribati had negative growth in 2010, it should be noted
that GDP had fallen even faster in 2009,

The unweighted average growth for the
37 economies in Figure 2.4 went up from 1.4% in 2009 to
5.9% in 2010. The larger economies, especially India and
the PRC, had weathered the 2008-20009 crisis better than
most economies in the region and they continued to grow
strongly in 2010. India reported real growth of 8.5%.,
and the PRC 10.3%. Others with strong growth included
Myanmar (10.4%); Singapore (14.5%); and Taipei,China
(10.8%). Both Singapore's and Taipei,China’s growth
represent a striking turnaround from 2009 when their real
GDP actually declined, demonstrating the vulnerability
of export-driven economies to events in the rest of the
world that are outside their control.

Figure 2.4 Real GDP Growth, 2009 and 2010 (%)

Singapore
Taipel,China
Myanmar

China, People's Rep. of
Maldives

India

Uzbekistan

Sri Lanka

Lao PDR

Thailand
Philippines
Malaysia

Solomon Islands
Papua New Guinea
Kazakhstan

Hong Kong, China
Viet Nam

Georgia

Korea, Rep. of
Mongolia
Indonesia
Timor-Leste
Cambodia
Bangladesh
Azerbaljan

Nepal

Japan

Pakistan

Vanuatu

Brunei Darussalam
Australia

Armenia

Samoa
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Tonga

Kiribati

Kyrgyz Republic

T T T

16 12 8 -4 0 4 8
W 2000 W 2010

12 16

Source: Table 2,13.




growth in Asia and sluggish growth in North
ca and Western Europe are shifting the economic
to Asia. Figures 2.5a and 2.5b show the world’s
gest economies in PPP terms for the years 2000 and
spectively. The US is still the dominant economy
nting for nearly a fifth of global GDP but the next
are all in Asia—the PRC, Japan, and India. Assuming
e PRC continues to grow at least 5 percentage points
‘than the US, it will become the world’s largest
by the end of the present decade. Likewise, given
cent high growths of India vis-a-vis Japan, India will
yvertake Japan as number three.

Figure 2.5a Top 10 Economies in the World
in Terms of GDP at PPP, 2000
(% of global GDP)
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Table 2.1 and World Development Indicators Onling
~ (World Bank 2011).

Figure 2,50 Top 10 Economies in the World
in Terms of GDP at PPF, 2009
(% of global GDP)

19.2

France
Brazil

Italy

024 6 8101214 16 18 20 22 24 26
Table 2.1 and World Development Indicators Online
(World Bank 2011).

Recall that the GDP shares here are calculated
using PPPs. This means that differences in price levels
have been removed so that the comparisons are in
“real” or “volume” terms, that is, they compare the
volumes of goods and services being generated in each
of the world’'s economies. It only became possible to
make such comparisons on a global basis after the 2005
round of the International Comparison Program (ICP).
Intercountry comparisons of GDP are still sometimes
made after converting to a common currency using
exchange rates. Such comparisons are difficult to
interpret because they mix together differences in
volumes and differences in prices.

Many of the countries now reporting high shares of
gross domestic capital formation are creating a basic
infrastructure for future growth. Figure 2.6 shows that
in 2010, gross domestic capital formation exceeded 40%
of GDP in the PRC and Mongolia, and was over 30%
in Armenia, India, Indonesia, and Viet Nam. Capital
formation provides the basis for growth of an economy
and these high rates will generate continued high growth

Figure 2.6 Gross Domestic Capital Formation
as a Percentage of GDP, 1995 and 2010
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Source: Table 2.9.
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rates of GDP in years to come. Some of the economies at
the lower end of Figure 2.6 will need to invest more if they
are to achieve consistently high rates of growth.

Much of the capital formation in Asia is in the form
of infrastructure, e.g., roads, railways, communications
networks, bridges, dams, and airports, rather than in
machinery and equipment. The economies with high
shares of capital formation in GDP are now building up
a modern infrastructure, while many of those with lower
shares are more mature economies where much of the
necessary infrastructure is already in place. Hong Kong,
China: Malaysia: Singapore: Taipei,China; and Thailand
may be in this situation—they all had high rates of capital
formation in 1995 but their shares of capital formation in
GDP are now more in line with those reported by the two
developed economies at the bottom of Figure 2.6.

Private consumption generally absorbs a much smaller
share of GDP in Asia and the Pacific than in North
America and Europe. Private consumption shares in
GDP are shown in Figure 2.7. Shares range from a high
of 84% in the Kyrgyz Republic to just 23% in Brunei
Darussalam. Many of the countries with high shares are
the poorer countries in the region. The counterpart to a
high consumption share is low household saving, which
in turn implies low capital formation—in poor countries,
households cannot afford to save, but the lack of saving
in itself keeps them from getting richer by building up the
country’s stock of capital.

The red bars signify economies that have run
surpluses on their balance of payments current account for
at least the last five years. Some of these countries are at
the center of the global rebalancing debate, and are seen
as having important roles in aiding the global rebalancing
process by encouraging domestic consumption. In five
of these—Azerbaijan, Brunei Darussalam, the PRC,
Malaysia, and Singapore—private consumption is less

Data Issues and Comparability

\ Kyrgyz Republic

l Philippines

than half of GDP. These shares are low when compared
with North America and Western Europe, where private
consumption typically accounts for at least 60% of GDP
and shares of 70% are not uncommon.

In some of these economies—the PRC, Malaysia,
and Singapore, for example—private consumption
might be low as social safety nets are underdeveloped.
Households need to accumulate large precautionary
savings for retirement, ill health, unemployment, or
children’s education.

Figure 2.7 Private Consumption Expenditure
as a Percentage of GDP, 2010
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Source: Table 2.7.

The national accounts statistics are all compiled according to the United Nations System of National Accounts (SNA). Many countries
still use the 1968 version of the SNA. Others have changed to the 1993 SNA or are in the process of doing so. The differences between
the two systems are not significant for most countries when comparisons are made for GDP and its main components. The national
accounts data can therefore be considered as reasonably comparable.

The PPPs for Asia were calculated as part of the global 2005 International Comparison Program (ICP) exercise coordinated by the
World Bank. Extensive consultations were held with participating economies to ensure the comparability and reliability of the PPP
calculations. PPPs for 2005 were directly calculated for 31 ADB regional members. For an additional 14 ADB regional members, PPPs
were calculated by the ICP Global Office located at the Development Data Group of the World Bank, mainly on the assumption that PPPs
are a function of per capita gross national income calculated using the World Bank Atlas Method.
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Toble2.]  Gross Domestic Product at PPP
(current international dollars, million)

24996 34603
6255 7010 8084 9301 10671 12550 14680 17263 18437 16152 16446
17764 19065 22440 25401 28887 37731 52399 67769 81033 87137 94524
9799 10503 11258 12773 13904 15747 17785 20865 21605 20988 22505 ]
71316 82778 92367 103133 116238 131765 150600 169633 179062 182870 197376| Q
6543 7047 7161 7827 8615 8887 9460 10620 11764 12447 12151 '-I
236380 246531 258617 276989 305839 340262 373032 407741 423305 442166 484794

5485 6181 6853 7720 8774 9682 10761 11940 13212 13714

35665 38006 40167 42730 47079 50015 58000 65696 67117 79826

7372801 B257241 9091142 10120628
175962 180846 187167 196949 219679 243081 268605 295561 308849 300017 327178
808400 859578 936042 965846 1039100 1006741 1172954 1289102 1306387 1323490 1416494

3748 3949 4231 5284 6011 6662 8096 9174 10126 10239 10800
720317 743354 735576 822950

119932 149533 215310 229756 245229
1404 1593 1775 1897 2040 2285 2546 3071 3323 3531
1593154 1714270 1807742 2001291 2228386 2517282 2840146 3225841 3458051 3808443 4179052
837 1117 1219 1459 1633 1541 2013 2284 2458 2003 2563
21042 22540 21363 22684 24419 26022 27868 29772 31958 34857 35506
52086 52213 54132 58584 63525 69740 77530 85638 92716 97085 108527

198419

14053 14766 15587 16385 16934 17567 18936 18649 19750 19559 20258
11430 12592 13885 15170 17213 20143 23039 26262 28632 28207 30881
496144 525880 558469 597779 645649 705150 768147 844878 914712 963925 1032960
6004 6501 7108 7553 8315 9687 10938 11575 12416 13310 14673
211876 217801 233271 252093 276824 301308 320305 362660 3888556 385021 417275

190145 198518 208415 222249 242531 260987 283015 312412 332864 340508 368808
133614 134247 142412 151042 169888 193557 217512 244506 248322 254062 287189
307700 321505 344103 376618 411863 445195 483006 524255 549509 541231  58BBAT
109904 120146 130764 143365 158913 178075 198996 223220 242495 257743 277566

2796 2017 3050 3186 3417 3556 3742 335 3907 3844
175 174 188 200 208 208 215 228 236 24 233

290 303 308 317 314 33 342 350 349 345 359
9300 9499 9817 10588 11303 11209 11887 13361 14546 15657 16717
a7 523 556 505 642 724 749 833 811 799 823
538 524 505 504 658 728 850 900 1M1 1157 1195
631 750 588 602 645 707 658 691 791 909
336 356 375 393 408 a7 432 443 464 465 469
642 635 618 655 703 764 845 933 1014 087

506074 533295 567926 596852 633869 B67298 710517 765070 801678 864311 846526
3250282 3330099 3417249 3509948 3708493 3872842 4071410 4290184 4316608 4105914 4277041
81378 85895 90418 94807 100441 104608 113373 121153 124478 125130 yos

PING MEMBER ECONOMIES®  B074764 8684987 9407109 10308235 11466038 12860197 14526764 16582278 18012258 19335335 21111717
MEMBERS® 11926550 12649041 13498288 14526228 15925775 17522512 19441000 21778333 23274773 24450249 26255543

Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
estimates refer to non-oil GDR Before 2002, estimates include the value added of United Nations activities.
reporting economies only.

ADB staff estimates using World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011), country sources, CEIC data, and US Bureau of Economic Analysis.
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B Table22 GDP Per Capita at PPP
&l | (current international dollars)

|1 C— S
ks Developing Member Econ
s Central and West Asia
i Afghanistan wi 644 737 813 944 1123 1121 995 1352
! ] I Armenia 1942 2181 2511 2924 3320 3903 4557 5350 5701 4979 5061
B0 * Azerbaijen 2200 2449 2727 3068 3440 4439 6086 7769 9168 9739 10440
| Georgia 2209 2386 2575 2941 3222 3644 4041 4702 4930 4786 5073 | |
i Kazakhstan 4792 5571 6216 6918 7749 8704 9839 10955 11424 11506 12238
i Kyrgyz Republic 1338 1430 1442 1562 1701 1742 1833 2055 2215 2338 2246
: | Pakistan 1691 1732 1780 1869 2024 2210 2401 2578 2630 2700 2791
& Tajikistan 836 979 1084 1175 1308 1413 1538 1672 1811 1840 [
I§ Turkmenistan
i Uzbekistan 1447 1522 1589 1671 1820 1911 2190 2445 2458 2875
‘. 5 East Asia
B China, People’s Rep. of 2355 2591 2854 3188 3588 4102 4749 5580 6218 6811 7554
R ! Hong Kong, China 26401 26934 27753 29261 32384 35678 39172 42675 44262 42964 46291
) Korea, Rep. of 17197 18151 19656 20181 21630 22783 24286 26191 26877 27150 28982
| Maongolia 1555 1618 1706 2114 2376 2602 3126 3475 3779 3750 3885
i| ) Taipei,China 20291 20213 21576 22697 24692 26706 28786 31431 32323 31873 35562
| South Asia
l, 4 Bangladesh 870 923 967 1026 1106 1195 1299 1411 1512 1593 1677 | &
, Bhutan 2358 2642 2905 3065 3254 3552 3936 4661 4951 5167 ]
India 1568 1656 1720 1874 2054 2286 2541 2845 3007 3266 3535
!. z Maldives 3100 4048 4345 5117 5641 5248 6735 7492 7941 6370 8016
H Nepal 943 989 917 952 1002 1045 1094 1143 1200 1261 1255
IS Sri Lanka 2820 2787 2848 3043 3264 3550 3899 4280 4586 4747 5098
S
R | Southeast Asia :
r'_ Brunei Darussalam® 43266 44368 45284 46868 47079 47465 49441 50382 49623 48151 48886
{ Cambodia 917 997 1069 1169 1309 1512 1706 1919 2065 2003 2159
! ; Indonesia 2410 2520 2641 2790 2974 3207 3449 3744 4003 4166 4411
i Lao PDR 1180 1252 1342 1398 1509 1723 1903 1972 2069 2172 2355
ﬂ :alaysm 9020 9029 9434 9956 10686 11380 12274 13338 14120 13800 14771
lyanmar e v
Philippines 2473 2529 2600 2714 2902 3061 3254 3522 3680 3692 3923 I
it Singapore 33172 32443 34103 36707 40773 45374 49419 53285 51313 50939 56570
k- Thailand 4944 5117 5426 5886 6382 6839 7366 7938 8266 8090 8748
,: Viet Nam 1416 1528 1644 1782 1951 2161 2389 2650 2849 2996 3193
i The Pacific
Cook Islands <l
Fiji, Rep. of 3519 3637 3790 3897 4211 4356 4554 4648 4734 4609 il
HKiribati 2076 2023 2147 2254 2300 2252 2286 2378 2413 2252 2265
'3 Marshall Islands
] Micronesia, Fed. States of 2714 2841 2905 3003 2993 3174 3285 3382 3396 3369 3497 |I
1 Nauru
il Falau wan e vae Soe ves Von i " vew aey w
I Papua New Guinea 1792 1788 1806 1905 1987 1942 1998 2198 2341 2466 2577
Samoa 2726 2962 3140 3351 3601 4054 4146 4586 4444 4355 4472
Solomon Islands 1285 1223 1151 1323 1433 1548 1767 1827 2203 2242 2264
Timor-Leste® 811 953 664 666 698 748 711 697 779 874
::"gnga 3379 3563 3737 3899 4033 4111 4237 4325 4506 4505 4518
Vanuatu 3352 3226 3058 3165 3312 3507 3782 4068 4308 4133
Australia 26422 27471 28900 29999 31483 32719 34328 36307 37290 38373 37912
Japan 25624 26191 26814 27482 29027 30310 31869 33577 33802 32189 33566
New Zealand 21094 22135 22899 23542 24573 25305 27093 28653 20159 28993
DEVELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIES® 2513 2669 2838 3074 3381 3750 4192 4734 5088 5405 5951 |
REGIONAL MEMBERS* 3546 3715 3895 4144 4494 4892 5372 5957 6301 6552 7100
i

a Brunei Darussalam s a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
b GDP estimates refer to non-cil GDP Before 2002, estimates include the value added of United Nations activities.
¢ For reporting economies only.

Sources: ADB staff estimates using World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011), country sources, CEIC data, and US Bureau of Economic Analysis.
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Member Economies
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a New Guinea

I Islands
| Timor-Leste

590

210
a70
12540
200
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700
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4235
5780
1040
1010
1990
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20250
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1240
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1170
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740
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30400

24840

1320
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27050

1300
510
5720

1250
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2860
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7926

1820
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2460
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7960

720
2410

2740
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1960

34300
38590
25410

520
1770
1080
3700

400
1780

630
1880
750
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1700
37650
3670
910
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4060
1960
3120
2460
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2685
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41890
38000
27260

3970
1990
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7350

1790
37220
3760
1000

9139
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2500
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910
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National Accounts

1920
1340
4270

2290

31180
760

1010
7900

2050
40920
4210
1100

3610
2010
2990
2700
6460
2930
1030
1280
3380
2760

43740
42150
29050

SIEVL TYNOIDOH

Indicators database.

Based on GDP per capita and exchange rates from the country source.
Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

' ces: World Development Indicators Online, Open Data Initiative (World Bank 2011); ADB staff estimates derived from country sources,

Preliminary estimates of the World Bank for reclassification of economies. Data have yet to be reconciled with historical time series in the World Development
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i i
! . |
{ Js;' Table 24 Agriculture Value Added |
i (percent of total value added)
X il
' I|:: = = 1
: h Developing Member Economies —
5 Central and West Asia _
1 Afghanistan .. 452 460 416 395 388 375 285 . 325
R I Armenia 408 251 279 257 234 244 206 202 200 18.1 186
i Azerbaijan 29.3 26.9 17.0 . 160 151 13.4 11.7 9.8 7.4 6.9 5.9 6.5
i Georgia e i G 217 222 204 204 178 . 165 127 10.6 9.3 92
: Kazakhstan 128 8.6 9.3 85 . 83 7.4 6.6 87 58 5.4 6.2
:- % Kyrgyz Republic 33.6 431 366 370 373 367 328 313 320 302 26.2 203
Pakistan 26.0 261 259 241 234 234 22 215 204 205 203 216
] ; Tajlkistan 301 359 273 26.1 246 270 215 238 239 219 225 206
b Turkmenistan 322 169 229 247 220 203 19.4 18.8 17.4 191 123 16.3
I E Uzbekistan 33.2 324 344 340 . 345 331 311 281 265 24.0 26,2 256
i East Asia
It i China, People’s Rep. of 271 20.0 151 144 13T 128 134 12.1 111 108 10.7 103
i Hong Kong, China 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 01 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
| Korea, Rep. of 87 6.2 46 4.4 4.0 37 37 33 3.2 2.9 2.7 28
iE i Mongolia 15.2 380 291 249 205 207 22.2 219 17.6 184 19.2 179 .
f E Taipei,China 35 21 2.0 1.9 1.8 1.7 1.7 L7 15 16 1.8
3 South Asia )
118 Bangladesh 30.2 264 255 241 227 218 210 201 19.6 19.2 19.0 18.7
i Bhutan 34.9 31.7 27.4 270 269 258 250 233 221 19.2 19.0 18.7
t India 29.3 265 234 232 209 21.0 19.0 188 183 183 176 , 178
1 Maldives 6.9 6.7 59 6.0 7.7 6.3 55 5.5 5.8
[ Nepal 48.4 389 378 366 374 365 359 35.2 336 325 317 33.0 35,0 |
i ¢ Sn Lanka 24.2 19.5 17.6 16.8 16.0 14.7 14.2 135 13.0 132 13.4 12.7 ‘ :
? Southeast Asia ..
£ : Brune Darussalam? 1.0 12 1.0 1.1 11 1.2 11 0.9 0.7 0.7 0.6 0.9 D,B,:
3 Cambodia 56.5 496 379 367 329 336 312 324 AT 319, 349 3BT 360
! i Indanesia 19.4 171 15.6 15.3 15.5 15.2 14.3 131 13.0 13.7 14.5 153 153
i L Lao PDR 61.2 55.0 485 455 427 41.0 39.0 367 324 33.2 325 325 308]
i Malaysia 15.0 12.7 83 1.7 8.7 9.1 91 82 8.6 9.9 10.0 83 104
Myanmar 57.3 600 57.2 57.1 545 506 482 467 439 433 403 381 364
Philippines 218 2186 14.0 13.2 13.1 12.7 133 127 12.4 125 13.2 131 123 ‘
- Singapore 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 00. 00/
| Thailand 125 9.5 4.0 9.1 94 104 10.3 10.3 108 107 116  11.5.. 128
Viet Nam 38.7 27.2 245 232 23.0 225 218 210 204 203 222 209 206
| 3 Cook Islands 20.7 9.5 10.3 7.9 74 88 6.7 6.9 55 L7 49 4.8 il
) Fiji, Rep. of 188 165 14.3 148 143 14.1 141 14.4 145 139 134 s
il Kinbati 38 29.0 220 221 2389 255 266 230 231 241 248 244 243
Marshall Islands i
I Micronesia, Fed. States of e, o0
e - Nauru 7.0 57 6.1 7.3 7.4 7.2 7.8 7.8 9.3 5.3 4 ..
| Palau 5.9 39 39 33 34 33 3.2 32 3.3 32 3.2 "
| Papua New Guinea 29.7 3rnl 32 35.6 386 374 349 340 321 322 32.8 356 319
L Samoa o 184  16.7 14.8 144 123 13.2 123 120 12.0 115 11.7 96
| Solomon Islands e R T T |
| Timor-Leste 295 258 241 321 327 335 3356 357
| Tonga 34.7 22.2 222 206 211 228 23.4 215 19.2 203 187 193 198
' Tuvalu 256 240 17.3 17.4 15.9 17.9 19,4 212 223 229 23.2 s o SRR
Vanuatu 20.7 166 243, 248 250 234 24.4 229 215 217 207 NS . &
Australia 4.6 32 34 39 4.5 3.2 34 31 3.0 24 2.4 24 23| 3
Japan 2.4 18 1.7 1.6 16 16 1.6 15 14 14 1.4 14 18
| New Zealand 6.6 T3 8.5 B8 6.6 6.5 6.1 5.2 5.4 5.6 5.4 5.5 .
t L a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it s not classified as a developing member.

| Sources: Country sources, ADB staff estimates using CEIC data,
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Table 2.5 Industry Value Added ¢
(percent of total value odded) I "
Developing Member Economies o ) _ b
Central and West Asia Z
Afghanistan _ .. 197 187 234 253 266 249 263 221 b=
Atmenia .. 310 383 358 385 415 406 447 441 432 428 352 354 :
 Azemayan 337 329 451 468 489 523 543 632 680 700 692 600 64.0
Georga W 221 218 241 254 262 265 246 240 216 216 229
Kazakhsten _ .. 312 401 384 380 370 369 392 408 387 4l2 390 419
Kygve Republic 355 194 313 287 231 221 238 220 196 187 228 256 269
Pakistan 252 238 233 240 239 239 270 271 269 269 268 247 254
| Tajikistan 384 365 384 397 388 370 346 307 305 298 278 272 255
| Tutmenistan 296 624 418 408 403 389 379 371 358 317 529 421
| Uzbekistan 348 278 231 226 222 235 252 288 300 326 304 310 .
East Asia
~ China, People’s Rep. of 413 472 459 452 448 460 462 474 479 473  4T4 463 458
Hong Kong, China 244 152 127 119 111 102 95 88 82 712 15 13 '
_ Korea, Rep. of 399 393 381 366 362 367 381 377 372 374 365 368 303
~ Mongolia 406 275 219 220 228 257 292 335 387 377 309 301 324
Taipei,China . 387 315 296 313 322 327 322 323 323 299 297 323
215 246 253 259 264 263 266 272 279 284 285 287 285

246 335 360 375 383 3¢l IO 36 377 441 432 420 s
268 278 262 253 265 262 279 281 288 290 282 270 263

23 177 173 173 175 176 173 171 167 166 168 158 150

289 293 299 306 300 305 304 322 326 318 204 297 294

unei Darussalam® 616 543 637 600 607 641 679 716 732 713 741 654 668

i 11.3 148 230 236 256 263 272 264 276 268 238 231 230

391 418 459 465 445 437 446 465 469 468 481 477 410

145 190 194 183 195 213 205 235 298 287 279 265 214

415 405 468 447 439 454 474 487 486 466 47.2 428 436

105 99 97 106 130 143 164 175 193 204 227 245 260

345 321 345 345 346 346 338 338 335 331 329 317 326

319 333 345 318 319 311 328 316 313 289 267 283 283

372 407 420 421 424 436 434 440 | 443 447 441 433 447

227 288 367 381 385 395 402 410 415 415 398 402 411
Islands , 74 76 83 85 BS 105 97 96 87 87 90 100
% 228 216 227 222 214 225 192 192 185 186 198

11.6 10.2 8.7 ; 8.4

86 88 96 82 B1 79

111 269 211 140 -18 65 21 176 381

12.1 51.1
j 94 153 162 179 17.1 17.7 192 200 208 241 203
New Guinea 312 333 407 398 373 396 421 443 470 470 463 461 447
. 294 268 231 282 302 303 305 296 306 282 257 270
n Islands
255 185 164 195 165 153 16.0 139
136 221 207 210 206 199 18.7 87 177 182 186 183 174
145 140 131 133 141 111 10.2 B4 69 104 9.3

123 115 1089 8.7 8.7 7.9 7.4 7.6 7.9 Tl 8.8 9.9

- _ 312 289 266 259 255 265 262 267 277 219 217 289 277
g 379 330 311 298 291 290 293 291 289 285 215 260
Zealand 265 258 242 236 240 235 239 242 238 245 245 243

el Darussalam is a regional member of AD3, but it is not classified as a developing member.

es: Country sources, AUB staff estmates using CEIC data.
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Table 2.6  Services Value Added
(percent of total value added)

Devainplng Member Eennnmies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
Armenia

Georgia
Kazakhstan
Kyreyz Republic
Pakistan
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan

East Asia
China, People's Rep. of
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Maongolia
Taipei,China

South Asia
Bangladesh
Bhutan
India
Maldives
Nepal
Sri Lanka

Southeast Asia
Brunel Darussalam®
Cambodia

¥ Indonesia

Lao PDR

Malaysia

Myanmar

Philippines

Singapore

Thailand

Viet Nam

The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of
Kinbati
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed, States of
Naury
Palau
Papua New Guinea
Samoa
Solomaon Islands
Timor-Leste
Tonga
Tuvalu
Vanuatu

Developed Member Economies
Australia
Japan
New Zealand

370
31.0

315
38.2
32.0

315
75.4
51.5
44.2

483
405
43.8
393
46.9

371.5
322
415
243
435
322
43.6
67.8
50.3
38.6

719
87.6

39.0

51.7
59.8
67.0

64.2
59.8
66.9

55.7
62.0
719

67.8
65.2
67.1

36.6
36.6
50.5

44.9
52.5

353
39.1
385
324
44,9
331
516
65.4
49.0
38.7

81.4
619
66.4

67.5
80.8
24.1
56.6
55.7
57.0
69.7
63.8

70.0
67.2
67.3

83.6
62.9
66.6

72.8
79.9
24.5
57.0
59.6
58.4

69.3
65.7

52,7
79.7

70.0
69.3
69.4

353
35.1
344
54,2

412
52.7
36.0
384
43.4

41.2

70.3
69.4
70.0

G58LES
2RO OE

E5AVEESHER
OWHOLOUMUMOo ~O

35.2
34.6
27.0
57.0
54.2
46.7
51.4
45,6

43.1

40.5
91.2
59,0
44.6
66.1

52.6

70.8

37.6
36.8
23.0
65.4
55.6
51.1
52.6
48.3
42.8
43.4

41.9
92.8

45.2
39.1
25.0
69.2
53.3
51.1
52.9
49.7
34.0
43.4

41.8
92.5
60.8
49.9
68.5

52.5

54.2
77.9
51.5
57.2

253
41.3
37.5

42.8
371
53.9
733

379

.1
.0

. 3883 .
Dol

704

55.2
716
45.2
388

852
66.8
67.5
448
76.4
18.3
626
62.4
67.7

68.7
72.6
70.2

430
582

517

Sources: Country sources, ADB staff estimates using CEIC data.

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.




Toble 27 Private Consumption Expenditure
(percent of GDP)

[y

SBBRGE TS
OOMEBECOR:! WK

(=]

S

ABERS
W

. BSR

.. 866
712 741
454 414
566  53.2
89.6 736
60.9
Fed. States of .
. 880
500 427
937 952
633 56.0
Member Economies
557 588
n 53.0 551
Zealand 611 589

43.8
87.7
722
41.9
56.1
66.5

70.4
1255
446
111.6

916

58.4
56,2
59.7

701

67.6
47.7

59.1
57.1
583

AR 363

581
55.4

199.3
91.7

58.6
57.7
59.1

Sgneal
bnwoiw

73.9
78.5
56.8

418
58.3
54.8
73.0
59.8

446
744
455

57.2
66.3

50.6
50.4

109.4
93.0

58.9
57.5
59.2

55.8
73.2
53.5
76.0
74.2
74.0

51?

40.8
59.4
528
65.9
59.9

44.0
87.7
745
421
57.2
65.1

735

111.2
96.1

58.4
57.1
58.8

RN

BISHEE R}
NP OoOWoo: HWwo

993
1032

58.0
57.0
58.5

kTR 1
8.7

95.1
75.0

67.9
55,5

38.0
58.5
54.5
47.3
59.2

198
81.0
62.7

45.0
746
383

55.8
63.3

923
96.2

56.5
57.1
59.7

33.4
70.7

875
75.5
84.2
385
52.7

36.0
60.2
54.4
486
58.1

20.2
78.1
63.5

456
851
73.5
36.7
53.4
64.8

42,0
1038
55.8

56.7
58.0

334
76.9
92.5
76.5
87.6
55.5
53.0

35.2
61.0
54.7
55.6
60.3

81.8
49.6
98.9
58.4

55.3
58.5

24.4
76.1
58.7

49.9
84.2
74.7
401
552
66.5

73.9
49.4
102.0

53.5
59.4
59.0

 BBESEE
OO EW:

23.2
56,7

480
78.3
71.6
37.9
53.7
66.5

irces: Country sources, ADB staff estimates using CEIC data.

ei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
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] National Accounts
4 Toble 2.8 Government Consumption Expenditure
-
] (percent of GDP)
: |
] Developing Member Economies - n
Central and West Asia -
Afghanistan 7.9 9.4 9.8 9.7 99 106 128 139
Armeniz w 113 122 115 105 104 102 105 104 102 _ 102 _ 133 13
! - —— —176—128— 152 136 124 124 129 104 85 9.7 85 111 96
{ Georgia 85 9.6 9.8 98 140 173 153 219 2509 245 210 |
Kazakhstan . 136 121 134 116 113 116 112 102 111 102 117 108
Hyrgyz Republic 250 195 200 175 186 168 182 175 180 171 175 184 190
Pakistan 151 117 8.6 7.8 8.7 8.8 B.2 78 108 9.2 125 Bl 7.8
Tajikistan 6.8 29 48 139 128 122 118 148 111 8.9 93 125 i
Turkmeristan 23.0 84 142 114 111 120 127 132 101 9.1 83 9.1
i Uzbekistan 253 223 187 184 180 175 174 164 179 174 171 174 |
East Asia N
China, People's Rep. of 141 138 158 161 159 152 140 143 141 135 133 134 _ 135
Hong Kong, China 7.2 84 9.1 99 103 105 9.9 8.8 83 8.1 83 88 |
Korea, Rep. of 118 112 120 127 126 130 133 139 145 147 153 160 154|
Mongolia 298 134 180 195 191 148 145 124 117 131 153 147 146
Taipei,China 174 146 134 140 136 132 127 125 120 118 124 130 122|
‘ South Asia 2
* Bangladesh 42 45 4.6 45 5.0 5.3 55 5.5 55 5.5 5.3 53 54
: Bhutan 163 180 219 211 204 204 213 223 213 191 190 214 .
! India 1.7 109 126 124 119 113 109 109 103 103 110 120
: Maldives = .
Nepal 8.1 8.4 8.7 86 89 87 9.2 99 108 108
h Sri Lanka 132 147 137 131 127 122 126 131 154 153 162 176 158 |
! Brunei Darussalam? 220 268 258 294 272 241 224 184 181 226 174 233 224
Cambodia 7.2 4.9 5.2 53 7.6 7.3 6.3 5.8 35 5.7 5.6 8.0 86 |
] Indonesia 8.8 7.8 65 6.7 7.3 8.1 83 81 8.6 83 8.4 9.6 91 [/
Lao PDR ol
[ Malaysia 138 124 102 120 130 130 126 123 119 122 124 141 127 {
Myanmar R | | | }
Philippines 101 114 114 111 106 102 9.4 9.0 92 83 88 99 a97F !
Singapore 95 84 109 121 123 118 109 105 105 97 108 107 107
Thalland 9.4 99 113 113 111 107 111 119 118 122 123 134 129
Viet Nam 7.5 8.2 6.4 6.3 6.2 6.3 6.4 6.2 6.0 6.1 6.1 6.3 65 |
The Pacific il
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of W 161 172 174 169 167 165 161 182 169 149 178
Kiribati e e
Marshall Islands R
Micronesia, Fed. States of %
Nauru o
Palau . 415 419 361 344 389 369 346 346 333 356 350 3
Papua New Guinea 248 171 166 162 167 139 168 161 168 o
Timor-Leste .. 352 398 478 517 515 475 538 s
Tonga 187 168 182 194 145 159 154 155 209 180 185 199 191
Vanuatu 309 274 . 149
Developed Member Economies 20N
Australia 169 177 176 175 173 174 172 173 171 174 170 176 182
Japan 133 152 169 175 180 181 180 181 179 179 185 201 200
New Zealand 189 173 173 173 171 173 175 180 186 188 201 203
1 & Brunel Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
Sources: Country sources, ADB staff estimates using CEIC data, UN Statistics Division (UN 2011).
)
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National Accounts

Table29 Gross Domestic Capital Formation
(percent of GDP)

| Developing Member Economies

131 14.4 21.3 151 13.5 11.4 10.4 13.0 137 176 15.9
16.9 185 18.1 20.1 16.2 18.5 225 21.2 18.6 21.4 17.6
222 225 21.4 256 241 25.1 254 24.9 278 310 325
269 24.4 24.8 22.8 23.0 20.0 20.5 216 19.3 14.4 214
124 116 10.1 11.0 122 132 13.7 14.8 156 189 227
18.4 22.1 245 23.0 216 216 18.0 17.3 19.3 16.6 205
33.2 26.8 238 16.1 217 20,0 21.0 21.1 30.2 26.4 238
228 24.1 23.8 25.0 268 31.4 28.3 26.4 201 212 26.0
296 312 33.2 354 355 35.6 36.8 431 397 381 38.9

226 213 204 198 219 233 240 241 211 239 218

. 194 200 247 329 200 243 165 257 211 215 218
244 219 219 230 250 214 214 175 157

.. 256 303 380 293 206 207 207
181 263 217 247 308 257 235 224 188 199 263 273 294
349 232 ) 326

285 256 26.1 23.2 24.0
32.7 28.3 25.4 24,8 23.1
19.8 23.0 213 221 21.9

26.9 27.2 279 28.4 29.8 283 28.0
230 236 23.8 23.7 23.6 20.2 20.2
24.3 24.7 231 239 224 189

M Co~

el Darussalam Is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Country sources, ADB staff estimates using CEIC data, UN Statistics Division (UN 2011).
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National Accounts

| Table 2.10 Exports of Goods and Services

|
B
i (percent of GDP)
g | e
3 | [Ery===cs ik
f Develnplng Msml:er Eeonumies
1 Central and West Asla
Afgharistan 306 419 303 25.2 229 17.3 17.3 14.4 &
I. I Armenia 239 234 255 29.4 322 29.7 288 23.4 19.2 15.0 15,5 19.8 |
r: ! Azerbaijan 439 325 402 415 428 420 488 629 665 681 658 516 551
! Georgia 23.0 245 292 318 316 337 328 312 28.6 29.7 34 8._
ﬁ ! Kazakhstan .. 390 566 485  47.0 484 525 535 512 49.4 57.2 420 443
. ! _ | _MrgwRepuble 202 205 418 367 396387 426 383 4L7 529 535 547 51 |
- Pakistan 14.8 167 134 147 15.2 16.7 15.7 15.7 15.2 14.2 129 129 136}
| Tajikistan - 1120 924 661 629 639 588 543 58.2 51.0 32,7 245 o
| Turkmenistan 1112 1425 955 B14 69.0 623 617 307 351 1008 80.5 721 «dil
1 Uzhekistan 29.0 316 26.5 308 31.6 36.9 40.6 39,7 411 40.5 40.4 40.7 i
East Asia i
| China, People's Rep. of 14.7 20.2 233 226 251 296 340 371 391 384 35.0 267 298 \
{ Hong Kang China 1306 1432 1433 1387 1495 1710 1902 1987 2055 208.0 2124 1951 2230/
} Worea, Rep. of 276 285 386 357 331 354 409 39.3 39.7 419 53.0 49,7 524 |L
| Mongolia 57.7 68.1 64.2 59.4 59.6 54.0 503 568|
N | Taipei,China 45,7 47.0 529 50.0 52.2 55.5 61.4 62.5 88.0 724 73.0 62.5 737 I
1 |
l ! South Asia
H Bangladesh 6.1 109 140 15.4 143 14.2 15.5 16.6 19.0 19.8 203 19.4 185
l Bhutan 268 378 2900 281 246 258 321 39.7 62.6 55.0 46.6 64.7 ol
: Ihr;dia 714 110 132 128 14.5 15.2 17.6 19.3 211 204 238 198 215 |
! l Nepal 22.6 iy 15'? 16.7 14.6 13.4 12.9 12.8 12.4 98 |
i Sn Lanka 305 369 382 384 349 34.7 35.3 323 301 291 248 213 217
' Southeast Asia I',
I 1 Brunei Darussalam?® 61.8 59.7 674 695 67.1 69.3 68.8 70.2 .7 67.9 783 728 814
! ! Cambodia 24 312 499 52,1 55.4 56.5 63.6 64.1 68.6 65.3 65.5 59.9 61,7
I Indanpgga 253 263 410 39.0 2.7 30.5 322 341 31.0 29.4 298 242 46|
! Lao
1 Malaysia 74.5 941 1198 1104 1083 106.9 115.4 1175 1165 1100 103.2 96.4 9?‘3. !
) Myanmar 1.9 0.8 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1 01 0.1
3 Philippines 215 36.4 514 460 467 47.2 486 46.1 46.6 43.3 36.9 322 38|
& Singapore 177.4 1831 1924 18841 189.0 207.7 219.6 230.0 2344 2189 2334 1999 2111
3 Thailand 341 418 668 659 54.2 65.7 70.7 3.6 73.6 73.4 8.4 63.4 713
[ Viet Nam 264 328 55.0 546 36.8 59.3 65.7 69.4 73.6 76.9 77.9 68.3 77.5]
The Pacific
i Fiji, Rep. of 59.3 56.8 56.8  56.0 56.1 51.7 53.0 48.7 48.1 538 48.3
Marshall Islands
! Micronesia, Zed, States of
i Palau 146 9.6 61.1 65.9 69.5 783 77.6 68.5 65.4 1.9 723
g Papua New Guinea 40.6 59.3 66.2 65.3 59.8 65.9 67.9 74.5 82.8
Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste 04 1.2 11.4 121 1.9 115 121
Tonga 33.2 175 15.4 13.6 185 19.9 20.6 19.5 14.4 12.0 13.5 140 134
Tuvalu J Vi
Vanuatu 495 458 47.8
Developed Member Economies
Australia 14.9 17.7 193 220 20.5 189 17.0 18.0 19.5 19.7 19.7 2.7 198
Japan 104 2.1 11.0 10.6 11.4 12.0 13.3 14.3 16.1 176 135 126 152
New Zealand 26.5 28,7 35.0 346 32.0 28.7 28.6 274 286 28.3 30.8 279

a Brunel Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member,

Sources: Courtry sources, ADB staff estimates using CEIC data.

e s =l sl i, N - e, e\ -ty -
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National Accounts

Toble 2.11 Imports of Goods and Services ::7
(percent of GDP)

| Developing Member Economies :
| Central and West Asia .
Afghanistan xS e 616 90.8 77.6 713 84.0 56.6 52.8 44.1 ’
Armenia 62.2 50.5 46.1 46.6 50.0 453 43.2 39.3 39.2 40.7 43.0 452 4
Azerbaijan 39.2 53.4 384 37.3 50.0 65.5 72.7 52.9 38.8 285 235 23.1 211
~ Georgia .. 397 389 424 464 482 516 570 580 584 489 523
Kazakhstan : 435 491 48.1 47.0 43.0 4389 447 40.5 42.8 ari 338 204 |
| Hyrgyz Republic 495 42.4 478 37.0 433 45.3 51.3 56.8 79.0 B4.1 92.6 8.7 89.2
Il- Pakistan 20.2 19.4 147 15.7 153 16.1 146 19.6 232 213 239 204 19.4
Tajikistan - 1212 100.2 77.3 76.0 73.7 69.6 72.8 83.0 86.3 79.1 61.5
| Turkmenistan 123.7 1450 B0.9 76.9 53.4 56.6 59.5 225 16.8 B51.7 50.8 39.8
Uzbekistan 47.8 287 26.7 319 31.0 30.8 333 30.0 33.0 321 317 323 !
| East Asia W
China, People's Rep. of 12.0 186 20.9 20.5 228 276 314 316 314 29.6 27.3 22.3 259 e
| Hong Kong, China 122.0 1476 1388 1342 1412 1618 1813 1863 1941 197.1 2022 1876 2173 Wil
| Korea, Rep. of 283 29.0 35.7 335 317 331 36.7 36.6 38.3 404 54,2 46.0 496 i
Mongolia 749 79.1 67.9 53.5 58.3 67.2 57.5 66.4 '-:
Taipei,China 41.4 455 50.8 44.5 45.0 48.5 57.7 581 61.9 64.1 68.1 53.8 66.5 1
| South Asia &
Bangladesh 135 113 19.2 215 19.0 200 20.8 23.0 25.2 26.7 288 26.6 249 !
~ Bhutan 319 42,6 53.5 46.4 441 43.5 58.8 63.8 67.0 57.3 57.7 72.0 " e
 India 8.5 12.2 14.2 13.6 15.5 159 19.3 22,0 24.2 244 289 25.0 248 \
| Nepal .. 332 285 285 205 295 313 317 333 347 314 ,I
| Sri Lanka 385 45.5 48.4 44.5 414 40.7 44.2 41.3 411 395 38.5 278 308 '
| Southeast Asia
- Brunel Darussalam? 37.3 55.8 358 39.2 416 36.0 318 273 252 279 276 358 329
] ~ Cambodia 84 474 617 614 643 666 709 727 760 729 678 630 690
. gmpg;a 237 276 305 30.8 26.4 23.1 275 299 2586 254 288 21.4 23.0
1 M 72.4 98.0 1006 93.0 91.1 B7.3 95.0 9486 93.8 89.4 80.0 74.8 79.5
~ Myanmar 3 17 06 05 03 02 01 01 01 01 01 01 01
Philippines 333 44,2 534 52.9 55.7 54,7 54,1 51.7 4B.4 434 394 33.4 36.6
Singapore 167.4 1663 1796 1725 1716 1798 1939 2006 2045 1866 2125 1763 183.0
Thailand 41,7 486 58.1 59.4 57.5 58.9 65.8 74,7 70.2 65.0 73.9 57.8 63.9
Viet Nam 357 419 575 56.9 62.0 B67.7 73.3 735 78.2 92,7 831 8.7 B7.8
| The Pacific
~ Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of i 58.8 65.7 64.7 59.1 63.1 65.0 65.3 69.5 63.4 74.3 61.7 ok
- Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
‘Palau 63.5 106.1 89.5 91.3 79.0 88.5 812 82.5 61.9 78.6 78.5
.Papua New Guinea 48.9 411 49,2 52.3 56.9 51.5 58.3 56.1 62.4
| TIW-L%te 728 711 1065 1025 95.2 79.1 789
! W B3.8 55.9 48.9 46.3 55.4 54.5 55.6 60.6 50.3 53.7 b1.3 63.2 60.0
76.7 54,8 56,1
Member Economies
| 16.9 18.7 21.3 21.8 20.5 209 19.5 206 211 209 218 221 20.2
Japan 9.4 T 9.5 9.9 10.1 10.4 11.4 129 149 159 17.4 123 141
New Zealand 26.3 279 334 32.3 30.2 283 293 29.6 30,0 29,2 321 26.5

@ Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

*&:urcex Country sources, ADB staff estimates using CEIC data.
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National Accounts

Table 2.12 Gross Domestic Saving

|
! (percent of GDP) '
i TR — —
| Developing Member Economies ]
] Central and West Asia |
\ Afghanistan . =184 327 -29.9 -148 -8.3 -8.7 -83 -12.7
[ Armenia .. =175 -89 -48 0.9 6.5 74 140 177 182 182 6.3
| Azerbaijan 318 2.9 20.4 249 247 276 313 475 54.4 56.9 58.1 46.1
| Georgia .. 09 109 124 179 127 157 59 14 -27 61
l Kazakhstan 15.3 26.0 287 33.8 34.3 249 38.9 441 43.8 46.3 41.0
1 Kyrgyz Republic arT 55 14.3 : v 138 53 5.8 -21  -131 -46 -10.1 3.3
| Pakistan i35 158 16.0 159 16.5 17.3 17.6 152 141 154 11.0 11.4
Tajikistan 0.3 28.7 0.6 18 6.4 9.3 14.2 4.3 6.0 6.9 31
s Uzbekistan 132 274 194 200 218 269 312 327 266 302 2938
l East Asia
China, Peaple’s Rep. of 352 396 380 390 404 430 452 484 479 505 545 510
Hong Kong. China 35.7 29.6 319 29.8 3k 312 30.7 330 331 318 30.7 28.8
Korea, Rep. of 376 35 333 313 307 322 341 323 310 309 300 299
Mongolia B.0 234 104 5.7 34 122 19.5 320 36.8 345 334 333
Taipei,China 287 28.6 278 253 26.2 27.2 274 273 28.8 29.6 273 25.8
South Asia
1 Bangladesh 129 131 i79 18.0 18.2 18.6 185 20.0 20.3 204 203 201
Bhutan 334 4.5 303 33.9 36.4 35.6 346 36.6 429 26.4 16.1 27.2
! lﬂdﬁ 2238 24.4 23.7 235 26.3 2.8 324 335 346 36.9 32,2 337
aldives
Nepal 117 9.5 8.6 Ly 116 9.0 9.8 9.8 94
Sri Lanka 12.0 146 15.4 16.5 16.0 15.0 16.4 17.9 17.0 17.6 139 179
Southeast Asia _
Brunei Darussalam? 51.5 366 49.4 44,3 47.2 48,6 514 59.1 62.1 57.2 65.2 524
Cambaodia 23 25 8.1 116 8.5 91 85 9.9 15.6 6.1 14,9 159
‘ Indonesia 323 306 318 300 251 237 248 275 287 281 310 317
Lao POR
Malaysia 344 39.7 46.1 418 42,0 425 434 42.8 431 421 425 36.0
Myanmar 11.7 134 123 115 102 110 123 131 137 149
iz Philippines 18.7 145 16.4 153 15.5 15.4 16.1 15.9 16.2 17.2 16.8 155
! Singapore 451 50.0 46.0 42.3 41.2 44,0 474 49.4 50.8 53.3 511 50.0
; Thailand 340 369 325 314 317 32.0 21.] 30.9 324 344 326 313
P Viel Nam 2.9 182 271 288 28.7 274 28,5 30.3 30.6 29.2 265 27.2
3 The Pacific
Cook Islands
! Fiji, Rep. of BS -0.4 0.7 26 -16 -6.2 4.9 4.4 5.8 34 83
g Marshall Islands
: Micronesia, Fed. States of
",' Papua New Guinea 16.1 40.2 388 36.0 27.9 35.7 31.0 359 36.1
Solomon Islands +
Timor-Leste .. 468 -39.7 -571 611 -628 -46.8 -46.1
;mgls -125 =121 -98 8.0 61 -89 -115 -187 -171 -218 -174 -220
il Vanuatu 57 17.0 & 26.6
Developed Member Economies
Australia 277 236 241 234 241 23.7 24,4 246 26.3 274 27.7 289
Japan 32.9 288 26.4 243 236 238 24,0 24.6 242 241 222 18.7
New Zealand 20.0 238 23.0 24,4 238 236 23.7 225 21.7 23.2 214 20.6

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Country sources, ADB staff estimates using CFIC data.




Toble 2.13 Growth Rates of Real GDP
(percent)

Afghanistan 14.3 9.4
Armenia . 59 96 151 140 105
Azerbaijan -120 111 99 106 112 102
Georgia . 18 48 55 111 59
Kazakhstan .. -82 98 135 98 93 96
Kyrgyz Republic . =54 54 53 00 70 7.0
Pakistan 46 51 39 20 31 47 7.5
Tajikistan .. 60 83 95 108 111 103
Turkmenistan w =12 55 44 02 33 50
Uzbekistan .. 09 40 45 42 44 1.7
East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 38 109 84 83 91 100 101
Hong Kong, China 39 23 80 05 18 30 B85
Korea, Rep. of 93 89 88 40 712 28 48
Mongolia -25 w 11 10 38 61 106
Taipei,China 69 64 58 -17 53 37 62
South Asia
- Bangladesh 50 49 60 53 44 53 63
_ Bhutan 24 74 69 88 108 72 40
~ India 53 73 44 58 38 85 15
Maldives 169 74 48 35 60 161 103
Nepal 47 34 60 54 01 39 47
Sri Lanka 62 55 60 -14 40 59 54
- Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam? 11 45 28 27 39 29 05
Cambodia 12 65 B84 77 70 85 103
Indonesia 90 82 49 36 45 48 50
. Lao PDR 67 71 63 46 69 62 710
 Malaysia 90 98 89 05 54 58 68
| Myanmar 28 69 137 113 120 138 136
Philippines 3.0 4.7 4.4 29 3.6 5.0 6.7
. Singapore 104 73 91 12 42 46 92
~ Thailand 112 92 48 22 53 711 63
~ Viet Nam 51 95 68 69 71 13 18
The Pacific
~ Cook Islands 79 44 139 41 32 43 22
| Fiji, Rep. of 3.6 w -17 18 32 08 54
| Kinbat 21 10 72 31 62 45 09
| Marshall Islands 98 -03 56 37 22 28 37
Micronesia, Fed. States of 4.0 4.6 45 : By 0.5 1.7 -34
| Nauru W =24 48 -04 -09 22 i
 Palau . 1082 03 13 -35 -13 49
r. ~ Papua New Guinea 04 34 -25 00 20 44 06
| Samoa -75 66 710 81 32 56 46
,_ Solomon lslands 29 100 -142 -80 -28 65 80
| Tmor-Leste® .. 95 137 165 24 01 42
20 40 32 35 36 26 10
154 50 -10 132 55 -32 -13
00 -00 58 -33 -42 37 44
Member Economies
.. 39 40 21 39 33 42
- Japan _ 5.6 1.9 2.9 0.2 0.3 1.4 2.7
‘New Zealand 00 43 25 36 49 44 38
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National Accounts

Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member,

Sources: Country sources, CEIC data.

. GDP estimates refer to non-oll GDP. Before 2002, estimates include the value added of United Nations activities.
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National Accounts

Table 2.14 Growth Rates of Real GDP Per Capita

(percent)
Afghanistan 12.2 7.3 12.4 9.0 139 -17.0 150
Armenia 6.2 98 151 14.0 10.4 187 131 13.6 65 -144
Azerbaljan -13.0 9.9 8.8 9.5 101 9.0 249 327 235 9.2 79
Georgia 26 5.6 6.2 11.8 6.5 9.4 7.4 125 2.6 -3.8
Kazakhstan -6.3 10.2 137 9.7 9.0 89 B.7 95 i 2.0 -0.2
Kyrgyz Republic -6.4 4.3 4.5 -0.8 6.0 59 -09 1.9 8.4 55 26
Pakistan 1.9 25 16 0.1 1.0 2.7 5.4 6.9 3.9 5.0 1.9 0.0
Tajikistan 4.9 6.1 74 8.6 8.9 8.0 4.5 4.4 5.4 53 18
Turkmenistan 9.2 4.1 2.9 -1.2 17 34 114 9.9 101 9.0 2.8
Uzbekistan o -0.9 26 3.2 29 32 6.4 59 6.1 8.0 ¥ 52
East Asia
China, People's Rep. of 23 9.7 7.6 75 8.4 2.3 9.5 10.6 121 13.6 9.0 8.7
Hong Kong, China 36 0.3 74 -0.2 14 3.2 7.7 6.6 6.3 53 15 -3.1
Korea, Rep. of 8.2 7.8 7.9 3.2 6.6 23 4.2 38 49 4.8 20 0.0
Mongolia -4.8 -0.6 -0.2 22 8.3 9.3 6.0 174 8.2 7.3 -31
Taipei,China 5.6 5.5 5.0 -23 4.7 32 58 43 5.0 5.5 0.4 =23
South Asia
Bangladesh 3.7 3.2 4.5 38 33 3.8 4.9 4.6 5.3 5.1 4.8 4.4
Bhutan 11 5.7 5.6 7.4 9.5 5.9 2.6 5.6 6.6 15.8 2.7 4.8
India 31 5.1 26 39 23 6.8 5.8 7.9 8.0 7.8 B3 6.5
Maldives 14.1 5.3 3.2 12 4.3 143 8.6 -85 19.3 10.0 10.3 -7.9
Nepal 2.6 1.3 38 33 2.1 1.7 24 12 351 i B | 3.8 0.6
Sri Lanka 9.9 4.4 4.5 -2.8 25 4.6 43 5.3 6.4 6.1 49 24
Asia
Brunei Darussalam?@ -1.7 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.4 13 -23 -2.4 0.9 -1.6 -4.0 -3.8
Cambodia -2.4 i3 7.0 6.2 5.6 71 8.9 117 9.3 8.7 53 4.5
Indonesia 6.9 6.5 3.9 2.3 31 34 3.7 4.3 42 5.0 4.7 33
Lao PDR 4.5 4.8 4.2 26 4.8 4.1 4.9 4.7 6.3 - 5.4 5.2
Malaysia 6.4 6.8 6.2 -21 2.8 23 4.4 34 4.5 54 35 -2.9
Myanmar 09 5.0 115 2.3 98 116 143 11.3 109 101 8.6 9.2
Philippines 0.7 23 1.8 08 15 2.8 4.6 2.7 3.2 4.6 2.2 -0.8
Singapore 7.0 4.1 7.2 -3.8 33 6.2 1.8 4.9 5.3 4.3 -38 -3.8
Thailand a9 8.0 4.0 1.2 43 6.2 5.4 3.7 4.3 43 1.8 -29
Viet Nam 31 7.8 5.4 55 5.8 6.1 6.5 7.2 7.0 7.3 5.2 42
The Pacific
Cook Islands 4.8 -3.9 4,3 2.9 1.6 4.3 -7.4 -6.7 -4.7 126 -83 5.7
Fiji, Rep. of 29 -2.6 0.9 25 0.5 5.2 -1.9 1.2 -1.3 -0.3 -35
Kiribati -1.3 -2.4 5.9 -4.7 4.4 28 08 -4.8 2.2 0.3 -4.1 -4.1
Marshall Islands 8.3 -1.7 a7 4.9 38 1.7 2.6 0.1 0.9 23 -29 -31
Micronesia, Fed. States of 2.0 4.3 4,2 3 1.0 22 -3.0 2.1 0.2 -1.4 -1.8 1.0
Nauru -25 38 -0.2 -0.5 4.2 -7.8 -184 -121 916 -198
Palau 8.0 -1.0 0.4 -4.3 -2.1 41 4.6 2.4 15 -16 23
Papua New Guinea -25 -53 -181 -2.4 -0.3 2.0 1.7 1.6 0.1 48 4.3 32
Samoa -7.9 5.6 6.0 1 29 5.3 4.4 5.0 -0.6 6.3 -39 -2.2
Solomon Islands -0.7 60 -162 -1041 -50 4.0 5.6 26 36 8.2 49 35
Timor-Leste® 7.6 43 154 -9.0 -1.9 2.0 3T -8.0 6.5 8.4 10.2
Tonga 1.7 3.7 2.7 31 3.2 b 0.6 -1.4 -0.2 -13 22 -1.4
Tuvalu 12.9 -5.5 -2.2 128 8.7 4.4 -4.3 -6.9 5 -1.7 2.2 )
Vanuatu -25 -25 31 -5.9 -6.7 13 1.7 25 45 4.0 36 -14
Developed Member Economies
Australia 2.7 2.7 0.7 2.6 2.0 3.0 16 16 A 18 -0.6
Japan 53 16 27 00 0.0 1.2 2.7 1.9 21 24 -1.1 -6.2
New Zealand -1.0 2.8 19 3.0 31 23 2.2 21 -0.4 1. -2.6 -1.8

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
b GDP estimates refer to non-oil GDP. Before 2002, estimates include the value added of United Nations activities.

Sources: ADB staff estimates using country sources and CEIC data,
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Table 2.15 Growth Rates of Agriculture Real Valve Added

(percent)
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
- | Afghanistan 171 -49 67 06 248 -234 233
Ammenia . =10 118 3.6 40 142 112 05 104 B 6.0 -15.7
Azerbaijan -7.8 12.1 111 6.4 5.6 5.0 75 0.9 4,0 6.1 35 -2.2
Georgia w o =120 8.2 -1.4 10.3 -7.9 120 117 33 -4.4 -6.8 17
Kazakhstan e =244 -3.2 17.1 3.2 2.2 0.1 7.1 6.0 8.9 -6.2 132 -129
Kyrgyz Republic -2.0 26 T3 31 3.2 41 42 1.7 1.6 0.9 67 -28
Pakistan 3.0 6.6 6.1 -2.2 0.1 4.1 24 6.5 6.3 4.1 1.0 4.0 0.6
Tajikistan 80 142 104 153 2.8 5.4 6.5 7.8 105
Turkmenistan . =839 27 82 -11.8 -55 08 141 33 223 -29.0 380
Uzbekistan 2.0 3.2 4.1 6.0 6.8 10.1 5.6 6.2 6.1 6.0 6.8
East Asia
China, People's Rep. of 7.3 5.0 2.4 2.8 29 25 6.3 52 5.0 3.7 5.4 4,2 4.3
Hong Kong, China 41 -11 -6.3 28 -11 49 63 -187 32 -3.9
Korea, Rep. of -5.9 6.7 11 1.6 -2.2 -5.4 9.1 1.3 1.5 4.0 56 3.2 -4.3
Mongolia -1.0 .« -159 -183 -124 49 15.8 10.8 5.4 14.4 4.7 36 -168
Taipei,China i 2.9 1.7 -6.0 9.7 -1.6 -54 42 138 -2.4 01 -30 -09
South Asia
| Bangladesh 9.4 -0.3 7.4 3.1 = 3.1 41 2.2 49 4.6 32 4.1 4.7
Bhutan 51 15 54 106 2.7 22 -2.6 0.7 28 0.8 0.7 2.7
India 4.0 -0.7 -0.2 6.3 -7.2 10.0 0.0 54 4.2 5.8 -0.1 0.4 6.6
Maldives 9.7 1.0 -0.2 5.0 133 2.7 2.0 6.2 51 -11.2 2.7 -6.6 83
Nepal 58 -0.9 49 5.5 31 33 4.8 35 1.9 1.0 5.8 3.0 13
Sri Lanka 8.8 3.4 23 -3.8 20 1.5 13 2.9 7.2 28 7.5 3.2 7.0
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam® 26 2.9 6.6 5.8 5.2 11.3 12,0 1.3 -9.9 -4.5 37 5.8 -5.9
Cambodia 1.2 35 -1.2 45 -35 105 09 157 5.5 5.0 5.7 54 4.0
Indonesia 3.1 4.4 19 3.3 34 38 2.8 2,7 3.4 3.5 4.8 4.0 2.9
Lao PDR B.7 31 4.2 -0:6 19 25 34 0.7 25 6.5 4.9 3.0 3.0 1
Malaysia 06 -25 61 -02 2.9 6.0 4.7 2.6 5.2 1.3 43 0.6 2.1
Myanmar 18 48 110 8.7 60 117 110 121 9.7 7.9 5.6 5.6 A7
Philippines 0.5 0.9 3.4 3.4 3.3 4.7 4.3 2.2 3.6 4.7 3.2 0.7 -0.2
Singapore -8.3 -3.7 -49 -108 -1756 -7.9 -3.3 21 35 13 -4.2 -1.7 0.1 ]
Thailand -4.7 4,0 7.2 3.2 07 127 24 -18 5.0 1.2 4,2 1.3 -22 ‘
| Viet Nam 1.0 4.8 46 3.0 4.2 3.6 4.4 4.0 3.7 38 4.7 1.8 2.8 !
| he Pacific i
Cook Islands 13.2 -2.5 01 -180 -26 201 -197 35 -B8 52 99 58 -
Fiji, Rep. of -4.6 -1.3 -5.6 4.7 -4.4 5.2 09 5.0 -5.0 50 -119
~ Kiribati -20.7 91 -681 -17 1.5 9.4 31 94 -1.2 7.8 214 31 -74 |
Marshall Islands 3 .
~ Micronesia, Fed. States of 5
Palau we =213 -21 0.0 -165 0.4 1.8 1.9 37 5.4 -5.0 4.8 I
Papua New Guinea 22 -0.7 21 -4.7 -0.6 7.7 -0.2 5.6 1.0 4,2 4.3 0.7 3.5 |
Samoa e ST 0.1 -3.7 -6.0 -64 5.0 48 -35 6.8 -8.6 07 -11.2 !
Solomon Islands -1.0 118 -171 -3.5 4.8 19.1 1% 5.3 5.7 12,0 6.7 -7.3 10.3
Timor-Leste -43 -143 8.7 6.0 -04 6.0 6.3 0.3
39 0.0 7.0 21 03 0.1 4,5 -4.8 -0.3 5T 0.6 -1.7 -3.1 .
134 06 -2.0 -2.7 -9.4 0.3 45 0.9 7.2 3.0 0.4 h
155 29 4.7 -0.3 0.7 3.7 5.0 21 1.0 2 38 1.3 2.2 f
pped Member Economies
i 82 -146 6.3 38 27 =213 255 4.0 28 -153 6.9 176 -1.2 ]
-0.3 -4.6 21 -2.4 6.0 -5.9 -7.1 3.6 -2.0 4.2 54 -109
New Zeatand 16.7 7.3 2.7 18 -0.0 9.0 -2.7 5.3 0.8 1.8 14 -0.2 '
@ Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member. ‘

Sources: Country sources, ADB staff estimates using CEIC data, UN Statistics Division (UN 2011). [
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Table 2.16 Growth Rates of Industry Real Value Added

{percent)
) 1990 1995 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 |
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan 6.1 32.1 23.9 20.1 T3 -4.1 515
Armenia 12.8 -4.8 12.0 14.8 -0.3 14.8 16.6 1.7 7.8 296 6.1
Azerbaijan -13.3 B5or 8.3 15.2 14.1 11.9 43.4 49.8 329 9.7 10.3 4.5
Georgla 3.9 -0.8 13.9 15.8 12.1 12.0 135 14.5 -3.9 -35 9.7
Kazakhstan -15.9 15:3 15.4 11.8 9.2 11.2 10.7 13.4 8.0 2.5 2.0 9.3
Kyrgyz Republic -12.3 8.8 4.5 -9.0 12.7 3:0 -9.8 -£.9 10.3 14.0 -0.3 0.6
Pakistan 6.5 4.1 13 4.1 2.1 4.2 16.3 12, 4.1 8.8 1.4 -0.1 8.3
Tajikistan 15.6 8.9 12.3 =15 Tl 47 -4.5 0.3 -10.3
Turkmenistan 22.2 1.0 18 -1.0 -0.3 2.3 10.6 7.6 17.6 54,9 -17.0
Uzbekistan -5.2 1.8 29 3.4 3.2 5.0 8.9 7.5 8.3 8.3
East Asia ]
China, People’s Rep. of 32 13.9 9.4 8.4 9.8 127 11.1 12.1 13.4 15.1 9.9 28 122
Hong Kong, China -3.8 33 -4.6 2.1 1.4 -2.0 -0.3 1.6 -4.7 78
Korea, Rep. of 14.2 8.7 11.3 3.3 7.4 6.0 7.9 4.8 6.6 6.0 2.0 -0.6 113
Mongolia -4.9 0.3 15.5 4.3 5.9 18.3 15.5 12.7 7.0 -0.8 -0.4 T
Taipei,China 4.4 5.4 -7.5 10.2 77 9.5 6.9 7.8 9.0 0.2 -4.3 242
South Asia
Bangladesh il 2.9 6.2 7.5 6.5 73 7.6 8.3 9.7 8.4 6.8 6.5 6.0
Bhutan -1.7 16.0 T3 10.4 177 7.7 0.9 4.0 13.3 40.7 6.1 3.6
India Tl 11.6 6.4 2.7 7.1 7.4 10.3 9.7 12.2 9.7 4.4 8.0 7.9
Maldives 16.4 4.7 1.2 8.0 8 1501 311 10.4 10.4 22.6 6.1 -251 8.4
Nepal 4.8 4.3 8.6 4.1 0.9 3.4 1.4 3.0 4.4 4.0 1.6 -1.4 33
Sri Lanka 8.0 8.3 9.0 2.0 35 Bir 34 8.3 8.5 8.9 5.9 4.2 8.4
Southeast Asia
Brunel Darussalam? -0.3 5.4 3.0 0.8 4.5 35 -0.5 -1.8 2.9 -5.6 -5.4 -5.0 17
Cambodia 21 18.9 31.2 11.4 16.8 12.0 16.6 12.7 18.3 8.4 4.0 =95 135
Indonesia 115 10.4 5.9 2.7 4.3 38 3.9 4.7 4.5 4.7 3.7 3.5 47
Lao PDR 16.2 13.3 9.3 -1.5 10.8 19.4 3.7 10.6 14.1 3.3 9.0 16.6 b
Malaysia 11.0 14.9 13.6 -2.6 4.2 7.5 7.3 3.6 4.5 3.0 0.8 -7.0 8.6
Myanmar 5.5 2.7 213 218 35.0 20.8 214 19.9 20.0 19.6 18.0 17.7 186
Philippines 2.6 6.7 8.5 10 2.9 43 5.2 4.2 4.6 5.8 4.8 -1.9 11.6
Singapare 9.3 9.6 12.4 8.0 4.5 1.4 10.9 8.2 10.7 6.8 -1.4 -1.4 254
Thailand 16.1 10.9 5.3 1.7 7.4 9.6 79 5.4 5.6 5.8 32 -5.0 128
Viet Nam 2.3 13.6 10.1 10.4 9.5 105 10.2 10,7 10.4 10.2 6.0 55 i
: The Pacific
B Cook Islands 20,2 -15.9 18.2 5 2.9 12.4 5.8 -6.3 3.0 4.6 2.5 -5.0
& Fiji, Rep. of 3.0 -5.5 T2 2.3 0.8 10.0 -6.7 0.7 -5.2 -1.1 -2.3
Kiribati 1.3 0.0 84 -11.3 -3.7 1.2 103 -5.6 6.8 13.0 -13.9 -9.3 -14
Marshall Islands .
Micronesia, Fed. States of .
Mauru
Palau . 30.8 27.6 TF 6.4 -5.9 9.1 14,2 6.7 6.9 11.8 -11.4
Papua New Guinea -2,5 -10.0 -0.8 ~0.1 2.3 8.3 0.8 41 1:5 7.3 7.0 6.9 9.3
Samoa 1.8 14.4 4.7 6.2 10.9 53 4.7 -2.9 13.3 -104 -8.1 8.2
Soloman Islands 227 316 =290 4362 -4.5 -0.4 4.0 6.7 74 11.4 3.5 2.7 5.0
Timor-Leste 16.6 22.9 27 106 -15.1 -0.7 106 -18.1 ;
Tonga 0.3 8.7 -0.5 4.5 4.0 3.0 -2.9 -6.3 -0.9 -2.1 4.8 1.8 05
Tuvalu -32.1 -13.0 13.3 10.3 6.5 116 -13.7 -186 28.3 30.8 -8.2 .
Vanuatu -1.1 -2.2 37.0  -21.0 -6.5 -5.4 -1.4 4.5 10.5 i 155 93 .. 9%
Developed Member Economies
Australia 34 4.4 3.4 0.6 3.2 5.1 1.0 2:3 2.6 4.8 3.8 -0.1 29
Japan 7.9 0.7 2 ~4.2 -1.8 2.4 4.8 3.8 2.4 1.5 e N (7
New Zealand -4.4 3.0 0.7 0.9 9.0 39 34 1.4 -39 2.2 -5.5 -5:3

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Country sources, ADB staff estimates using CEIC data, UN Statistics Division (UN 2011).
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Table 2.17 Growth Rutes of Services Real Value Added

(percent)
~ 2004 200 06 2007 2008 2009 2010
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia ) _
Afghanistan 137 16.2 14.6 16.9 14.2 -13.9 17.9
~ Armenia 3.0 21.0 25.8 22.3 236 14.7 15.5 13.8 5.0 -3.7 4.4
- Azerbaijan v =131 9.6 el 5.9 8.9 9.2 9.4 171 116 12.8 7.8 5.7
Georgia 7.4 4.8 45 101 75 104 148 124 5.4 -4.8 9.5
Kazakhstan 0.3 84 123 9.8  11.0 108 104 109 132 4.2 -1.5 5.2
~ Kyrgyz Republic . 485 5.8 3.8 42 74 117 8.4 9.4 124 10.7 2.6 -1.2
Pakistan 4.5 4.8 4.8 34 4.8 5.2 5.8 8.5 6.5 7.0 6.0 o B 29
Tajikistan 3.9 112 9.9 19.5 85 9.7 177 11.9 10.3
Turkmenistan i _lGl T 78 =55 6.4 105 10.7 271, 18.3 ) -12.5 25T
Uzbekistan -0.9 5.4 B 33 20 7.4 FA 8.6 13.4 11.6
| East Asia
| China, People’s Rep. of 2.3 9.8 9.7 10.3 10.4 9.5 10.1 122 14.1 16.0 10.4 9.6 9.5
Hong Kong, China 1.7 2.6 4.2 9.8 7.4 0 6.9 2.5 ~-1.6 7.0
Korea, Rep. of 8.4 7.8 6.0 4.3 7.4 1.8 5.3 35 4.4 51 2.8 T 3
Mongolia B i) . 153 61 110 6.7 41 03 300 107 16.8 -3.5 14.4
Talpei,China 10.5 8.2 58 0.3 g 2.5 4.8 4.0 4.4 4.6 1.8 -0.3 4.8
 South Asia
~ Bangladesh -1.9 4.9 o 5.5 5.4 5.4 2.7 6.4 6.4 6.9 6.5 6.3 6.4
Bhutan 2.8 5.0 8.7 5.0 il 9.3 21 14.3 8.6 5.1 4.7 133
India 5 10.1 Bk T2 75 8.5 9.1 11.0 104 10.3 10.1 8.7 9.4
Maldives 18.7 14.8 6.0 2.4 5.9 172 72 -12.0 25.4 il 14.0 2.3 10.8
Nepal 4.2 5.9 5.9 4.5 -1.8 3.7 6.8 3.3 5.6 4.5 73 6.0 6.0
- Sri Lanka 4.3 8.2 6.1 -0.3 4.8 8.9 6.1 4.5 7.6 9.2 5.6 33 8.0
| Southeast Asia
~ Brunei Darussalam? 3.6 2.9 2.5 6.1 2.8 1.6 2.0 4.1 7.4 9.2 2.6 2l 3.8
~ Cambodia 2.7 8.3 8.9 8.7 10.0 5.9 13:2 181 10.1 101 9.0 23 34
_ Indonesia 9.8 7.6 5.2 4.9 B2 6.4 71 7.9 7.3 9.0 8.7 BF 8.4
Lao PDR -0.4 10.2 6.9 14.7 113 3.8 12.0 9.9 9.7 6.8 9.5 6.9 6.7
| Malaysia 11.3 9.6 6.0 4.1 5.8 4.2 6.4 1.3 7.6 10.6 7.9 3.2 6.7
| Myanmar 3.2 7.3 13.4 12.9 148 146 14.4 131 142 13.2 116 12.2 11.6
~ Philippines 4.9 5.0 3.3 4.0 4.2 5:5 8.3 5.8 6.0 7.6 4.0 3.4 7.2
| Singapore 9.8 6.3 el 2.9 4.7 5.2 8.7 7.4 7.9 9.0 4.1 -0.7 10.1
~ Thailand 12,7 8.9 3.7 2.4 4.6 3ib 6.8 5.0 4.5 5.0 13 -0.2 46
Yiet Nam 10.2 9.8 5.3 6.1 6.5 6.5 7.3 8.5 83 8.9 7.4 6.6 1:B
The Pacific
- Cook Islands 52 -3.4 154 7.0 4.1 23 4.6 -0.3 BT -1.1 -2.9 -1.6
Fili, Rep. of 8.4 0.8 29 2.4 0.8 36 -17.0 1.5 1.8 -0.3 -1.2
- Hiribati 7.2 -7.8 -0.4 1.5 6.7 8.5 0.6 4.0 0.6 -0.9 2.8 -2.1 0.3
- Marshall Islands . y
- Micronesia, Fed. States of
~ Palau 12.7 2.0 0.1 -5.0 -0.2 4.1 3.8 1.3 1.7 7.7 10.3
. Papua New Guinea -6.3 -1.0 -12.7 7.5 5.1 -1.5 -0.7 3.6 4.8 9.4 2.1 2.7 8.9
~ Samoa 6.4 6.2 8.8 4.4 6.0 &5 5.6 3.1 3.6 ] 0.9 0.8
~ Solomon Islands 4.1 32 57 -46 95 B9 46 43 6.5 8.7 9.0 7.0 3.2
| Timor-Leste 13.3 301 24.6 6.1 6.5 4.5 4.9 -5.8
| Tonga 1.8 3.5 33 37 4.0 2.7 1.8 1.7 0.8 -12 2.1 -1.9 0.9 ‘.
| Tuvalu 361 -48 191 6.4 3.4 -3.8 0.6 -5.1 4.9 1.0 39 '
l‘A ~ Vanuatu -4.8 -0.4 2.3 -0.7 -3.9 6.0 4.4 6.5 8.7 B 4.3 1.3 4.4
| Developed Member Economies !
| Australia 5.6 4.4 3.7 3.9 3.4 4.2 3.4 3.4 4.0 3.9 1.8 23
| Japan 4.0 3.0 1.9 2.1 1.7 1.2 1.1 1.9 11 16 21D -43 ,
| New Zealand 0.0 4.7 3.3 5.1 3.8 3.6 4.7 3.8 23 3.8 -01 0.5

@ Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as & developing member.

Sources: Country sources, ADB staff estimates using CEIC data, UN Statistics Division (UN 2011). ’
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Table 2.18 Growth Rates of Real Privaie Consumption Expenditure
(percent)

F 1990 1995 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 |
Developing Member Economies

Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
Armenia 8.3 7.6 8.6 7.2 9.2 8.8 83 13.2 5.4 -4.4 3.7
Azerbaijan -2.9 10.0 9.4 8.0 9.7 11.2 13.2 14.5 17.0 17.4 8.5 8.4
Georgia
Kazakhstan .. 2086 1.7 8.1 2.7 11.8 13.9 10.7 12.6 10.8 5.4 2.1 11.0
Kyrgyz Republic . =187 -5.0 2.2 4.7 24.0 TS 8.3 19.2 2.7 126 -14.4 4.5
Pakistan 4.5 Tk 0.4 0.5 1.4 0.4 10.1 12.9 1.0 4.7 -2.7 12.2 4.0
Tajikistan 0.8 13.5 16.1 13.1 20.6 11.7 16.9 8.2 7.8
Turkmenistan 105 -49.2 497 -12.4 28.3 48.7 4.4 1.8 -36.8 59.3 13
Uzbekistan

East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of
Hong Kong, China 6.3 1.7 5 1.8 -0.9 -1.3 7.0 3.0 5.9 8.5 2.4 0.7 6.2
Korea, Rep. of 9.7 10.3 9.2 0 8.9 -0.4 0.3 46 4.7 5.1 1.3 -0.0 4.1
Mongolia
Taipei,China 8.4 5.9 4.7 1.0 3.3 2.9 8.2 2.9 1.5 2.1 -0.9 14 2.7

South Asia
Bangladesh 7.6 3.5 4.1 4.7 4.9 3.5 3.2 3.9 4.3 5.9 5.5 5.9 6.9
Bhutan 19 -3.9 6.0 73 10.7 2.3 1.3 1.3 14.7 5.5 2.0
India 4.5 6.1 3.4 6.0 2.9 5.9 5.2 8.5 8.3 9.3 7.7 7.3
Maldives
Nepal 3.5 3.2 1.0 4.7 5.4 3.2 1.3 5.7
Sri Lanka 6.4 4.0 4.0 145 9.1 8.3 2.3 1.7 8.5 39 7.5 0.9

Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam? 4.8 -4.8 -7.0 4.2 0.7 15.8 12.3 -0.6 37 2.0 1.8 5.0
Cambodia 2.5 8.6 49 2.4 8.4 8.1 12,5 12.3 6.8 6.2 12.7 -1.0
Indonesia 17.2 12.6 1.6 35 3.8 3.9 5.0 4.0 3.2 5.0 5.3 4.9
Lao PDR
Malaysia 11.9 11.7 13.0 3.0 3.9 8.1 9.8 9.1 6.8 10.5 8.7 0.7
Myanmar? 0.9 6.4 4.3 125 12.0 175 11.7 14,6 11.6 12.4 7.0 12.7
Philippines 5.4 38 5.2 4.1 51 5.5 6.0 4.4 4.2 4.6 3.7 2.3
Singapore 7.6 2.T 13.9 5.8 4.9 1.6 6.1 3.6 3.5 6.4 3.2 0.2
Thailand 12.9 7.8 5.2 4.1 5.4 6.5 6.2 4.6 3.2 1.8 2.9 -1.1
Viet Nam 7.2 a1 4.5 7.6 8.0 74 7.3 8.3 10.8 9.3 3k

The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of
Kiribati
Marshall [slands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru
Palau 8.3 204 455 171 -14.0 1.7 12.9 55 =202 16.8 2:5
Papua New Guinea -13.4 -51 -285 -134 16.8 -8.0 T i s 9.8 6.3
Samoa
Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste
Tonga
Tuvalu
Vanuatu

Developed Member Economies
Australia 4.4 4.4 3.6 31 3.4 5.6 4.5 2.8 4.3 4.7 0.2
Japan 5.2 1.9 0.7 1.6 1.4 0.4 1.6 13 15 1.6 -0.7 -1.9
L New Zealand 0.2 4.0 1.4 2.7 4.8 6.2 4.5 4.4 25 3.3 1.1 0.4

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
b Includes government consumption expenditure.

Sources: Country sources, ADB staff estimates using CEIC data, UN Statistics Division (UN 2011).
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Table 2.19 Growth Rates of Real Government Consumption Expenditure

{percent)
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan s
Armenia 2.9 calEa 5.1 114 8.8 19.1 14.0 B2 -1.92 1.2 5.3
Azerbaijan 2.4 2.3 5.3 14.5 224 4.4 3.4 4.7 3.9 4.9 4.6 0.9
Georgia ;
Kazakhstan -5.4 15.0 19.2 -7.5 8.9 10.6 10.8 73 14.0 2.6 1.1 2.7
Kyrgyz Republic .. -134 5.9 -1.3 -0.2 152 4.6 2.7 1.5 1.8 1.4 15 ik
Pakistan -3.2 jaflsg 7D -5.6 15.0 72 1.4 1.7 48.3 -8.6 389 -315 23
Tajikistan 10.8 0.1 2.4 2.2 0.4 2.5 P T 6.9
Turkmenistan s 259 -16.2 -2.8 123 10.6 180 -15.3 0.3 1.2 14.9
Uzbekistan
East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of
Hong Kong, China 5.5 3.0 2.0 6.0 2.4 1.8 0.7 -3.2 0.3 3.0 1.8 23 2.7
Korea, Rep. of 10.5 3.8 1.8 5.0 4.9 4.4 3.8 4.3 6.6 5.4 4.3 5.6 3.0
Mongolia
Taipei,China 131 4.2 1.2 1.9 15 -1.2 0.6 0.2 -0.7 21 0.8 3.9 1.0
South Asia
- Bangladesh 0.4 2.3 0.9 4.5 16.1 130 10.7 T-T 6.0 6.4 3.6 59 02
Bhutan 27.5 0.0 8.1 8.7 7.6 7.4 13.0 3.9 4.0 10.3 M
India 3.5 7.8 0.9 2.3 -0.4 2.6 3.6 8.9 3.7 9.5 10.7 16.4 4.8
Maldives
Nepal 7.8 10.5 8.8 1:2 0.8 i 33 9.7 8.5
Sri Lanka 4.4 8.9 B3 -1.7 -1.8 4.8 9.3 12.0 9.6 7.4 98 16.0 1.6
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam? 2.3 2.3 G 9.3 -2.0 -2.6 4.1 -1.0 12.8 15.8 -0.8 5.0 35
Cambodia -4.6 -23.2 12.4 8.8 53.6 3.8 -5.0 39 -332 821 5.0 45.9 12.5
Indonesia 4.8 1.3 -0.9 7.6 13.0 10.0 4.0 6.6 9.6 3.8 10.4 18, 0.3
Lao PDR
Malaysia 5.9 6.1 1.6 15.7 11.9 8.6 7.6 6.5 5.0 6.6 9.9 39 0.5
Myanmar
Philippines 6.8 5.6 -1.0 -1.6 -4.0 3.6 2.0 2.1 10.6 8.9 0.3 10.9 4.0
Singapore 11.5 11.8 175 5.5 5.6 0.5 2.2 5.2 73 Rl 7.2 3D 11.0
Thailand 6.9 5.2 2.3 2:5 0.7 25 5.7 11.3 2.2 9.8 32 T8 5.0
- Viet Nam 8.4 5.0 6.6 5.4 7.2 7.8 8.2 8.5 8.9 75 7.6 12.3
The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of
~ Kiribati
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru
Palau 16..3 6.8 -12.7 -8.0 11.4 -0.5 -0.9 29 -1.7 6.0 1.0
Papua New Guinea -2.8 -5.4 3.7 i 1.2 -14.0 19.5 1.1 10.7
Samoa
Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste
Tonga
Tuvalu
Vanuatu
Developed Member Economies
Australia 3.4 33 1.7 3.1 3.0 4.2 3.2 2.5 LT [ 2.8 1.8
Japan 33 4.0 4.3 3.0 2.4 2.3 1.9 1.6 0.4 1.5 0.5 3.0 2.2
New Zealand 1.0 4.9 2.1 4.2 1.4 4.9 4.6 4.9 4.1 5.0 4.2 0.2

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Country sources, ADB staff estimates using CEIC data, UN Statistics Division (UN 2011).
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Table 2.20 Growth Rates of Real Gross Domestic Capital Formation

Developing Member Economies

Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
Armenia
Azerbaijan
Georgia
Kazakhstan
Kyrgyz Republic
Pakistan 5,2
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan L. =218
Uzbekistan -

East Asia
China, Pecple's Rep. of
Hong Kong, China 9.7 131
Korea, Rep. of 15.7 8.5
Mongolia
Taipei,China 6.7 5.8

South Asia
Bangladesh 8.3 9.1
Bhutan -5.1
India 16.8 7.6
Maldives
Nepal -
Sri Lanka 5.5 -0.3

Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam?
Cambodia -23.5 394
Indonesia 10.9 13.1
Lao PDR
Malaysia 21.4 20.3
Myanmar 29.2 28.5
Philippines 15.8 3.8
Singapore 172 14.3
Thailand 31.2 143
Viet Nam

The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of
Kiribati
Marshall lslands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru
Palau . 16824
Papua New Guinea 0.6 12.8
Samoa
Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste
Tonga
Tuvalu
Vanuatu

Developed Member Economies
Australia 13.3
Japan T:3 31
New Zealand -8.6 10.2

T RRR TR AR RN

16.3
156
83

7.3
30.2
-2.5

8.7

8.6
12.9
29.2
11.3

11
25.6

11.3
10.1

62.0
36.8

39.2
47

28
03

337

b.8
30.1
-2.9

3.2

6.7
213
8.6
9.3
2.8
24.0
-20.8
2.7
10.8

437
7.0

58 230
129 48
16 19
75 45
21 31
82 1.9
138 -0.9
168 176
140 65
53 131
457 208
38 217
45 108
79 15
104 248
15.7  -04
65 -302
60 135
127 119
285  -40.0
175 114
68 154
60 04
72 137

a Brunel Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Country sources, ADB staff estimates using CEIC data, UN Statistics Division {UN 2011).

=32
80.6

17
27
17.8

9.2
168
218
17.4
141

2.8
-7.9
6.9
6.9
25.9
2.2
51.2
12.8
10.5

27.6
06

2.6
3.9

|
NO .,

0.5
29.9
12.4
-2.5
29.8

3.0
0.4
12.8
112

285
iy

9.4
5.3

8.4
44
05

8.7
24,7
15.3
44
134

1.4
35.1
13

11.3
21.4
~15.1
16.6
-3.6
11.8

7.6
11
4.7

1.3
4.0

81
35
0.7

8.1
5.9
17.2
5.0
&0

265
5.1
1.9
8.4

28.2

-0.5

10.7
1.0

26.8

16,8

10.2
109.2

0.5
79

18
101
31
29.6

4.2

182
16.0
12.4

-2.9
16.9
23.4
381
8.1
6.3

0.8

10.3
—4.4
-6.6

-23.2
2T

0.4
-135
218

6.2
185
138
97
21

-0.3
175
24

-13.8
34.7
-8.7

-19.3

=252

4.3

4.4

-0.6
-17.4
-17.5

58

93
40
155

-3.5

.~10.3.

10.4

383
339
318
10.3
29.0
104




Table2.21 Growth Rates of Real Exports of Goods und Services
(percent)

3, People’s Rep. of
ong Kong, China
R

a .. 44 95 81 04 00 11 35 22 25 40 26 55
[ Japan 72 42 127 -69 75 92 139 70 97 84 16 -239 239
New Zealand 73 23 63 30 78 11 48 02 29 32 -35 48

a3}

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Country sources, ADB staff estimates using CEIC data, UN Statistics Division (UN 2011).
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National Accounts

Table 2.22 Growth Rates of Real Imports of Goods und Services

(percent)
:.‘t‘: . e L =\ \'._:Ll "-..J..-..; L 'A' fl )
Developing Mem
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan o
Armenia 72 6.4 189 26.5 -2.9 143 3.8 13.0 ) -19.2 138
Azerbaljan 17.8 17.3 48.0 16.4 576 339 19.8 20.1 20.1 16.5 0.5 78
Georgia
Kazakhstan -19.9 28.0 -1.5 0.5 -7.8 149 125 12.2 25.8 =11.5 -15.8 09
Kyrgyz Republic - =184 0.4 -138 131 16.0 16.3 6.5 45.0 11.0 136 -194 1.6
Pakistan -3.5 4.0 2.2 3.0 11.2 8.6 405 18.7 -3.5 35 -15.1 4.4
Tajikistan .. -145 111 237 259 165 396 273 1.4 -4.0 -
Turkmenistan v 6.4 22 -09 -304 9.5 104 -572 -1i1 244 0 8.4 —18 4
Uzbekistan
East Asia
China, Peogle's Rep. of i l
Hong Kong, China 114 12.4 16.5 -15 74 114 138 8.0 9.1 9.1 2.3 -9.0 17.3
ﬁ;ﬂea, IRep‘ of 123 225 226 -49 14.4 111 11.7 76 11.3 b 2 Y 44 -8.0 16.9
golia
Taipel,China 5.5 10.1 163 -148 6.2 7.7 17.5 32 4.6 3.0 -3.7 -128 28,2
South Asia
Bangladesh 9.3 48.4 10.2 112 112 7.4 10.6 19.1 18.2 16.0 =21 -2.6 -0.7 |
Bhutan 13.6 10.4 -2.7 71 7.6 375 17.0 129 -0.1 243 329
India 34 281 45 28 123 13.8 22.2 325 21.3 10.2 22.7 -1.8 9.2
Nepal we =181 0.1 8.5 6.9 6‘5 29 8.2 126 26.7
Sii Lanka 0.8 148 -107 10.9 11.2 9.0 2.4 6.9 3.7 4.0 -8.6 13.0
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam? 17.9 159 -6.2 3.2 133 -8.1 -31 10.2 41 13.2 11.0 -0.8 -0.3
Cambodia -251 331 306 9.6 15.3 12,8 19.8 17.3 16.0 121 226 -4.9 16.7
lndong%sa 21.4 209 259 4.2 -4.2 1.6 26.7 178 8.6 9.1 10,0 -15.0 173
Malaysia 263 23.7 24.4 8.2 6.2 4.5 19.6 89 8.1 5.9 ik -12.2 151
Myanmar 48.0 198 -80 110 -175 -158 -165 2.2 424 7.4 31.3 -18.9 57.0
Philippines 10.0 16.0 118 1.2 101 2.6 6.2 33 35 1.7 16 -8.1 225
Singapore 14.5 22.9 200 -5.9 5.8 9.6 229 11.3 111 7.8 9.4 -11.0 16.6
Thailand 23.7 20,0 271 5.5 13.7 8.4 134 9.0 3.3 4.4 89 215 215
Viet Nam W =136 -185 o
The Pacific
Cook Islands i i i 5
Fiji, Rep. of e = 3 ,
HKiribati oy - o ’
Marshall Islands ix " e 1
Micronesia, Fed. States of I - . 3
Nauru . e - -~
Papua New Guinea -16.7 146 4.7 8.3 b B 6.0 13.7 4.7 36 o s i
Samoa 5 3 - it 52
Solomon Islands 5 i 2 5
Timor-Leste “ ;
Tonga g
Tuvalu = 3
Vanuatu e |
Developed Member Economies |
Australia 16.5 121 -1.2 14 13.3 126 123 73 9.1 14,6 -33 53 1|
Japan 81 142 9.2 0.6 09 3.9 8.1 58 4.2 16 0.4 =153 9.8
New Zealand 07 6.8 0.7 4.0 72 BT 125 42 -1.86 10.1 4.4 5.4 j

& Brunei Darussalam |s a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Country sources, ADB staff estimates using CEIC data.
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m
Tible 223 Growth Rates of Agriculture Production Index @
(percent) @)
i
" T
| Developing Member Economies '}';'
: w
5 o
31 ;
; 7.0 i b
| Georgia . .5 7.7 . . . 3 ; .
| Kazakhstan .o 205 -10.0 20.0 0.9 -0. 9 -—2 8 8.6 88 9.7 -8.8 15.3
| Kyrgyz Republic -7.8 4.2 5.1 -7.7 6.3 29 -38 1.0 =20 -2.0 -
| Pakistan 4.5 10.0 2.0 2.0 1.0 3.0 7.8 3.6 1.7 4.3 33 3.2
~ Tajikistan e ~10.6 10.1 13.3, LT 5.6 9.2 -3.5 1.4 0.7 0.7 -21
_ Turkmenistan 1.0 6.7 17.7 -6.2 6.6 10.6 1.6 -2.4 2.4 -1.6 -
Uzhekistan 1.0 2.0 1.0 4.0 1.0 a4 6.0 4.9 - 7.0 0.7
East / J\sia
| Cﬁma, People's Rep. of 8.9 81 31 2.0 49 19 6.4 3.4 25 16 4.8 23
l' -Hong Kong, China -14.0 - 24 2.4 - -4.7 -9.8 135 -9.5 -21.1 -40.0 -16.7
e Karea, Rep. of 13 12 1.0 - -6.0 -1.1 2.2 -1.1 11 1.1 4.2 -
| Mongolia -1.9 6.3 -1.9 208 -71 141 16.4 -7.7 - 8.3 141 22.5
| Taipei,China 37 22 -1.2 4.1 0.1 -4.2 -5.7 0.7 -2.5 -49 -1.8 1
 South Asia ¥
| Bangladesh o 14 4.1 6.3 -2.0 3.0 29 -1.9 115 2.6 5.0 8.0 -3.0 1
| Bhutan | 8.3 55 -17.9 33 = | 12.8 10.4 29.9 39 -2.5 -0.6 -0.7
| India 13 24 -1.0 31 -6.9 10.6 -1.0 49 56 7.0 1.6 -2.4 |
Maldives 6.9 - 2.0 -8.7 -1.1 10.8 9.7 =310 333 -1.9 -2.0 -4.0 |
Nepal 5.6 8.7 5.3 4.0 19 38 4.5 2.6 0.8 -0.8 6.8 3.2 |
] Sri Lanka 8.4 31 2.0 -3.0 2.0 3.0 -39 91 - -0.9 10.3 -0.8 |
| Southeast Asia
Brlmei Darussalam? -13.5 18 15.1 14.1 -6.2 - 151 -16.4 19.6 23.0 -0.7 -
~ Cambodia -3.0 21 2.0 1.0 -5.0 19.8 -5.2 204 8.5 5.2 8.7 4.6
Indonesia 39 88 = 0 2.0 5.9 6.5 6.1 3:3 4.0 3.8 3.7 3.5
lag PDR_ 123 85 19.3 - a5 -3.5 5.4 34 1.7 8.9 9.7 1.4
| Malaysia 1.4 2.4 3.1 5.1 1.9 6.6 5.3 5.9 48 0.8 6.8 -1.4
~ Myanmar -1.6 26 9.9 8.0 4.6 8.0 6.6 9.2 9.9 3.8 -0.6 ~-0.86
_ Philippines 9.6 24 31 4.0 39 19 6.4 1.7 3.4 3.3 48 -
~ Singapore -37.4 -59 639 217 30.1 189 16.8 242 23.0 3.3 -10.2 15.8
| Thailand -6.1 2 42 3.0 1.9 5.7 0.9 -1.8 45 8.7 - 0.8
. Viet Nam 18 5.8 6.4 4.0 7.7 18 5.3 33 4.0 3.9 3.0 1.4
]ilePaeiﬂc ;
_ Cook Islands 5.1 - - -7.8 -160 -241 -150 - - 23.5 — -
= Fiji, Rep. of 3.8 2.9 - -7.8 53 -7.1 6.5 2.0 3.0 -8.7 =11 -4.3
~ Hiribati -17.3 =12 -5.8 1.0 2.0 - 24.0 0.8 - 2.4 -2.3 -
i. Marshall Islands 582 749  -13. '! 2545 1327 -383 - 2.7 3.7 - -
 Micronesia, Fed. States of -1.0 1.0 - - - - 3.0 =
| Nauru 1.1 - - - - - - - -1.0 Tl -
~ Palau ;
- Papua New Guinea - - 31 -2.0 4.0 10 1.9 28 4.6 35 - -
. Samoa -10.0 8.3 34 2.0 2.0 - 29 2.8 -0.9 3.7 -0.2 0.8
Solgmon Islands : - 10.3 2.0 -49 1.0 2.0 8.0 8.3 -2.6 2.6 0.9 0.8
. Timor-Leste = 8.6 0.9 7.4 20 6.8 4.5 -5.7 8.1 28 -4.5 1.9 -
_ Tonga .. - 120 -10 - 40 ~ - - 39 0.9 - =
| Tuvalu -7.6 - - 4,1 2.0 38 2.8 - - 2.7 - -
‘ Vanuatu 30.2 3.1 -5.8 21 -101 5.6 14.9 -0.9 0.9 1.9 -0.9 -0.9
nned Member Economies
. Austfaha 59 9.7 -2.0 52 -16.7 129 -7.3 101 -17.3 3.7 6.0 11
| Japa i ) - -9 - =20 1.0 -4.0 21 1.0 -31 2.1 - 2.1
ﬁ- New?_ealand -3.7 4% | 7.4 3.0 19 4.7 4.5 -1.7 0.9 1.7 - -3.4

runei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

; ources: FAOSTAT Database Online (FAO 2011}, country sources.
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Table 2.24 Growth Rates of Manufacturing Production Index
(percent)

ng Member Economies

Central and West Asia

| Armenia
Kazakhstan 04 163 17.3 151 8.0 8.0 9.2 7.6 81 6.7

Kyrgyz Republic

Pakistan 49 1.5 - 10 137 7.2 189 18.2 9.2 8.7

Tajikistan 02 -16.3 12.0 16.3 225 99 151 105 6.1 9.3

Turkmenistan -0.9 -4.9 13.4 13.3 i six

Uzbekistan -1.7 - 14 1.1 -23 2.7

P P Y Sy T TRy -

g B s
HEE | - S-S

East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of
Hong Kong, China -0.7 0.9 -0.5 4.4 -9.8 -9.2 2.9 2.5 2.2 -1.4 6.7 -8.
Korea, Rep. of 89 12.0 17.2 0.1 81 5.6 10.7 6.4 8.7 T 3.4 -0
Mongolia
Taipei, China -0.7 5.3 7.8 -9.0 8.9 9.6 10.0 37 4.5 8.3 -1.6
South Asia
ﬁw 128 5.8 4.9 6.5 4.8 6.3 i 8.5 10.8 10.1 1.2 7.8 )
India 9.0 141 53 29 6.0 7.4 9.2 91 125 9.0 28 10.9
Maldives 5 ;
| Nepal -1.0 9.3 6.5 35 -6.6 24 2.0 2.0 256 -0.9 -0.9 0.1
Sri Lanka a

3 36
02 167
0 531

Asia

Brunei Darussalam?®
Cambodia 48.8 2.0
Indonesia 13.7 M0 3.6 -4.5 33
Malaysia 156 142 24.9 -6.5 52 10
Myanmar 0.5 7.7
Philippines 10.2 150 160 7.3 89
Singapore 10.0 10.3 153 -116 8.4
Thailand 142 6.2 6.9 2.7 91 1
Viet Nam

33 13 16 56 31 12 44

51 89 22 07 -100 110

o, o, .
T S L T
S
™

139 53 63 121 -79
j 59 -42 -41 298
50 64 81 39 -72 144

. Bwo,
Doist
GE,
T =~O~T
w
in
o
w

The Pacific
Ell,b:ep of 7.3 28 -5.6 13.3 -0.2 -2.1 124 -164 i8 21 -14
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Papua New Guinea
. Samoa® -91 193 28 6.8 28 -4.2 43 - -1.0 -830 -155 -113 242 |
Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste

i Developed Member Economies I
i Australia ar .9 22 21 -1.2 -0.5 19 33 -4.2 b
{ Japan i T 1.4 45 28 -34 220 166 |
! New Zealand -3.8 4 0.5 5.7 0.9 -52 -0.8 21 104 o

wwn
SRV
o
B w
[N
BBO
oo w

{ a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
I b Refers to volume indexes of industrial production.

. Sources: Country sources, Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development website (www.oecd.org).




Money, Finance, and Prices

! J i!f..?l.!n_::umen'-pi-lces edged up in 2010. In 2009, the simple average inflation rate for 43 economies was 4.1% and

 this rose to 4.8% in 2010. Overall, food prices continued to rise faster than those of other consumer items. But
the differences were not usually great, and in several economies, food prices actually rose more slowly than the
;‘all items index. The growth in the money supply was slightly lower in 2010 compared to 2009. Nonperforming
jlnans were at manageable levels for most economies in the region, but by international standards, they were
| gzecepuanally high in Georgia, Kazakhstan, and Pakistan. Most Asian currencies appreciated sharply against
- the United States dollar in 2010 following an equally sharp depreciation in 2009.

1

I
‘! Key Trends

Consumer prices edged up in 2010. The economic

recovery during 2010 has led to higher prices in most
“economies of the region, but the overall increase has
“been quite modest. In 2009, the simple average inflation
m for 43 economies was 4.1%, which rose to 4.8% in
-2010. Inflation rates were up in 30 economies, rising by
4 percentage points or more in 10 economies, including
the People’s Republic of China (PRC) where prices rose
by 3.3% in 2010 compared with almost 1.0% deflation in
2009. Larger increases were recorded in the Lao People’s
Democratic Republic (up by 6 percentage points) and
Myanmar and Georgia (both up by 8 percentage points).

) In 13 economies, inflation was down in 2010.
These included seven Pacific island economies—the
Cook Islands, the Federated States of Micronesia, Papua
Guinea, Samoa, Solomon Islands, Timor-Leste, and
Vanuatu. These economies benefited from appreciation
of their currencies against the United States (US) dollar,
which brought down the prices of some imported goods.
ticularly sharp falls in inflation were recorded by Nepal,
% in 2010 down from 14.3% in 2009; India, 9.0% in
0 down from 12.4% in 2009: and by Pakistan, 11.7%
‘in 2010 down from 20.8% in 2009. In these countries,
vever, inflation rates are still among the highest in the
ion (Figure 3.1).

‘general, food prices continued to rise faster than
of other consumer items but the differences were
sually great; in several economies, food prices
lly rose more slowly than the all items index.
¢ 3.2 compares the price increases for all items and
d components in 2010 for 36 economies in the region.
recent years, food prices have generally been rising
than the overall consumer price index. In 2010, the
weighted average food price inflation for 36 economies
5.7% compared with 4.9% for the all items index.
wever, in nearly half the economies, food prices rose
slowly than other items. The higher average growth

Figure 3.1 Consumer Price Indexes, 2009 and 2010
(annual percentage change)
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Figure 3.2 Price Increases for All items and Food Components, 2010
(annual percentage change)
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Sources: Tables 3.1 and 3.2.

rate for food prices was due to exceptional increases in
just a few countries, notably Georgia where food prices
rose by 22.2%, Nepal (14.9%), Tajikistan (13.4%), and
Pakistan (12.5%).

The 15 countries where food prices rose at a
slower rate than the all items index include Afghanistan,
New Zealand, Samoa, and Solomon Islands where the
differences from the all items index were between 2 and 4

percentage points. In the other 11 economies, food prices
rose more slowly than the all items index by | percentage
point or less. In the countries where food prices rose more
rapidly than the all items index, most of the differences
were only around | percentage point.

Even though food price inflation in 2010 was not
greatly out of line with other price movements, it should
be noted that food price inflation is still high in some of the
larger economies—12.5% in Pakistan and about 9.0% in
Bangladesh, India, and Indonesia. As food absorbs most of
the incomes of the poor, these high rates of food inflation
risk halting or reversing progress toward eliminating
poverty in the region. A recent study! by ADB based
on 25 developing economies in the region suggests that
households with daily per capita consumption of less than
$1.25 at 2005 purchasing power parity spend 60%—70% of
their total budget on food. Therefore, an increase in food
prices will significantly lower consumer purchasing power,
especially among the poor. The study further estimates that
a 10% rise in domestic food prices in developing Asia may
lead to an additional 64 million poor, an increase in the
percentage of poor by 1.9 points.

Growth of the money supply was slightly lower in 2010
compared to the year before. In principle, money supply
here is M2—the total currency in circulation and the value
of deposits held by banks, including transferable, current
accounts, and term deposits—but a few countries have
reported versions of M3, which is a broader measure than
M2 because it includes some less liquid financial assets.
Most governments try to keep the growth of money supply
in line with the growth of nominal gross domestic product
(GDP), i.e., GDP not adjusted for inflation. Higher growth
may cause inflation to accelerate while lower growth
may restrict increases in real GDP. The size of the money
supply is largely determined by the level of government
and private borrowing from banks. Governments influence
the supply through their control of government borrowing
and by setting interest rates.

Figure 3.3 shows the growth of money supply in
2009 over 2008, and in 2010 over 2009. In 2010, the
unweighted average growth rate for 39 economies was
15.7% compared with 16.6% in 2009. Money supply grew
at 30% or more in Georgia, the Lao People’s Democratic
Republic, Mongolia, Uzbekistan, and Viet Nam; and
if growth continues at this level. this could lead to
accelerating price inflation. In the Republic of Fiji, Japan,
and New Zealand, the money supply grew at less than 4%

1 ADB. 2011. Global Food and Price inflation and Developing Asia. Manila,



The simple average of interest rates for the economies
in Figure 3.4 was 6.0% in 2010, virtually unchanged from
the average of 6.1% in 2009. Rate changes from 2009 were
mostly in the range of +/- | percentage point but falls of
2 percentage points occurred in Bangladesh, Indonesia,
Mongolia, Samoa, Tajikistan, and Tonga: while rate
increases of 3 percentage points were observed in Nepal

Figure 3.3 Percentage Growth in Money Supply, 2009 and 2010
(change over previous year)
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ank interest rates were little changed in 2010. In
nciple, the interest rates in Figure 3.4 are the period
rages of the interest rates paid by banks for money

in a time deposit for 12 months. In practice, there
some variation as regards both the period and the
methods of averaging rates, with some countries taking
simple averages of monthly rates and others calculating
weighted averages.

and Papua New Guinea.

Figure 3.4 Interest Rates on Time Deposits of 12 Months,
2009 and 2010 (% per annum, period averages)
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Domestic credit provided by the banking sector is a
significant source of finance in only about a dozen
economies in Asia and the Pacific. Figure 3.5 shows
the domestic credit provided by the banking sector as a
percentage of GDP for 2008 and 2009 for 33 economies.
The top part of Figure 3.5 shows the economies with bank
credit as a significant source of finance, specifically the

Figure 3.5 Domestic Credit Provided by the Banking Sector,
2008 and 2009
(% of GDP)
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developed and high-income countries from Singapore to
Japan. Also included are the PRC, Malaysia, the Maldives,
Thailand, and Viet Nam. In other economies, bank finance
is much less important and both small businesses and
households must rely on their own savings. on informal
lending societies, and on money lenders.

Nonperforming loans are at manageable levels for
most economies in the region but by international
standards they are are exceptionally high in Georgia,
Kazakhstan, and Pakistan. The nonperforming loans
in Table 3.12 usually cover real estate foreclosures and
loans that are 90 days or more past due and still accruing

Figure 3.6 Bank Nonperforming Loans, 2008-2010
(% of total gross loans)
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interest, but the exact definition depends on banking
regulations in each country. For comparison, levels
of nonperforming loans are shown for five countries
of the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and
Development (OECD) that were significantly affected by
the 2008-2009 financial crisis.

In several economies. the global economic crisis
appears to have increased the percentage of loans classified
as nonperforming in 2009 but the percentages had been
reduced by 2010. These include Armenia; Hong Kong,
China; Indonesia; Malaysia; Singapore; and Thailand.
Except in Georgia, Kazakhstan, and Pakistan, the 2010
level of nonperforming loans in the Asian economies in
Figure 3.6 are below those of all five OECD countries at
the bottom of the chart.

~ Most Asian currencies appreciated sharply against the

US dollar after an equally sharp depreciation in 2009.

- InFigure 3.7, bars to the right indicate depreciation against

the dollar, bars to the left indicate that a country’s currency
appreciated against the US dollar.

In 13 of the 43 economies listed in Figure 3.7,
currencies in 2010 continued to fall against the dollar
but the other 30 economies all saw their currencies
appreciating in 2010, often by 5% or more. Among the
13 economies whose currencies depreciated in 2010 were
Viet Nam (9.1%); Pakistan (4.3%); and Armenia, Georgia,
the Kyrgyz Republic, Tajikistan, and Uzbekistan whose
“currencies depreciated by between 3% and 8%. Currencies
of the other six economies depreciated by only 1% or less.

The 30 appreciating economies included several
Pacific island economies whose currencies are pegged
to the Australian and New Zealand dollars. The yuan
continued to appreciate against the dollar—by 0.9% in
2010 compared with 1.7% the year before, while the yen

- gained 6.2% following a gain of 9.5% in 2009. When a
country’s currency appreciates against the dollar, imports
of petroleum and other commodities priced in dollars
become cheaper, but on the downside, its exports to the
US become less competitive.

Figure 3.7 Percentage Change in Dollar
Exchange Rates, 2009 and 2010
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Price levels in Asia and the Pacific are much lower than
those in the US and other developed economies. The
price level index is the ratio between the market exchange
rates and purchasing power parities (PPP). As the PPP
is a conversion rate that equalizes price levels between
currencies, the ratio of the exchange rate to the PPP shows
how much cheaper or more expensive goods and services
are in any given country relative to the reference country
which, in this case, is the US.

In Figure 3.8, the bars for Australia and Japan extend
past the 100 line representing the price level of the US.
Goods and services in these two economies are, on average,
more expensive than in the US; in other words, Australia
and Japan have higher price levels. All other economies
in the region have much lower price levels. In general
the richer economies are near the top of the chart—Hong
Kong, China: the Republic of Korea; and Singapore: as are
some import-dependent island economies of the region.

Data Issues and Comparability

The coverage and content of consumer price indexes (CPIs) are not standardized. In some countries, the CPI covers only prices in urban
areas or in the capital city. In addition, the “market basket” may be based on expenditures of a particular socioeconomic group and not
the population as a whole. Wholesale price indexes are not always based on wholesale prices but on prices at the factory or farm gate.

Money supply for most countries relates to M2, but few countries report M3, which is broader than M2 as it also includes some less

liquid financial assets.

Figure 3.8 Price Level Indexes, 2010
(United States = 100)
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The stock market price indexes are the most widely tracked indexes on the stock exchange.

Data on bank credit and interest rates are taken from the International Monetary Fund's International Financial Statistics (IMF 2011)
and are generally compiled according to IMF guidelines. Exchange rates are also taken from the International Financial Statistics.
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31 Growth Rates of Consumer Price Index®
(percent)
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Table 3.2 Growth Rates of Food Consumer Price Index

{percent)

Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia

Afghanistan
Armenia
Azerbaijan
Georgia
Kazakhstan
Kyrgyz Republic
Pakistan
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan

East Asia

China, People's Rep. of
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mongolia

Taipei,China

South Asia

Bangladesh
Bhutan
India
Maldives
Nepal

Sri Lanka®

Southeast Asia

Brunei Darussalam?
Cambodia®
Indonesia®

Lac PDR

Malaysia

Myanmar
Philippines
Singapore

Thailand

Viet Nam

The Pacific

Cock Islands

Fiji, Rep. of
Kiribatic

Marshall Islands®
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru

Palau

Papua New Guinea
Samoa

Solomon Islands®
Timor-Leste

Tonga

Tuvalu!

Vanuatu®

Developed Member Economies

Australia
Japan
New Zealand
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8.8
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Coverage of food varies by country. Unless otherwise indicated, data refer to the whole country,

Data refer to urban areas only.

Data refer to capital city.

Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

For 1990 and 1995, data refer to CPl for 27 cities: for 20002002, 43 cities; for 2003-2007, 45 cities; and for 2008 onward, 66 cities.
Data prior to 1999 cover Funafuti only.

Sources: Country sources; CEIC data; for Bhutan, the People’s Republic of China, and the Maldives: economy sources.
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f[qh]n 33 Growth Rates of Wholesale/Producer Price Index

(percent)
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Developing Member Economies
cqrtral and West Asia
Armenia w2754 0.8 0.4 25 89 217 7T 0.9 0.6 2.2 71 2286 !
Azerbaijan . 18 -23 161 129 189 1041 17.7 234 194 285 ez
Georgia 5.7 37 6.1 25 4.3 74 108 116 9.8 55 114 i
Kazakhstan . 1398 380 0.3 0.3 93 167 237 184 124 368 -220 252
Kmyz Republic 218 320 9.1 5.3 56 8.8 4.9 153 118 264 120 229
1.3 16.0 1.8 6.2 2 5.6 7.9 6.7 10.2 6.9 16.4 18.2 12.6
Tajliustan w292 952 9.1 15.4 16.5 10.4 427 21.2 20.3 34 272
Uzbekistan .. 609 422 480 299 286 256 240 10.9 77 29.5
East Asia
~ China, People’s Rep, of 41 14.9 28 -1.3 -2.2 23 6.1 49 30 31 6.9 -5.4 55
~ Hong Kong, China 28 02 -16 -27 -03 22 -7.9 22 3.0 56 -1.7 6.0
Korea, Rep, of 4.2 4.7 2.0 -0.4 -0.3 2.2 6.1 21 0.9 1.4 8.6 -0.2 38
Talpei,China -0.6 7.4 1.8 -1.3 0.0 25 7.0 0.6 5.6 6.5 51 -8.7 5.5
l
" g@mnﬂ 85 46 04 -15 0.2 5.3 ar 34 89
India 10.3 8.0 7.2 36 34 5.5 6.5 6.5 4.8 8.1 36 8.1
~ Nepal 1.4 49 38 41 7.3 8.9 9.0 91 128 128
§ri Lanka 222 88 1.7 11.7 10.7 31 125 115 1.7 244 249 -4.2 2.6
So;ttheast Asia
- Brunei Darussalam®
| Cambodia
l' ,ma 10.0 114 125 13.0 44 34 74 153 136 138 258 -0.1 4.9
| Malaysia 0.7 4.7 36 0.2 -0.7 47 6.2 5.9 31 55 102 -7.3 5.6
|| ~ Philippines 58 7.8 5.0 5.0 8.4 11.4 8.4 34 119 -4.2 59
|  Singapore 1.7 01 101 -1.7 -31 2.0 5.2 9.6 5.0 0.3 7.5 -139 4.7
Thailand 38 2.5 1.6 4.0 6.7 9.2 7.0 33 124 -3.8 9.4
| [ Viet Nam 2.2 7.7 45 42 69 218 7.4
| The Pacific
~ Cook Islands
i Fljl Rep. of
_Marshatl Islands
- Micronesia, Fed. States of :
| Nauru ;
| Palau :
~ Papua New Guinea :
‘Samoa ;
‘Solomon Islands ;
Timor-Leste .
Member Economies
6.0 36 7.1 31 0.2 0.5 4.0 6.0 7.9 23 8.3 -5.4 1.9
Japan 1.0 -0.8 0.1 23 -21 -08 1.3 1.6 22 17 4.6 53 -02
New Zealand 36 1.3 52 49 13 0.2 1.9 34 4.6 26 8.6 0.6 23

a For agricultural and industrial products.
b Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Country sources, CEIC data.
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Table 3.4 Growth Rates of GDP Deflator

(percent)
1990 1995 2000 2001 2002 2003
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan 38
Armenia -1.4 441 0.7 4.6
Azerbaijan .. 545.8 12,5 2.5 32 6.0
Georgia 4.7 5.4 b.9 3.4
Kazakhstan . 181.0 17.4 10.1 5.8 11.7
Kyrgyz Republic 42.0 27.2 73 2:0 4.0
Pakistan Bib 13.9 2.7 7.9 25 4.4
Tajikistan .. -96.3 22,7 310 18.8 27.0
Turkmenistan . 706.3 21.2 312 28.5 27:1
Uzbekistan .. 3625 47.1 44.8 45.2 26,5
East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 5.8 3T 2.0 21 0.6 2.6
Hang Kong, China 7B 4.1 -3.6 -1.9 -35 -6.2
Korea, Rep. of 10.4 7.5 1.0 3.9 3.2 3.6
Mongolia 9.0 8.4 6.8 9.8
Taipei,China 3.6 2.3 -0.2 -0.9 -0.4 -0.9
South Asia
Bangladesh 53 7.4 19 1.6 22 4.5
Bhutan 12.0 8.0 3.7 6.6 4.1 3.7
India 10.7 9.1 3.5 3.0 38 3.6
Maldives 1.5 21 -1.3
Nepal 10.9 6.0 4.2 g 3.9 e
Sri Lanka 22.2 8.4 6.7 13.0 82 54
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam? 8.4 2.9 29.0 -5.6 0.4 6.1
Cambaodia 145.6 11.7 -3.1 2.7 0.7 1.8
Indonesia e 9.9 9.6 14.3 5.9 58
Lac PDR 384 20.6 21.8 9.9 11.4 133
Malaysia 3.8 36 4.9 -1.6 34, 33
Myanmar 18.5 19.6 2.5 24.8 415 20.5
Philippines 13.0 7.6 5.7 5.5 4.2 32
Singapore 4.4 2.8 3.6 -2.2 -0.9 -1.5
Thailand 5.8 5.6 1.3 21 0.8 1.3
Viet Nam 42.1 17.0 3.4 1.9 4.0 6.7
The Pacific
Cook Islands 38 0.6 2.2 9.0 1.7 4.9
Fiji, Rep. of 8.1 2.4 i 2.4 5.2
Kiribati 4.7 2 0.3 8.1 4.2 14
Marshall Islands -2.0 11.6 -2.0 -1.0 52 0.2
Micronesia, Fed. States of 5.0 1.4 1.2 1.3 0.0 -0.3
Nauru 1.8 5.6 5.4 5.9 5.6
Palau 2.8 5 O5F -0.7 4.1
Papua New Guinea T4 16.0 3.1 6.8 11.9 6.9
Samoa 12.6 -6.9 2.6 1.4 3.7 1.6
Solomon Islands 875 4.2 8.9 73 9.4 10.1
Timor-LesteP 3.1 3.0 -0.2 0.3 4.7
Tonga 7.8 -3.4 33 2.6 8.8 9.2
Tuvalu 14.5 -2.9 -1.4 2.4
Vanuatu 82 2T 2.2 3.8 1.7 1.2
Developed Member Economies
Australia 9.7 1.2 2.6 4.7 31 2.7
Japan 2.4 -0.5 -1.7 -1.2 -1.5 -1.6
New Zealand 2.5 2.0 3 3T 0.2 2.5
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a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
b GDP estimates beginning 2002 exclude value added of activities of the United Nations.

Sources: Country sources, CEIC data.




Table 3.5 Growth Rates of Money Supply (M2)
(percent)

Devloping Member Economies

Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
~ Armenia
Azerbaijan
Geargia?
_Kazakhstan®
Kyrgyz Republic
~ Pakistan
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan?
Uzbekistan

East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of
_Hong Kong, China
_ Korea, Rep. of
~ Mongolia
Taipei,China

‘South Asia
- Bengladesh
~ Bhutan

~ India®

~ Maldives
__ Nepal

~ Srilanka

| Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam®
Cambodia
_ Indonesia
~ LaoPDR
 Malaysia®
~ Myanmar
~ Philippines®
_ Singapore
~ Thailand
~ Viet Nam

The Pacific

~ Cook Islands

_ Fiji, Rep. of

__ Miribati

~ Marshall Islands

| Micronesia, Fed. States of
_ Naury

- Palau

~ Papua New Guinea?
~ Samoa_

~ Solomen Islands?
__ Timor-Leste

_ Tonga

Developed Member Economies

| Australia®
| Japan
New Zealandd

40.6

14.4

34.2
224
253
10.8
11.0

16.9

105
15.1
186
18.6
19.1

8.2
240.9
41.8
7.8
41.4
18.4
20.0
26.7
53.1

21.9
24.3

64.3
24.0

109.0
78.2
138

4480

151.9

32.3
14.6
233
32.9

9.4

16.0
36.0
13.6
15.4
16.1
19.2

6.7
44.3
28.0
16.4
149
40.5
25.2

85
17.0
22.6

47

10.7
218

99
17.0
115

5
3.2

145

386
86.7
39.2

1450

12.1
12.1
57.1
94.6
371

12.3

43
-12.1
21.4
45.1
11.3
11.7
67.8
16.7
54.3

16.6
7.6
14.1
7.8
15.2
136

=Tl
20.4
14.3
201
2.9
44.8
6.9
5.9
4.2
25,5

14.4
34

=

9.6
6.1
-95
185.5
26.6

5.6
8.5

3.3
11.4

186

29.7

13.
28,

1
5

14.7

21
4

13.

=1
31.

6

4
4

a
2

27.0
6.

9

34.2

9,
=i

2
17

3.
9

7

-14.
I

18,

6
3
6

5

2

b.

73
10.

0

5
8

315

10,4
29.6
22.8
27.0
335
175
45.1
33.4
27.1

19.6
8.4
3.0

49.6
5.8

156
0.2
16.7
17.2

9.8
15.3

o

[y | e
e 0rO0Oman
WORPMPDN~NE WO

©
w0

251

6.9
4.4
141
23.8
40.9
13.4
0.8
136

5.9

136
47.8

14.9
9.3
6.3

204

7.4

13.8
19.9
12.1
314
12.8
19.6

27.0
30.0

8.2
928
12.3
34,5
10.0

6.2

5.8
295

16.5
51
7.0

346
6.6

16.7
11.9
17.0
10.6

8.3
19.1

6.8
16.1
16.3
8.2
83
241
9.8
6.2
6.1
29.7

5.2
15.0
14

29.5
191

461

18.3
12.1

116

< O oo
ohio©

55.5
32.9
86.8
39.7
78.1
51.6
145

279.0
10.7
36.8

16.7
15.4
12.5
34.8

8.3

19.3
32.9
217
18.9
1566
17.8

-3.9
38.2
14.9
30.1
13.0
221
19.4

8.2
33.6

224
10.8

2.9
389
10.4
26.4

31.0
47.8
71.4
49.7
259
23.3
19.7
771
96.4
46.1

16.7
20.8
10.8
56.3

0.9

17
12.2
21.4
241
13.8
16.6

4.6
62.9
19.3
38.7

9.5

10.7
13.4

6.3
46.1

-5.8
10.4

11.9

27.8
11.0
217
43.9
14.0

16.1
163

0.8
8.2

35.9

9.2
44,0

6.9
35.4

126

-8.4
~7.6
32.4

178
2.6
12.0
-5.5
7.0

17.6
15.4
19.3
218
25.3

8.5

21.6

48
14.9
18.3
11.9

15.4
12.0

9.2
203

4.0
-6.9

42

4.2
58
8.0

341
8.3

13.2

;mow©
—~ 0o

39.3
25.1
0.3

8.2

195

17.9
14.8
34.8
40.1
43.8

276

53
9.9
26.9
5.7

19.2
39.8
16.8
12.4
27.3
18.6

-16.8
36.8
13.0
31.2

9.2
T
11.3
6.8
29.0

19.1

9.1
16.8
39.3
-1.9

0.5
138

2.0
1.0

226
118
24.3
34.8
14.1
211
15.1
126

34.6

22.4
251
15.9
16.5
14.1
15.8

9.4
20.0
15.4
391

10.7

8.6
10.9
33.3

a Refers to M3.

b Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

¢ Data for 2001 is not comparable with those of the other years since it was calculated using the pre-2001 monetary survey concept.

Source:  Country sources.
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Table 3.6 Money Supply (M2)

(percent of GDP)
1990 1995 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan 216.8 11.4 12.6 14.9 17.4 22.4 23.7 314 37.6
Armenia Taf 14.7 13.4 15.6 14.4 15.0 16.3 18.3 228 18.3 25.9
Azerbaijan 12:2 16.6 12.9 13.0 14.3 TTAd 14.7 18.4 20.8 212 23.8
Georgia® 4.8 10.1 11.1 T 125 15.5 16.6 19.5 23.7 22,6 259
Kazakhstan? 11.4 15.3 17.7 20.3 241 28.1 27.2 36.0 36.0 39.0 44.0
Kyrgyz Republic 174 11.3 114 14.6 1.5 20.5 294 28.4 30.3 25.8 28.4
Pakistan 40.1 43.6 38.6 30.2 43.3 48.5 48.3 49.3 48.1 50.6 45.2 41.8
Tajikistan 20.7 8.2 9.6 8.7 8.9 74 6.6 19.2 24.8 16.4 19.0
Turkmenistan? 18.8 19.4 16.1 13.0 13.2 12.3 10.2 9.4 15.0 1.7 10.1
Uzbekistan i 12.2 12.4 10.6 10.3 12.2 461, 15.2 16.3 18.0 18.5
East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 819 9992 1357 1444 1537 1629 1589 1601 1598 151.8 1513 178.0
Hong Kong, China 2020 2046 2770 2732 2754 3088 3225 3167 3426 378.0 3738 4070
Korea, Rep. of 76.1 905 117.3 1174 1210 1171 1155 1181 1265 1306 1389 147.1
Mongolia 53.8 185 254 28.7 38.0 42.4 39.4 41.0 38.1 48.4 34.6 43.7
Teipei,China 140.0 176.0 1855 1988 1945 2003 2024 2088 2107 2017 220.8 236.1
South Asia
Bangladesh 22.2 2T 315 34.4 36.1 379 39.0 40.9 43.5 44.8 45.6 48.2
Bhutan 20.6 aail 50.8 47.2 52,5 47.1 531 52.3 60.7 55.9 58.0 70.8
Indiad 46.7 50.3 62.5 65.7 70.0 72.8 69.4 73.7 77.1 80.6 859 85.5
Maldives 31.2 411 33.0 37.8 381 44,9 53.7 48.8 51.4 52.9 61.1
Nepal 28.4 344 45.7 48.6 48.8 50.0 51.7 51.0 53.1 54.3 60.7 63.8
Sri Lanka 28.6 34.5 37.6 38.3 38.0 39.4 41.1 a1.7 41.0 39.2 345 37.4
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam?® 70.8 1209 93.6 89.7 84.8 87.7 95.6 85.7 g AT 74.1 81.6 88.6
Cambodia 10.3 7.7 13.0 14.1 17.2 18.0 20.2 185 23.3 323 283 30T
Indonesia 39.5 49,1 53.2 51.3 48.5 47.5 45.0 43.4 41.4 41.8 38.3 38.2
Lao PDR 7.2 13.5 17.4 18.2 19.4 19.2 19.9 18.7 19.6 24.8 25.8 321
Malaysia? 96.8 1222 1286 1338 1316 132.1 1310 1288 1324 1297 1255 1498
Myanmar 28.8 30.7 32.7 34.1 289 211 24.1 22.1
Philippines 27.6 39.6 39.7 43.2 43.8 42.1 41.2 40.8 45.1 45.4 46.8 48.5
Singapore 87.9 826 1051 1151 1114 1165 1087 1053 1136 1113 1244 1392
Thailand 70.0 79.1 1022 1021 987 1193 1151 1118 1093 1069 1085 1174
Viet Nam 274 23.0 585 58.1 61.4 67.0 74.4 82.3 94,7 117.9 1092 128.2
The Pacific
Cook Islands 479 34,2 42,0 42.3 41.6 41.7 44.7 44.0 48.2 42.4 41.2 69.0
Fiji, Rep. of 50.9 55.0 42.4 39.0 385 45,4 46.6 49.4 56.1 60.7 54.5 60.2
Kiribati
Marshall Islands 64.2 61.6 G67.5 70.0 70.6 68.9 68.1 71.8 73.7 78.7
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru
Palau
Papua New Guinea? 35.1 29.7 312 32,0 30.1 25.8 29.1 33.6 417 47.8 46.3 53,7
Samoa 46.8 339 38.2 37.0 38.0 40.4 39.1 42.3 43.8 42.3 448 49.2
Solomon Islands? 29.8 30.5 37 29.0 29.0 30.6 312 40.5 43.4 44.3 381 39.9
Timor-Leste® 6.3 13.9 15.4 20,7 21.3 235 30.6 40.1 43.4 48.3
Tonga 26.5 253 283 34.9 334 338 37.9 39.8 38.6 42,7 427 42,7
Tuvalu
Vanuatu 1041 1115 87.3 91.8 92.6 87.5 0.7 95.8 91.3 94.8 95.4 95.4
Developed Member Economies i
Australia® 52.9 T 65.1 66.2 65.6 70.3 71.9 73.2 74.6 79.7 87.3 93.7
Japan 1140 1129 1292 1349 1391 2099 2082 2076 2044 2027 2088 2282
New Zealand® 70.5 81.8 88.0 91.0 97.9 97.3 98.2 1002 1119 1120 1163 116.0

a Refers to M3.
Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
¢ GDP estimates refer to non-oil GDR. Before 2002, estimates include the value-added activities of United Nations activities.

=

Source:  Country sources.




Table 3.7 Interest Rate on Suvings Deposits
{percent per annum, period averages)

Money and Finance

i A 1990 1995 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
Armenia
Azerbaijan
Georgia v
Kazakhstan
Kyrgyz Republic
Pakistan 6.94 7.58 5.90 4,98 30T 1.40 0.94 1.71 1.92 241 4.99 5.48 5.02
Tajikistan 5.28 6.62 3.67 3.63 2,22 2.18 3.36 3.26 3.83
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan
East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 2.58 318 0.99 0.99 0.74 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.76 0.66 0.36 0.36
Hong Kong, China 5.90 4.20 4.50 2.20 0.14 0.03 0.02 0.97 2.50 2,10 0.14 0.01 0.01
Korea, Rep. of 5.00 3.00 7.08 5.46 4.71 4.15 3.75 3.57 4.36 5.01 5.67 3.23 3.18
Mongolia 3.00 27.30 7.20 5,40 5.90 6.80 7.60 7.80 8.00 8.10 2.40 2,60 3.20
Taipei,China 4,25 3.50 3.50 3.04 1.53 0.63 0.55 0.55 0.55 0.55 0.54 0.24 0.24
South Asia
Bangladesh 9.50 5.36 5.81 5.24 4,60 411 4.24 4,19 5.24 5.20 5.20 511 4.88
Bhutan 5.00 5.00 6.00 6.00 5.50 5.00 4.50 4,50 4.50 4.50 4.75 4.75 5.00
India 5.00 4,50 4,00 4.00 4,00 3.50 3.50 3.50 3.50 3.50 3.50 3.50 3.50
Maldives 3.25 5.50 5.50 5.50 4.00 3.50 2.25 2.25 295 2.25 2.13 2.10 210
Nepal 9.00 7.00 5.25 5.00 4.38 4.25 3.50 3.38 3.50 3.50 4,25 4.75 7.00
Sri Lanka 14,00 12.00 8.40 8.40 6.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 5,00 5.00
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam? 1.13 1.00 0.87 195
Cambodia 7.25 6.13 3.00 2.41 219 2.13 2.08 1.83 1.90 2.05 1.21 1.15
Indenesia 15.00 8.86 9.19 8.96 5.14 4,47 4.32 4,75 3.48 3.33 3.00 3.92
Lao PDR
Malaysia 3.43 3.70 2.72 2.28 242 1.86 1.58 1.41 1.48 1.44 1.40 0.87 0.90
Myanmar
Philippines 10.90 8.00 7.40 7.50 4.20 4.20 4,26 3.80 3.50 2.20 222 2.10 1.60
Singapore 3.83 2.72 1.28 0.77 0.44 0.24 0.23 0.30 0.25 0.25 0.22 0.15 0.13
Thailand 11.00 5.00 2.50 1.5 1.50 0.75 0.75 1.88 2.50 075 0.75 0.50 0.50
Viet Nam . : 2.40 0.20 0.20 2.40 2.40 2.40 3.00 3.00 3.06 3.68 2.85 3.00
The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fili, Rep. of
Kiribati .
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Mauru
Palau
Papua New Guinea HZ5 4.00 3.88 3.88 2.38 2.13 1.88 1.80 1.00 0.80 1.60 2.20 1.00
Samoa 5.90 3.00 3.00 3.00 2.75 2.75 2.75 2.75 5.83 6.62 5.50 3.31 231
Solomen Islands g
Timor-Leste 0.20 0.75 0.79 0.75 0.65 0.74 0.75 0.75 0.75
Tonga 6.25 4.30 3.24 3.13 3.13 3.15 3.22 328 3.21 3.20 3,22 1.84 1.53
Tuvalu .
Vanuatu
Developed Member Economies
Australia 510 5.40 5.60 6.05 7.20 3.20 4.45
Japan 0.91 0.09 0.05 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.06 0.21 0.21 0.06 0.04
LNewZeaiand s

a Brunei Darussalam is & regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Country sources, CEIC data.
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Table 3.8 Interest Rate on Time Deposits of 12 Months

{percent per annum, periad averages)

reams R

Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia

Afghanistan
Armenia?
Azerbaijan
Georgia
Kazakhstan®
Kyrgyz Republict
Pakistan 9.38
Tajikistan® v
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan
East Asia .
China, People's Rep. of 9.80
Hong Kong, China 8.20
Korea, Rep. of 10.00
Mongolia 4.00
Taipei,China 9.50
South Asia
Bangladesh 12.13
Bhutan® 8.00
India 9.00
Maldives?
Nepal 11.50
Sri Lanka 16.00

Southeast Asia

Brunei Darussalam’

Cambodia
Indonesia 18.563
Lao PDR
Malaysia T:2%
Myanmar
Philippiness 19,70
Singapore 5.48
Thailand 13.75
Viet Nam

The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of
Kiribati
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru
Palau
Papua New Guinea 10.50
Samoa 9,20
Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste
Tonga™
Tuvalu
Vanuatu

Developed Member Economies

Australia 14.45
Japan'
New Zealand® 11.50

45.40
10.93

10.98
6.30
8.10

56.85
7.00

6:31
9.00
12,50
6.00
8.00
16.00

16.08
6.89

10,70

4.01
10.62
12,00

813
7.50

5.40
7.10

1.16
8.00

21.86
10.40

8.00
28.07
860

225
5.40
7.94
13.80
4.98

8.97
9.50
7,10
6.50
6,88
15.00

7.20
1217

424

10.50
2.42
3.50
6.24

9.38
7,35

5.95
5.90

0.24
6.49

17.72
8.80
6.79

26.58
8.96

225
2.50
579
13.20
3.76

8.92
9.50
7.10
6.50
6.13
13.00

8.33
15.48

4.00

10.80
1.53
2.88
6.84

.63
7.30

5.93
435

0.13
4.60

11.94
9.40

9.49
17.65
6.18
14.84

2.00
0.74
4.95
13:20
247

8.50
9.00
5.75
5.50
528
10.00

7.20
15.08
4.00
9.20
132

2.00
7.80

5.88
6.38

5.97
435

0.07
5.58

003

783

8.54

9.87
13.06
2.70
18.24

1.98
0.12
4.25
14.00
1.47

8.81
6.75
5.00
525
5.00
7.00

1.69
7.00
10.39

3.70

8.00
0.70
1.00
7.20

000

6.38

1.26
5.97

3.55
0.05
5.22

'5.29
8,53
10.68
9.58

2.84
17.81

2.05
0.26
3.87
14.10
1.43

8.20
6.00
4.98
4.50
4.25
8.00

1.62
6.60
7.07

3.70

8.18
0.72
1.00
7,56

9.00
6.38

1.8
6.25

4.75
0.04
6.28

2:25
1.73
3.72
12.60
L7

831
6.50
5:32
4.50
3.63
9.00

1.63
6.83
10.95

3.70

6.00
0.86
3.00
8.40

1.30
6.38

1.28
6.30

4.55
0.03
6.82

2.36
3.02
4.50
13.50
2,10

10.32
8.50
8.55
4.50
3.63

11.00

1.14
6,40
11.63

3.73

5.01
0.88
4.50
8.40

1.80
481

1.98
747

5.40
0.16
7.23

7.29
12,10

10,53
8.91
6.90

17.81

3.29
2.80
5.17
13.40
2.40

10.70
6.50
8.63
4.50
3.63

15.00

7.05
824

3.70

3.10
0.83
2,32
8.80

130
6.44

1.28
7.08

5.90
0.38
8.36

9.51
1291
11,57

8.79

8.51
18.45

3.80
1.00
5.87
13.60
2.50

10.86
6.50
8.25
4,10
4,25

15.00

7.65
10.43
3.50
3.96
0.70

1.88
13.46

0.80
6.05
1.33
6.92

7.60

0.41
4.81

9.91
12.19
10,68
10.75

8.59
19.36

2.25
0.30
3.48
12.90
0.82

10.93
6.50
6.75
4.50
6.10
9.50

6.52
9.55
250
2.50
0.53

0.83
10.37

2.10
481

5.90

3.65
0.26
4.24

870

8.80
10.96

9.80
11.50
8.25,
17.78

2.33.
0.20
3.86
10.70
1.03

6.60
5.91
4.50
9.00
8.50

6.59.
7.88
1280
2.07
0.45

1.55
11.50

4.80
270

133
4,17

6.00

0.10
4.63

For time deposits of ovar 12 months.

For fixed deposits of 1 year to less than 3 years.

— Tra h@O o O T

Soeurces: Country sources, CEIC data.

Figures are derived simple averages of monthly rates for time deposits of 6 months.

From 1996, data refer to interest rates of commercial banks in national currency for 6-12 months.
Figures are derived simple averages of monthly rates for time deposits of 6 months to 1 vear.

Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member,
Refers to rates charged on interest-bearing deposits with maturities of aver 1 year.
Beginning 1996, figures refer to weighted averages.
Refers to time deposits from 12 months to less than 2 years. It is computed as the arithmetic average of the monthly figures.
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Toble 3.9 Lending Interest Rute
(percent per annum, period averages)

1990 1995 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

W NI :
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia

Afghanistan .o 1797 1814 1492 15.00 15.69
Armenia .. 11186 3157 26.69 2114 2083 1863 1798 1653 1752 17.056 1876 19.20
Azerbaijan .. 1966 1971 17.37 1546 1572 17.03 17.86 1913 19.76 20.03 20.70
Georgia .. 3275 2725 31.83 3227 3123 2163 1875 2041 2124 2552 2421
Kazakhstan
Kyrgyz Republic ... 5190 3733 2481 1943 2927 26,60 2320 2532 19.86 23.03 3154
Pakistan
Tajikistan . 2559 2105 1420 1657 2032 23.27 2437 2287 2370 2291 2414
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan
East Asia
China, People's Rep. of 9.36 12.06 5.85 5.85 531 5.31 5.58 5.58 6.12 7.47 Bl 231 5.81
Hong Kong, China 10.00 8.75 9.50 5.13 5.00 5.00 5.00 7.5 7.75 6.75 5.00 5.00 5.00
Korea, Rep. of 10.00 9.00 8.55 7.71 B.77 6.24 5.90 5.59 5.99 6.55 e g 5.65 561
Mongolia .. 13437 3695 3735 3552 3191 3147 3057 2693 2183 2058 2167 2007
Taipei,China@ 10.05 7.67 7.71 7.38 7.10 3.43 3.62 3.85 4,12 4,31 421 2.56 2.68
South Asia
Bangladesh 16.00 14.00 1550 1583 16.00 16.00 1475 1400 1533 1600 16.38 1460 13.00
Bhutan 15.00 16.00 16.00 1575 1525 15.00 415.00 1400 14.00 14.00
India 16,50 1546 1229 1208 1192 1146 1092 1075 1119 13.02 13.31 1219 T
Maldives. .. 1300 13.00 1354 1400 13.00 13.00 13.00 1300 1300 13.00 10.38
Nepal 14.42 9.46 T.67 8.50 8.13 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00
Sri lanka 13.00 1804 1616 19.39 13.17 10.34 9.47 1076 1285 1708 1889 1567 10.22
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam® 5.50 550 5.50 5.50 5.50 5,50 5.50 5.50 B5.50 5.60 5.50
Cambodia, .. 1870 17.34 1650 16.23 1847 1762 1733 1640 1618 16.01 15.81
Indonesia 20,83 1885 1846 1855 1895 1694 1412 1405 1598 1386 1360 1450 13.25
Lao PDR .. 2567 32.00 2617 29.33 3050 2925 2683 3000 2850 24.00
Malaysia 8.79 8.73 7.67 7.13 6.53 6.30 6.05 5.95 6.49 6.41 6.08 5.08 5.02
~ Myanmar 800 1650 1525 15.00 1500 1500 15.00 1500 16.08 17.00 17.00 17.00 17.00
~ Philippines 24,12 1468 1091 1240 9.14 9.47 10.08 10.18 9.78 8.69 8.75 8.57 7.67
Singapore 7.36 6.37 5.83 5.65 5.35 5.31 5.30 5.30 5.31 533 5.38 538 5.38
Thailand . 14,42  13.25 7.83 7.25 6.88 5.94 5.50 5.79 735 7.05 7.04 5.96 5.94
Viet Nam .. 1055 9.42 9.06 9.48 9.72 1103 1118 11.18 1578 10.07 13.14
The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fili, Rep. of 11.86 11.06 8,40 8.34 8.05 7.60 7.7 56.78 7.35 9.01 T7.97 7.85 7.49
Kiribati
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of .. 1500 1533 1533 1528 1500 1538 1638 1562 14.03 1438 1538 15.13
Nauru
Palau
Papua New Guinea 1552 1344 1754 1621 13.89 1336 1325 11.47 1057 9.78 9.20 1009 1045
Samoa | . 1145 1128 11.23 1143 1172 1265 1266 1208 10.72
Solomon Islands 18.00 16.17 1458 1455 1462 1470 1429 1442 13.92 1412 1444 1526 1443
Timor-Leste .. 1666 1554 1665 1655 1505 1311 1117 11.03
Tonga 1350 1047 1134 1134 1140 1134 1459 1138 1197 1216 1246 1247 1154
Tuvalu
Vanuatu 17.33  10.50 9.85 8.81 7.41 5.80 7.61 7.47 8.25 8.16 529 5.50
Developed Member Economies
Australia | . 17.90 10.70 9.27 8.66 8.16 8.41 8.85 9.06 9.41 8.20 8.91 6.02 7.28
Japan 6.27 361 2,07 1.97 1.86 1.82 1.77 1.68 1.66 1.88 1.91 1.72 1.60
New Zealand 1526  11.31 9.26 9.00 8.84 8.82 9.42 1048 1104 1173 1221 1039 1015

a Refers to base lending rates but figures before 2003 are prime lending rates.
b Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member,

Sources: International Financial Statistics CD-ROM (IMF 201.1); for Taipei,China: economy sources.
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Table 3.10 Yield on Short-Term Treasury Billsc

(percent)

1990

Develbping Member Economies

Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
Armenia
Azerbaijan
Georgia
Kazakhstan
Kyrgyz Republic
Pakistan?
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan

East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of¢
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of?
Mongolia
Taipel,China 6.530

South Asia
Bangladesh
Bhutan
India®
Maldivesk
Nepal 7.930
Sri Lanka 14.083

Southeast Asia

Brunei Darussalamé

Cambodia

Indonesia

Lao PDR"
Malaysia 6.116
Myanmar
Philippines 23672
Singapore 3.285
Thailand
Viet Nam'

The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of 4,396
Kiribati
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
MNauru
Palau
Papua New Guinea! 11.396
Samoa
Solomon Islands 11.000
Timor-Leste -
Tonga
Tuvalu
Vanuatu

Déveloped Member Economies

i

Australiak 14,543
Japan 5.042
New Zealand 13.780

1995

37.810
48.980

34,903
12.486

5.550
14.054

4990

12.660

9.900
16.805

20.456
5.504

11.761
1114

3.150

17,403

12,500

7.726
0.374
8.824

2000

24,403
16,733

6,550

32.259
8.375

2,601
5.690
7.078

8.950

5.300
14.016

29.937
2861

9.913
2913

5.417
2623

16.996
7.050

6.178
0.230
6.392

2001

20.591
16.510
29.928

5.280
19.078
10.710

2.521
1.690
5.318

6.820

5.000
17.568

22.702
2,792

9.734
1.662

5.490
1507

12.355
8,228

4.899
0.033
5.562

2002

14.750
14.119
43.419
5.200
10.154
6.078

2.152
1,550
4.805

3.300

6.320

3.800
12.471

21.406
2.732

5.494
0.813

1921
5.918

1.659

10.928
5.866

4.747
0.005
SHE

2003

11.912
7.998
44,263
5.860
7.208
1.865

2.618
-0.080
4,306

2.879

4630

3.850
8.092

24.874
2.788

5.870
0.647

1.354
5.827

1,061

18,686

5.847

4.896
0.003
5213

2004

5.271
4.622
19.159
3.280
4.944
2.489

2.793
0.070
3.788
10.393
3.380

4,910

2.400
7.714

20,368
2.396

7.320
0.963

1.303
5.692

1.561

8.853
£.000

5.478
0.003
5.849

2005

4,050
7515

3.280
4.401
7.181

1.858
3.650
3.649
13.730
2.862

5.680

2.200
9.027

18.614
2.484

6.130
2.063

2.673
6.127

1,938

3.808
4533

5.644
0.003
6.524

2006

4,865
10.038

3.280
4.752
8.540

2.536
3.290
4.476
6.725
2.663

6.640

1.980
10.984

18.337
3.227

5,290
2.858

4.656
4.728

7.450

4010
3.409

5.988
0.419
7.047

2007

6.089
10.639

7.010
4901
8.989

512
1.960
5.161
6.820
3.449

7.100
5.500
3.590
16.603

18.360
3.434

3.380
2.354

3.479
4.153

4.484

4.667
3.169

6.668
0.553
7.548

2008

7.688
10.478

7.000
13.163
11.367

4.033
0.050
5.488

4.296

7.100
6.000
4.720
18.914

12.481
3.390

5.165
0.910

3.189
12.130

0.253

6.193

3.201

6.973
0.357
7.007

2009

9.420
3.307
5.980
7.000
10.566
12.519

1.586
0.070
2.628

1.706

3.570
5.998
6.350
12.934

2.053

4.163
0.336
1.240

8,038 .

6.068

7.077
3.999

3.434
0121
2.827

. 4.681

'2'910“_]

10.586
1.829
9.554
7.000
4.588

12.547

2.641
.0.280
2.672

2,663

5.040
4,902

2,584
3515

0.335
1.442

3.450

4,637
3,713

0.130

2.775j

Refers to 91-day certificates of deposit.
Figures are for fiscal year ending March.
Refers to rate on 28-day treasury bills.

et Sige RO OO0 oo

Refers to rate on 182-day treasury bills,
k Refers to 90-day bank-accepted bills.

Refers to 3-month treasury bills unless otherwise indicated.
Refers to weighted average vield on B-month treasury securities.
Refers 1o 3-month treasury bonds trading rate.

Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
Refers to weighted average auction rate for 6-month treasury bills.
Refers to average monthly vield on 360-day treasury bills sold at auction.

Sources: [nternational Financial Statistics CD-ROM [IMF 2011); for Australia, the People's Republic of China, and the Republic of Korea: OECD Statistics Online
{OECD 2011); for India and Taipei,China: economy sources.



Money and Finance

Tuble 3.1) Domestic Credit Provided by Banking Sector
(percent of GDP)

. Amenia 91
‘Azerbajjan 125

. Georga as B4 ; 191 217 316 329 332
 Fazakhstan 95 123 116 131 148 210 247 325 410 542 548
 Kyreyz Republic .. 257 122 100 116 116 84 94 116 140
| Palistan 509 510 416 381 372 378 430 465 455 484 532 484
 Tajikistan .. 177 243 211 140 165 164 153 275

Turkmenistan 1. 269 18.6
| Uzbekistan i
 East Asia

~ China, People's Rep. of
~ Hong Kong, China

| Horea, Rep, of 57.2 53.6 79.5
~ Mongolia 7.6

~ Talpei,China ..

385 458 379 350 345 379 398 466 545 554 557 596
312 -437 3816 481 -437 -311 252 075 -300 -17.0 -24.0

35.¢4 29,2 28.2 241 28.1 242 24.4 22,1 233 225 225 39.1
0.0 10.2 20.5 29.5 30.4 32.0 30.5 357 427 45.0 45.1 46.7
23.8 24.7 26.5 40.7 38.6 35.4 27.6 29.4 31.3 314 354 31.6
oy . 236 16 =318 137 87 2897 255 -184
30.0 31.4 38.8 422 42.6 42.3 37.0 489 45.9 50.5 46.8 44,1

308 337 345 364 4.7 416 422 433 412 41 492 574
696 796 930 945 1008 1047 1094 1137 1190 1359 1437 1436

2692 2871 3089 2994 2992 3073 3035 3128 305.0 2943 2954 3205
79.2 911 1105 1183 1114 1145 1190 1282 1389 1415 153.3 154.2

3 Brunel Darussalam is a ragional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

urces: World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011), International Financial Statistics CD-ROM (IMF 201.1),
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Table 3.12 Bank Nonperfoming Loans
(percent of tofal gross loans)

Developing Member Economies
Ceniral and West Asia

Afghanistan
Armeniadb 17.5 24.4 9.9 5.4 21 1.9 2.5 2.4 4.4
Azerbaijan 28.0 915
Georgia® 11.6 7.9 2.4 2.0 38 25 2.6 12.8 i
Kazakhstan® 5.1
Kyrgyz Republic
Pakistan 195 23.4 21.8 17.0 116 83 6.9 7.6 105
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan

Uzhekistan

East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 224 29.8 26.0 20.4 13.2 8.6 7.1 6.2 24
Hong Kong, China® 7.3 6.5 5.0 3.9 2.3 1.4 i 0.8 12
Korea, Rep. of 8.9 3.4 24 2.6 1.9 1.2 0.8 0.7 Gl
Mongolia .
Taipei,China 53 7.5 6.1 4.3 2.8 22 24 1.8 285

South Asia 2
Bangladesh 349 31.5 28.1 224, 175 132 12.8 14.5 11.2
Bhutan gx
Indiaf 12.8 11.4 10.4 8.8 7.2 52 33 25 2.8
Maldives
MNepal
Sri Lanka 15.3 153

Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalamé
Cambodia
Indonesia 34.4 a1'e 24,0 6.8 4.5 7.6 6.1 41 32
Lao PDR wr . .
Malaysiah 15.4 17.8 15.9 13.9 11.7 9.4 8.5 6.5 48
Myanmar
- Philippines ' 24,0 20 26.5 16.1 14.4 10.0 7.5 5.8 45
Singaporek 3.4 8.0 7.7 6.7 5.0 38 2.8 1.5 b
Thailand 177 115 15.7 13.5 11.9 9.1 8.1 7.9 5
Viet Nam

The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of
Kiribati
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru
Palau
Papua New Guinea
Samoa
Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste
Tonga
Tuvalu
Vanuatu

Developed Member Economies
Australia
Japan!
New Zealand

03 0.2 0.2 2 0.2 0.8
52 2.9 1.8 5 1.4 16

el

5 0.6 0.
=] 8.4 7

Loans classified as loss, which are fully provisioned against, are held off-balance sheet.

Includes loans that are overdue less than 90 days.

Not a member of the Commonwealth of Independent States, but included here for reasons of geography and similarities in economic structure.

Loans classified as doubtful of the fifth category plus loan losses.

Loans classified as substandard, doubtful, and loss; not necessarily linked to a 90-day criterion.

Unless otherwise indicated, date refer to the end of the fiscal year, i.e., March of the indicated calendar year.

Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Loans with principal and/or interest past over 180 days; credit card debt and bankers' acceptances past over 90 days; loans secured by cash and cash substi i

365 days.

i Thirty days for loans payable in lump sum or payabie in quarterly, semi-annual, er annual installments; 80 days for loans payable in monthly installments; as soor
are past due for loans payable in daily, weekly, or semi-monthly instaliments.

] Interbank loans are excluded.

k Other characteristics may be considered beyond the 90-day past-due criterion to classify a loan as nenperforming,

| For nine major banks only. Unless otherwise indicated, data refer to the end of the fiscal year, i.e., March of the next calendar year.

T Th@ o O o W©

Sources: World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011); International Monetary Fund Global Financial Stability Report 2011 (IMF 2014); for Taipei,Ch
economy Sources.




Table 3.13 Growth Rates of Stock Market Price Index
(percent)

TR
Developing Member E
_Central and West Asia
~Afghanistan
~ Armenia
Azerbaijan
. Georgia
 Kazakhstan
 Kyrgyz Republic
Pakistan
- Tajikistan
- Turkmenistan
~ Uzbekistan
East Asia
~ China, People’s Rep. of
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
| Mongolia
 Taipel,China

South Asia

~ Bangladesh
- Bhuten

~ India
Maldives
. Nepal

~ Sri Lanka

Southeast Asia

_ Brunei Darussalam@
- Cambodia
~ Indonesia
~ LaoPDR.
Malaysia

Myanmar
Philippines
| Singapore

- Thailand
~ Viet Nam
 The Pacific
~ Cook Islands
Fifi, Rep. of
| Kiribati
Marshall Islands
| Micronesia, Fed. States of
1 Nauru

~ Palau
| Papua New Guinea

Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste

lapan
New Zealand

conomies

63 289 421

-0.5 37.3.

i =55 26.5
-18.7 -4.8 -8.7

T T
251 128 122
358 74 112

310 -103

91
218 69 214
193 109 -52

3.6 -5.5 5.0
-18.7

-7.6 0.7 9
-16.5 -13.7 116
-12.0 5.4 2.3

2.3
-21.6
-21.7

59.9

17.6

245

8.4

7.9
24,0

356

-19.3
-11.4
50.0

479

196
168
322
6.5
179

6.4
285.4

56.3

116
112
048
5.0
20.8
875

348

-2.9
-18.0
10.0

76,9

6.0
-10.2

12

2.3

183
226

418

13.8
0.9
157
48

31.6
-21.1

195

41
6.2
11.0

53.0

-0.0
25.7
22,6

16.9

67.6

444

13.7

35.7

56.4
208
418
281

315
59.4

17.8

16.3
21.8
27.4

473

221
111
285

10
23.4

26
518

468

35.0
6.4
151.7
16.2

4.2
83

525

21.3
135
20.2

35.5

41.4
17.7
26.3

110

-12.8

55.0
278

15.7

326
5.8
106.0
15.9

41
95.6

36.1

19:2

28.2
9.8

211

161.1
37.3
26.7

24.4

54,3
396
3h.5

14.0

53.4
37.0

199.9
339
6.6
95.5

15.4

20.7
2.3
15.4

15

B77
o8
106
175
26.0

-4.0
331

148

56
~12.4
317
-23.5

-10.3
522

19.8

-21.0
-28.6
-21.3

320

-10.2
-13.8
~7.0

80

6.9

6.4
217

6.8

By
59

120
_15.4
103

-16.1
-26.9
-12.3

23

3.4
19.3
236
231

114.4

298
204

1131

53.9
271
27.4

45.6
122

26.2

10.8
2.0
9.7 J

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it i not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Intemational Financial Statistics CD-ROM (IMF 2014); for Taipei,China: economy sources.
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Table 3.14 Stock Market Capitalization
(USS million)

SRR 1990 1995 = 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia

Afghanistan
Armenia 2 10 27 18 43 60 . 105 176 141 28
Azerbaijan
Georgia 24 89 105 203 206 355 668 1389 327 733 1060
Kazakhstan 1342 1204 1341 2425 3941 10521 43683 41378 31075 | 57655 60742
Kyrgyz Republic 4 4 7. 21 34 42 93 121 94 72 79
Pakistan 2850 9286 6581 4944 10200 16579 28002 45937 45518 70262 23491 33239 38169
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan 32 28 31 14 4 37 715
East Asia
China, People's Rep. of .. 42055 580991 523952 463080 681204 639765 780763 2426326 6226305 2793613 5007646 4762837
Hong Kong, China 83400 303705 623398 506073 463085 551237 665248 6934856 895249 1162566 1328837 915825 1079640
Korea, Rep. of 11100 181955 171587 220046 249639 329616 428649 718180 835188 1123633 494631 836462 1089217
Mongolia 27 37 37 32 42 25 46 113 612 407 430 1093
Taipei,China 99736 192944 262335 303181 263048 373910 418562 486021 595641 655481 371435 635457 752407
South Asia i
Bangladesh 321 1338 1186 1145 1193 1622 3317 3035 3610 6793 6671 7068 47000
Bhutan
India 38600 127199 148064 110396 131011 279093 387851 553074 818879 1819101 645478 1179235 1615860
Maldives
Nepal 244 790 494 417 483 853 1344 1805 4909 4894 5485 4843
Sri Lanka 917 1998 1074 1332 1681 2711 3657 5720 7769 7553 4326 8133 19924
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam?
Cambodia ..
Indonesia 8080 66585 26834 23006 29991 54659 73251 81428 138886 211693 98761 178191 360388
Lac PDR .
Malaysia 48600 222729 116935 120007 123872 168376 190011 181236 235356 325663 187066 255952 410534
Myanmar
Philippines 5930 58930 25857 41523 39021 23565 28948 40153 68382 103224 52101 80132 157321
Singapore 34300 148004 152827 117338 101900 229328 277004 316658 276329 353489 180021 310766 370091
Thailand 23900 144507 29489 36349 46173 121233 116695 124864 141093 196046 102594 138185 277732
Viet Nam . 154 248 461 9093 19542 9589 21199 20385
The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of 67 244 121 373 433 539 587 . 637 522 568 1607 1404
Kiribati
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru
Palau
Papua New Guinea 1520 1423 2339 2942 3166 8632 11959 10211 12213 9742
Samoa
Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste
Tonga
Tuvalu
Vanuatu
Developed Member Economies ? I
Australia 109000 245218 372794 375131 378846 585475 776403 804074 1095858 1298429 675619 1258456 1454547
Japan 2920000 3667292 3157222 2251814 2126075 3040665 3678262 4736513 4726269 4453475 3220485 3377892 4099391
[L- New Zealand 8840 31950 18866 17779 21745 33052 43731 43409 44940 47454 24166 67061 36295

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as & developing member.

Sources: S&P Global Stock Markets Factbook 2011 (Standard and Poor's 2011); World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2041); for Taipei,China:
£CoNomy SOUrces.
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Table 3.15 Stock Market Capitalization S
(percent of GDP) i
Developing Member Economies o
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
Armenia 01 0.4 1.0 0.5 0.9 0.9 11 1.8 1.6 0.3
Azerbaijan a —
Georgia 0.8 2.8 31 5.1 4.0 5.5 8.6 3.7 2.6 6.8 9.4,
Kazakhstan -3 5.4 5.4 7.9 9.1 18.4 53.9 395 233 50.0 41.3
Kyrgyz Republic 0.3 63 ob 186 1.5 1.7 3.3 32 1.8 15 1.7
Pakistan T 153 8.9 7.8 14.7 211 322 44.7 383 51.8 16.7 22.4 233
Tejikistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.1 0.0 03 42
East Asia . :
China, Pecple’s Rep. of 5.8 485 39.5 31.9 415 331 346 894 1782 61.8 1005 81.0
Hong Kong, China 1085 2106 368.6 3038 2827 3476 40L0 3901 4714 5614 617.0 4376 4810
Korea, Rep. of 421 343 322 43.6 43.3 51.2 59.4  85.0 87.8 107.1 53.1 1003 1074
Mongolia, 22 3.4 2.0 2.9 29 1.4 2.0 33 14.5 122 9.4 18.0 :
Taipei,China 60.5 702 804 1032 87.4 1203 1231 1332 1583 166.7 92.8 1686 1749 g 3
South Asia
Bangladesh 1.1 35 2.6 2:5 25 g4 5.9 53 6.0 9.9 8.4 7.9 47.3
Bhutan
India 122 381 346 2438 282 512 59.1 72.0 939 1642 53.2 93.1 1011
Maldives
Nepal b5 14.4 8.8 6.9 7.6 11.7 16.5 19.9 47.7 38.8 43.8
Sri Lanka 11.4 15:3 6.6 8.3 9.8 14.4 177 234 275 233 10.6 193  40.2
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam®
Cambodia
Indonesia 7.4 329 16.3 14.3 153 233 285 285 381 49.0 19.4 33.0 51.0
Lao PDR
Malaysia 1104 250.7 1247 1293 122.8 1528 1523 1314 1503 1744 840 1327 1726
Myanmar
Philippines 13.4 79.5 32.0 544 480 281 31.7 39.0 56.0 69.1 29.9 47.6 78.8
Singapore 9341 1700 1620 1338 1124 239.0 2458 2525 190.1 199.3 951 1695 166.2
Thailand 28.0 84.2 24.0 315 364 850 723 70.8 68.1 79.4 37.6 52.4 87.1
Viet Nam 0.4 0.5 0.9 14.9 I7:5 10.5 21.8 19.2
The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fijl, Rep. of 3.4 145 7.3 20.2 18.7 19.7 19.5 20.5 15.3 15.9 56.9 45.5
Kiribati |
Marshall Islands |
Micronesia, Fed. States of |
Nauru
Palau
Papua New Guinea 496  46.7 63.0 70.4 651 120.0 18386 1276 1515 1025
Samoa
- Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste
Tonga
Tuvalu
Vanuaty
Developed Member Economies
Australia 34,7 62.2 96.9 102.3 919 1122 1220 1137 1453 1421 679 1285 1234
Japan 95.5 69.7 67.6 55.0 54.3 719 79.9 1040 1083 1017 66.0 67.1 75.1
New Zealand 199 515 353 3358 35.4 401 434 384 414 354 185 57.1

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: S&P Global Stock Markets Factbook 2011 [Standard and Poor's 2011); World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011); ADB staff estimates;
for Taipei,China: economy sources,




Exchange Rates

Table 3.16 Official Exchange Rate
(local currency units per USS, period averages)

y : ; 1990 1995 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 20‘@"
Developing Member Econamies
Central and West Asia

Afghanistan 448,19 36.57 47.36 47.50 47.26 48.78 47.85 48.49 49.93 49.96 50.25 50.23 4645
Armenia ; 405,81 53953 555.08 573.35 57876 53345 45769 416.04 34208 30597 36328 37366
Azerbaijan 0.88 0.89 0.83 0.97 0.98 0.98 0.95 0.89 0.86 0.82 0.80 0.80
Georgia 1.98 2.07 2.20 2.15 1.92 181 1.78 1.67 1.49 1.67 1.78
Kazakhstan 0.52 60,95 142,13 14674 15328 14958 136.04 13288 126,09 12255 12030 14750 14736
Kyreyz Republic 10.82 47.70 48.38 46.94  43.65 42.65 41.01 40.15 37.32 36.57 4290 4596
Pakistan 21,71 31.64 53.65 61.93 59.72 57.75 58.26 59.51 60.27 60.74 70.41 8171 8519
Tajikistan 0.12 2.08 2.37 2.76 3.06 2.97 3.12 3.30 3.44 3.43 4.14 438
Turkmenistan 5.90 0.02 1.04 1.04 1.04 1.04 1.04 1.04 1.04 1.04 2.29 2.85 2.85
Uzhekistan 0.00 2978 23661 690.75 75431 96879 101443 110610 121560 126083 131417 146560 158750
East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 4.78 835 8.28 8.28 8.28 8.28 8.28 8.19 7.97 7.61 6.95 6.83 6.77
Hong Kong, China 7.79 7.74 7.79 7.80 7.80 7.79 7.79 7.78 707 7.80 7.79 w5
Korea, Rep. of 70776 77127 1130.96 129099 1251.09 1191.61 114532 102412 95479 92926 1102.05 127693 1156.06
Mongolia .. 44861 107667 1097.70 111031 114654 118530 120525 1179.70 117040 116580 1437.80 1357.06
Talpel China 26.89 26.48 31.23 33.80 34.58 34.42 33.42 3217 32.53 32.84 3152 3310 3165
South Asia
Bangladesh 34.57 40.28 52.14 55.81 57.89 58.15 59.51 64.33 68.93 68.87 68.60 69.04 69.65
Bhutan 17.51 32.43 44,94 47.19 48,61 46.58 45.32 4410 45.31 41.35 43.51 48.41 45.73
India 17.50 3243 44.94 47.19 48.61 46.58 45,32 44.10 45.31 41.35 43.51 4841 4573
Maldives 9.55 11,77 1177 12.24 12.80 12.80 12.80 12.80 12.80 12.80 12.80 12.80 12.80
Nepal 29.37 51.89 71.09 74.95 77.88 76.14 7367 7137 72,78 66.42 69.76 77.55 7345
Sri Lanka 40.06 51.25 77.01 89.38 95.66 96.52 10119 10050 103.91 11062 10833 11495 11307
Southeast Asia 3
Brunei Darussalam? 181 1.42 1.72 1.79 1.79 1.74 1.69 1.66 1.59 1.51 1.42 145 136
Cambodia 426,25 2450.83 3840.75 3916.33 3912.08 397333 401625 409250 410325 4056.17 4054.17 413933 418492
Indenesia 1842.81 224861 8421.78 10260.90 9311.19 8577.13 893885 970474 9159.32 9141.00 9698.96 10389.80 9090.43
Lao PDR? T07.75  804.69 7887.64 895458 100566.30 10569.00 10585.40 10655.20 10159.90 9603.16 874422 8516.05 8258.77
Malaysia 2.70 2.50 3.80 3.80 3.80 3.80 3.80 3.79 3.67 3.44 3.34 3.52 322
Myanmar 6.28 5.61 6.43 6.68 6.57 6.08 5.75 5.76 5.78 5.56 5.39 5,52 5.58
Philippines 24.31 2571 4419  50.99 51.60 54.20 56.04 55.09 51.31 46.15 44.32 47.68 4511
Singapore 1.81 1.42 1.72 1.79 1.79 1.74 1.69 1.66 1.59 1.51 1.41 145 136
Thailand 25.59 2492 40.11 44.43 42.96 41.48 40,22 40.22 37.88 34.52 3331 34,29 31.69
Viet Nam 5482.80 11038.30 14167.70 14725.20 15279.50 15509,60 15746.00 15858.90 15994.30 16105.10 16302.30 17065.10 18621.00
The Pacific
Cook Islands 1.68 1.52 2.20 2.38 2.16 1.72 151 1.42 1.54 1.36 1.42 1.60 1.39
Fiji, Rep. of 1.48 1.41 2.13 2.28 219 1.80 1.73 1.69 173 161 1.59 1.96 192
Kiribati 1.28 1.35 172 1.93 1.84 1.54 1.36 131 1.33 1.20 119 1.28 1.09
Marshall Islands® 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Micronesia, Fed. States of® 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Nauru 1.28 1.35 1,72 1.93 1.84 1.54 1.36 131 1.33 1.20 119 1.28 1.09
Palaut 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Papua New Guinea 0.96 1.28 2.78 3.39 3.90 3.56 3.22 3.10 3.06 2.97 2.70 2.76 2,12
Samoa 231 247 3.29 3.48 3.38 2.97 2,78 2,71 2.78 2.62 2.64 203, 2.48
Solomon Islands 2.53 341 5.09 5.28 6.75 751 7.48 7.53 7.61 7.65 575 8.06 8.06
Timor-Leste® 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Tonga 1.28 1.27 1.76 212 2.20 2.15 1.97 1.94 2.03 1.97 1.94 2.03 191
Tuvalu 1.28 1.35 172 1.93 184 1.54 1.36 131 1.33 1.20 119 128 108
Vanuatu 117.06 112,11 13764 14531 13920 12219 11479 10925 11064 10244 10133 106.74 96.91
Developed Member Economies
Australia 1.28 1.35 1.72 1.93 1.84 1.54 1.36 132 133 1.20 1.19 1.28 1.09
Japan® 144,79 9406 10777 121453 42539 11593 10849 11022 11630 11775 103.36 93.57 87.78
New Zealand 1.68 152 2.20 2.38 2.16 1.72 1.51 142 1.54 1.36 1.42 1.60 1.39

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member,

b A floating exchange rate policy was adopted in September 1995 that allowed commercial banks to set their own rates and, hence, figures for 1996 onward are simple
averages of midpoint rates reported daily.

¢ Unit of currency is the US dollar.

d Figures beginning 1993 are not comparable to those prior to 1993 due to change in appropriation standard.

Sources: International Financial Statistics CD-ROM (IMF 2011); for Palau, Turkmenistan, and Uzbekistan: UN National Accounts Main Aggregates Database (UN 2011);
for Taipei,China and Viet Nam (2010): economy sources.




Table 3.17 Purchasing Power Parity Conversion Factor
(local currency units per USS, period averages)

Exchange Rates

Developing Member Economies

Central and West Asia
_Afghanistan
Armenia
Azerbaijan
Georgia
Kazakhstan
Kyrgyz Republic
Pakistan
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan

East Asia
China, People's Rep. of
Heng Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mongolia
Taipei,China?

South Asia
Bangladesh
Bhutan
India
Maldives
Nepal
Sri Lanka

Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam?
Cambodia
Indonesia
Lao PDR
Malaysia
Myanmar
Philippines
Singapore
Thailand
Viet Nam

The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of
HKirbati
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru
Palau
Papua New Guinea
Samoa
Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste
Tonga
Tuvalu
Vanuatu

Developed Member Economies

Australia
Japan
New Zealand

2000

164.89
0.27
0.62

36.46
9.99
16.19
0.33

91.28

3.32
7.49
746.21
271.86
22,63

21.28
14.06
13.20

8.78
19.37
2471

0.74
1232.69
2801.14
2151.53

1.68

18.83
1.22
16.00
4018.45

198
0.67

0.80

1.05
1.59
2.70
0.50
0.99

60.15
131

154.75
1.44

2001

167.73
0.27
0.64
39.27
10.48
17.08

0.41

129.5.9‘)

3.32
7.18
757.83
282.53
21.99

21.14
14.37
13.29

8.64
19.59
27.47

0.68
1237.22
3130.61
2284.85

1.62

19.59

i Wl 7 4
15.97
4005.93

1.30
071

0.78

1.09
1.59
2.74
0.49
0.99

61.08
133

149.46
1.47

2002

13.67
168.95
Q.27
0.66
40.88
10.53
17.22
0.49

185.48

3.28
6.82
769.77
292.32
21.48

21.47
14.89
13.58

8.55
21.51
30.22

0.67
1226.16
3262.19
2487.69

1.64

20.14
1.14
15.84
4097.16

1.32
0.73

0.79

1.21
1.60
3.03
0.48
1.06

61,15
1.34

143.77
1.47

" 2003

13.89
173.00
0.28
0.67
44.72
10.72
17.60
0.62

230.93

3.30
6.27
794.24
314.23
20.89

21.97
15.49
13,76

8.34
21.70
31.11

0.70
1221.87
3368.60
2818.21

1.66

20.46
111
15.71
4278.88

1.39
0.72

0.77

1.25
1.61
3.01
0.49
1.13

60.59
1.35

139.69
1.50

2004

14.42
178.80
0.30
0.71
50.50
10.95
18.44
0.70

258.92

3.43
5.88
795.78
358.02
20.32

22.27
15.34
14.55

8.30
21.98
32,91

0.79
1245.50
3555.84
3024.95

171

2111
1.12
15.76
4501.25

138
0.67

0.76

1.19
1.67
3.14
0.48
1.15

50.84
1.37

134.37
1.51

2005

15,13
178,58
0.33
0.74
57.61
11.35
19.10
0.74

304.12

3.45
5.69
788.92
417.22
19.34

22.64
15.74
14.67

8.13
22.65
3517

0.90
1278.55
3934.26
2088.38

1.73

21.75
1.08
15.93
4712.69

1.43
0.66

0.75

1.34
1.63
3.20
0.47
1.20

58.13
1.39

129.55
1.54

2006

15.01
180.94
0.36
0.78
67.82
12,03
20.44
0.87

357.86

3.47
5.49
T74.75
497.49
18.64

23.06
15.98
1512

8.15
23.47
37.90

0.96
1295.61
4347.11
3289.45

1.74

22.16
1.06
16.24
4895.89

1.44
0.64

0.74

1.42
1.68
3.23
0.47
1.37

59.02
1.41

124.62
1.49

2007

18.30
182.43
0.42
0.82
15,75
13.36
21.27
1.07

429.04

3.61
5.47
768.27
540.31
17.92

23.81
16.11
15.46

8.47
24.45
41,79

0.94
1334.35
4676.29
3399.23

1.77

22.06
1.09
16.26
5123.70

1.43
0.65

0.73

1.41
173
3.64
0.52
1.38

50.78
1.43

120.16
1.50

2008

21.65
193.53
0.50
0.88
89.65
15.98
24.20
1.34

503.45

3.80
5.43
785.72
647.37
16.98

25.35
16.47
16.14

9.32
25.52
47.57

1.03
1465.81
5410.10
3606.51

1.91

23.20
1.08
16.52
6124.00

1.45
0.66

0.75

1.48
1.78
71
0.56
1.43

61.88
1.48

116.85
1.49

2002

18.13
194.51
0.41
0.86
93.00
16.17
28.78
150

602.52

3.75
5.39
804.72
643.70
16.96

26.76
17.34
17.20
11.13
28.35
49.80

0.80
1526.77
5813.60
3548.18

1.77

23.57
1.05
16.71
6434.27

1.44
0.69

0.80

1.42
1.79
3.97
0.61
1.40

63.83
1.45

114.70
1.50

20102

21.48
21291
0.44
0.92
109.68
17.46
31.92

3,83
533
827.96
764.35
16.54

28.23

18.85

9.53
32.98
53.09

0.83
1487.75
6217.97
3699.58

1.84

24.41
1.06

17.16
7136.74

0.66
0.80
155
181
453

1.43

1.52
112.03

a ADB staff estimates.

b Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member, Data from 2008 onward are ADB staff estimates.

Sources: World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011), country sources, CEIC data, and US Bureau of Economic Analysis,




Exchange Rates

Table 3.18 Price Level Indexes
{PPPs to official exchange rates, period averages, United States = 100)

2000 2001 2002 - 2004 2007

Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan 28.91 28,49 30.15 30.57 30.06 36.63 43.08 36.09 4523
Armenia 30.58 30.22 29.47 29.89 33.52 39.02 43.49 53.33 63.25 53.54 5698
Azerbaijan 29.68 28.59 27.79 28.55 30.05 35.10 40.04 48.77 60.29 50.83 = 5480
Georgia 31.21 30.65 30.16 31.25 36.87 40,71 43.55 49.23 59.22 51.30 51.83
Kazakhstan 25.65 26.76 26.67 29.90 37.12 43.35 53.78 61.81 74.52 63.05 = 7443
Kyrgyz Republic 20,94 21,67 22,42 24.55 25.68 27.68 29.96 35.80 43.69 37.68 37.99
Pakistan 30.17 27.58 28.83 30.48 31.66 32.10 33.91 35.02 34.37 35.22 3747
Tajikistan 15.69 17.49 17.82 20.15 23.66 23.88 26.30 31.15 39.06 36.31
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan 38.58 18.76 24.59 23.76 25.52 27.49 29.44 34,03 3831 41,11
East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 40.14 40.07 39.66 39.83 41,42 42,07 43,46 47.39 54,73 54.83 58.08
Hong Kong, China 96.11 92.12 87.51 80.51 75.51 73.13 70.71 70.07 69,73 69.55 68.60
Korea, Rep. of 65.98 58,70 61.53 66.65 69.48 77.03 81.14 82.68 71.30 63.02 71.62
Mongolia 25.25 25,74 26.33 27.41 30.21 34,62 42,17 46,16 5553 4477 56.32
Taipei,China 72.48 65.06 62.13 60.69 60.81 60.13 57.28 54,57 53.87 51.25 52,27
South Asia 3
Bangladesh 40.82 37.88 37.09 37.78 37.41 35.20 33.46 34.57 36.95 38.76 40.54
Bhutan 31.28 30.46 30.63 33.26 33.85 35.69 35.26 38.95 37.85 35.82
India 29.36 28.17 27.93 29,55 3z:d4. 33.26 33.37 37.38 37.10 35.53 41.21
Maldives 74.57 70.55 66.81 65.12 64.85 63.54 63.69 66.14 72.81 86.93 74.46
Nepal 27.25 26.14 27.62 28.50 29.83 31.74 32.26 36.81 36.59 36.55. 45,08
Sri Lanka 32.09 30.73 31.59 32.23 32.53 35.00 36.48 37.78 43.91 43.33 46.95
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam? 42,71 37.93 37.49 40.02 46.49 54,26 60.58 62.33 72.88 54.87 61.06
Cambodia 32.10 31.59 31.34 30.75 31.01 31.24 31.58 32.90 36.16 36.88 35,55
Indonesia 33.26 30.51 35.04 39.27 39.78 40.54 47,46 51.16 55.78 55.95 68.40
Lac PDR 27.28 25.52 24,74 26.66 28.58 28.05 32.38 35.40 41.24 41.66 44,80
Malaysia 4427 42.60 43.23 43.71 45,06 45,79 47.56 51.50 57.24 50.11 56.99
Myanmar
Philippines 42.61 38.42 39.04 37.75 37.67 39.49 4318 47.81 52.33 49,44 54.12
Singapore 70.58 65.33 63.65 63.53 66.34 64.80 66.82 72:53 76.27 72.16 77.54
Thailand 39.88 35.94 36.87 37.87 39.17 39.61 42.87 47,11 49.60 48.72 54.15
Viet Nam 28.36 27.20 26.81 27.59 28.59 29.72 30.61 31.81 37.57 37.70 3833
The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of 60.23 56.92 60.24 73.38 79.81 84.55 82.92 88.78 90.79 73.49
WKiribati 38.91 36.71 39.54 46.69 49.28 50.58 48.39 54,32 55,71 53.68 60.71
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of 80.44 79.45 78.51 77.34 76.07 74.83 73.58 73.08 74,93 80.19 80.15
Nauru
| Palau
i Papua New Guinea 37.63 32.30 31.05 35.06 36.95 43.07 46,52 47.48 55.00 51.48 56.84
i Samoa 48.39 4573 47.45 54.00 59.99 60.07 60.32 66.29 67.34 65.68 72.85
i Solomon Islands 53.10 51.93 44.86 40.15 41.96 42.50 42.47 47.60 47.84 49.30 56.13
Timor-Leste 50.09 49.05 48.28 49,49 47.99 46.91 4747 51.81 56.11 61.15
Tonga 56.13 46.61 48.25 52,78 58.52 62.01 67.66 69.96 73.47 68.67 7528
Tuvalu
Vanuatu 43,70 42,04 43.93 49.59 53.53 53.21 5335 58.35 61.07 59.80
Developed Member Economies
Australia 76.05 68.75 72.61 87.39 100.39 106.02 106.14 119.39 124.06 113.27 139.21
Japan 143.60 122.98 114.66 120.49 124.20 117.54 107.15 102.05 113.05 122.58 127.63
New Zealand 65.60 51.83 67.94 86.99 100.33 108.08 96.47 110.56 104,78 93.79
a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Source: ADB staff estimates.




Globalization

Merchandise exports from Asia and the Pacific now go mainly (54%) to economies within the region. The year
2010 saw a dramatic turnaround in Asia’s exports. The 18% fall in the dollar value of all the region’s exports
in 2009 was replaced by 30% growth in 2010. Migrants’ remittances are a vital source of income for many
countries. On a per capita basis, remittances were over $700 in Samoa and Tonga, over $250 in Armenia and
Tajikistan, and over $200 in the Philippines. International tourist arrivals in most popular destinations were
up sharply after the 2009 downturn, showing a positive growth of 13% in 2010. Foreign direct investment is

recovering in the region after a fall observed in 2009.

Key Trends

Merchandise exports from Asia and the Pacific now
go mainly to economies within the region. Over the
last 2 decades, exports to Europe and North America
have fallen from 48% of the total to just 33%. Higher
economic growth in Asia means that markets for imports
are growing more rapidly within Asia than in the rest of
the world. In addition, intraregional trade is growing with
increasing specialization in the manufacture of parts and
components, presumably boosted by the proliferation of
preferential trade agreements. Finally, since 1990, major
exporters like Japan and the Republic of Korea have set
up factories in Europe and North America, and goods
that were once exported from Asia to these markets are
now produced in Europe and the United States by Asian-
owned factories.

Asia and the Pacific will continue to be an important
destination for Asian exports, as long as the economies in
the region grow faster than the rest of the world.

Figure 4.1a Destination of Merchandise Exports
from Asia and the Pacific, 1990 (%)
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Source: Table 4.13.

Figure 4.1b Destination of Merchandise Exports
from Asia and the Pacific, 2010 (%)
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The vear 2010 saw a dramatic turnaround in Asia’s
exports. The sharp fall in merchandise exports in 2009
reversed into strong growth in 2010, In Figure 4.2, bars
to the left indicate a decline in exports, and bars to the right
indicate increases. Economies are listed in declining order
of value of exports in 2010.

The top bar in Figure 4.2 shows that the 18% fall in the
dollar value of all exports of the region in 2009 was replaced
by 30% growth in 2010. Virtually all economies in the
region experienced a turnaround. Among the major gainers
were India with a recorded growth of 40%; Australia, 38%;
Indonesia, 35%; Japan, 33%; and the People’s Republic of
China (PRC), 31%. Most of these economies had seen their
merchandise exports contract by 15% or more a year earlier.




Figure 4.2 Annual Percentage Growth of Merchandise Exports
2009 and 2010
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Migrants’ remittances are vital to the economy of
many countries. Migrant workers” remittances consist
of earnings of persons who work abroad for only a few
months in a year; transfers of capital when people change
their country of residence; and money sent back to home
countries by migrants working abroad for several years at
a time. The last of these is by far the largest component
and, for simplicity, all three kinds of transfers are referred
to here as migrants’ remittances.

Figure 4.3 shows workers’ remittances per head.
This is a measure of how dependent the population in each
country is on remittances from family members working
abroad. To avoid distortion, Tonga and Samoa are omitted
from Figure 4.3 where per capita remittances over the three
years 2008 to 2010 average $967 and $745, respectively.

Five of the top eight places in Figure 4.3 are countries
of Central and West Asia—Armenia, Georgia, the Kyrgyz
Republic, Tajikistan, and Azerbaijan. The Central and
West Asian countries are now heavily dependent on money
remitted by workers in the Russian Federation. Of the five
most populous countries, Bangladesh is most dependent
on migrants’ remittances, which were $70 per person in
2010. Pakistan is the next most dependent ($52), followed
by India ($44), the PRC ($37), and Indonesia ($30).

Figure 4.3 Workers' Remittances per Head, 2008-2010
{average in US dollars)
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Figure 4.4a shows the dramatic rise in remittances
to Central and West Asia starting a few years after the
breakup of the Soviet Union. The figure also shows the
drastic fall in 2009 followed by a modest recovery in 2010.
This is in sharp contrast to Figure 4.4b, which shows a
muted response to the 2009 crisis in the case of South
and Southeast Asian countries. Migrant workers from
these countries are often engaged on long-term contracts
and need proof that they have jobs before they can enter
North America and Western Europe. Migrant work
appears to be less formal and more loosely regulated in
the countries of Central and West Asia. Migrant workers
can be laid off on shoert notice and soon return home in
times of economic crisis.

Figure 4.4a Workers' Remittances per Head:
Central and West Asian Economies (US dollars)
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Figure 4.4b Workers' Remittances per Head:
South and Southeast Asian Economies (US dollars}
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International tourist arrivals in most popular
destinations were up sharply after the 2009 downturn.
International tourist arrivals witnessed a robust recovery
and grew by 13% in 2010 as against a fall of 1% in 2009
for 24 economies in Asia and the Pacific for which data
are available for 2010. Figure 4.5 shows international
tourist arrivals for the eight most popular destinations
among developing economies in the region. International
tourist arrivals in these destinations grew by 11% in
2010 as against a fall of 1% in 2009. In 2003, the dip
coincided with the SARS epidemic and the Bali nightclub
bombing. The 2009 global crisis resulted in negative
growth in international tourist arrivals in the PRC; Hong
Kong, China; India; Singapore; and Thailand. The same
was observed in the next five most popular destinations
as a whole, but the crisis seems not to have discouraged
tourists from going to Indonesia, the Republic of Korea,
and Malaysia. Arrivals recovered well in 2010 in all the
major destinations, registering a growth of more than 8%
except for Malaysia, which grew by 4%. Particularly high
growths were seen in Japan (27%); Singapore (22%); and
Hong Kong, China (19%).

Table 4.25 shows that international arrivals for
Asia and the Pacific as a whole grew on average about
7% per year between 2000 and 2010. However, the table
also shows that relatively few countries currently benefit
significantly from international tourism. During the period
2008-2010, the 10 most popular destinations accounted
for 83% of all tourist arrivals.

-

Figure 4.5 International Tourist Arrivals
{thousands)
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In 2010, tourism receipts per international arrival
in India were twice those in the Republic of Korea
and three times higher than in the PRC. Malaysia’s
receipts per tourist arrival at $725 are lowest for the
seven economies in Figure 4.6, which shows the foreign
exchange earnings per international arrival for the seven
top economies.

In current US dollar terms, receipts per international

especially in India and Hong Kong, China but these are
not adjusted for inflation.

Figure 4.6 Tourism Receipts per International Arrival
(US dallars)
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Foreign direct investment: Some recovery compared
to 2009. Foreign direct investment (FDI) is a financial
investment made abroad with the purpose of acquiring
significant influence or outright control over a foreign
enterprise. It may involve establishing a new company
abroad or investing in an existing enterprise. FDI is
important because besides creating jobs, it usually
involves the transfer of technology and managerial skills
from more developed to less developed economies. FDI is
profit-motivated, undertaken to carn returns that may not be
available in the home country. The favored targets for FDI
are economies that are growing rapidly, have large markets,
or have significant mineral resources.

|

Figure 4.7 compares net inflows of FDI as a

percentage of gross domestic product (GDP) for 2008, :
2009, and 2010 for 21 economies. Economies are arranged
in order of their average FDI percentages for the three
latest years. Averaged over these vears, FDI amounted to
9% or more of GDP in four economies: Viet Nam (9.2%);
Kazakhstan (9.8%): Singapore (10.1%); and Hong Kong, -
China (27.8%). FDI as percentages of GDP were between
2% and 8% in a further nine economies including the PRC.

_ — teurist have —generally been Tising over The period, — India, the Maldives, Pakistan, and Thailand; and in four

economies of Central and West Asia, namely, Armenia.
Georgia, the Kyrgyz Republic, and Tajikistan.

Figurz 4.7 Foreign Direct Investment as a Percentage of GDP,
2008-2010 ‘l
|

Hong Kong, China
Singapore
Kazakhstan

Viet Nam

Armenia

Kyrgyz Republic
Cnina, People's Rep. of
Tajikistan
Thailand
Pakistan
Indonesia

Sri Lanka
Bangladesh
Philippines
Taipei,China
Azerbaijan
Nepal

Korea, Rep. of

15 20 25 30 3B 'K'I
B 2000 | 2010 ']
Source: Table 4.7. |
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- Table 4.6 shows that the 20 economies for which data
are available for 2010 have already surpassed their total
DI levels in 2009, which fell by nearly 26% compared
| total FDI in 2008. In 2009, two-thirds of economies
ed declining FDI shares compared to the previous
. which can be assumed to be an impact of the global
is. The top FDI recipients in the region—the PRC; Hong
g, China; and Singapore—saw continued increases in
inflows, while FDI inflows to India declined for two
ecutive years, in 2009 and 2010.

‘Data Issues and Comparability

" Interational trade statistics are closely monitored by the World Trade Organization and other international agencies. Common definitions
L ~ are used by all countries, and the larger Asian countries use standard forms and procedures for data processing.

i - International tourist arrivals and receipts data come from a specialized agency of the United Nations, the World Tourism Organization
- (UNWTO). The UNWTO serves as a global forum for tourism policy issues and a practical source of tourism know-how.

; - Most of the other international transactions in this section are taken from balance of payments statistics. Countries follow guidelines
~ of the International Monetary Fund in compiling these statistics and meet regularly to discuss methodology, but many countries have
{ difficulty in accurately recording nonofficial transactions such as migrant workers' remittances and private capital flows.
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Balance of Payments

Table 4.1 Trade in Goods Balance
(percent of GDP)

Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia

Afghanistan - Vi
Armenia 1 -24.2
Azerbaijan i A 6.1
Georgia -17.4
Kazakhstan i

Kyrgyz Republic i 0.3
Pakistan -6. ; -2.0
Tajikistan 0.
Turkmenistan i 15,
Uzbekistan 3

East Asia
China, Pecple's Rep. ¢
Hong Kang, China
Korea, Rep, of
Mangolia
Taipei,China

bo

oy
00 Gt p
Bl =1

' y
P W
M=~ tn0ow
|
Mo

|
il e

South Asia
Bangladesh
Bhutan

} India
Maldives
Nepal
Sri Lanka

Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam?
} Cambodia

Indonesia
Lao PDR
Malaysia
Myanmat
Philippines
Singapore
Thailand

| Viet Nam

1

 cealf P I peh
Shbopabad,
MR ENDOW~IOg:I
I
b }
Fuddh oS bl
ONEOE=EMNDO

| The Pacific

Cook Islands

Fiji, Rep. of
Kinbati

Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru

Palau

Papua New Guinea
Samoa

Solomon lslands
Timor-Leste

Tonga

Tuvalu

Vanuatu

Developed Member Economies
Australia
Japan
New Zealand

= o
=l =

NOE o s
ERrOPRPOEO,

oW

a Brunel Darussalam Is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Country sources, ADB staff estimates using CEIC data,
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Balance of Payments

E-N
Toble42 Trade in Services Balance Q
(percent of GDP) g :
| 2 .
oping Member Economies 'i: ¢
cautral and West Asia o
| Armenia_ 1.8 -29 -08 Byl
J. Azerbauan -5.5 -4.3 -6.6 :
e, | =03 2.4
. fam .. 14 -44 82
Kyravz Republic .. 105 83 -27
 Pakista

-18 -2.0 -13 -1.4

29 24 -4:3 45 -92 119 -53 22 -33

.,.d‘llna,PaopfesRep of 04 08 -05

-0.4 -0.5 -0.5 0.5 -0.4 03 -0.2 -0.3 -0.6 -0.4
_Hong Kong, China 9.3 9.7 11.4 129 14,5 16.7 18.8 203 210 20.3 248
d HKorea, Rep. of -041 -0.5 -0.4 -0.6 -1.1 -09 -0.8 -1.2 -1.4 -11 -0.6 -0.8 -1.1
| __Mnngoua -3.1 -9.0 -9.0 -7.4 -3.4 -9.1 =27 -11 26 -2.0 -31
r Taipei,China -2.9 -3.3 -2.0 -1.6 -1.0 -0.8 -1.5 -18 0.9 -0.4 0.5 0.5 0.6
-11 -2.2 -1.8 -1.7 -1.2 -1.4 -1.5 -1.7 -1.7 -1.8 -2.1 -1.6 -19
0.1 ~2.3 -3.5 0.6 -4.0 =124 -9.4 -6.9 -2.2 0.2 5.7 -4.4
-0.5 -1.0 -0.6 -0.6 -0.3 -0.2 0.4 0.7 1.3 15 1.5 0.9 0.4
39.1 38.2 31.0 309 328 331 11.2 25.0 251 20.7 21.4 242
10 81 5.3 3.4 1.2 16 1.0 -0.7 -1.2 -19 -11 -11 -1.2
-25 ~2.9 -4.1 -2.5 -1.8 -1.4 -1.8 -2.2 2.7 2.6 -2.5 -15 -1.3

Brunei Darussalam? . 102 1.7 9.1 -6.8 -5.2 44 -41 3.7 -4.8
i 2.1 28 4.5 5.3 24 5.4 7.6 6.8 7.3 59 5.8
-3.1 -4.0 -6.3 -6.5 -5.3 -5.2 -3.4 -3.2 2.7 2.7 -2.5 -1.8 -13
-0.3 -14 8.1 B.2 B.4 4.9 6.2 6.1 5.3 5.7 6.2 49

~3.7 -3.8 -3.0 -2.4 -1.6 -3.6 -1.7 -1.7 -1.3 0.4 0.0 0.7
0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 -0.0 -0.0 -0.0 0.0
33 33 -2.3 -3.0 -2.5 -2.3 -1.9 -1.3 0.1 1.5 0.7 13 1.0
10.7 7.0 -1.6 -4.0 -3.0 -2.4 -1.3 0.4 0.8 8.7 12 4.6
01 2.4 -1.3 -1.4 -1.0 -1.7 -25 -39 -4.0 -3.3 -4.7 -3.0 -3.7
-1.8 -1.8 -21 -2.0 -1.9 -0.86 -0.0 -1.1 -1.0 -1.3

119 B.4 6.1 7.3 12,5 10.1 8.3 115 9.4 9.8 10.7 9.0

-45.4 o -

Mﬂﬂ’l&il Islands® 9.7 4.5 5.6 5 1 6.9 4 7 27 14 21 19 19 -6.9

licronesia, Fed. States of# -1.8 -90 -134 -147 -139 -151 -132 -113 -9.7 -T.2 -96 -114

. 38.? 43.2 43.1 59.2 ?0.2 34.5 285 34.9 30.7 25.4
New Guinea -6.1 -66 -151 -123 -220 -197 -214 -200 -230 =251 -1B4 -2186
- i 9.7 10.2 13.7 13.2 16.9 109 11.2 134 12.1
Solomon Islands -285 -10.7 -7.1  -10.8 -14.4 -16.4 -38 -5.4 41 -88 -10.7 -4.6
i W ... 1368 2984 4419 2386 2479
2.8 -4.8 -5.1 4.8 -6.2 -2.0 -4.5 -5.3 -4.8

17.4 114 -50.8 -443 326 -358 5.5 113 0.3
241 20.4 21.2 17.3 15.5 15.4 15.1 16.0 16.5 20.2 s
Member Economies

-1.1 -0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 -0.3 -0.1 -0.3
-1.4 -1.1 -1.0 -11 -1.1 -0.8 -0.8 -0.5 -0.4 -05 -0.4 -0.4 -0.3
-1.9 -0.3 -0.1 0.2 1.0 1.4 1.0 0.4 0.3 0.2 -0.3 -0.1

Fni:rtu 2000, services, income, and transfer receipts and payments were grouped as service transfer receipts and service transfer payments.
anel Darussalam is a reglonal member of ADB, but it 1s not classified as a developing member,
nﬁfudes other goods and income.

es: Intemational Financial Statistics Online (IMF 2011), country sources,
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Balance of Payments

Table 4.3 Current Account Balance

(percent of GDP)
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
| Armenia
Azerbaijan
| Georga
Kazakhstan
Kyrgyz Republic
| Pakistan -3.4
Tajlkistan
| Turkmenistan
| Uzbekistan
East Asia
| Ching, People’s Rep. of 31
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of -0.5
Mongolia -32.6
Taipel,China 6.6
South Asia
Bangladesh -1.5
Bhutan -9.3
India -3.0
Maldives
Nepal -1.7
Srl Lanka -4.7
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam@
Cambodia -3.5
Indonesia 26
Lao PDR -9.6
Malaysia -21
Myanmar -1.8
Philippines -5.8
Singapore 8.0
Thailand -8.4
Viet Nam -4.0
The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of -3.3
Kirinati -37.3
Marshall Islands 342
Micronesia, Fed. Statss of 185
Nauru
Palau T
Papua New Guinea -2.9
Samoa 7.5
Solomon Islends -14.8
Timor-Leste?
Tonga 10.8
Tuvalu 184
Vanuatu -4.1
Developed Member Economies
Australia -4.9
Japan 1.5
New Zealand -3.1

-17.0
-16.6
13
5.7
37
0.4
02

= |l
WSO SEN,
MO~ OoOWD—:

-9.6
18.3
-14.3

296
10.1

129

I
[Ny

IS

[

NERNNO S BB
EFEREOWOOMNWE =~

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

-34
6.2
-123

0.3
=149
1.3
-4.4
4.0
-1.4

26.2

R
-1.7

11
-2.4
-0.6
-9.5

-17.8
-4.2
=222
-3.1

4,0

114
-10.1

=3.7
29
-3.6

| 1095 2000 2008 2002 2003

E

22
4180
48
49
38

IR

LE. sk
Ho R

-5.4
3.2
-31

h
-0.5
-29.8
6.9
8
3
9
8
6
1

Solppro

-

ML 0w
out o

-17.6
0.3
-11.6
2.7
2

2.2
0.6
-8.0
121
-0.0
1.8
17.0
1.7
=21

91
10,8
170

-11.2
344
49
7.8

-262
1255
-10.7
219
3.9
34

-5.9
3.6
-5.8

b GDP estimates refer to non-oil GDR Before 2002, estimates include the value-added of United Nations activities.

Sourcas: Country sources, ADB staff estimates using CEIC data.

|
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-19.7
-17.7
-12.8
-23.6
8.0
-16.4
-11.8
165.5
<19
-1.6
-5.8

5.5
39
-8.3

-10.2
-25.7
-15.4
-186

-14.3
~1.3
0.8

-22.5

2383
=

-8.3
4.2

2.8
-78

e



Tobled4 Workers’ Remittances and Compensation of Employees, Receipts

(USS million) i
- | Developing Member Economies 4
Central and West Asia .
Afghanistan =
Armenia 65 87 94 131 168 435 498 658 846 1062 769 a32 ST
Azerbaijan 3 &7 104 182 171 228 693 813 1287 1554 1274 1404 - |
Georgia 274 181 230 236 303 346 485 695 732 714 808 A
Kazakhstan 116 122 171 205 148 166 178 186 223 192 124 132 M
Hyrgyz Republic 1 El 11 37 78 189 322 481 715 1232 992 1160 it
Pakistan 2006 1712 1075 1461 3554 3964 3945 4280 5121 5998 7039 8717 9683 I
Tajikistan o 79 146 252 467 1019 1691 2544 1748 2032
Turkmenistan - |
Uzhekistan i
East Asia 4
China, People’s Rep. of 175 878 5237 7037 10955 15059 20186 24102 27954 38791 48524 48729 51300 e
Hong Kong, China . 13 153 121 120 240 297 294 317 355 348 359 i
Kkorea, Rep. of 1037 1080 735 652 662 827 800 848 994 BBE 2774 2555 2744 J!
Mongolia 12 25 56 129 203 180 181 178 225 200 250 3
Taipei,China 142 274 275 273 261 278 323 355 430 454 455 500 d
South Asia .t
Bangiadesh 779 1202 1968 2105 2858 3192 3584 4315 5428 6562 8941 10523 10804 il
India 2384 6223 12883 14273 15736 20999 18750 22125 28334 37217 48977 49468 53131 |
Maldives 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 3 3 3 4 4 |
Nepal 57 111 147 678 m 823 1212 1453 1734 2727 2986 3507 F‘
'I Sri Lanka 401 809 1166 1185 1309 1438 1580 1991 2185 2527 2947 3363 4110 5
| Southeast Asia A
| Brunei Darussalam?® -l
Cambodia 12 121 133 140 138 177 200 297 353 325 338 369 7
: Indonesia 166 651 1190 1046 1259 1489 1866 5420 bra2 6174 6794 6793 7250
Lao PDR 11 22 1 1 i 1 1 1 4 5] 18 38 41
Malaysia 185 116 342 367 435 571 802 1137 1365 1570 1329 1315 1512
Myanmar 6 B1 104 117 106 85 118 131 116 116 116 116 133
Philippines 1465 5360 6961 8769 9735 10243 11471 13566 15251 16302 18642 19765 21373
Singapore
Thailand 973 1695 1697 1252 1380 1607 1622 1187 1333 1635 1898 1637 1816 :
L Viet Nam 2000 2714 2700 3200 4000 4800 5500 7200 6840 8000
| The Pacific
Cook Islands
II Fiji, Rep. of 22 33 BB 83 99 124 173 185 185 160 123 154 183 i
| Marshall Islands
; Micronesia, Fed. States of
'\ Papua New Guinea 5 16 7 6 6 7 10 7 4 8 15 12 15
._‘ Samoa 43 41 45 45 45 45 88 110 108 120 135 131 143
| Solomon Isiands 4 5 4 4 9 7 2 2 2 2 3
~ Tonga 24 53 66 60 69 €9 79 101 94 a4 111
I8 Vanuatu 8 14 35 53 4 4 b -] 5 6 6 6 B
ed Member Economies
Australia 2370 1651 1903 1783 1772 2326 2837 2990 3131 3826 4713 4713 5057
s Japan 1151 1374 1984 1821 1078 931 1080 1380 1577 1929 1776 1820
1 New Zealand 762 16562 236 841 1148 1065 958 739 650 654 641 628 B45
ELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIES® 20330 34698 41806 53062 64786 71583 88182 105217 132133 167981 170209 183718
0 MEMBERS" . 24784 38211 46413 57804 69256 76309 92992 110377 138190 175263 177326 191439
62890 95066 125879 143273 169219 204295 236971 274532 317528 384523 443517 417313 439720

Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

b For reporting economies only.

'Sources: Migration and Remittances website (World Bank 2011, go.worldbank.org/092X1CHHDO); for Taipei,China: economy sources.
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L 44
gt 1 Balance of Payments
A |
§ Table4.5 Workers” Remitiances and Compensation of Employees, Receipts
Ll (percent of GDP)
il
i P S
||F iy ! Developing Member Economies
n | Ceniral and West Asia
il 1 Afghanistan i 3 .
| Armenia 5.1 4.6 45 5.5 6.0 12,1 10.2 10.3 9.2 9.1 8.9
| Azerbaljan 01 p 1 18 29 23 2.6 52 3.9 3.8 3.2 29
il Georga . 8.9 5.6 6.8 5.9 5.9 5.4 6.3 6.8 5.7 6.6
IE' Karakhstan 0.7 0.7 0.8 0.8 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1
f: ’ Kyrgyz Republic . 01 06 07 23 41 85 131 170 188 240 211
| ] Pakistan 5.7 3.2 1.6 2.3 5.1 5.0 4.4 4.2 4.3 4.4 5.0 5.9
8l | Tajlkistan 6.4 9.4 12,1 20.2 36.0 45.5 493 35.1
Xl | Turkmenistan £ i
-?'r East Asia
o China, People's Rep. of 0.0 0.1 0.4 05 0.8 0.9 1.0 11 10 11 11 1.0
Bl Hong Kong, China 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 02 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
1 Korea, Rep, of 0.4 0.2 01 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.3
41 Mongolia 13 2.5 5.1 8¢ 112 78 5.3 42 4.0 4.4
i | Taipei,China 0.1 01 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 04 0.1 01 0.1 01
I<ﬂ 1 i
&k | South Asia _
i Bangladesh 2: 3.2 43 4.6 6.1 6.2 6.4 7.5 9.0 9.6 112 118
i Bhutan
21 J India 0.8 18 3.0 3.2 34 3.9 29 29 1 34 4.1 39
\ 8| Maldives 0.6 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.2 C.2 0.2 0.2
1 ] i N 1.3 19 25 115 119 113 14.7 16.2 158 233 234
il ! Sn Lanka 51 6.3 7.0 7.4 7.7 7.6 Tt 82 (A 78 7.2 B0
8 1 E Southeast Asia
] l Brunei Darussalam?
oi l Cambodia 0.3 33 33 23 3.0 3.3 32 4.1 41 31 3.2
d Indonesia 0.1 0.3 0.7 0.7 0.6 0.6 0.7 1.9 1.6 14 13 13
Lao PDR 132 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 01 0.2 0.3 0.7
l Malaysia 0.4 0.1 0.4 0.4 04 0.5 0.6 0.8 0.9 0.8 0.6 0.7
i Myanmar 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0
1 Philippines 33 72 86 115 120 122 126 132 125 109 107 117
Thailand 14 1.0 1.4 12 11 1.1 1.0 0.7 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.6
& Viet Nam 6.1 7.7 6.8 7.0 7.6 ¥ ) 7.7 7.9 7.0
i
H The Pacific
] Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of 16 .7 26 5.0 54 5.4 6.4 6.2 6.0 4.7 35 5.4
:J Marshall [slands
i Micronesia, Fed. States of
ufl Nauru
! Palau
J Papua New Guinea 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 01
Samoa 384 20.5 195 18.8 17.0 14.0 228 25.3 239 217 24,7 250
Solomon Islands 1.5 L7 3.1 16 31 23 0.5 0.5 0.3 04
I Timor-Leste
d 1 Tonga 204 317 36.7 29.1 29.0 26.6 27.0 32.7 276 295
Vanuatu 5.4 59 123 19.7 1.5 1.2 13 1.3 11 1.0 0.9 0.9
: Developed Member Economies
¥ Australia 0.7 0.4 0.5 0.5 04 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.5
| Japan 0.0 0.0 00 00 00 0D 00 00 0.0 00 ol
f | New Zealand 17 2.7 0.4 1.6 1.9 1.3 10 0.7 0.6 0.5 0.5 0.5
{ DEVELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIES® 08 0.9 11 1.2 1.2 11 1.2 11 3.1 1.2 11
k REGIONAL MEMBERS" 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.8
& a Brunel Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
1 b For reporting econemies only.

Sources: ADB staff estimates based on the Migration and Remittances website (World Bank 2011, go.worldbank,org/092X1CHHDOJ; for Taipei,China: economy sources.



Tabled.6 Foreign Direct Investment, Net Inflows

(USS million)

Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
Amenia
Azerbaijan
Georgla
Kazakhstan
Hyrgyz Republic
Pakistan
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan

East Asia
‘| China, People's Rep. of
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mongolia
Taipei,China

| South Asia
Bangladesh
Bhutan
India
Maldives
Nepal

Sri Lanka

| Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam?®
Cambodia
Indonesia

- Lao POR

~ Malaysia

_ Myanmar

Philippines

A _&ngapore

| Thailand

Viet Nam

Lﬂhthﬁﬂc

l ook Islands
‘ Fil. Rep. of

Hiribati

Marshall Islands

" ‘Micronesia, Fed. States of
| . mﬂ.l

. Palau

Papua New Guinea

ped Member Economies
lia

W Zealand

AL MEMBERS"

Developing Member Economies

PING MEMBER ECONOMIES®

245

3487
789
3913

woom!

1093

2332
163
530

5575

2444
180

155
7
10
13

8111
1777
1735

0 0
25 104
330 130
. 131
964 1283
96 -2
723 308
233 131
24 75
35849 38399
.. 61924
1776 9283
10 54
1559 4928
2 280
2144 3584
7 22

0 0

56 173
151 149
4346 -4550
95 34
4178 3788
280 258
1478 2240
11535 16485
2068 3366
1780 1298
70 1
18
455 96
3 2

2 13

1 5
31 20
12026 13618
39 8227
3316 3841
70223 144025
85605 169710

1 50

70 11
227 1392
110 160
2835 2590
5 5

383 823
36
170 276
83 65
44241 49308
23776 9682
3528 2392
43 78
4109 1445
79 52
5472 5626
21 25

0 rs

172 197
61 230
149 145
2077 145
24 5
554 3203
210 152
195 1542
15087 6402
5067 3342
1300 1400
a1 31

15 15

63 18

1 i

9 0

1 0

18 14
8261 16992
6191 9087
209 1481
105061 90720
119275 118510

121
3285

2092

32
226

47077
13624
3526
132

268

4323
32

15
229
124
-597
2473
251
491
11941

5232
1450

40
16

118
2
18

8024
6238

2267

98030
114683

187 271 238
248 239 453
3556 1680 584
492 453 1170
4157 1971 6278
175 43 182
1118 2201 4273
272 54 339
354 418 731
177 192 174
54937 117208 124082
34032 33618 45054
9246 6309 3586
93 185 344
1898 1625 7424
449 813 697
3 9 6
5771 7606 20336
53 53 64
-0 2 7
233 272 480
113 175 88
131 381 483
1896 8336 4914
17 28 187
4624 3966 6076
214 237 279
688 1854 2921
21026 15460 29056
5860 8055 9453
1610 1954 2400
251 156 412
19 1 13
31 38 13

2 -3 21

6 19 34

5 7 10

20 13 43
36827 -35601 26415
7807 3214 6784
2340 1564 4563
153850 215725 271635

200937 185076 295917

2007
243 300
699 935
-4749 15
1750 1564
11119 14322
208 377
5590 5438
3860 376
804 820
705 711
160052 175148
54365 59614
1784 3311
373 845
7769 5432
653 1010
73 30
25483 43406
91 135
6 1
603 752
258 222
867 815
6928 9318
324 228
8500 7376
258 283
2016 1544
37033 8588
11324 8531
6700 9579
338 309
-8 2
102 -30
T 12
64 95
28 4
34 40
41076 47281
22180 24552
3079 5121
343486 361236
410078 438412

185
777
473
658
13771
189
2338
16
1355
750

114215
52395
2249
624
2805

713
36
35596
112
38
404

326
530
ABT7
319
1387
323
1963
15279
4976
7600

423
118
15

35
27246
11834
~1259

267607
305753

577

234
2016
16

185081
68915
-150

2492

24150
164

478

1713
38638
5762

30576
-1359
822

354959
384998

For reporting economies only,

'8 Brunel Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but It is not classified as a developing member.

5 Intermational Financial Statistics Online (IMF 2011); World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011); for Taipei,China: economy Sources.
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Table 4.7 Foreign Direct Invesiment, Net Inflows

(percent of GDP)
Developing Member Economies §
Central and West Asia }
Afghanistan y 1.2 i2° 33 40 29 24 28 15
. Armenia 20 55 33 47 43 69 49 7.1 76 80 90 2
SIS Azerbaljan 137 25 40 223 451 410 127 28 -144 00 11 - ae
| § Georg) o — . — A3 34 47 —84—96F— F+— 161 — 112 127 61 &
T T Kazakhstan .. 58 70 128 105 6.8 95 35 78 106 107 119
Kyrgyz Republic .. 64 02 03 0.3 2.4 7.9 17 64 55 73 40
. Pakistan 07 14 05 086 1.2 0.7 12 21 36 41 39 16 1.3 !
i Tajikistan - 3.0 20 131 24 120 97 73 03 03
{ Turkmenistan 40 27 25 32 20 25 24 34 31 43 78 soll
Uzhekistan . 02 05 1.2 0.7 08 15 1.4 10 32 28 23 .4
East Asia -
China, People’s Rep, of 09 49 32 33 34 29 28 52 46 46 39 23 i
Hong Kong, China 36.6 14.3 5.9 86 205 189 237 263 277 250
Korea, Rep. of 03 03 17 07 04 05 13 07 04 02 04 03 -00
1 Mongolia . 08 57T 42 70 91 51 80 1014 88 150 136 B
i ! Taipel,China 24 06 15 14 0.5 0.1 06 04 20 20 14 07 06
. South Asia i
s Bangladesh 00 00 06 02 0.4 0.5 0.8 1.4 1.2 10 13 08 10
: Bhutan 04 05 11 07 61 24 29 .
B India . 06 08 12 12 08 08 10 23 23 36 28 15|
i Maldives 18 36 26 3.0 33 5.0 5.4 5.0 6.0 75 64 86
Al Nepal 00 00 00 00 -61 02 -00 00 01 04 00 03 0
g | Sii Lanka 05 04 10 11 1.4 12 11 11 1.7 19 18 10 10|
1 Brunei Darussalam? 11 39 1.9 14 18 08 21 15 30 !
A Cambodia . 44 40 38 34 18 25 61 66 100 79 51 g
£ . Indonesia 10 22 28 19 01 03 07 29 1.3 16 18 09
i Lao POR 07 54 21 14 03 10 07 1.0 5.3 79 44 587 |
1 Malaysia 53 47 40 06 32 22 37 29 39 46 33 07 I
Myanmar 07 03 01 00 0.0 00 00 00 00 00 00 00
1 Philippnes 12 20 28 03 19 06 08 18 24 20 09 12 09
it Singapore 144 132 175 172 74 124 187 123 200 209 45 83 173 |
! Thailand 29 12 27 44 26 37 36 46 46 46 31 19 - 4u8
! Viet Nzm 28 86 42 40 40 37 35 37 39 94 105 78
g | |
t | The Pacific '
i Cook Islands ; R
Fifi, Rep. of 69 35 00 25 1T 1.7 92 52 133 9.9 87 20 i
. Kiribati 1.2 .. 258 237 195 175 184 07 124 67 15 18
ik Marshall Islands
b l Micronesia, Fed. States of |
| Nauru - e il
| Palau
' Papua New Guinea 48 94 27 20 0.5 3} 0r. 08 02 16 -04 53 s
' Samoa 59 17 07 05 00 02 06 07 48 12 22 06 .
Solomon lsiands 56 06 46 34 02 -08 22 60 94 150 179 206 »
Tonga 02 05 25 07 -02 1.6 19 28 34 89 12 46 il
e Tuvalu s Feis s 05 S s iy P [ wia ase 45 P |
;- Vanuaty 87 136 7.2 67 52 5.5 5.3 3.3 9.6 6.3 6.4 B9 |
i} Australia 25 32 35 23 4.1 15 58 -50 35 4.5 48 28 26|
i Japan 014 00 02 02 0.2 06 02 01 -02 05 05 02 00
! New Zealand 39 53 72 06 24 27 23 14 42 23 39 -1 ol
! DEVELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIES? . 25 38 26 19 L8, . @A 2B 29 28 24 137 2|
. ! REGIONAL MEMBERS® -~ Lo 1 M4 A% ti 47 14 20 23 21 s 29
| 1
i 8 Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
b For reporting economies only.
k Sources: ADB staff estimates using International Financial Statistics Online (IMF 2011), World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011), and economy sources,
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External Trade

» LI g
Toble 4.8 Merchandise Exports LLﬁ- !
(USS million) T
A
|‘ =~
Central and West Asia [ 5
| Afghanistan 25 166 137 68 100 144 305 384 416 454 545 403 o
~ Armenia ~ 21 30 34 55 686 723 o4 o5 um 1057 7u1 doit R
Azerbaijan . 637 1745 2314 2168 2500 3615 7649 13015 21269 30586 21097 26476 @
 Georga . 33 318 346 461 647 866 936 1232 1495 1134 1583 M
Kazakhstan . 5250 8812 8630 9670 12027 20096 27849 38250 47755 71184 43196 S7244) MO
Kyreyz Republic . 400 505 476 486 58 721 674 891 1321 18% 1673 1812 lr L
Pakistan 4960 7972 8335 8765 9484 11346 12583 14453 18468 17107 17642 16034 17812 @
Tajikistan . 779 784 852 737 797 915 909 1309 1468 1409 1010 1195 l}: E
Turkmenistan 151 2084 2508 2623 2862 3465 3854 4944 7156 9114 11786 14500 N
 Uzbekistan . 3720 366 3170 2988 3725 4853 5400 6300 8992 11573 11771 13045 QR
- \ el
) E!ﬂl-‘ﬂa_ - o 5 7
China, People’s Rep. of 62091 148780 249203 266100 325600 438228 593326 761953 968969 1217780 1430690 1201610 1577900 M
| Hong kong, China 82143 173753 201855 180901 200004 223769 250260 289325 316823 344490 362683 318520 390134 W
" Korea, Rep. of 65016 125058 172268 150439 162471 193817 253845 284419 325465 371489 422007 363534 466384 'y
Mongolia 661 473 53 521 524 616 869 1064 1542 1948 2535 1885 2909 {. .
Taipei, China 67044 111405 151458 125866 135079 150301 182432 198168 203763 246267 254161 202686 273543 =
' ¥
1415 3260 4780 5809 5344 6464 7420 8250 10264 12211 14111 15526 16131 ?E: L
88 103 103 106 113 133 183 258 414 674 519 495 544 )
18601 32798 45097 44206 52486 62077 82826 103496 126201 158619 193254 174677 244680 '“_-"_1
53 8 109 110 132 152 181 162 225 228 331 169 200 ¥
176 340 701 743 603 656 732 823 828 894 850 873 831 T—‘;
1913 3807 5456 4815 4702 5133 5771 6351 6896 7645 8109 7081 8294 I8
=l
2037 2392 3903 3640 3702 4421 5057 6249 7608 7668 10544 7172 9340 %
8 854 1397 1571 1770 2087 2589 2908 3692 4088 4708 419 5068 \

25675 45418 62124 56323 57106 61035 71585 85660 100799 114101 137020 116510 157779

29446 73865 98229 87969 94061 104706 126646 140949 160638 175793 198755 156765 198513
472 899 1982 2563 3036 2324 2906 23584 5191 6349 6873 7481 8804
8186 17447 38078 32150 35208 36231 39681 41255 47410 50466 49078 38436 51432 l
52527 118186 137953 121685 125043 1509902 198562 220832 271604 299003 336968 268900 351182 !
23053 55455 68083 63075 66053 77935 95042 109564 127719 150999 175038 150355 193176 |
2404 5449 14483 15029 16706 20149 26485 32447 39826 48561 62685 57086 72192

5 5 9 7 5 8 7 5 4 5 4 3 5
608 623 543 536 518 870 696 705 694 751 923 628 613
3 7 4 3 3 3 2 5 3 1 9 6 5
3 23 25 23 26 29 30 34 28 28 32 34
Micronesia, Fed, States of 4 39 17 18 14 18 14 13 9 16
60 29 28 13 g 29 14 4
14 12 17 20 8 6 14 14 1 12 12 12 |
) 1175 2672 2089 1802 1640 2195 2612 3271 4498 4741 5798 4385 5611
Samoa 9 9 14 15 14 15 12 12 10 14 10 1 12
 Solomon Islands 70 168 65 47 50 67 86 105 121 165 211 165 227 I
Timor-Leste 4 7 143 106 43 61 19 49 35 42
- Tony 12 15 ] 7 14 16 16 14 9 11 8 7 8
- Twalu 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
| Vanuatu 19 28 26 20 20 30 50 46 49 50 56 58 49

39726 53127 63980 63375 64903 70014 86614 106211 123311 140901 186500 153297 211953
286321 441538 479323 403025 415582 470516 565378 595697 647006 712769 783851 578931 767825
9402 13641 13292 13734 14353 16490 20357 21698 22459 26867 30153 19392 31376

PING MEMBER ECONOMIES® ... 942663 1283979 1199271 1318168 1586905 2002663 2369412 2830256 3328214 3817713 3205620 4148204
MEMBERS® ... 1453361 1844476 1683044 1816708 2148347 2680069 3099267 3630640 4216418 4828761 3964411 5188899J




External Trade

i Table 49 Growth Rates of Merchandise Exports®
| (percent)
f i
41
i : R T
'l Developing Mambu Ecommies
t Central and West Asia _
U | Afghanistan -0.4 582 -174 -505 471 440 1118 259 83 91 200 -261
i 1 Armenia . 297 137 478 357 54 347 12 170 83 -328
h J& Azerbaijan w -24 BIT 326 63 195 398 202 701 634 438 -310
i Georgia .. 355 -16 89 334 402 338 82 316 214 -242
E & Kazakhstan .. 482 501 20 119 337 555 386 373 248 491 -333
L Kyrgyz Republic . 202 112 58 20 _198__ 240 AR _ 322 483 —405— 58
e | pewstem —— —— —— — II9 181 48 52 80 199 109 149 139 39 31 40
] Tajikistan . 393 139 -169 131 82 148 -07 540 49 -40 283
s Turkmenistan o =47 1155 46 91 211 112 283 447 274 293 230
; Uzbekistan e 283 09 -29 57 246 303 115 181 407 287 L7
[ I i East Asia
i China, People’s Rep. of 182 230 278 68 224 346 354 284 272 257 1715 160
: Hong Kong, China 12.3 148 161 -b9 54 118 159 116 95 8.7 53 -122
1 Korea, Rep. of 42 303 199 -127 80 193 310 120 144 141 136 -139
. Mongolia -84 329 180 -27 05 175 411 224 449 263 301 -256
. Taipei,China 1.3 200 226 -169 73 113 214 86 129 104 32 -203
¥ South Asia
i Bangladesh 110 338 125 215 -80 210 148 113 243 190 156 100
& Bhutan 24 556 -11.3 3.1 65 179 374 415 605 626 -228 46
: India 91 245 222 22 185 200 315 250 219 257 218 -96
1 Maldives 192 127 188 1.4 201 148 191 -107 394 12 452 490
) Nepal 138 -13.0 340 6.0 -188 88 116 124 0.6 80 -50 2.8
1| | Sri Lanka 242 186 185 -11.7 23 9.2 124 104 86 109 61 127
K Southeast Asia
L | Brunai DarussalamP 162 109 530 -6.7 1.7 194 144 236 217 08 375 =320
’ | | Cambodia 83 743 236 125 126 179 241 123 270 107 152 -109
. Indonesia 159 134 277 9.3 1.4 69 173 197 177 132 201 -150
| Lao PDR 24.8 24 96 -33 -59 116 83 522 595 48 183 36
il Malaysia 176 259 161 -10.4 69 113 210 113 140 94 131 211
e Myanmar 104 -11 379 293 184 -235 251 233 449 223 83 88
' Philippines 47 294 87 -156 95 2.9 9.5 40 149 64 -28 217
: Singapore® 176 225 203 -118 2.8 . 242 157 182 104 127 202
Thailand 148 247 197 -74 47 180 219 153 166 182 159 141
Viet Nam 235 344 255 38 112 206 314 225 227 219 291 -89
| The Pacific
] Cook Islands 747 105 1544 252 -255 676 -157 -269 -327 475 -201 -337
il Fiji, Rep. of 37.0 94 121 -11 35 293 39 14 -16 82 228 -319
41 Kiribati -435 430 -59.1 6.6 27 -156 -148 1113 386 2483 -225 -271
: Marshall Islands 235 54 487 -80 112 148 09 140 -166 08 147 5.6
2 Micronesia, Fed. States of 62.5 -50.0 96 -215 261 -231 -7.3 -31.3 815
.T Nauru -24.9 -97 -236 -535 -302 2123 -511 727
{ Palau .. 102 577 440 228 -587 -30.1 1380 1.4 -20.4 44 =
dl Papua New Guinea -16.3 08 73 -138 90 339 180 252 283 1289 223 -244
i Samoa -31.0 1495 -249 108 -93 86 -200 07 -138 337 -26.2 5.7
i Solomon Islands 58 184 481 -276 64 332 285 223 149 365 280 -217
it Timor-Leste .. 18509 852 -260 -589 397 -684 1563 -29.0
{ Tonga 23.7 60 -27.1 -244 1016 166 -35 -10.7 -337 158 -244 -88
i Tuvalu -437 -519 915 685 8131 -363 400 -540 594 2.6
i Vanuatu ~153 132 28 -251 1.7 505 636 65 4.8 21 136 2.1
) Developed Member Economies
| Australia 66 122 141 09 2.4 79 237 226 161 143 324 -178
{ lapan 45 114 148 -159 31 132 202 5.4 86 102 100 -26.1
. New Zealand 79 121 65 3.3 45 149 235 6.6 35 196 122 -357
, DEVELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIES? . 219 210 -66 99 204 262 183 194 176 147 -16.0
i REGIONAL MEMBERS® .. 180 19.0 -8.8 79 183 248 156 171 161 145 -17.9

a Rates are based on US dollar values of exports.

b Brunei Darussalam 's a regioral member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
¢ Prior to 2003, data exclude Indonesia.,

d For reporting economies only.

TETLT 0 b o s e o A

Sources: Country sources, Intemational Financial Statistics Online (IMF 2011).
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Table 4.10 Merchandise Imports

External Trade

(USS million)
T Sy L 1990 1995 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan 936 387 1176 1696 2452 2101 2177 2470 2744 3022 3020 333
Armenia 674 885 877 987 1280 1351 1802 2192 3268 4426 3321 3783
Azerbaijan 668 1172 1431 1666 2626 3516 4350 5269 6045 7575 6514 6746
Georgia o T09 753 796 1141 1846 2490 3675 5215 6302 4365 5095
Kazakhstan " 3807 5040 6446 6584 8409 12781 17353 23677 32756 37889 28409 24024
Kyrgyz Republic 522 554 467 587 717 947 1189 1931 2789 4072 3040 3236
Pakistan 6859 10144 9967 10137 10638 12376 15425 20630 28401 30492 35689 33331 20474
Tajikistan 838 675 688 721 881 1191 1330 1725 2547 3273 2570 2658
Turkmenistan 400 1644 1742 2108 1832 2579 3148 2947 2558 3780 5363 6600 he
Uzbekistan 2893 2947 3137 2712 2964 3816 4091 4782 5236 7504 9438 8800
East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 53345 132084 225094 243550 295170 412760 561229 659953 791461 0955950 1132560 1005920 1394300
Hong Kong, China 82484 192755 212800 201083 207647 231903 271074 299520 334689 367627 388513 347322 433102
Korea, Rep. of 69844 135119 160481 141098 152126 178827 224463 261238 300383 356846 435275 323085 425212
Mangolia 924 415 615 638 691 801 1019 1177 1435 2062 3245 2138 3200
Taipei,China 54734 103598 140630 107816 113330 128132 169252 182709 203014 219591 239588 173834 251003
South Asia
Bangladesh 3580 5823 80BO 9026 8473 9616 10797 12575 14381 17204 21620 22577 23581
Bhutan 78 112 193 191 207 249 411 386 420 526 540 521 843
India 24677 37832 51372 51964 61141 77089 110570 149753 185513 244824 315924 281734 349227
Maldives 137 268 389 394 392 471 642 745 927 1096 1388 967 1095
Nepal 524 1227 1526 1544 13719 1633 1850 2094 2389 2931 3181 3668 5117|
5n Lanka 2635 5311 7198 5963 6110 6670 8016 8869 10265 11303 14083 10202 13502
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam? 1012 2089 1106 1159 15856 1327 1422 1491 1869 2101 2573 2400 2456
Cambodia® 164 1187 1936 2094 2361 2668 3269 3918 4771 5432 6508 5830 6783
] Indonesia 21837 40654 33515 30962 31289 32551 46525 57701 61066 74473 129197 96829 135663
] Lao PDR 185 589 B35 510 447 462 713 882 1060 1065 1403 1461 2060
Malaysia 20250 77601 81963 73744 79761 83299 105166 114602 130350 146046 155825 123328 164291
| Myanmar 880 1836 2346 2749 2268 2205 1973 1999 2011 3313 4617 4138 6366
g ~ Philippines 13042 28488 33807 34939 41092 42576 45102 49487 54078 5799 60420 45878 58229
| Singapore® 60583 124394 134675 115918 116337 136218 173549 200187 238477 262743 318684 244962 310391
1 Thailand 33005 70457 62662 60578 63302 74185 93580 117688 126813 138279 175466 130839 179303
| Viet Nam 2752 8155 15637 16218 19746 25256 31969 36761 44891 62765 80714 69949 84801
]
| The Pacific
| Cook Islands 52 48 51 47 47 70 6 81 100 106 150 181
Fiji, Rep. of 751 892 856 886 01 1205 1443 1510 1805 1795 2259 1434 1271
.. Kiribati 27 35 39 39 50 52 59 76 62 70 T4 67 73
~ Marshall Islands 56 75 116 118 102 116 115 132 127 134 138 158
Micronesia, Fed, States ofd 84 100 107 114 104 118 133 130 138 143 155 172
- Nauru 34 29 27 21 26 25 17 26 i
| ‘Palau 60 127 100 a7 88 107 108 115 108 130 104 113
Papua New Guinea 1107 1266 998 934 1077 1181 1453 1518 1984 2623 3133 2863 3436
~ Samoa® 81 a2 o1 120 129 128 155 187 219 227 249 205 280
.~ Solomon Islands 9 154 92 82 69 94 121 185 220 29 328 268 405
| Timor-Leste 253 316 222 146 109 101 206 268 295 298
. Tinga 62 77 70 73 89 93 105 116 115 128 158 162 150
Tavalu 5 5 3 11 16 11 13 13 15
| Vanuatu 96 95 84 90 94 109 135 165 21 229 313 291 284
loped Member Economies
38880 57426 67806 B0B99 9362 84301 103877 118924 132600 157207 189523 156451 192695
233820 335412 379886 349016 336775 382652 454897 516698 579062 621091 763888 550383 692242
0483 13945 13963 13319 14956 18455 23143 26248 26403 30770 34099 20209 30532
DPING MEMBER ECONOMIES' ... 992411 1202986 1131597 1235351-1486161- 1912443 2225355 2600460 3033299 3611228 3002404 3938695
MEMBERS" ... 1401283 1665748 1555990 1658000 1972896 2495782 2888715 3340194 3844467 4601312 3731846 4856620

Brunel Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
0 Starting 2005, compilation methodology shifted from cif to fob.

Prior to 2003, data exclude Indonesia.

Starting 2000, compilation methodalogy shifted fram fob to cif,

Starting 2000, compilation methodalogy shifted from cif to fob.

For reporting economies only.

irees:  Country sources, Intemational Financial Statistics Online (IMF 2011).
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. Toble 411 Growth Rates of Merchandise Imports®
.- (percent)
1 Developing Member Economies
; Central and West Asia
| Afghanistan 13.9 -1.0 16 2 442 446 -143 3.6 135 111 10.1 -0.1
i Armenia a1 0.8 12.5 29.6 5.6 334 21.6 49,1 35.4
! Azerbaijan . —14.2 13 g 221 16.4 57.7 33.9 19.8 211 14.7 253
‘l Georgia 211 6.2 5.6 43.4 61.7 349 47.6 419 20.8
§ Kazakhstan =280 379 279 21 27.7 52.0 358 _364 383 157
o | gzReublic  — — _ — - 395 — =76 —=157 —255 222 321 255 625 444 460
3T Pakistan 3.7 20.0 S 1.7 4.9 16.3 24.6 33,7 37.7 7.4 17.0
| Tajikistan 21.0 1.8 1.9 4.8 22.2 353 117 29.7 47,6 285
’ Turkmenistan 28 26.8 21.0 -13.1 40.8 22.1 6.4 ~-13.2 47.8 41.9
i Uzbekistan 10.9 -5.2 6.4 -135 9.3 28.7 7.2 16.9 95 43.3
} East Asia
] China, People's Rep. of -9.8 14.2 358 8.2 212 39.8 36.0 17.6 199 208 18.5
A | Hong Kong, China 14.3 19.1 185 -5.5 33 117 16.9 105 11.7 9.8 5./
] Korea, Rep, of 136 320 34.0 12.1 7.8 17.6 255 16.4 18.4 15.3 22.0
i Mangolia -4.0 60.7 198 3.8 83 16.0 27.3 155 219 43.7 57.4
! : Taipei,China 4.3 21.2 263 -233 5.1 13.1 321 8.0 111 8.2 9.1
! South Asia
: Bangadesh 6.5 39.7 3.1 11.7 -6.1 135 12.3 16.5 14.4 19.6 25.7
| Bhutan -13.4 225 29 -1.3 8.5 20.4 65.2 -6.1 B.7 25.3 2.7
1 India 133 319 28 1.2 LV 26.1 43.4 354 23.9 320 29.0
: Maldes 22.0 20.8 -3.4 1.3 -0.5 20.2 36.3 16.1 24.4 183 26.6
| ! Nepal 4.3 175 19.0 x &1 -10.7 18.4 13.3 13.2 14.0 22.7 8.5
] i Sri Lanka 26.0 185 205 -17.2 25 8.2 20.2 10.7 157 10.1 246
i Southeast Asia
Al Brune| Darussalam® 15.2 155 -16.7 48 343 -14.7 7.2 48 119 259 225
1 i1 Cambodia® =71 59.5 216 8.2 12.7 13.0 22,5 19.8 218 13.8 19.8
1) Indonesia 335 271 396 -7.6 11 40 429 240 58 220 735
L Lao PDR 4.6 4.4 -3.4 -4.7 -124 3.4 54.2 23.8 202 0.5 3na
] Malaysia 30.2 30.6 253 -100 8.2 4.4 26.3 9.0 13.7 12.0 6.7
‘ Myanmar 721 310 -102 17.2 ~-175 28 -105 1.3 45.6 13.8 39.4
Philippines 16.7 25.8 38 3.3 17.6 36 83 7.3 9.3 7.2 4.2
Singapored 220 215 213 -139 0.4 274 15.3 19.1 10.2 213
Thailand 28.0 318 31.6 -3.3 4.5 17.2 26.1 25.8 7.8 9.0 26.9
Viet Nam 13 40.0 332 3.7 218 279 26.6 15.0 221 39.8 286
The Pacific
Cook Islands 17.8 0.3 218 -15 0.2 49.4 7.9 7.0 227 6.8 40.7
Fiji, Rep. of 29.6 6.2 -8.3 35 1.7 338 19.8 115 121 -0.6 259
Kiribati 189 335 -4.2 -15 28.3 36 15.2 288 -188 129 |
Marshall Islands 27.6 6.1 16.7 1.7 ~13.6 13.9 -1.3 15.3 4.1 6.1 2.5
‘ Micronesia, Fed. States of® 153 -229 6.6 8.4 131 12,5 -1.8 6.0 3.4 85
Nauru 146.8 3.3 104 6 =220 19.6 -3.0 =300 494
Palau 36.6 56 -214 -3.2 -8.8 216 0.8 6.7 6.7 211
l Papua New Guinea -24, 6 -4.2 -7.0 -6.5 15.4 9.6 23.0 4.5 306 322 195
| Samoa' 6.8 152 -21.7 322 8.0 -0.6 20.9 20.7 16.7 3.7 0.9
Solomon Islands -19.3 105 -161 -114 -155 35.7 294 52.4 186 3.7 118
l Timor-Leste 248 -298 -342 -253 -76 1045 30.3
! Tonga 13.9 12,0 -3.8 43 21.7 4.4 128 10.5 -0.6 11.0 238
| Tuvalu .. —39.0 -36.0 -325 2181 409 -26.9 133 44 14.8
l Vanuatu 33.1 6.4 -126 6.2 5.0 16.2 235 224 315 B3 36.7
Developed Member Economies
1 Australia -5.2 15.3 35 -10.2 139 215 232 14.5 115 18.6 20.6
] Japan 113 220 22,7 -8.1 -3.5 136 18.9 136 121 73 23.0
| New Zealand 9.6 17.7 2.7 -4.6 12.3 234 254 13.4 0.5 16.5 10.8
| DEVELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIESE 23.2 24.7 -5.9 9.2 20.3 28.7 16.4 16.9 16.6 19.1
! REGIONAL MEMBERSZ 225 229 -6.6 6.6 19.0 26.5 15.7 15.6 15.1 19.7

a Rates are based on US dollar values of imports.

b Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
¢ Starting 2005, compilation methodology shifted from cif to fob.

d Prior to 2003, data exclude Indoresia.

e Starting 2000, compilation methedology shifted from fob to cif.

f Starting 2000, compilation methodology shifted from cif to fob.

g For reporting ecanomies only.

T ——

Sources: Country sources, Intemational Financial Statistics Online (IMF 2011).
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Toble 4.12 Trade in Goods®
(percent of GDP)

~ |Developing Member Economies

Central and West Asia

Afghanistan X 46.9 43.5 41.7 38.7
Armenia . | g ki 70.0 58.0 56.6 498
Azerbaijan . Y ; I 71.7 82.2 90.6 871
Georgia ! ; 40.2 48.6 52.3 59.5
liazakhstan ) . ! 69.2 76.2 791 76.4
Kyrevz Republic : . ; 676 754 757 996
Pakistan i " “ 30.2 311 341 37.8
Tajikistan H ? 1079 1014 96.8 1104
Turkmenistan : : : . 52.9 49.3 45.9 454
Uzbiekistan i 5. ; A 65.9 721 69.1 65.4

East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of ! . i # i 51.9 59.83 63.0 64.9
Hong Kong, China . . ; 2874 3197 3312 3430
Horea, Rep. of ; : : 57.9 662 646  B6.7
Mangolia i 3 97.8 1040 972 872
Taipei,China ! ] X ; 89.6 1034 1044

| South Asia
Bangladesh : . 3 : 311 326 362
| Bhutan ; ! 1 . 605  86.0
_ India ; ; 22,6 ; 257 295
Maldives : 79.7 : 656  T77.7
388 j 354 354
75.7 ; 625 B6.7

Brunei Darussalam® 2 . 835 ! ; 87.7 823
‘Cambodia® E p 90.9 2] ¥ 1019 1098
Indonesia i ! 58.0 . ) 32.9 46.0
Lao PDR ; 7 52.9 5 ! 39.6 453
Malaysia ; 192.1 ; 170.6 1858
Myanmar : 11 . 0.4 0.3
Philippines A 88.7 : 93.9 93.9
_ Singapored ; 289.1 ; ; 308.6 3302
Thailand g s 106.5 ; . 106.6 1169
r[ Viet Nam . i 96.6 i { 1148 1287

The Pacific
{ Cook Islands ; i 65.3 ; 468 515 465
' i 7 830 857 770 809 784
-~ Kinbati ; g 63.0 660 717 582 604
IF Marshall Istands : 9 1261 1229 1032 1142 107.9
II - Micronesia, Fed. States of® . ; 52.9 55.0 491 55.5 61.3
| Nauru 9 2057 1362 1243 1486 1137
Palau 0 1157 934 980 788 847
| PapuaNew Guinea : . 883 892 832 909 973
451 563 541 446 434
f $0Inmun Islands ; g 551 474 527 673 750
Timar-Lestel . 699 1384 1225 814
Tonga 5 ; 420 482 569 526 504
| Tuvalu . 3710 256 751 842 525
Vanuatu ; ; 395 410 420 430 490

ped Member Economies
lia : ) 34.2 33.9 3286 29.6 29.9
Japan | " 18.4 18.4 19.2 20.2
ew Zealand ) : 51.1 50.9 47.7 424

PING MEMBER ECONOMIES" ; 64.8 579 548 556
AL MEMBERS" ; 39.2 378 383 397

of merchandise exports and imports.
Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

‘Starting 2005, compilation methodology for imports shifted from cif to fob.

o to 2003, data exclude Indonesia.
Starting 2000, compilation methedology for imports shifted from fob to cif.
‘Starting 2000, compilation methodology for imports shifted from cif to fob.
GDP estimates beginning 2002 exclude value added of activities of the United Nations.

reporting economies only.

Country sources, Intemational Financial Statistics Online (IMF 2011),
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Table 4.13 Direction of Trade: Merchandise Exports

(percent of total merchandise exports)

- o

Developing
Central and West Asia’
Afghanistan
—Ammenia
Azerbaijan
Georgia
Kazakhstan
Kyrgyz Republic
Pakistan
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Lzbekistan

East Asia
China, Pecple's Rep. of
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mongalia
Taipei,China®

South Asia
Bangladesh
Bhutan©
India
Maldives
Nepal
Sii Lanka

Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam?
Cambodia
Indonesia
Lao PDR
Malaysia
Myanmar
Philippines
Singapore
Thailand
Viet Nam

The Pacific
Cook Islands®
Fijl, Rep. of
Kirbati®
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. Statzs of f
Nauru®
Palau®
Papua New Guinea
Samoa
Solomon Islands
Tirmor-Leste
Tonga
Tuvalu®
Vanuatu

Developed Member Economies

Australia
Japan
New Zealand

DEVELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIES®

REGIONAL MEMBERS#
WORLD

Member Economies

889
11.3
97.8
44.7

5.1
56.0
30.0

0.0
228

50.5
26.0
30.0

45.2
385
i7.9

59.8 731
110 736
188 55.7
332 853
304 317
546 G&7.5
3.0 407
58.4 2.8
60.2 92.0
678 80.6
404 147
68.7 202
52.6 155
84.4 452
695 18.2
124 418
%88 06
25 472
436 265
6886 60.0
1714 309
815 0.2
18.1 1.
653 12.8
724 111
64.2 16.6
876 103
655 18.8
66.14 17.2
56.8 25.3
405 481
639 00
9.2 233
669 776
41 00
65.2 i1
976 00
262 247
22 179
766 210
896 ..
381 16
69.9 400
87.4 581
717 174
496 229
379 184
511 19.2
517 204
29.2 50.1

165
271

22.4
12.4
1186

6.8
10.7

454

0.7
199
45.4
15.0
371

0.2
241
117

9.9
11.2

128
10.4

21.2
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Sources: Direciion of Trade Statistics CD-ROM (IMF 2011). For the Coak Islands; the Federated States of Micronesia; Taipei,China; and Timor-Leste: econcmy sources.

Excapt for Afghanistan and Pakistan, data for 1990 refer to 1992.
Eccnomies are classified following Taipei China's trade groupings. Data under the heading "Middle East” refer Lo those of “Mddle and Near East” economies.
Based on reporting partner-country data. For Palau, data for 1990 refer to 2000,
Brunel Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it i1s not classified as a developing member,
Data for 1990 refer to 1993.

Data for 1990 refer to 1991, and for 2010 to 2007,

For reporting economies only.
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Toble 4.14 Direction of Trade: Merchandise Imports
(percent of total merchandise imports) -

__ From Asia Europe America  Middle East  America Africa  Oceania the World :
T 1990 2010 1990 2010 1990 2010 1990 2010 1990 2010 1990 2010 1990 2010 1990 2010 §
Developing Member Economles il
Central and West Asia® -
Afghanistan 79.1 47.2 171 179 1.3 333 04 03 02 02 0.0 1.0 Q0.1 0.1 1.6 0.0 ; i
Armenia 27 266 434 584 533 38 01 78 0.1 2.0 0.0 05 01 0.6 0.3 0.3
| Azerbaijan 202 335 70.B 586 26 34 6.2 0 02 086 0.0 03 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.1 3
Georgia 13.7 382 565 463 298B 66 00 42 00 25 0.0 07 0.0 1.3 0.1 0.2 r i
| Kazakhstan 509 363 358 595 35 30 07 05 00 0.3 0.0 02 00 01 L 02 *
Hyrgyz Republic 38.7 76.5 551 218 6.2 1.3 0.0 03 0.0 041 00 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 i i
| Pakistan 303 410 283 144 142 69 151 311 0.9 1.2 2.2 2.0 2.4 1.5 h ¥ 1.9 f
Tajikistan 42 601 824 310 133 34 0.0 4.7 0.0 03 0.0 04 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 ik
Turkmenistan B2 412 65.0 439 267 09 0.0 12.7 0.0 01 00 00 0.0 0.0 0.1 1.2 <
Uzbekistan 191 466 618 51.0 190 1.4 0.0 05 0.0 03 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 01 ;
East Asla i
China, People’s Rep. of 486 374 241 150 158 92 09 66 20 b7 0.6 4.1 28 4.6 52 174
| Hong Kong, China B6.7 75.1 12.4 9.2 BEG 6.1 0.8 1.4 0.7 0.6 06 03 s B 0.6 9.1 6.7 :
i Korea, Rep. of 335 493 31 1145 253 118 7.0 157 My 2.4 06 09 43 5.4 14.5 2.9
Mongolia 331 603 66.0 331 00 486 0.0 07 01 01 0.7 0.0 01 1.0 0.0 0.1 3
| Taipei,China® 436 56.9 175 104 249 113 60 125 2.1 2.2 2.2 2.8 3.4 3.9 0.2 0.0 1
South Asia
1 Bangladesh 47,7 669 220 113 8.4 4.4 % | 6.7 14 24 0.1 0.8 1.8 2.5 13.4 5.0
i Bhutan® 112 819 721 102 113 26 0.0 00 31 00 0.0 0.2 2.2 5.2 0.0 0.0
India 7.4 327 413 176 129 7.1 183 263 1.7 2.8 2.8 7.2 34 4.9 23 1.5 1
Maldives 852 629 133 8.0 05 34 0.5 200 0.0 1.0 0.0 08 0.3 33 0.1 0.5
! Nepal 69.4 819 2041 3.7 2.8 s B 0.0 23 0.5 0.0 0.2 0.1 5.8 1.0 1.2 100 ;
i Srl Lanka 475 835 17.8 120 89 42 117 115 0.8 1.3 4.4 0.3 2.8 3.2 6.1 39
Southeast Asia
' Brunei Darussalam® 615 815 186 105 154 5.0 00 04 0.2 01 0.0 01 26 1.2 1.7 1.1
Cambodia 648 B9.5 285 286 01 18 35 01 05 02 0.1 0.0 25 03 0.0 55
Indonesia 436 668 224 92 137 80 50 60 20 23 0.7 1.6 6.0 36 6.6 26
a0 PDR 87.7 839 9.7 3.6 08 05 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.9 0.7 0.6 1.2
Malaysia 506 701 179 88 180 94 12 32 1.6 13 05 08 42 24 58 4.0
Myanmar 69.2 95.0 233 2.0 31 01 0.1 0.2 00 02 0.4 0.0 3.7 1.0 0.2 1.4
. Philippines 400 629 13.2 7.7 211 111 118 64 2.5 15 0.7 0.2 4.3 2.7 6.5 7.6
~ Singapore 47.7 527 158 155 1689 127 110 96 0.2 1.4 0.4 0.3 2.2 13 5.1 6.4
Thailand 53.4 58.0 19,7 127 121 6.7 41 114 1.8 1.6 08 08 2.0 3.6 6.1 52
Viet Nam 341 718 21.3 8.8 0.4 4.7 0.0 11 0.0 1.5 0.1 0.1 0.4 2.0 438 100
| The Pacific
| Cook Islands® 1.9 2.3 32.5 0.0 5.4 2.6 0.0 00 0.0 00 00 00 511 87.2 9.2 7.8
' Fijl, Rep. of 26.4 536 5.6 22 134 33 0.0 02 0.0 0.2 0.0 05 441 354 10.5 4.6
. Hirbati® 144 419 6.0 289 489 82 0.0 00 01 03 00 00 306 461 0.1 0.7
- Marshall Isiands’ 185 16.2 0.0 0.0 749 458 0.0 00 0.0 00 0.0 00 hh 122 12 259
Micronesia, Fed. States of® 19.7 37.0 00 00 721 556 0.0 00 0,0 0.0 0.0 00 26 4.1 5.6 3.3
| Naune 312 06 74 B80.1 0.6 3.8 0.0 00 0.0 01 2.2 0.0 586 152 0.0 0.2
| Palaut 985 923 0.9 3.0 0.0 00 0.0 00 03 00 0.0 0.0 0.3 AT 0.0 0.0
,' Papua New Guinea 294 399 70 46 115 53 01 04 05 041 03 03 53502 461 1.0 3.6
~ Samoa 8.7 45.2 6.4 1T 0 51 0o 02 00 04 00 02 312 444 46.7 2.7
Solomon Islands 375 427 58 0.9 6.1 1.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.5 448 431 59 112
- Timor-Leste .. 984 0.3 1.0 0 o 0.1 0.2 0.0 o 0.0
~ Tonga 169 215 18 11 103 142 00 00 00 05 00 28 624 593 86 06
L, Tuvalu® 298 63.7 339 0.1 00 06 0.0 00 0.5 0.0 0.0 00 358 331 0.0 25
-~ Vanuatuy B2.7 44.7 219 4,9 23 59 0.0 00 03 041 0.0 04 124 414 0.4 2.7
eloped Member Economies
Australia 324 518 275 196 264 126 32 23 1.0 11 04 14 55 50 3.7 6.3
Japan 253 121 168 132 212 422 133 1ATd 30 32 1.6 1.6 6.2 7.1 3.7 3.4
New Zealand 240 431 250 165 200 123 5.4 6.2 10 07 0.2 08 212 184 3.2 21
PING MEMBER ECONOMIES" 39.7 46.7 206 124 149 10.0 48 B84 13 28 08 23 106 21 7.3 8.4
AL MEMBERS" 35.2 463 208 128 19.0 104 71 9.2 1.7 28 1.0 22 9.2 8.7 6.1 7.6
WORLD 179 29.2 501 39.1 201 174 34 40 17 29 22 23 14 14 3.3 3.5

a Except for Afghanistan and Pakistan, data for 1990 refer to 1992,

b Economies are classified following Taipel,China's trade groupings. Data under the heading “Middle East” refer to those of “Middle and Near East™ economies,
Based on reporting partner-country data. For Palau, data for 1990 refer to 2000,

| Brunet Darussalam Is a regional member of ADB, but It is not classified as a developing member.
Dats for 2010 refer to 2009,
Data for 2010 refer to 2006.

g Data for 2010 refer to 2007,

h For reporting economies only.

‘- es: Direction of Trade Statistics CD-ROM (IMF 2011). For the Cook Islands; the Federated States of Micronesia; the Marshall Islands; Taipel,China; and Timor-Leste:
i £00NOMY SOUTCES. |
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Infernational Reserves

Table 4.15 International Reserves®
[end of year; USS million)

PR T e
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia :
Afghanistan 266 7 6 (3] 7 A 0 0 0 0 0 201 19¢
Armenia 110 314 330 431 502 548 669 1072 1659 1407 2004 185¢
Azerbaijan - 121 680 725 720 803 1075 1178 2500 4273 b4er 5364 5409
Georgia - 199 116 162 202 196 387 479 931 1361 1480 2110 2264
Kazakhstan . 1660 2096 2508 3141 4962 9277 7070 19127 17629 19872 23220 28291
Kyrayz Republic - 124 262 287 n7 399 565 512 817 um 1225 1585 1720
Pakistan 985 2453 2056 4235 8762 11674 10616 10048 12816 15689 8903 13771 17210
Tajikistan 0 94 94 90 118 172 189 204 45 89 a2 161
Turkmenistan 1170 1808 2055 2346 2673 2714 4457  BOS9 13222
Uzbekistan 1273 1212 1215 1559 2147 0 0 0 1 413 405
East Asia
China, Peaple's Rep. of 30209 76036 158856 218698 205202 412225 618574 825588 1072564 1534354 1953334 2425855 2875895
Hong Kong, China 24657 55424 107560 111174 111919 118388 123569 124278 133210 152693 182527 255842 268731
Kerea, Rep. of 14825 32712 96198 102821 121414 155355 199060 210391 238956 262224 201220 270012 291571
Mongalia 23 152 202 207 268 204 208 333 718 1001 657 1327 2288
Taipei,China 78064 95011 111370 126572 166046 211140 246560 257952 270840 275027 296389 3529067 387206
South Asia
Bangladesh 649 2367 1516 1305 1722 2624 3222 2825 3877 5278 5789 10343 11178
Bhutan 89 130 318 323 355 357 396 467 545 699 765 891
India 5188 21501 40155 48200 70377 102261 130401 136026 176105 273859 254024 274668 287051
Maldives 24 48 123 93 133 159 204 186 231 3C8 241 261 330
Nepal 302 593 952 1044 1024 1229 1469 1504 9 8 100 9
Sri Lanka 433 2094 1147 1357 1705 2334 205 2735 2837 3508 2561 5358 T197
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam? - - 408 382 449 475 489 492 514 667 751 1357
Cambodia 0 192 611 698 914 982 1118 1159 1411 2143 2641 3288 3802
' Indonesia 8520 14787 29268 28018 32047 36253 36303 34731 42588 56925 51841 66119 96211
Lao PDR 2 a3 140 133 194 213 227 239 336 540 639 713 805
Malaysia 9871 23899 28624 29817 33656 44116 66176 70153 82426 101313 91528 96713 106498
Myanmar 325 573 234 411 481 562 685 782 1248 -
Philippines 2048 7799 15063 15692 16365 17063 16228 18494 22967 33751 37551 44243 62373
Singaporz 27790 68816 80170 75677 82221 96246 112579 116172 136260 162957 174193 187803 235715
Thailand 14273 36045 32661 33041 38915 42148 49831 52065 66985 87455 111008 138418 172129
Viet Nam 0 1379 3510 3765 4232 6359 7186 9216 13591 23748 24176 16803
The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of 261 349 412 367 359 424 478 315 310 520 317 567 717
HKiribati 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 8
Marshall islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of - 69 413 98 117 0 55 50 a7 48 40 56 56
Palau
Papua New Guinea 415 263 296 430 343 520 660 749 1427 2087 1987 2607 3092
Samoa 69 55 54 57 62 84 8 82 81 95 87 156 209
Solomon Islands 18 16 32 19 18 37 81 95 104 119 90 146 266
Timor-Leste 43 61 182 153 84 230 210 250 406
Tonga 31 29 25 24 25 40 55 47 48 85 T0 9 105
Tuvalu Sae et
Vanuatu 38 48 39 38 37 24 62 a7 105 120 115 149 161
Developed Member Economies
Australa 19328 14951 18817 18664 21567 33258 36926 43257 55079 26908 32924 41742 42268
Japan 79707 184510 356021 396237 462357 664569 835228 835506 880977 954145 1010686 1023590 1062816
New Zealand 4129 4410 3952 3565 4963 6085 6947 8893 14060 17247 11052 15594 16723
DEVELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIES® .. 448215 728361 811693 997429 1274513 1645372 1892458 2315427 3036131 3433221 4204517 4832533
REGIONAL MEMBERS® . 652086 1107559 1230541 1486764 1978899 2524963 2780605 3266066 4035099 4488634 5286800 5984439

a Data refer to International reserves with gold at national valuation unless othemwise specified, For Afghanistan, Bhutan, Kirbati, Palau, Samoa, Solomon Islands, Singapore,
Timor-Laste, Tonga, Turkmenistan, and Vanuatu, data refer to intemational reserves without gold.

b Brunei Darussalam s a regional member of ADB, but it is nol classified as a developing member.

¢ For reporting economies only.

Sources: Intemational Financial Statistics Online (IMF 2011); for Taipei,Cnina: economy sources.




International Reserves

Tuble 4.16 Ratio of International Reserves to Imports©

(months)
1990 1995 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.3
Amenia 2.0 49 51 589 5.3 5.5 5.0 B.7 71 45 8.5 6.9
Azerbaijan 15 5.3 5.9 4.7 3.5 3.6 3.2 5.7 8.5 10.2 9.9 114
Georgia 33 1.4 1.9 22 1.6 2.3 21 3.0 33 2.8 5.9 5.4
Kazakhstan W 35 38 4.7 6.2 8.1 4,7 9.5 6.4 6.2 9.6 10.6
Kyrgyz Republic 2.8 6.2 1.7 6.7 6.6 7.5 6.6 55 54 39 6.8 6.9
Pakistan 1.6 2.9 26 5.0 111 12.4 9.3 6.9 6.2 7.0 3.0 5.2 6.6
Tajikistan 1.2 1.5 13 1.4 1.7 1.6 1.1 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.7
* | Turkmenistan 8.5 125 11.7 154 124 10.3 18.1 26.9 32.4 e |
Uzbekistan 6.3 5.7 6.7 8.3 8.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.6
East Asia
China, People's Rep. of 8.6 83 9.4 113 12.6 12.6 13.9 15.8 171 20.4 218 305 26.0
Hong Kong, China 6.1 6.7 6.5 6.2 55 5.0 4.8 5.0 5.6 8.8 74
Korea, Rep. of 27 3.0 7.2 89 9.8 10.6 10.8 9.8 9.4 89 5.6 10.1 8.3
Mongolia 0.3 43 4.0 4.0 4.7 2.9 26 34 6.1 8.0 25 7.7 B.6
Taipei,China 17.8 115 9.7 14.4 18.1 204 17.9 17.3 16.3 15.3 15.0 24.5 188
South Asia
| Bangladesh 23 4.9 2.4 1.9 2.7 36 3.9 29 3.5 4.1 3.6 6.1 6.3
| Bhutan 11.2 16.1 206 20.7 21.0 213 182 12.2 15.0 15.9 13.7 17.6
India 22 59 8.3 10.3 131 153 13.2 104 111 128 2.9 11.0 125
| Maldives 2.4 24 4.3 3.2 4.6 4.6 4.3 3.4 3.4 38 24 3.7 4.3
Nepal 5.4 5.6 7.3 8.0 8.5 9.5 9.8 89 i 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.2
| Sri Lanka 19 4.7 19 27 34 4.2 3.3 3.7 33 3.7 22 6.3 6.4
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam® - 42 3.7 4.5 44 42 38 4.0 32 71 -
Cambodia 0.0 1.9 3.8 4.0 4.6 4.4 4.1 3.5 3.5 4.7 4.9 6.8 6.7
Indonesia 4.8 43 8.7 9.7 10.8 11.0 8.6 6.0 6.9 8.0 53 8.9 9.1
| Lao PDR 0.2 1.9 31 31 5.2 5.5 38 3.3 3.8 6.1 5.5 5.9 4.7
| Malaysia 4.6 4.0 4.4 5.1 5.4 6.7 8.0 7.8 8.0 88 7.4 9.9 8.2
| Myanmar 7.4 3.9 1.3 21 2.7 3.6 41 53 6.4 i
_ Philippines 2.0 35 4.2 5.0 4.9 5.0 4.4 4.8 5.2 7.0 7.4 11.4 12.3
Singapore 5.9 6.7 6.9 7.6 81 87 8.0 7.1 7.0 7.6 6.6 9.2 8.7
Thailand 52 6.3 6.3 6.5 74 6.8 6.4 5.3 6.3 7.6 7.6 126 115
8 Viet Nam 0.0 2.2 3.0 31 29 34 3.0 3.2 38 48 3.8 31 5
| The Pacific
", Cook Islands
ll‘lFlﬁ‘Rep‘of 49 6.4 5.7 54 48 45 2.6 23 38 1.8 5.2

-~ Hiribati 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.5 13
~ Marshall Islands .
5

. Micronesia, Fed. States of - T 12.4 9.7 12,6 8.9 5.3 4.8 4.3 45 3.3 4.4
|I m ! tee e s ren aws e e e T ree e e
Papua New Guinea 4.5 25 35 55 38 5.2 5.4 5.9 8.6 9.5 7.6 10.9 10.8
Samoa 11.8 7.2 24 16 1.8 7.4 6.7 5.2 4.4 50 4.2 9.7 9.0
4 Seiomon Islands 2.7 1.2 4.2 28 4.6 6.4 13.4 95 6.4 5.5 3.7 7.3 8.8
10.0 15.7 8.1 81 73 |
7.6 4.7 4.7 4.6 4.9 6.4 8.0 5.4 4.8 7.1 6.2 86 115 |
57 7.3 6.1 5.8 4.9 58 6.6 6.2 81 7.5 55 T.1 B.1
eveloped Member Economies I
-~ Australia 5.9 31 33 36 3.7 4.7 4.2 4.3 49 2.0 21 3.2 26
Japan 4.5 7.5 12.4 15.1 18.3 231 244 211 19.8 20.0 171 245 20.0 ‘
New Zealand 6.0 41 3.7 33 4.0 4.2 4.2 4.5 7.3 7.3 4.7 6.5 7.4
VELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIES® 7.0 7.2 8.7 9.8 10.5 10.6 10.4 10.9 12.2 11.8 17.2 158
GIONAL MEMBERS® 6.9 8.1 9.8 11.1 125 126 119 121 13.0 12.2 17.5 15.7

grchandise imports from the balance of payments were used in the computation.
Brunel Darussalam is a regonal member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
:: reporting economies only.

tes: ADB staff estimates using International Financial Statistics Online (IMF 2011), European Bank for Recanstruction and Development Transition Report 2007
(EBRD 2007}, and economy sources.
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Capital Flows

Table 4.17 Official Flows® from All Sources to Developing Member Economies

(USS million)
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan® 122 213
Armenia 0 229
Azerbaijan 0 191
Georgia 0 219
Kazakhstan 0 460
Kyrgyz Republic 0 201
Pakistan 1547 1301
Tajikistan 0 94
Turkmenistan 0 27
Uzbekistan 0 321
East Asia
China, People's Rep. of 2359 8796
Hong Kong, China® 38 18
Korea, Rep. of® 52 57
Mongolia 13 213
Taipei,Chinal 36 0
South Asia
Bangladesh 1818 1249
Bhutan 49 72
India 3158 -41
Maldives 23 60
Nepal 401 437
Sn Lanka 633 611
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam®¢ 4 4
Cambodia 42 518
Indonesia 3009 1870
Lao PDR 223 279
Malaysia 539 513
Myanmar 157 80
Philippines 1538 -133
Singapore? -3 17
Thailand 522 859
Viet Nam 107 635
The Pacific
Cook Islands® 12 13
Fiji, Rep. of 23 37
Kiribati® 20 15
Marshall Islands® 39
Micronesia, Fed. States of? 77
Nauru? 0 3
Palau® 142
Papua New Guinea 535 398
Samoa 46 42
Solomon lslands 41 50
Timor-Lesteb 0 0
Tonga 30 38
Tuvalu® 5 8
Vanuatu 50 47
DEVELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIES? 17240 20277
DEVELOPING ECONOMIES® 67038 73364

136
205
277
136
151
217
613

84
267
334

2346
199

1131
72
513
17
344
317

372
2236
263
696
105
335

724
1522

14607
48192

1168
122
1248
24
353
383

411
1174
237
2167
124
96
32
1505

5
22
12
74

138

7

34
269
37
78
194
23
10
30

16799
56865

1288
263
313
282
137
184

1263
155
-37
105

-302
186

963
145
-2788
30
332
432

461
481
261
-103
130
332

-3960
1173

4
31
21
63

112
12
32

185
38
39

219
23
12
27

2546
46131

1205
153
-4169

430
742

530
-19
283

115
533
-3881
2030

175
30
6
33

1159
53623

100
A-Ldn..

2303
203
171
207
220
247

=271
202
-31
215

1374
265

1514
150
781

409
580

502
1881
246

116
-123

2407
2007

39

8670
67055

 AafnE
2005

2818
182
194
234

-656
272

1644
231
-54
142

2091
219

1183
148
2571
80
548
1268

572
517
326

137
246

-1623
1779

a
73
28
57

107

9

24
250
43
200
185
31

9

40

15472
56584

2956
228
377
224
129
272

2496
372

-100

49

2253
211

1678
127
2367
60
497
866

651
-10
330
-353
134
383
-465
1736

2
62
27
55

109
17
37

242
47

204

209
20
15
49

18593

1494
244

1535

3672
52
563
851

689
-1449
RN
-1424
195
471

717
2444

30
61
18584

318
367

329
326
2476
559
-35
165

2504

254

4128

219
278
3
16
102

26059

89268 101266 128169

a Refers to net flows of long-term public and publicly guaranteed debt from officlal creditors and grants, Including technical cooperation grants. However, data for 2009
include net flows of long-term public and publicly guaranteed debt from official creditors for economies whose data were sourced from the Global Development Fina

Database.

b Refers to net official development assistance only, |.e., concessional flows to developing economies and multilateral institutions provided by official agencies, including s §
and local governments, or by their executing agencies, administered with the objective of promoting the economic development and weilfare of developing economies, and

containing a grant element of at least 25%.
Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
For reporting economies only.

o o

e Includes data for all developing economies as reported in World Bank's Global Development Finance Online. For developing member ecoriomies not covered by the World
Bank, data are from OECD's Geographical Distribution of Financial Flows to Aid Recipients.

Sources: Global Development Finance Online (World Bank 2011). For Afghanistan; Brunei Darussalam; the Cook Islands; Hong Kong, China; Kiribati; the Republic of Korea; *
the Marshall Islands; the Federated States of Micronesia; Nauru; Palau; Singapore; Taipei,China; Timor-Leste: and Tuvalu: OECD.StatExtracts website (stats.oecd.

orgfindex.aspy).
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I Capital Flows

Table 4.18 Net Private Flows® from All Sources to Developing Member Economies

(USS million)
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
l  Afghanistan® 2 19 13 37 30
~ Amenia 0 25 124 70 104 121 262 305 503 1201 1308 820
| Azerbayan 0 330 167 207 1384 3264 3678 1926 -516 4517 370 B73
t Georgia 0 0 157 123 144 317 555 502 1349 1859 2305 907
Kazakhstan 0 1204 2171 5019 4142 5675 12322 8728 34835 33220 26364 17179
| Hyrayz Republic 0 9% -63 -73 11 = 122 42 316 319 309 219
: ~ Pakistan 182 1050 -18 -326 350 -58 1342 3407 6230 7877 5747 1876
| Tajikistan 0 10 12 26 17 -8 249 52 346 363 392 -
|| - Turkmenistan 0 253 40 -167 38 1 192 334 655 762 784 1331
~ Uzbekistan 0 177 -1 66 -7 110 9 -47 -116 507 566 632
' East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 8107 40862 40644 41073 47107 53515 73698 107008 128456 172492 168654 94264
| Hong Kong. China® 3482 3758
i Korea, Rep. of ® 1572 7596
‘] ~ Mongolia 0 -4 51 42 78 131 93 184 359 438 725 483
‘ ~ Taipei,China® 428 428
‘South Asia
~ Bangladesh 59 -33 327 123 53 253 439 817 704 789 968 507
~ Bhutan -3 -2 0 0 0 3 3 9 6 73 30 36
~ India 1831 4974 10153 6964 7401 16224 18676 18619 48741 90220 37355 65853
" :Ma[dlv_as 7 9 13 12 25 10 10 17 24 33 47 -8
-7 -5 -8 21 -5 14 -1 2 -7 5 0 38
54 159 323 34 108 118 171 212 350 1139 428 660
i Brunel Darussalam® -2 32
0 164 149 149 145 84 131 381 483 867 815 530
2891 8147 -10640 -6741 -5254 -4625 1939 7265 10425 12971 16996 16650
6 95 34 24 137 22 174 309 453 1080 593 577
476 7850 4957 1505 5150 2107 9157 1862 10616 6488 -3696 161
155 315 241 184 111 230 192 220 278 257 283 323
639 2372 3782 2224 1917 1570 2515 4403 4835 8642 -1922 3596
3220 4290
4370 10146  -1137 14712 779 5030 8983 14635 16373 14246 3526 6351
180 2136 592 707 755 1191 1600 2669 3617 12830 B8O98 707
4 27 -31 0 -2 -23 -4 -29 3 1 -0 -1
79 69 1 41 32 41 250 157 559 342 311 238
0 0 0 -0 0 1 -1 -8 2
: . 5 108 789 968 396 1132 2737 1397 4427 3333 1143
icronesia, Fed. States of® -0 - -0 -0 0 1 16 49 9
| Nauru® 1 1 -2 0 1 5] 223 2 -0 -0 2 2
Palay® -0 18 1 1 2 7 1 1 3 -2 -0
. Eﬂpua New Guinea 204 111 a5 2 =77 169 74 234 53 -109 119 449
- 7 3 -2 1 -0 1 2 -3 21 2 13 1
7 4 10 -13 -3 -4 -2 12 35 B2 96 130
-5 9 i 54 164 53 374 0 -64 0 3 2
0 1 4 1 -0 3 b 7 10 28 4 15
-0 -4 1 25 0 0 -1 4 -1
13 31 20 18 14 18 20 13 43 34 32 27

NG MEMBER ECONOMIES®

)P 27956 96696 52176 65712 85972 138631 176979 271395 368994 275845 223573
ELOPING ECONOMIES®

50682 v
50349 172059 171188 163076 161993 217544 315146 457098 597354 930646 733414 516242

Refers to the sum of net foreign direct investment, portfolio equity flows, net flows of long-term public and publicly guaranteed debt from private creditors, and net flows of
Iofal private nonguaranteed debt.

Refers to the sum of direct investment, portfolio investment, and private net exports credits of Development Assistance Committee countries only.

'€ Brunel Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

: reparting economies only.

€ Includes data for all developing economies as reported in World Bank's Global Development Finance Online. For developing member economies not covered by the
World Bank, data are from OECD's Geographical Distribution of Financial Flows to Aid Reciplents.

Sources: Global Development Finance Online (World Bank 2011); OECD. OECD . StatExtracts website (stats.oecd.org/Index.aspx). for Afghanistan; Brunei Darussalam; the
Cook Islands; Hong Kong. China; Kiribati; the Republic of Korea; the Marshall Islands; the Federated States of Micronesia; Nauru; Palau; Singapore; Taipei,China;
Timor-Leste; and Tuvalu.
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Capital Flows

i Table 4.19 Aggregate Net Resource Flows® from All Sources to Developing Member Economies
- (USS million)
; 1990 1995 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 |
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan 120 213 157 386 1288 1606 2337 2806 2975 3977 4902 6266
Armenia 0 254 329 261 367 319 166 487 732 1561 1627 | 1739
Azerbaijan 0 521 444 398 1697 3532 3849 2121 -139 -4187 737 1169
i Georgia 0 219 293 371 426 526 762 736 1573 2173 3204 1264
E Kazakhstan 0 1664 2323 5170 4279 5944 12542 8072 34963 33281 26693 17765
I i Hyrgyz Republic 0 297 154 95 173 175 369 314 589 602 635 559
4 Pakistan 1729 2350 596 1383 1613 1313 1071 5051 8725 10351 8223 4250
4 Tajikistan 0 104 96 172 172 156 451 283 718 757 951 136
5 Turkmenistan 0 280 227 -81 -5 5 161 279 555 716 749 1241
1 Uzbekistan 0 498 333 404 98 197 224 95 -67 604 731 878
;
East Asia
i China, People’s Rep. of 10466 49658 42990 44075 46806 51519 75072 109099 130709 173986 171158 & 94980
1 Hong Keng, China 3520 3776
i Korea, Rep. of 1624 7653
Mongolia 13 209 250 233 264 124 358 403 570 683 979 636
i Taipei,China 464 428
i1
I South Asia
; Bangladesh 1877 1216 1457 1291 1016 1458 1954 2000 2382 2324 4034 1314
Bhutan 48 69 72 122 145 155 153 157 134 156 112 87
India 4989 4933 10667 8212 4613 12055 19457 21190 51108 93892 41484 67738
Maldives 30 69 30 36 55 52 78 96 a3 85 100 76
Nepal 395 432 336 374 326 445 408 550 489 569 790 25
Sri Lanka 687 771 640 447 540 860 751 1479 1216 1990 1307 1263
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam® 1 36
Cambodia 42 681 521 561 606 614 633 953 1134 1557 1759 715
Indonesia 5990 10017 -B404 5567 -4772 -4644 59 7782 10415 11522 17210 16661
Lao PDR 229 375 297 261 398 305 420 634 782 1523 1056 725
Malaysia 1015 8363 5653 3672 5047 2116 9905 1694 10263 5064  -4356 -845
Myanmar 312 395 346 308 240 344 308 357 412 453 814 314
Philippines 2178 2240 4117 2320 2249 2103 2393 4157 5218 9113 2341 4221
Singapore 3216 4307
Thalland 4893 11005 -413 -1441 3181 1149 6576 13012 15908 13528 2843 5960
Viet Nam 287 2771 2114 2212 1928 3221 3608 4448 5354 15274 11254 10853
The Pacific
Cook Islands 17 40 =27 5 2 -17 <] -22 35 10 6. T |
| Fiji. Rep. of 103 106 22 63 63 90 313 230 621 396 363 | 243
Kiribati 20 15 18 13 21 19 17 29 26 19 27 29
Marshall Islands iy 44 165 863 1030 452 1183 2794 1452 4479 3387 1202
Micronesia, Fed. States of 77 102 137 112 115 86 107 109 131 143 130
Nauru 1 3 2 7 13 22 237 12 17 26 33 26
Palau 142 57 46 33 27 27 25 39 25 41 35
Papua New Guinea 739 509 396 271 107 344 291 484 296 120 398 427
Samoa 52 45 23 38 38 32 32 40 68 49 71 21
Solomon Isiands 48 54 80 66 36 76 119 212 239 326 314 124
| Timor-Leste -5 9 231 248 383 228 535 185 145 278 280 | 218
’I Tonga 30 40 25 24 23 33 23 38 31 58 35 30
: Tuvalu 5 8 -0 10 37 6 8 9 19 1% 16 18
: Vanuatu 63 78 66 48 41 51 59 53 Q2 95 134 36
: DEVELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIES® 45197 116973 66783 67481 68258 87131 147301 192451 289988 387578 301903 242535
DEVELOPING ECONOMIES" 117387 250846 219380 219941 208125 271167 382201 513682 686623 1031912 861583 572913

a Refers to the sum of official and net private flows. However, data for 2009 official flows only include net flows of long-term public and publicly guaranteed debt from official
creditors for economies whose data were sourced from the Global Development Finance Database.

b Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

For reporting economies only.

d Includes data for all developing economies as reported in World Bank's Global Development Finance Online. For developing member economies not covered by the Worid
Bank, data are from OECD's Geographical Distribution of Financial Flows to Aid Recipients.

iz}

Sources: Global Development Finance Online (World Bank 2011), for Afghanistan; Brunei Darussalam; the Cook Islands; Hong Kong, China; Wiribati; the Republic of Korea;
the Marshall Islands; the Federated States of Micronesia; Nauru; Palau; Singapore; Taipel,China; Timor-Leste; and Tuvalu. OECD. OECD.StatExtracts website (stats:
oecd.org/Index.aspx).
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Table 4.20 Total External Debt of Developing Member Economies®

j

‘a Refers to the sum of public and publicly guaranteed long-term debt, private nonguaranteed long-term debt, use of IMF credit, and estimated short-term debt,

b Total external debt refers to long-term debt to OECD countries and capital markets, multilateral loans, and long-term debts to non-0ECD creditor economies only. This applies

to Taipel,China for data prior to 1999 and to Palau for data prior to 2001.

¢ Beginning 1998, OECD applied a new data series that provides total identified external debt and no longer distinguishes between long-term and short-term debts. Henceforth,

- shart-term debt refers to debt due within a year of the reference period and long-term debt refers to the residual.

d Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it Is not classified as a developing member,

‘& For reporting economies only.

f Includes data for all developing economies as reported in World Bank's Global Development Finance Online. For developing member economies not covered by the World
Bank, data are from country sources.

(USS million)
| Developing Mambar Economies
Central and West Asia |
‘ ~ Afghanistan 1974 [
~ Armenia 2898 el
| Aerbaijan 1480 3593 N
~ Georgia 1839 2271 Ak
Kazakhstan .. 3750 12433 14887 17981 22767 32815 43478 72443 95542 107278 109873 N
Kyrgyz Republic 609 1827 1717 1851 2024 2111 2027 2373 2504 2466 2900 g,
Palistan 20589 30169 32732 31665 33567 35785 35581 33260 36111 40892 48471 53710 =
| Tajikistan 634 1034 1058 1142 1149 1038 1062 1014 1150 2313 2514 .
Turkmenistan 402 2518 2271 1975 1743 1522 1058 886 743 638 576 I!-'
| Uzbekistan . 1799 4633 4867 4798 4921 4823 4282 4031 3923 3983 4109 L
East Asia %
| China, People’s Rep. of 55301 118090 145711 184803 186114 208431 247679 283986 325260 373773 378245 428442
Hong Kong, China* 12339 20177 208260 179877 174527 372708 430121 454503 516382 711057 663372 668484
~ Korea, Rep. of 34968 113002 141429 121346 132757 141650 150625 161413 225199 333428 317370 345391 I
Mongolia 531 896 885 1036 1472 1518 1327 1440 1682 1833 2212
~ Taipei,China® 17703 27077 34757 34336 45033 63054 80888 86732 85833 94525 90361 81958
MMa
Bangladesh 12285 15726 15535 14865 16569 18315 19586 18381 20032 21296 22886 23820
84 106 204 265 378 486 593 649 713 775 692 762
Inm_a_ 85661 95174 100243 98643 104816 117872 122587 120224 158493 202793 224713 237692
Maldives 78 155 206 235 272 295 366 392 488 630 716 780
~ Nepal 1627 2410 2867 2733 2990 3163 3357 3180 3392 3602 3685 3683
~ Srilanka 5863 8395 9080 8668 9688 10402 11044 11373 11888 14369 15611 17208
 Southeast Asia
~ Brunei Darussalam?
~ Cambodia 1845 2284 2628 2697 2000 3193 3438 3515 3527 3761 4215 4364
| Indonesia £9872 124413 143358 132057 127800 133434 137124 134353 125348 133917 146247 157517
| Lao PDR 1766 2155 2501 2493 3047 2323 2616 2844 3377 4388 4955 5539
| Malaysia 15328 34343 41874 45089 48272 48557 52156 51981 55026 61566 66181 66390
| Myanmar 4695 5771 5975 5763 6728 7509 7483 7012 7262 8237 8002 8186
~ Philippines 30580 39379 58304 58252 59906 62589 60968 61658 60282 65910 64875 62911
~ Singaporeb< 3772 8368 220208 222073 234393 245233 287785 300359 313551
| Thailand 28094 100039 79720 67191 59381 51009 49434 46354 45893 48644 54858 58755
! Viet Nam 23270 25428 12823 12583 13325 15971 17993 19035 18610 22737 24964 28674
mmnc |
Cook Istands® 1 25 55 54 59 67 74 71 39 35 35 41
r Fiji, Rep. of 308 178 173 159 169 184 246 186 354 347 380 432 |
‘ - Kinbati 3 7 8 10 10 16 13 11 13 13 10 10 |
Marshall Islands 72 149 89 90 88 91 95 92 100 99 94 90 ‘
| Micronesia, Fed. States of 20 130 82 66 59 61 62 63 64 67 70 83
k Palaube 10 20 20 19 20 59 59 72 75 80 |
Papua New Guinea 2594 2506 2292 2037 1858 1867 1784 1880 1826 1430 1418 1555
J ‘Samoa 92 160 138 134 147 167 175 168 164 186 206 235
1 Sulomcn Islands 120 159 155 163 180 178 177 166 174 177 166 156 |
Timor-Leste.
 Tonga 44 63 65 63 72 85 85 80 82 86 89 105 |
Tuwalu“ 4 5 5 11 12 12 11 |
~ Vanuaty 38 49 74 72 90 97 121 82 83 98 126 130 |
ELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIES® .. T94738 1288862 1258490 1298910 1584412 1774085 1863189 2109310 2265203 2274797 2395736 |
|DEVELOPING ECONOMIES' ... 2038233 2727138 2695563 2776637 3194519 3457734 3492207 3784573 4319397 4496896 4641381 ‘

I'»;'S_purces: Global Development Finance Online (World Bank 2011); Statistical Compendium 2004-1, 2005-1, 2005-2 CD-ROM (OECD 2004 and 2005); country sources.
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|
4 Table 4.21 Total External Debt of Developing Member Economies
b (percent of GNI)
| |
1 '! Deveioprng Member Economies
{t L Central and West Asia )
'] Afghanistan . 113 194 196
i Armenia .. 253 466 592 646 642 535 366 304 308 275 553
| Azerbaijan . 106 266 238 253 253 244 176 141 128 105 1214
) Georgia . 482 516 532 540 483 397 205 249 222 268 400
B Kazakhstan . 185 730 712 765 783 814 845 1012 1041 942 1130
B Kyreyz Republic . 315 1419 1171 1196 1090 1001 855 852 668 490 65.8
| | Pakistan 493 494 448 444 462 41T 355 297 278 280 288 313
{15 Tajikistan .. 536 1254 1027 981 785 519 476 374 317 455 51.2
3 Turkmenistan .. 161 923 662 455 295 226 140 9.2 62 4.0 30
, 5I Uzbekistan .. 135 342 435 503 491 403 300 236 1715 142 125
| East Asia
| China, People’s Rep. of 154 165 123 142 129 128 128 125 119 106 8.3 87
. Hong Kong, China® 164 206 250 350 320
; Korea, Rep. of 133 214 267 241 230 220 208 191 236 3.7 338 412
Mongolia .. 442 827 755 817 1025 841 589 466 439 357 55.8
1 Taipel,China® 108 104 113 121 150 200 227 243 228 240 226 217
't South Asia _
A Bangladesh 399 402 318 306 333 334 329 290 304 290 264 240
< Bhutan 281 363 487 582 740 824 880 819 815 651 568 5.7
it India 273 210 220 208 208 198 171 145 168 165 186 182
i Maldives 402 409 347 401 450 450 509 540 556 623 592 600
i% Nepal 447 547 520 488 495 500 463 390 371 347 289 287
Sri Lanka . 735 653 568 561 575 556 540 472 426 449 393 415
Southeast Asia |
1 Brunei Darussalam?
e Cambodia 1655 676 743 701 705 713 672 582 507 455 426 450/
4 | Indonesia 640 834 954 921 741 591 560 494 359 323 297 302
b Lao POR 2040 1226 1503 1466 1726 1141 1085 1101 1019 1058 938  955|
¥ Malaysia 364 406 486 524 512 466 441 395 362 338 309 358
| Philippines 694 517 723 766 733 189 702 626 5.8 460 387 32|
i Singapore 12.4 98 160 210 230
Thailand 333 605 660 597 485 373 324 276 231 204 210 233
{ Viet Nam 3840 1240 417 390 386 418 404 367 312 330 285 323
! The Pacific .
; Cook Islands 19 266 601 561 527 439 417 387 205 153 149 204
; Fiji, Rep. of 23,9 92 101 9.7 9.1 7.9 9.0 61 119 105 107  142| 1
|' Kiribati® 1.2 120 111 150 128 168 127 107 126 104 77 82
' Marshall Istandse 929 1259 638 770 706 712 711 664 690 652 620 589
Micronesia, Fed, States of 137 582 352 274 244 250 258 252 256 262 265 299
Nauru woll
. Palau® 83 160 167 158 152 293 282 338 351 31|
| Papua New Guinea 838 573 694 719 670 596 501 415 370 228 179 9
. Samoa 559 826 594 565 557 576 475 431 378 387 366
! Solomon Islands 581 495 357 407 553 536 467 401 393 323 301
3 Timor-Leste it +4n A
Tonga 382 371 421 465 472 404 351 304 271 277 251 28|
l Tuvalu® . 326 389 342 . 446 404  4AT6 |
1 Vanuatu 235 226 278 272 348 313 337 216 194 190 205 207

a GDP s used in lieu of GNI.
b Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

l Sources: Global Development Finance Online (World Bank 2011), Statistical Compendium 2004-1 CD-ROM (OECD 2004), country sources.
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Toble 4.22 Total External Debt of Developing Member Economies

(percent of exports of goods, services, and income)

Jeveloping Member Economies
Central and West Asia

~ Afghanistan

~ Armenia

~ Azerbaijan 3 : A J E ; 5 ;
_ Georgia 1941 1904 1568 132,0 108.7 77.9 68.1 62.0 80.9 1.1.68

Kazakhstan 623 1186 1430 1524 1498 1425 1393 1684 1725 1347 216.6

|| Kyrgyz Republic « 1349 309.8 2985 2863 2685 2220 2106 1789 1213 88.5 1123
~ Pakistan 297.1 2901 3197 2959 2709 2383 2187 1683 1686 1754 1811 235.2
il %ajllds:an e 1484 1154 85,0 84.1 61.1 66,5 130.2 205.2
urkmenistan ad P ei e BE i e . i Py s

_ Uzbelistan

 East Asia
|1 China, People's Rep. of . . X
~ Hong Kong, China® 123 141 86.0 77.9 713 1374 1364
~ Korea, Rep. ofa 46.8 74.8 68.8 67.3 69.6 62.2 51.0
~ Mongolia

_ Taipel,China®

35.0 169 162 160 15.9 . 196
ribatid 80.8 81, 4 182.4 2488 238.8 438 6 414.0 1845 3371 105.8 102.7 134.9
| Marshall Isiands? 28492 6518 4455 6483 5810 5208 5044 3930 5578 5374 4341 4074

| Micronesia, Fed. States of? 4315 5833 4034 2968 2823 2561 4033 3440 3439 257.7 2546 3321
87.0 120.7 98 3 230.7 3449 4200 4148 6327 6364 676.3
174.4 83.1 96.8 96.2 1016 76.2 64.2 52.1 39.7 27.3 227 33.6

179.2 2316 . 1672 1276 1094 1165
1232 751 1206 1652 3448 1865 1395 1075 96.6 746 57.3 62.7

102.3 - . 1972 1526 1637 177.3 1339 1845 1690 1481 2099
. 13938 24168 22836 24344 28657 23126 23575
361 398 424 458 664 600 643 401 386 384 .

FExtemal debt as percent of exports was derived using exports of goods and services data from the national accounts.
nei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it Is not classified as a developing member,
Data before 1998 and from 1998 onward are not comparable due to a change in coverage/compilation methadology.
‘Extenal debt as percent of exports was denved using exports data from the balance of payments.

‘Sources: Global Development Finance Online (World Bank 2011), Statistical Compendium 2004-1 CD-ROM (OECD 2004}, country Sources.
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Table 4.23 Total Debt Service Paid by Developing Member Economies
(USS million)

' Developing Member Economies

Central and West Asia
Afghanistan 9 5 8
Armenia 11 45 55 80 116 169 138 150 189 365
Azerbaijan 10 . 130 126 165 209 232 234 271 202 292
s | Gearga 0 — — — — — —2g— —T8— 77~ 12 ~ 181 ~ 234 187 268 181 190
Kazakhstan 235 3371 3354 4107 5302 8774 13181 14475 27171 33426
| Kyrgyz Republic 60 173 177 129 163 161 127 87 178 328
- Pakistan 1902 3216 2855 2996 2888 3076 4272 2425 2292 2620 2951
. Tajikistan 0 63, 81 96 82 99 70 67 64 126
_ Turkmenistan 104 468 544 558 449 405 307 255 200 170
Uzbekistan 245 886 864 760 810 871 787 851 753 692
East Asia K
China, People's Rep. of 7057 15066 27089 24535 31083 36989 23254 27366 27479 32186 34389
. Hong Kong, China? 1700 3159
. Korea, Rep, of? 8274 11870 22005 22712 25002 16288 9081 7224 7340 4538
Mongolia 52 39 45 52 . 288 41 43 48 55 81
Taipel,China® 1715 2677 45 11 10 11 5916 11008 9001 7546 11473
. South Asia :
. Bangladesh 735 755 766 €63 716 662 652 799 711 990 888
| Bhutan 5 10 9 6 6 7 12 7 10 31 81..
India 8141 13607 10920 11751 15425 25747 17486 23893 17359 39364 30936.
Maldives 9 11 20 22 22 22 33 36 a1 55 66
2 Nepal 68 85 102 94 104 114 117 117 139 147 162
" Sl Lanka 384 452 787 742 708 594 758 420 928 837 1231
4 | Southeast Asia
I, - Brunei Darussalam®
11 Cambodia 30, 7 32 22 21 25 28 31 31 . 30 42
B Indonesia 9946 16421 16625 15477 15876 18475 20494 20228 28282 23931 21368
1 Lao POR 9 25 40 44, 94 102 124 132 182 190 204
3 Malaysia 4333 6041 6445 6231 7938 9593 9191 9389 7630 10437 8772
l Myanmar 60 250 36 40 64 50 65 71 64 54 33
i Pilippines 3500 5363 7059 9363 10201 10200 11478 9962 13699 10136 12199
i - Singapore? 525 1349
B Thailand 5200 8586 13991 20312 19720 15263 12953 18185 14751 22222 17084
i Viet Nam 174 384 1309 1219 1196 807 823 977 971 1254 1338
) The Pacific
| Cook Islands? 0 1 1 1 2. 2 3 3 12 2 2
I Fili, Rep. of 81 42 25 17 17 16 13 14 14 26 24
o 1l Marshall Islands !
, Micronesia, Fed. States of , i .
s Nauru ” A . .
| Palau
5 Papua New Guinea 553 626 304 269 276 . 191 251 308 326 1007 974
| _ Samoa 5 5 5 5 S, 5 6 6 7 7 8
Solomon lslands 12 8 9 7 6 9 i7 14 4 14 15
F Timor-Leste s ar
£ Tonga 2 3 5 3 3 4 4 5 4 5] 5.
| \ Vanuatu 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 4 4 5

3 a Refers to principal repayments on long-term debts plus interests on short-term and long-term dedts.
3 b Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: Global Development Finance Onling (World Bank 2011), Statistical Compendium 2004-1 CD-ROM (OECD 2004), country sources.
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Table 4.24 Total Debt Service Paid by Developing Member Economies
(percent of exports of goods, services, and income)

|Developing Member Economies & ;.*
 Central and West Asia ) ) { §
~ Afghanistan il e 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.4 -1
Amenia 32 83 85 96 108 115 74 70 73 133 209 Es i
| Azerbaijan 13 60 52 6.1 6.7 5.4 2.7 1.9 0.9 0.9 1.7 N
| Georgia . 139 85 110 123 123 1.6 9.3 49 4.6 7.3 o
Kazakhstan 39 322 322 348 349 381 422 337 491 420 802 |
| Kyrgyz Republic .. 133 204 308 199 216 169 132 6.6 86 118 140 E
| Pakistan 274 309 279 280 233 205 263 123 107 112 110 150 o
| Tajikistan w124 83 8.1 5.6 4.0 37 7.1 384 o
| Turkmenistan o Vg wia ¥ P )' )
Uzbekistan t‘ X
| J
| EastAsia i
| China, People’s Rep. of 1.7 99 93 7.9 8.3 7.4 3.4 31 2.5 23 21 29 I
 Hong Kong, China? 24 18 iy
| HKorea, Rep. of® 11.3 79 111 126 1341 7.2 3.1 22 1.9 1.0 .
| Mongolia w102 6.2 7.0 73 339 33 2.9 2.4 2.1 2.7 48 B
[] Taipei,China® 05 21 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.8 4.8 35 2.7 3.9 286 e ) :
- Y
| south psia B4
| Bangladesh 346 164 10.5 9.6 10.2 8.2 7.0 7.5 5.4 6.9 5.0 5.6 i -y
Bhutan 5.1 8.8 47 52 117 213 114 ™
~ India 349 344 175 179 209 292 145 149 86 158 101 5.9 B
- Maldives 4.8 34 42 4.6 4.4 3.7 a7 72 5.2 6.2 6.2 83 Ty
Nepal 15.2 7.9 75 78 104 104 9.0 8.2 9.9 8.9 83 104 e
| Snlanka 16.1 93 121 118 117 89 102 53 105 85 119 158 )
| Southeast Asia \
Cambodia 0.7 1.7 1.0 0.9 1.0 0.8 0.8 0.6 0.5 0.7 0.8
Indonesia 335 303 227 239 251 262 242 198 240 179 135 184
-~ Lao PDR 85 6.1 7.8 90 195 218 226 173 162 152 =
~ Malaysia 126 7.0 5.6 6.0 7.2 7.9 6.2 5.6 4.0 48 36 5.2
~ Myanmar 188 189 1.7 1.4 2.2 1.7 2.0 1.7 1.3
Philippines 276 163 160 247 248 243 247 204 239 157 191 185
~ Singapored 0.8 0.8
| Thailand 169 116 163 254 232 157 110 137 94 118 7.9 6.8
F Vigt Nam 7.5 6.7 6.0 34 2.7 2.6 21 2.2 19 1.8
e“BP!dﬁc
| Cook Islands® 25 260 128 178 367 283 356 520 3469 330 415 6941
| Fili, Rep. of 9.1 37 2.4 17 1.6 1.2 0.8 0.9 0.9 1.6 1.2
|| Marshall Islands
||| Mlcmnwa. Fed. States of i e aae ane aae vas e wa e e e s
| Nauru |
| Papua New Guinea 372 208 129 127 151 7.8 2.0 85 71 193 156 117
| Samoa 10.6 6.6 5.5 4.4 46 4.3 |
| Solomon Islands 11.8 3.8 7.1 71 109 9.9 131 9.1 2.4 5.9 5.2 4.0
{ Tonga 35 83 7.2 6.9 88 8.2 9.2 9.2 9.1 7.7
| Vanuatu 23 1.3 11 1.0 1.4 1.3 1.8 1.3 1.7 15

a Refers 1o debt service as percent of total exports as reflected under direction of trade.
| Reiers to debt service as percent of exports of goods and services under the national accounts.
¢ Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member,

Sources: Global Development Finance Online (World Bank 2011), Statistical Compendium 2004-1 CD-ROM (OECD 2004), country sources.
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Tourism

Table 4.25 International Tourists®
(thousand)

R s e T e RS

Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
Armenia
Azerbaijan
Geargla
Kazakhstan
Kyrgyz Republic
Pakistan
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan

East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mongolia
Taipei,China

South Asia
Bangladesh
Bhutan
India
Maldives
Nepal
Sr| Lanka

Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam®
Cambodia
Indonesia
Lao PDR
Malaysia
Myanmar
Philippines
Singapare
Thailand
Viet Nam

The Pacific

Cook Islands 92 95

Fiji, Rep. of 549 585

Hiribati 4 4

Marshall Istands 6 6
Micronesia, Fed. States of 19 21 26

Nauru

Palau 87 93 83

Papua New Guinea 69 8 104 114

Samoa 102 122 122

Solomon Islands 9 11 14 16 18
Timor-Leste 14 22 36 44
Tonga 32 ar 41 42 39 46 49 51
Tuvalu 1 1 1 - % 1 1 2 2
Vanuatu 53 49 50 61 62 68 81 91 101

Developed Member Economies o 3
Australia 3726 4931 4856 4841 4746 5215 5499 5532 5644 5586 5584
Japan 3345 4757 4772 5239 5212 6138 6728 7334 8347 8351 6790
New Zealand 1409 1787 1909 2045 2104 2334 2365 2409 2455 2459 2458

DEVELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIES® 59142 91300 96474 105481 94427 122954 132319 143786 159794 162722 161341
REGIONAL MEMBERS* 67622 102775 108011 117606 106489 136760 147037 159219 176419 179344 176330

a ForAustralia; Georgia: Japan; the Republic of Korea; New Zealand; Taipel,China; and Viet Nam, data refer to international visitor amvals at frontiers (including tourists
same-day visitors). For the rest of the economies, data refer to international tourist amivals at frontiers (excluding same-day visitors).

b Brunei Darussalam is & regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

¢ For reporting economies only.

Sources: World Tourism Organization Online (UNWTO 2011); UNWTO Tourism Highfights (UNWTO 2011, mkt.unwto.org/en/content/tourism-highlights).




Toble 4.26 International Tourism, Receipts
(USS million)

Tourism

2\
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia

Afghanistan
Armenia
Azerbaijan
Georga
Kazakhstan
lyrgyz Republic
Pakistan
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan

East Asia

China, People's Rep. of

Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mongolia
Taipei,China

South Asia
Bangladesh
Bhutan
India
Maldives
Nepal
Sni Lanka

Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam?
Cambedia
Indonesia
Lao PDR
Malaysia
Myanmar
Philippines
Singapore
Thailand
Viet Nam

The Pacific
Cook lslands
Fiji, Rep. of
Hiribati
Marshall Islands

Micronesia, Fed. States of

Nauru

Palau

Papua New Guinea
Samoa

Soiomon [slands
Timor-Leste

Tonga

Tuvalu

Vanuatu

Deyeloped Member Economies

Australia
Japan
New Zealand

DEVELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIESY
REGIONAL MEMBERS"

70
122
110

8730
9604
5150

21
3287

25
2582
211

177
226

53

| 5229

51
3969
151
1136
7611
8035

28
291

25
35
16
10
a5
8130

3224
2318

57016
70688

38
63
97
356
15
81

27

16231
5868
6834

36
3738

50
10
3460
321
158
248

304
4975
114
5011
162
2156
5142
7483

36
189
3

3
17

56

9289
3373
2272

63394
78328

65
43
s T
452
24
88

2

17792
5904
6384

39
4335

48

9
3198
327
144
213

155
380
5277
104
6863
109
1742
4641
7075

38
205
3

3
15
59
5
39

2

7
46
9224
3306
2340

65821
80846

63
51
126
622
36
a7

2

2

20385
7410
5036

130
4583

57

8
3102
337
103
363

113
454
5285
107
7118
120
1761
4458
7901

46
260
3
17
57
3

15
1

6

54
9971
3497
3159

71128
87868

73
147
564

48
122

24

17406
7072
5358

143
2977

57

4463
402
199
441

124
389
4037
5901
56
1544
3842
7856
1400

69
345
4

17

76

4

54

2

10

64
12438
8848
4232

65307

2004

171
65
177
718
78
179

28

25739
8918
6069

185
4054

67
13
6170
471
230
513

181
603
4798
119
8203

2017
5327

10043 |

1700
72
423
5

17

97

6

69

4

13

75
15214
11265
5098

87518

2005 2008
220 271
78 117
241~ 313
701 838
73 167
182 255
2 2
28 43
29296 33949
10179 11461
5806 5788
177 225
4977 5136
70 80
19 23
7493 8634
287 512
131 128
4229 410
191 224
840 963
4522 4448
139 158
8846 10427
68 46
2265 3501
6205 7545
9577 13393
2300 2850
91 90
485 480
3 2
6 7
17 18
97 )
4 4
79 90
2 26
4 20
15 16
85 a2
16848 17840
12430 8470
5211 4792
96034

90949 119276 130714

37233
13566
6138
312
5213

76

28
10730
602
200
385

233
1135
5346

189

14050

4933
9083
16667
3750

107
499

4
103
27
26
14
119

22308
9345
5414

2008

331
190
447
1012
514
316

64

40843
15304
9774
247
5937

75

36
11832
BG4
336
342

242
1219
7378

276

15277

2499
10714
18173

3930

105
547

112
37
14
19

24755
10821
5037

112617 133101 148576
143943 170401 189431

334
353
476
963
459
269

99

39675
16450
9819
235
6816

70

42
11136
6038
371
350

254
1185
5598

15772

2330
9364
15663
3050

422

116
44
18

25384
10305
4586

142364
182893

2010

403
621
659
1005

363

45814
22951
9765
244
8648

81

14160
714

576

1260
6980

17819

2783
14124
19760

4450

124

30103
13199
4855

173697
221854

@ Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

b For reporting economies only.

Sources: World Tourism Organization Online (UNWTO 2011); UNWTO Tourism Highlights, (UNWTO 2011, mkt.unwto.org/en/cantent/tounsm-highlights); International

Financial Statistics Online (IMF 2011); for Taipei,China, economy sources,
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Transport, Electricity, and Communications

More than two-thirds of Asia’s rail network are operated by just three economies—the People's Republic of China,
India, and Japan. Road networks in Asia are growing rapidly to accommaodate the increase in vehicle ownership.
Mare vehicle use comes with & cost and road accidents are high in many Asian economies. Industrialization and
household electrification are leading to massive increases in per capita electricity consumption, and cellular
phone subscriptions have rapidly grown over the last decade.

Key Trends

Just three economies operate more than two-thirds of
Asia’s rail network: the People’s Republic of China
(PRC), India, and Japan. India had the largest rail
network in Asia and the Pacific in 1990 but by 2009. the
PRC’s rail network had become the largest (Figure 5.1).
Since 1990, the PRC’s rail network has grown by more
than 20% while India'’s by only 1%. Significant growth
was also reported by Cambodia (8%); the Republic of
Korea (9%); Taipei.China (49%): and Thailand (15%).
The Bangladesh network grew by 3%, while in several
economies rail networks have actually declined—by
11% in Pakistan and 17% in Viet Nam. Some economies
of Central and West Asia reported smaller reductions in
rail networks.

Figure 5.1 Percentage Breakdown of Rail Networks ‘
in Asia and the Pacific, Latest Year

15 \ | 112
New Zealand —,

1.8 :
| Usbekistan —~._
| 1.9 =
| Thaland — 4§
| 2.0 Y

Pakistan
| 35
Australia

4.4

Kazakhstan -

[~China, People's Rep. of

| Korea, Rep. of — ~ Others ‘
296 ‘

6.4 . e
| Japan - — India
91 286

Source: Table 5.4,

In contrast to rail, road networks have been growing
rapidly in most economies since 1990. Roads play
an important role in accessing employment, markets,
education, and health services. In most economies, road
networks have been growing at 2% or more each year,
although some roads have been abandoned since 1990 in

some economies of Central and West Asia. Since 1990,
growth of about 9% per year was recorded in Bhutan
and Brunei Darussalam, and the PRC’s network, which
is already the largest in Asia, grew on average by about

[ Figure 5.2 Average Annual Percentage Increase
in Road Networks, 1990 to Latest Year
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| Kyrgyz Republic 35
‘ | Korea, Rep. of =3.4

Viet Nam 3.0
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Indonesia | 2.3
J Bangladesh 19
Hong Kong, China e 1 8
|| Philippines [— 1.7
Solomon Islands — 1.4
| Mangolia _ 1.3
' Fiji, Rep. of s 1.2
| Turkmenistan ;— 1.2
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Singapore e 1.0
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New Zealand Ii 01
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Source; Table 5.1.
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7% each year between 1990 and 2007. Other economies
with high growth rates are Nepal and Thailand (6%)
and the Lao People’s Democratic Republic (5%).
Afghanistan; India; the Kyrgyz Republic; Malaysia;
and Taipei,China all grew by 4%. Growth was lower in
Bangladesh, Indonesia, Pakistan, the Philippines, Viet
Nam, and other developing economies.

Vehicle ownership is growing rapidly together with
expanding road networks. At 696 vehicles per thousand
population, Brunei Darussalam had more vehicles
compared to Australia (687) and Japan (593), and close
1o New Zealand’s 733. Vehicles per thousand population
.ltl Brunei Darussalam have increased five-fold between
&990 and 2008. The economies in Figure 5.3 fall broadly
into three groups: eight economies with 20 vehicles per
thousand population in 2008, 15 economies with between
21 and 99, and 14 economies with more than 100 per
thousand. The first group includes Bangladesh (2).
Pakistan (11), and India (15); the middle group includes
the PRC (37) and Indonesia (77): and the top group
includes Singapore (150) and Malaysia (334), as well as
three developed economies—Australia, Japan, and New
Zealand. Increasing road traffic is a fast growing source of
pollution in many cities, creating a major impact on health.

Higher vehicle use comes with a cost. Road accidents
are exceptionally high in Asia. The decade of 2011-2020
has been declared by the United Nations as the “Decade
of Action for Road Safety.” Figure 5.4 presents deaths due
@o road accidents. Six economies have rates in excess of
20 fatalities per 100,000 population; in ascending order
these are Thailand (20), Georgia (20), Kazakhstan (21),
Mongolia (22). the Kyrgyz Republic (22), and Malaysia
(24). Eighteen of the 42 economies in Figure 5.4 have rates
xcess of 10. By comparison, the four largest economies
in Europe (Germany, France, the United Kingdom, and
taly). all with high vehicle ownership, had reduced road
ities per 100,000 population in 2008 to between 4 in
the United Kingdom and 8 in Italy.

For 24 economies, comparisons are available
between 2000 and 2008. Eleven economies reduced their
leath rates over the period. Some of these were economies
‘Bangladesh, the PRC, and Pakistan, that already had
ow rates of fatal accidents associated with low rates of
ehicle ownership. Among economies with higher rates of
ership, Japan; the Republic of Korea; and Taipei,China
ieved reductions of 30% or more. Malaysia, with
highest rate in 2008, reduced fatalities by just 6%
npared with that in 2000. Safer road construction,
protection for pedestrians, and stricter enforcement
of traffic regulations are needed to reduce road accidents
and fatalities.

Figure 5.3 Motor Vehicles per 1,000 population,
1990 and 2008 or Latest Year
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Source: Table 5.2.
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Figure 5.4 Road Accident Deaths per 100,000 Population,
2000 and 2008 or Nearest Years
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Industrialization and household electrification are
leading to high increases in per capita electricity
consumption in Asia and the Pacific. Some Central
and West Asian economies are the main exception. As a
result of higher prices and reduced industrial activity after
the collapse of the Soviet Union, per capita electricity
consumption was still lower in 2008 than in 1990 in the
eight Central and West Asian economies. By contrast per
capita consumption more than doubled in 12 economies
(Figure 5.5) including Bangladesh, the PRC, India,
Indonesia, Malaysia, Thailand, and Viet Nam but is still
far less than the per capita consumption of industrialized
economies in the region.

Despite these increases, many e
Asia and the Pacific suffer from what the
Energy Agency (IEA) describes as “energy.
its World Energv Outlook 2010 (1IEA 2011
Electrification rates are still low in Bangladesh
India, the Lao People’s Democratic Republic
and Nepal (Table 5.6) so that many people
respiratory diseases through the burning of
_animal dung in poorly ventilated dweumgsr
IEA report states that “the number of prem
from houschold air pollution is greater than
of premature deaths from malaria or tuberc
2011, p. 245). Electricity is also required for
productive activities as well as telecommunicat
without wider access to electricity, these
cannot likely achieve the Millennium Develo
of poverty elimination.

Figute 5.5 Per Capita Consumption of Electricity, 1990 a
(per capita kilowatt-hour)
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Most electricity is generated in Asia by carbon fuels.
Figure 5.6 shows the sources of electricity production.
Economies are ranked according to their use of noncarbon
or clean fuels that do not emit greenhouse gases. Those
at the top are more “eco-friendly™ than those lower down
the chart. Hydropower is the most common source of
clean electricity in Georgia, the Kyrgyz Republic, Nepal,
and Tajikistan. Nuclear power is the other main source of
clean energy and is a major source for Armenia, Japan,
and the Republic of Korea; and currently, a relatively
small source for the PRC, India, and Pakistan. Wind and
solar power currently make only small contributions
‘to electricity production in Asia and the Pacific
(Box 5.1).

The five most populous economies in the region use
carbon fuels to generate most of their electricity: 96%

in Bangladesh, 81% in the PRC, 83% in India, 87% in
Indonesia, and 68% in Pakistan. The PRC and India make
heavy use of coal, which is the most polluting carbon fuel.

Cellular phone subscriptions have grown rapidly over
the last decade. Figure 5.7 shows the rapid growth of
cellular phone subscriptions between 2000 and 2010.
The very high growth rates for economies at the top of
the figure are explained by their very low base in 2000.
In the economies with low average growth rates. the
cellular phone market is becoming saturated. Of the five
most populous economies, subscriptions grew fastest in
Pakistan (79% per year), Bangladesh (73%), and India
(71%). Growth rates were lower in Indonesia (51%) and
the PRC (26%) where subscription rates were already
high in 2000.

Worldwide, 30 countries produce nuclear energy and in 2008,
it produced nearly 14% of global electricity. Box Figure 5.1a
shows that in 2008, nuclear power was a minor source of
electricity in Pakistan, India, and the People's Republic of China
but was substantially more important in Japan, the Republic
of Korea, and Armenia. Outside Asia, nuclear power is only
significant in North America and Europe and Central Asia. In
Europe, 14 countries relied on nuclear power for 30% or more
I of their electricity in 2008.

| In its World Energy Outlook 2010, the International Energy
| Agency has projected energy supply and use up to 2035,
: and writing before the Fukushima disaster, the agency noted:
“Concerns over energy security, rapidly rising demand, climate
change, and local pollution are driving a resurgence of interest
in nuclear power in many countries. Electricity production from
nuclear power is projected to climb to 4,900 TWh in 2035, up
from 2,731 TWh in 2008. About 40% of this growth occurs in
I People's Republic of China alone” (IEA 2011, p. 223). (One
terawatt hour [TWh] equals 1.000 kilowatt hours). However,
the Fukushima Daiichi nuclear plant disaster has led to a
| rethinking of nuclear policy and a review of nuclear safety in
some countries. On the other hand, governments worldwide are
committed to reducing greenhouse gas emissions. Box Figure

5.1b indicates the dilemma governments face.

As seen in Box Figure 5.1b, carbon dioxide emissions can anly
be reduced by increasing the green sources of electricity at
the expense of fossil fuels. The scope for more hydropower
is limited as not all countries have exploitable rivers. “Other”
sources Iin Box Figure 5.1b cover geothermal, solar, tidal, and
wind power, Despite extensive investment in wind farms and
solar energy over the last decade, “Other” still provided only 3%
of the world's electricity in 2008.

Box 5.1 Nuclear Energy for Electricity

Box Figure 5.12 Nuclear Energy as a Percentage
of Total Electricity Generation, 2008

Source: World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011).

Box Figure 5.1b Electricity Generation by Source, 2008 (%]
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Figure 5.6 Sources of Electricity Production, 2008
(percentage shares)
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Data Issues and Comparability

Figure 5.7 Average Annual Percentage Growth in Cellular Phone
Subscriptions, 2000 to 2010
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National road associations are the main suppliers of data on road networks. Secondary suppliers include the appropriate government
agencies. The statistics may not be strictly comparable because of differences in definitions and data collection methods.

Statistics on electricity production are reliable when collected from larger electricity suppliers. In principle, electricity production from
small stand-alone generators is also included where such information is available from enterprise or household surveys. The International
Energy Agency collects data on sources of electricity production, and this will again be reliable with regard to large producers. Data on
household electrification rates are typically collected from household surveys in order to overcome the weaknesses in data provided by
national power utilities. These often exclude households that, for various reasons, do not have a meter.

Data on fixed telephone lines, mobile cellular, and broadband subscriptions are collected by the Intermational Telecommunication Union
using questionnaires sent to government telecommunications agencies. Annual reports of industry organizations are also used to cross-
check reported data and to fill in the gaps. These data are considered to be reliable.
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! Transport L
‘”. |
1 [ i
] Toble 5.1 Road Indicators: Network = 5
L |
‘ e - 3 SEis
Developing Member Economies o
Central and West Asia =
Alghanistan 210 42.2 (2006) 22 64.6(2006) 133 29.3 (2006) -
Armenia 7.7 7.7 (2008) 2727 259.0 (2008) 99.2 90.5 (2008) I .
Azerbaijan 524  52.9 (2006) 6206  682.9 (2008) 93.9 (1994)  50.6 (2006) 67.0 (2002) :
Georgia 216 20.3(2007) 3108 2917 (2007) 93.8 94.1 (2007) 5 ;
Kazakhstan 158.3  93.6(2008) 58.7 34.4 (2008) 56.1 89.9 (2008) [
Kyrgyz Republic 189  34.0(2007) 985  170.0 (2007) 90.0 91.1 (2001) 75.6 (1998) BT R=
Pakistan 169.2  260.4 (2006) 2195  327.1(2008) 54.0 65.4 (2006) 61.3 (2004) b !
Tajikistan 209  27.8(2000) 2134 194.8 (2000) 716 82.7 (1995) 73.7 (2003) P s
Turkmenistan 21.3  24.0 (2000) 453 49.2 (2000) 73.5 81.2 (2000) e
| Ugbekistan 725 816 (2000) 170.4  182.4 (2000) 79.0 87.3 (2000) 57.0 (2000) [
I‘ ;|".: __
East Asia {_ '
China, People’s Rep. of 1181.0 3730.2 (2008) 126.6  388.6 (2008) 721 53.5 (2008) Ay
Hong Kong, China 15 2.0 (2008) 14242  1868.1 (2008) 100.0 100.0 (2008) L,- 5
Korea, Rep. of 56.7  104.2 (2008) 574.4  1045.3 (2008) 715 78.5 (2008) L
| Mongolia 424  49.3(2002) 27.3 31.5 (2002) 10.2 3.5 (2002) 36.0 (2003) 12
| TaipeiChina 200  40.3 (2008) 553.9 11515 (2008) ifc -
| South Asia it
| Bangladesh 1880  239.2 (2003) 14443  1661.3 (2003) 7.2(1991)  9.5(2003) 37.0 (2000) (.: '
Bhutan 2.3 8.1 (2003) 49.7  209.7 (2003) 771 62.0 (2003) 47.0 (2003
| India 20000 4236.4 (2008) 672.7 1288.7 (2008) 47.3(1991)  49.3 (2008) 60.0 (2001) |
| Maldives 0.1 (2005) .. 293.3(2005) 100.0 (2005) Y
Nepal 6.8 17.8 (2006) 478 120.8 (2006} 37.5 55.9 (2006) 17.2 (2003) {‘:
l Sti Lanka 930  97.3(2003) 1439.0  1482.8 (2003) 320(1991)  81.0(2003) |
I] Southeast Asia
| Bunei Darussalam® 1.0 3.7 (2005) 191.7  632.6 (2005) 314 77.2 (2005)
| Cambodia 358  38.3(2004) 2028  211.3(2004) 7.5 6.3 (2004) 80.7 (2003)
~ Indonesia 288.7  437.8 (2008) 159.4  229.8 (2008) 45.1 59.1 (2008)
| LaoPDR 140 350 (2008) 60.5  147.8 (2008) 24,0 13.5 (2008) 64.4 (2002)
| Malaysia 540  98.7 (2004) 164.3  299.4 (2004) 70.0 82.8 (2006) :
| Myanmar 25.0  27.0(2005) 383 39.9 (2005) 10.9 11.9 (2005) _
| Philippines 160.6  200.0 (2003) 5385  666.8 (2003) 16.6 (1994) 9.9 (2003)
_ Singapore 2.8 3.3 (2008) 41761 4750.0 (2008) a7.1 100.0 (2008)
| Thallana 722 180.1 (2006) 1413  350.9 (2006) 55.3 98.5 (2000)
| VietNam 96.1  160.1(2007) 2052  483.3(2007) 235 47.6 (2007) 83.5 (2004)
A8
| The Pacific
.~ Fili, Rep. of 31 3.4 (2000) 166.9  188.3 (2000) 445 49.2 (2000)
| Hiribati 0.7 (2000) .. 827.2(2000)
| Marshall Islands |
,,._H;auunssia. Fed. States of 0.2 (2000) . 342.9 (2000) 15.9 17.5 (2000)
~ Papua New Guinea 185  19.6 (2000) 40.9 42,3 (2000) 32 3.5 (2000) 68.0 (1996)
Samoa 2.3 (2001) v 822.9(2001) 42.0(1995)  14.2 (2001)
| Soloman Islands 1.2 1.4 (2000) 43.2 48.1 (2000) 21 2.4 (2000) ‘
| Timor-Leste 89.5 (2001) ,
| }mga 0.7 (2000) e 906.7 (2000) 27.0(1995)  27.0 (2000)
| Tuvalu | A - o 5 pica e .
| Vanuatu 1.1 (2000) i 87.8 (2000) 21.6 23.9 (2000) |
veloped Member Economies '
Australia 810.3  818.4 (2008) 1055  105.7 (2008) 35.0 38.7 (1998)
~ Japan 11147 1200.9 (2007} 3057.3  3177.5 {2007) 69.2 79.6 (2007)
| New Zealand 927 939 (2008) 3462  350.8 (2008) 57.0 65.9 (2008)

_;;anei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
|}1 ces: World Road Statistics (International Road Federation 1995 and 2010}, World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011).
|
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Table 5.2 Road Indicators: Vehicles

-

! Developing Member Economies .
i Central and West Asia ;
i Afghanistan 780.4 . 27 0. -
i Armenia 16.6 315.5 (2007) 5 105 (2007) 2 42 (2007)
I Azerbaijan 3738 767.9 (2007) 52 89 (2007) 11 13 (2007)
: Georgia 331.4 (1998) 510.,6 (2007) 74 (1998) 116 (2007) | 16 (1998) 16 (2003)
[ Kazakhstan 1368.0 3080.2 82 (1998) 197 11 (1998) 33
b Kyrgyz Republic 309.5 (2007) 59 (2007) i 9 (2007)
Pakistan 553.7 1797.5 (2007) 5 11 (2007) 3 7 (2007)
I3 Tajikistan 17.9 257.3 (2007) 3 38(2007) 1 9
't Turkmenistan 534.3 106 22
¢ Uzhekistan
! East Asia 2
| China, People's Rep. of 12827.3 (1998)  49649.9 10 (1998) 37 10 (1998) 13
| Hong Kong, China 375.4 506.0 64 73 253 248
i Korea, Rep. of 3394.8 16794.2 79 346 . 60 161
1 t Mongolia  67.811998) 190.5, 29 (1998) | 72 . 1(1998) 4
it Taipel,China 2937,7 6675.4 144 290 | 151 166
i South Asia
it Bangladesh 122.0 (1993) 387.4 1(1993) 2 5 (1993) 2
i Bhutan 32.2 ay 4
| i India 3663.7 169540 (2006) 5 15 (2006) 3(1993) 4 (2006)
; Maildives 6.2 23 79
- [ Nepal 1482 (2007) 5 (2007)
; Sri Lanka 3372 12239 20 61 4 13
I
i Southeast Asia .
IR Brunei Darussalam? 1203 270.9 (2007) 120 696 (2007) 90 S
Cambodia a7 284.6 (2005) 0 20 (2008) 0 6 (2005)
i3 Indonesia 2806.1 17589.8 16 77 . 12 40
' Lao PDR 35.6 121.8 (2007} | 9 21 (2007) 3
I Malaysia 22528 9030.3 334 46 83
i Myanmar 3449 if ; 13 -
H Philippines 603.9 2868.1 (2007) 9 33 (2007) 3 14 (2007)
Singapore 396.1 724.3 147 150 142 218 :
i Thailand 2578.8 8923.4 (2006) 46 49 e i
3 Viet Nam 1146.3 (2007) 13 (2007) 7 (2007}
The Pacific
'l' Cook Islands
) Fiji, Rep. of 147.8 175 43
i Kiribati 13,9 (2007) 144 (2007)
{7 Marshall Islands
| Micronesia, Fed, States of 4,0 (2007) 36 (2007)
Nauru
Palau -
| Papua New Guinea 56,1 (2007) 9 Wi s
) Samoa 10.8 (2005) 59 (2005) o 5 (2005}
! Solomon Islands i o
3 Timor-Leste i hE s I
| Tonga
[ f Tuvalu i
- Vanuatu P
| Developed Member Economies :
Australia . 90519 14729.0 530 | 887 . 12 (1991) . 18
g Japan | 577017 75768.0 467 , 593 | 52 63
- New Zealand 1800.3 3129.1 527 733 20

a Brunei Darussalam is a reglonal member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

&

=24

Source:  World Road Statistics (International Road Federation 1995 and 2010).
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Toble 5.3 Road Indicators: Safety

Transport

E

Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
Armenia
Azerbaifan
Georgia
Kazakhstan
Kyrgyz Republic
Pakistan
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan

East Asia
China, People's Rep. of
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mongolia
Taipel,China

South Asia
Bangladesh
Bhutan
India
Maldives
Nepal
Sni Lanka

Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam®
Cambodia
Indonesia
Lao PDR
Malaysia
Myanmar
Philippines
Singapare
Thailand
Viet Nam

The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of
Kiribati
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru
Palau
Papua New Guinea
Samoa
Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste
Tonga
Tuvalu
Vanuatu

Developed Member Economles
Australia
Japan
New Zealand

34,6
12,5
79.0

267.4
505.5
306
1.4 (1993)
33.8

213.0

27
224
4862
2255
72.5

120.4
520.8
385.0

24.6
385
75.9
54.6
8.9 (1998)
215

48.7
222.7 (1999)
617.9
2486
238.7

4.9 (1999)

385

203.7
4.5 (1999)
213.7

185
179.4

734.7
203.0

5.7
21.8 (2004)

20.0
208.9
444.0

738.5

425
159.9 (2007)

709.5 (2006)
27.8 (2003)
26.0
89.6 (2006)

1380.9
10.9 (2003)
4.4

1746

175.0 (2006)
149

99.2 (2005)

329.0 (2004)

6.8
599.9
272.8

6.6
17.6 7.4
11.3
11.9 13.8
125
4.4 3.8 (1998)
15.3 6.6
10.9 (1998)

7.4
5.6 3.3 (1999)
2838 218
14.0
19.3 15
1.0 (1993) 2.8 (1999)
65 7.8
11.0
126
09 1.6 (1999)
33 ya
224 25.7
o~ 11
7.7 5.3
125
13,7 95
9.1 71
219 12.0

6.8 (2007)
13.2
121
201
21.4
216
3.0
6.9 (2007)

2.0 (2006)
16.9 (2007)
10.5

2.6 (200T7)

3.4 (2007)
12.0 (2007)

13.9 (2007)
10.7 (2007)
8.9
10.5 (2008)
24.2
3.4 (2007)
1.2
4.6
19.9 (2006)
135

7.8

7.4 (2007)

1.8 (2007)

3.8 (2007)
11.0 (2007)

3.8 (2007}

7.8 (2007)

35 (2007)

DN
mon

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: World Road Statistics 1990-1994, World Road Statistics CD-ROM (International Road Federation 2004 and 2010).
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Table 54 Rail Indicators

Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
Armenia
Azerbaijan

Georgia
Kazakhstan
Kyrgyz Republic
Pakistan
Tajikistan
Turkrmienistan
Uzbelkistan

East Asia
China, People's Rep. of
Hong ¥ong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mongolia
Taipei,China

Viet Nam

The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of
Wiribati
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
MNauru
Palau
Papua New Guinea
Samoa

Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste
Tonga

Tuvalu

Vanuatu

Member Economies
Australia
Japan
MNew Zealand

845

14465
8775

53378
3001
1920
1105
2746

62367
1453

600
1668
3336

479
2861
2832

6612
20254
4029

845
2117 (1998)

3641 (1997)

54616

3101
1810 (1997)
1157

2706
62660
1491
600
5041
1668

4041
2832

9458 (1997)
20134
3913

. AND COMMUNICATIONS

845 (2008)
2078

14206
47
7791
616
3095
4230

65491
3378
1814
1651

2835

53273

1463 12008)

650 (2005)
3370 (2008)

1665
479 (2008)

4429
2347

9674
20036
3913 (1999)

29.7
22.8
5.4

11.4

5.7
313

1.2
30.5

210
23.2
34

51
51
16
76
87

29.7
25.5 (1998
227

5.1 (1997}

114
8.6 (1997)

59
31.4

1.2 (1997)
320
20.8
211
23.8

34

2.8

5.1

15

7.9

87

1.2 (1997)
55.2
14.9

3.7 (2005}
1.9 (2008)
5.1
1.6 (2008)
87
76

13
55.0 !
14.9 (1999)

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011); ADB staff estimates; for Taipei,China: Council for Economic Planning and Development.



Table 5.5  Electricity Production and Sources

Central and West Asia
Afghanistan

East Asia
China, People's Rep. of
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mongolia
Taipei,China

Bhutan
India
Maldives
Nepal

Sti Lanka

| Southeast Asia
~ Brunei Darussalam®
Cambodia
Indonesia
Lao PDR
~ Malaysia
Myanmar
Philippines
 Thailand
||_ Viet Nam
I I]heMﬂc
|| Cook Islands
_Fifi, Rep. of
Kinbati
MBI'SMII Isiands

Member Economies

443.2 (2009)
2383

350
6.9 {2009)

0.0 (2010)
0.8 (2010)
0.0 (2010)
0.1 (2006)
0.1 (2007)
0.0 (2007)
0.2 (2004)
3.0 (2008)
0.1 (2010)
0.1 (20101

0.1 (2010)
0.1 (2010}
2462 (2009)

1039.7 (2009)
43.4 (2009)

315
123
16
70

250
231

78.7
140
21

TRANSPORT, ELECTRICITY, AND COMMUNICATIONS

79.1
68.2
46.9 (2009)
9.1

18
68.6

a1
26.9
259

214
208

76.2 (2009)
28.4 (2009)
7.6 (2009)

16.4

156
10.5
235
336

9.1

262
841
152
10.7

6.1
324

18

952 100.0

76.4

04

70.0

09

- 316

81

843
34

90.1

23
204
393

40.2
01

93

15.4 (2009)

89.0
99

99.0

0.0
169
6
35.7
322
80.3
69.4
415

15.5 (2009)

200 26.3 (2009)
17.7 20.7 (2009)

686
97.0
100

206
44

79
17
17.9
7.6

43
35
01
02

0.9
427
50.0
10,9
453

100.0

23.5
15.0

23
185
0.0

0.7
03
3.2 (2009)
39

1.1 (2009)
7.1 (2009)
0.0 (2009}

1.4
2.8
99.9
9.8

202
173
81
221

13
618

9.2
10.7

169
0.6 (2009)

42
138
99.6
a7

31
7.7
77

60.8

162

48
356

4.7 {2009)
7.3 (2009)

719 558 (2009)

Electricity

a7

09 19

04 24
502 339 (2009)
21 37

- 02

. 03

33 5.6
256 177

- 33

00 -

05 25 (2009
368 30,9 (2009)
84 159 (2009)

Computed as residual and includes nuclear sources; combustible renewables and waste; and geothermal, solar, wind, and other sources.
Bunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member,

World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 201.1); country sources; for Taipel,China: Directorate-General of Budget, Accounting and Stafistics,

249
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. Electricity

Table 5.6 Electricity Consumption and Eledirification

Developing Member Economies
I Central and West Asia
l Afghanistan 25.0 (2005)
Armenia 2718 1578 98.9 (2000) 99.8 (2005) b
{ Aeerbagn o884 _ _ _ __ 237 — — — 970(1999— — ~—995(2006]
B T Geoga 2673 1678 99.9 (2002)
Kazakhstan 5905 4689 99.9 (1995) 97.0 (1993)
| Kyrgyz Republic 2314 1449 99.8 (1997) 100.0 (2002)
1 Pakistan 277 436 50.6 (1990) 89.2 (2006)
B Tajikistan 3346 2072 97.0{1999) 99.3 (2003)
. Turkmenistan 2293 2273 99.6 (2000)
j_ ' Uzbekistan 2383 1646 99.6 (1996) 99.7 (2002)
! East Asia
China, Paople's Rep. of 511 2455
I Hong Kong, China 4178 5866
! Korea, Rep. of 2373 8853
‘B Mongolia 1523 1473 67.3 (2000) 86.2 (2005)
Taipei,China
South Asia
Bangladesh 44 208 17.8(1993) 46.5 (2007)
; Bhutan 41.1(2003) 72.0 (2007)
iy : India 276 566 50.9 (1992) 67.9 (2005)
| Maldves 83.8 (2000) Q9.8 (2009)
| 4 Nepal 35 89 17.9 (1996) 61.2 (2006)
| Sri Lanka 153 409 80.7 (2002}
|
8 | Southeast Asia
1 Brunei Darussalam? 4354 8308
- Cambodia 10 (1995) 113 16.6 (2000) 20.5 (2005)
i | Indonesia 162 591 48,9 (1991) 91.1 (2007)
! Lao PDR . 463 (2002)
H Malaysia 1178 3490
: Myanmat 45 g7 47.0 (2002)
: { Philippines 376 588 71.3(1998) 83.3 (2008)
8! Singapore 4983 8185
! I Thailand 708 2079
i Viet Nam 98 799 78.4 (1997 96.1 (2005)
i I The Pacific
! Cook Islands
Fijl, Rep. of
Kiribat
! Marshall Islands 63.4 (1999)
Micronesia, Fed. States of
It Nauru
Papua New Guinea 11.0 (1996)
Samoa 78.8 (1991) 80.0 (1994)
| Solomon Islands 15.7 (1999)
Timor-Leste 27.0 (2002) 38.0 (2009)
. Tonga 80.0 (1994)
Tuvalu
: t Vanuatu 18.0 (1994) 19.1 (1999)
Developed Member Economies
i Australia 8527 11217
! Japan G486 8071 » &
H New Zealand 8301 9492

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not clessified as a developing member.

Sources: World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011}); Demographic and Health Surveys Online (ICF Macro 2011); Results Mzasurement System Online
(International Development Association 2011); PRISM website (www.spe.int/prism/country/mh/stats/Utility/Lighting. pdf).

. i'

l
z
1!: T
3

3

b

b

L)

3




Table 5.7 Telephone and Internet Subscriptions

Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia

Afghanistan

Armenia

Azerbaijan

Georgia

Kazakhstan

Kyrgyz Republic

Pakistan

Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan

East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mongolia
Taipel,China

South Asia
Bangladesh
Bhutan
India
Maldives
Nepal
Sri Lanka

Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam?
Cambodia
Indonesia
Lao PDR

The Pacific
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of
Kiribati
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of

Papua New Guinea

moa
Soloman Islands

Japan
New Zealand

29.0
533.4
801.2
508,8

1834.2
376.1
3053.5
2185
364.4
1655.0

144829.0
3925.8
25863.0
117.5
12642.2

491.3
14.1
32436.1
24.4
266.9
T67.4

80.5
30.9
6662.6
40.9
4628.0
271.4
3061.4
1946.0
5591.1
2542.7

6.9 (2002)
4.8
85

7.7
2.0 (2003)
7

oo

7
6
10050.0

61957.1
1831.0

140,0
5899
1500.0
597.0
4011.4
502.2
3419.3
367.7
520.0
1863.6

294383.0
4345.3
285432
193.2
16433.5

TRANSPORT, ELECTRICITY, AND COMMUNICATIONS 251

0.0
17,5
420.4
194.7
197.3
9.0
306.5
12
7.5
53.1

85260.0
5447.3
26816.4
154.6
17873.8

279.0

13000.0
3865.4
9100.0
3193.0

19768.5
4300.0

102777.4
5940.8
3197.6

20952.0

859003.0
13416.0
50767.2

2510.5
27839.5

68650.0
394.3
752190.0
494.4
9195.6
17359.3

435,1
8150.8
220000.0
4003.4
34456.0
594.0
79895.6
7307.3
69683.1
154000.0

1909.1
167.4
30.0
600.6
54.3
2.5
285.3

22500.0
120708.7
5020.0

0.0 (2001)
0.0 (2001}
0.0 (2001}
0.4 (2001)
0.0 (2001)
0.0 (2002}
0.0 (2001}
0.0 (2001)
2.7 {2007)
0.0 (2001}

227
4445
3870.0
0.0 (2001)
229.0

0.0 (2001}
0.0 {2001)
0.0 (2001)
0.0

0.0 (2001)
0.3 (2001)

1.9 (2001)
0.0 (2001)
40

0.0 (2001)
0.0 (2001)

0.0
0.0 (2001)

0.0 (2001)
0.0 (2001)
0.0 (2001)
0.0 (2001}
0.0 (2001)
0.0 {2001)
0.0 (2001}
0.0 (2001)
0.0 (2001)
0.0 (2001]
0.0 (2001)
0.0 (2001)
0.0 (2001)

122.8 (2001)
854.7
47

Communications

126337.0
2127.0
17649.5

5265.0

5165.0
34055.3
1089.0

& Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member,

Source: International Telecommunication Union World Telecommunication/ICT Indicators Database (International Telecommunication Union 2011).



Energy and Environment

Asia uses over one-third of the world’s energy while the People’s Republic of China consumes nearly half
of Asia’s energy. Energy productivity continues to rise. By 2008, all but two economies in the region were

_generatmg more GDP from a given input of energy than in 2000. Deforestation continues apace. Elghteen |

economies recorded loss of forests between 2000 and 2010. Asia's economic progress brings rising emissions
of greenhouse gases. Between 1995 and 2005, per capita emissions have risen in 20 of the 29 economies
for which data are available.

Key Trends Figure 6.1b Percentage Shares of Total Energy Use
In Asia and the Pacific, 1990 and 2008
Asia leads global energy demand, using over
one-third of the world’s energy. Europe is second at China, People’s Rep. of
24%, followed by North and Central America at 21 %. Iridia
The People’s Republic of China (PRC) alone uses 18% of o
global energy, more than three times India’s use (5%). and
more than four times as much as Japan (4%) based on the Korea, Rep. of
data available for the year 2008 (Figure 6.1a). Indonesia
: _ Australia
Figure 6.1b gives the shares of the top 10 enecrgy
users in 2008 in Asia and the Pacific for 1990 and 2008. Tailand |
The PRC’s giant share of Asia’s total energy use has been Pekistan
growing rapidly since 1990, largely at the expense of Maloysia
Japan’s share. These movements reflect the slow economic
growth of Japan compared to the double-digit growth of tamira |
GDP regularly recorded by the PRC. The Republic of Others & |
Korea, Malaysia, and Thallan_d have also increased their o 10 20 30 40 5
share of Asia’s energy use since 1990, again reflecting
their above-average growth of GDP in the region. India, W 1900 W 2008
Indonesia, and Pakistan almost maintained their 1990 Source: Table 6.4,
shares in 2008. -
Flgure €.1a Percentage Breakdown of Energy Use by Region, 2008
(kilotons of oll equivalent)
r'{_ l':;g r Japan
_ / f 42
e / Korea, Rep. of
West Asia and = . ; [ ’
Reet of e Workd “ o Soutn:\lTenca . 19
87 % L0 ~ Indonesia
=~ 4 j ; e I.‘. J 3 1‘7
~ Asia and the Pacific & : -~ Australia
cﬁ“’mﬁ“’ 7.3 —— 11
tral Amenca ~~ . —— Thailand
China, \ " .
People's Rep. of N P"’gﬂ'?“
- 17.8 NN .
\ LV Malaysia
L Eurupe ! b 0.6
235 \ - Kazakhstan
\'—OTMTS 0.6
26

Sources: Tanle 6.4 and World Deve'opment Indicators Online (World Bank 2011).




The PRC’s production and use of energy have been
growing by over 8% per year since 2000. Figure 6.2
gives the average annual growth of energy production
and energy use between 2000 and 2008 for Asia and
the Pacific economies. Rising energy production has
underpinned the PRC’s average double-digit growth
of GDP over the period. Energy production has been
growing considerably faster than energy use since 2000
in Azerbaijan and Mongolia, while energy use has been
growing more rapidly than production in Armenia,
Brunei Darussalam, Cambodia, Georgia, the Kyrgyz
Republic, and Malaysia.

Asia, especially the PRC and India, will be the
focus of growth in global energy demand in the next
few decades. Box 6.1 provides the International Energy
Agency’s (IEA’s) forecasts for energy demand up to 2035,
when Asia and the Pacific’s share in the world is expected
to grow to 44%.

and Energy Use, 2000-2008

Figure 6.2 Average Annual Percentage Growth of Energy Production ‘
(kilotans of oil equivalent)

China, People's Rep. of
Kazakhstan

Viet Nam

Malaysia

Bangladesh

Armenia

Thailand

[ Brunei Darussalam
I India
Mongolia
Cambodia
Pakistan
Taipei,China
Turkmenistan
Indonesia
Myanmar

Korea, Rep. of
Nepal

Australia

Kyrgyz Republic
Azerbaijan
Tajikistan

Sri Lanka

Hong Kong, China
Georgia
Singapore

New Zealand
Philippines
Uzbekistan

Japan

g

R
=
&

— | T ¥
6 8 10 12 14 16
B Production

-4

o
L&)
F..

Sources: Tables 6.2 and 6.4.

Most Asian economies rely on imports to meet their
energy needs. Figure 6.3 shows net imports (imports
less exports) as a percentage of each economy’s domestic
energy use from 2006 to 2008. Singapore and Hong Kong,
China import all their energy requirements, and five other
economies are also highly dependent on external sources,
importing 50% or more of their energy needs—Armenia,
Georgia, Japan, the Republic of Korea, and the Kyrgyz
Republic. Bars to the left in Figure 6.3 show economies
that are net energy exporters. To avoid distorting the chart,
the three economies (Azerbaijan, Brunei Darussalam, and
Turkmenistan) with the largest percentages of net energy
exports have been omitted. Their net exports are several
times larger than their domestic energy use. There has
been little change in the percentages of energy imports
over 2006-2008.

Figure 6.3 Net Energy Imports as a Percentage of Energy Use,
2006-2008

Singapore
Hong Kong, China -

Japan

Korea, Rep. of

Armenia
Georgla .

Kyrgyz Republic

Philippines

Sri Lanka

Thailand

Tajikistan

Cambodia

India
Pakistan h
Bangadesh |
New Zealand _l_

Nepal h

China, People’s Rep. of
Viet Nam

W Uzbekistan
-i Mongolia
_i Malaysia
- Myanmat
SR nconesia
T /205405160

B —— T |

-200 -150 -100 -50 0 50 100 150

B 2006 B 2007 [ 2008
Source: Table 6.3.
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Box 6.1 World Energy Forecasts: India and the PRC Now the Key Players

Box Table shows the International Energy Agency's (IEA) latest forecasts of primary energy demand up to 2035. They are taken from
World Energy Outlook 2010 (WEO)! and are based on the IEAs New Poficies Scenario. This scenario anticipates future actions by
governments to meet the broad policy commitments they have made to tackle environmental and growing energy insecurity.

By 2000, Asia and the Pacific had already overtaken the North American region as the largest energy consumer. In 2008, energy
demand in Asia and the Pacific was 36% of world energy demand compared with 22% in North America and 15% in Europe. By 2035,

Asia and the Pacific's share is forecast to rise to
44%, while North America’s and Europe's shares
will fall further to 17% and 11%, respectively.
These changes essentially reflect different growth
rates between the regions for population, GDR
industrialization, and urbanization,

Within Asia and the Pacific, India is expected
o have the fastest growth in energy demand at
3.08% per year, compared with 2.10% for the
People's Republic of China. The global demand
share of the two is expected to rise to 31% as
compared o 22% in 2008. “Other” Asia includes
Bangladesh, Indonesia, and Pakistan as well as
fast-growing Southeast Asian economies like
Malaysia, Thalland, and Viet Nam. Their combined
energy demand is forecast to grow at 2.12% per
year. By contrast, energy demand in four countries
of the Organisation for Economic Co-operation
and Development—Australia, Japan. the Republic
of Korea, and MNew Zealand—is expected to grow
at just 0.15% each year. This is the same rate
forecast for North America.

Forecasts of Primary Energy Demand up to 2035

(million tons of oil equivalent)

Regions® 2000 | 2008 | 2020 | 2035 | Growth 2008/35"
North America 2670 | 2,7311 2,789 2,846 0.15
Europe 1,734 | 1820 1,813 | 1,843 005
Eastem Europe/Eurasia 1,018 1,151 1,254 1,386 0.69
Middle East 381 596 798 | 1,006 1.96
Africa 502 655 781 904 1.20
Latin America 456 569 723 855 1.52
Asia and Pacific 3,001 4,415 | 6,018 7,445 1.95
OECD Countries® 829 870 914 905 0.15
China, People’'s Rep.of | 1,107 | 2,131 | 3,158 | 3737 2.10
India | 459 620 904 | 1.405 3.08
Other | 606| 794] 1041[ 1398 212
International Bunkers? 268 334 380 463 1.22

World 10,031 | 12,271 | 14,556 | 16,748 1.16 |
a For countries within the region, refer 1o World Energy Outlook 2010,

b Annual percentage growth from 2008 to 2035.

fE Australia, Japan. the Republic of Korea, New Zealand.

d International aviation and martime bunkers cannot be allocated by region,

Notz:  Compared to the WEQ table, regions n Box Table 6.1a have been rearranged,
and annual compound growth rates between 2008 and 2035 are shown up
1o 2 decmal places.

Source: Based on World Energy Outlook 2010 (International Energy Agency 2010,
Table 2.3, p. 85) © IEAOECD.

1 World Energy Outiook 2010 (intemational Energy Agency 2011).

Most economies are using energy more efficiently,
GDP per unit of energy, or “energy productivity,” is
calculated by first converting each country’s GDP to
US dollars using purchasing power paritics. This is then
divided by all types of energy, each type being converted
to standard units or “oil equivalents™ by the relevant
conversion factors. Figure 6.4 shows the change in
energy productivity between 2000 and 2008.

GDP per energy unit changes over time either
because countries use energy more or less efficiently,
or because of changes in their industrial structure,
or because of changes in the energy mix. In general,
agriculture and services generate higher GDP per energy
unit than manufacturing,

The top 15 economies—from Azerbaijan to New
Zealand in Figure 6.4-—all achieved improvements of 20%
or more. In some cases, these impressive gains may reflect
inefficient use of energy at the start of the period. The top
six economies in the figure had access to cheap oil and
gas as states of the former Soviet Union. Prices have risen
sharply since then, leading to more efficient fuel use. In
other cases, the gains in energy productivity may result
from a shift from manufacturing to services. Hong Kong,
China and Singapore are examples.

Table 6.1 shows that six ecconomies recorded
energy productivity in 2008 in excess of 7 units of GDP
per kilogram of oil equivalent—Hong Kong, China
(20.0); Singapore (12.5); Sri Lanka (9.5); Japan (8.1); the



ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT

Figure 6.4 Percentage Change in GDP per Unit of Energy Use
between 2000 and 2008
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Philippines (7.1); and Bangladesh (7.1). These are Asia’s
most energy-efficient economies. At the other end of the
scale, eight economies recorded energy productivity of
less than 4 units;: Uzbekistan (1.3), Turkmenistan (1.7),
Kazakhstan (2.3), Mongolia (2.8), Nepal (3.0), the PRC
{'(3.6), Viet Nam (3.7), and the Kyrgyz Republic (3.8).

Deforestation continues apace in many economies
but India and the PRC plant more forests. Figure 6.3
presents the average annual deforestation rates for the
periods 1990-2000 and 2000-2010 for 27 economies
in thc region that reported changes in their forest cover
g 1990-2010. Eighteen economies out of 27 record
ss of forests between 2000 and 2010, and in 10 of these,
e rate of loss has accelerated compared to the change
om 1990 to 2000. These include Armenia, Cambodia,
ikistan, Sri Lanka, and Timor-Leste whose rates of
forestation exceeded 1% per annum in 2000-2010.
mong the six economies that continued reforestation
¢ the PRC, India, and the Kyrgyz Republic, whose
restation  rates accelerated during 2000-2010
pared with 1990-2000.

Figure 6.5 Average Annual Deforestation Rates,
1990-2000 and 2000-2010 (%)
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Source: Table 6.6.

Asia’s economic progress brings rising emissions
of greenhouse gases. Figure 6.6 shows the per capita
emissions of carbon dioxide (CO,) plus the CO,
equivalents of the other two principal greenhouse
gases—nitrous oxide and methane gas—for the years
1995 and 2005.

Brunei Darussalam is the top economy in Figure
6.6 with highest per capita emission of greenhouse gases.
Among the three developed economies—Australia,
Japan, and New Zealand—Australia and New Zealand
have per capita emission several times higher than most
other economies, but Japan has substantially lower
per capita emissions because of its greater reliance on
nuclear power.
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Since 1995, nine out of the 29 economies for which
data are available have reduced or maintained their per capita
emissions in 2005 while the per capita emissions increased
for the other economies. Six economies recorded increases
of more than | ton per capita. In ascending order, these are
Thailand (1.1), the Republic of Korea (1.3), Kazakhstan
(1.5). the PRC (1.8), Turkmenistan (2.6), and Azerbaijan
(2.9). Between 1995 and 2008, per capita emissions of the
PRC of the three gases increased by 47%. Increases—in the—
other four large economies were: Bangladesh, 4%; India,
12%: Pakistan, 17%; and Indonesia, 19%. Although these are
not large on a per capita basis, their large populations imply
substantial emissions of greenhouse gases in absolute terms.

What are the prospects for reducing greenhouse gas
emissions in Asia? Of the three gases considered here,
CO, is by far the largest contributor to global warming.
As CO, emissions come mainly from burning fossil fuels,
slowing greenhouse gas emissions depends essentially on
replacing fossil fuels with cleaner energy sources, such as
hydro, nuclear, wind, and solar power.

Data Issues and Comparability

Figure 6.6 Per Capita Emissions of Carbon Dioxide,
Methane, and Nitrous Oxide, 1995 and 2005 (metric tons)
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Sources: Tables 1.1 and 6.6; United Nations Millennium Indicators Database
Online (UNSD 2011).

Most of the energy data are compiled by the International Energy Agency using standard procedures and conversion factors for all

countries.

Statistics on chloroflucrocarbons consumption are collected by the United Nations Industrial Developoment Organization as part of the
process of monitoring the 2006 Montreal Protocol on limiting emissions of chlorofluorocarbons. Other United Nations agencies monitor

output of greenhouse gases and other pollutants.

Statistics on water pollution are based on analyses of water drawn from sites in a sample of lakes and rivers. It is expensive to identify
and maintain a sample of sites that will accurately measure nationwide water pollution. Comparability between countries is generally

less reliable than comparability over time for a single country.

The Food and Agriculture Organization monitors land use and forestry data using country reports and satellite imagery.



Toble 6.1 GDP Per Unit of Energy Use

(constant 2005 PPP USS per kilogram of oil equivalent)
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Source: World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011),

a Brunei Darussalam is & regional member of ADB, but il is not classified as @ developing member,
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Table 6.2 Enmergy Production
(kilotans of oil equivalent)
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
Armenia 137 245 632 602 738 692 746 861 846 826 797
Azervaijan 21336 14725 18962 19581 19752 19826 20053 27392 38127 52093 58500
Georgia 1844 1195 1325 1265 1328 1376 1287 980._ 928 ___ 1073 1077 |
. _ | _Kazakhstan 00455 — 63470 79960 8IGA9 92648 103722 ~ 117023 121690 131002 136015 148190 |
Kyrgiz Republic 2502 1258 1443 1353 1204 1403 1475 1447 1488 1427 1180
Pakistan 34313 41225 47072 49133 50217 55408 59120 61770 62000 64313 63326
Tajikistan 2026 1329 1264 1288 1361 1466 1492 1546 1519 1574 1487
Turkmenistan 74865 32836 45968 50390 52861 58551 58179 61137 60530 66358 68626
Uzbekistan 38643 48655 54945 55506 56225 56280 57136 56396 58478 59791 62020
East Asia !
China, People’s Rep. of 886292 1065636 1062772 1092157 1169094 1314706 1490843 1620580 1724413 1820653 1993306
Hong Kong, China 43 47 50 50 50 50 51 51 51 52 52
Korea, Rep. of 22623 21148 32597 33243 34842 37941 38267 42935 43727 42604 44731
Mongolia 2749 2256 1916 1903 2052 2104 2527 2752 3130 3562 3890
Talpei,China 10748 10913 11476 10751 11608 11432 13087 13152 13389
South Asia
Bangadesh 10758 12777 15156 16178 16739 17549 18426 19344 21230 22132  233%
L'}iﬁ 291816 335773 366405 374522 383620 396351 400452 422377 437873 452732 468307
Nepal 5501 6142 7138 7338 7618 7795 7969 8158 8347 8544 8733
Sri Lanka 4191 4022 4748 4563 4544 4555 4765 4920 5155 5076 5072
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam? 15642 18241 19684 19852 20265 21197 20749 21060 22317 20747 21126
Cambodia 2901 3203 3264 3325 3384 3441 3501 3562 3624 3638
& Indoresia 172166 217058 240527 247715 252460 263386 269706 282550 313879 333346 346985
Lao FDR 1085 1244 1652 1692 1743 1722 1810 1843 1941
Malaysia 48763 64548 76137 77146 80499 83939 88458 91495 90251 90138 93116
Myanmar 10654 10999 15405 15843 16459 18365 20551 23276 23020 23895 2314
Philippines 15726 16304 20070 18893 20498 20897 21197 21651 21710 22396 23254
Singapore - - - - - - = - - - -
. t Thalland 26547 33212 43836 43051 45575 48540 50408 54316 56264 59306 63875
n Viet Nam 24711 34529 48106 50060 53161 54377 65225 69698 72530 73581 71382
| ‘I The Pacific
} Cook Islands
' * Fiji, Rep. of 235 321 269 255 263 264 264 250 262
L Marshall Islands
1 Micronesia, Fed. States of
MNauru . e
IH Palau 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
IB Papua New Guinea 4611 4897 3866 3281 2776 2640 2318 2780 3201
Samoa 18 19 20 20 20 20 20 20 20
Solomon Islands 75 76 78 78 78 78 8 78 78
Timor-Leste : 7242 7242 7291 7318 7330
Vanuatu 5 5 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 o
1 Member Economies
Australia 157523 186898 233553 253786 263493 263593 269289 280114 281484 208600 302133
Japan 75201 98553 105824 104777 96928 84076 95093 100508 101421 00596 88657
New Zealand 11399 12461 14188 13972 14340 13027 12780 12409 13027 13889  1488%

' a Brunei Darussalam Is a regional member of ADB, but it Is not classified as a developing member,

i Sources: World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011}; for the Republic of Fiji; Nauru; Palau; Papua New Guinea; Samoa; Solomon Islands; Taipei,China;
Timor-Leste; Tonga; and Vanuatu: Energy Statistics in Asia and the Pacific 1990-2006 (Asian Development Bank 2009).

|
|
|
|
!




Table 6.3 Energy Imports, Net
(percent of energy use)

|
|Developing Member Economies
m entral and West Asia
Afghanistan
Armenia
Azerbaijan
Georgia
Kyt R
. public
Pakistan
Tajlkistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan

East Asia
China, People's Rep. of
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mangolia
Taipej,China

| South Asia
Bangladesh
Bhutan
India
Maldives
Nepal

Sni Lanka

Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam?®
Cambodia
Indonesia
Lao PDR
Malaysia
Myanmar
Philippines

Singapore
Thailand
Viet Nam

| The Pacific

Cook Islands

Fiji, Rep. of

Hiribati

‘Marshall islands
‘Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru

Palau

Papua New Guinea
‘Samoa

Solomon Islands

~ Timor-Leste

. Tonga
Tuvalu

Japan
New Zealand

618
2814
16.7

2.7

75.1
185

81,7
657
1218
0.0
42.8
100.0

36.8
-1.6

-82.7
82.9
10.2

403
-136.3
-143

-18
99.6
85.4
16.6

19.6
131

85
324

-689.0
14.0
-62.4

-73.9
6.5
52.8
100.0
46.8
-14.9

-101.9
80.1
15.5

41'.2
2169
83

2.8
99.6
824
19.0

185
20.3
12.0
430

-702.1
19.5
-54.7
-61.1
-23.2
51.0
100.0
393
-29.8

-116.0
79.6
15.0

~770.7
218
-51.4
~54.5
-303
52.0
100.0

281

-137.6
79.5
16.3

361
2439
57

0.9
99.6
B25
18.5

-136.2
81.0
15.4

19.1
19.3
105
46.4

-721.8
240
-54.9
-52.0
-34.7
47.6
100.0
44.4
-23.7

-133.0
834
204
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365
-271.6
-14.5

46

816
-1.0

18.2
210

98
458

-699.3
25.9
-53.4

6211
-41.1
46.5
100.0
46.6
-30.7

-136.8
81.8
22.9

342
-270.1
-201

44
79.6
61
19.0
213
106
453
7295
26.7
575
474
455

45.4
100.0

-36.22

1342
80.7
236

-586.0
28.2
731
426
485

44.9
100.0

~37 6

-130.1
80.5
215

39,5
-264.0
-22.8

7.2

80.8
-14.8

-139.9
82.4
16.8

259

Energy

BBk
e

Source: World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2011).

& Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member,
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Table 64 Energy Use |
(kilotons of oil equivalent) ]

S R \
Developing Member Economies Al
Central and West Asia i
Afghanistan A i !
Amenia 7697 1632 2003 1998 1868 1970 2083 2505 2546 2845 2997 |
Azerbaijan 25839 12747 11435 11395 11453 11991 12645 13353 13578 12078 13367 )
Georgia 12107 3724 2868 2570 2544 2705 2780 2839 3031 3336 2088 & i
Kazakhs:an 72746 51978 40314 40742 44119 48162 51034 56172 63467 66482 70921 '
Kyrgyz Republic 7486 2384 2402 2206 2496 2683 2738 2658 2681 3070 2860 !
Pakistan 42063 53757 63678 64883 65662 68828 73856 76467 79642 84302 82839
Tajikistan 5308 2225 2149 2122 2129 2170 2350 2350 2432 2602 2493 | '
Turkmenistan 19630 13898 14507 15121 15360 17172 15656 16521 16647 18229 18814 I
Uzbekistan 46365 42572 50741 51055 53181 51282 49888 46951 48853 48701 50501 | l
East Asia i f
China, People’s Rep. of 862056 1045704 1093934 1090003 1179390 1342766 1563421 1694694 1851400 1962430 2116427 .
Hong Kong, China 8748 10650 13392 14145 13195 13608 12808 12664 13330 14338 14138
Korea, Rep. of 93087 144756 185657 188418 198577 202523 208203 210102 213524 222146 226946 |
Mongolia 3416 2704 2364 2363 2517 2434 2503 2595 2909 3083 3152 A
Taipei,China 29814 38098 53848 59247 62167 62312 63896  B4251 65449 - | |
1
South Asia . 0 i
Bangladesh 12736 15897 18603 20216 20756 21702 22539 23878 25387 26492  27944|
Bhutan 317 413 1062 1076 1101 1104 1118 1142 1139 I !
India 318893 386374 450453 466090 478974 490892 518614 536836 563727 595105 620073 | |
Maldives 45 85 147 163 204 174 222 195 a5 |
Nepal 5789 6715 8108 8375 8467 8708 8832 9129 9346 9570 9799 -
| Sl Lanka 5516 5948 8327 8050 8199 8682 8798 9001 apg4 9262 8935
Southeast Asia i |
Brunei Darussalam? 1762 2312 2454 2280 2225 2579 2596 2539 3253 3320 3620 |
Cambodia 3373 3978 4172 4306 4455 4542 4779 4960 5134 5220
Indonesia 103923 133650 155444 163631 167220 170061 175789 179444 181345 190622 198679
La0 PDR 1150 1322 1454 1543 1662 1674 1679 1773 1656 |
Malaysia 21988 37112 4727 49931 50835 55206 54554 62070 63272 69154 72748 |
Myanmar 10656 11768 12500 12155 12691 13832 14563 15896 15500 15560 15669 i
Philippines 27497 34538 40956 39335 39825 39907 39634 39672 39377 39988 41067 X
Singapore 11456 18851 18068 18712 18598 14727 18728 23896 23497 19583 18523 |
Thailand 42028 62442 72228 75695  BOB12 87331 94329 97226 99825 103932 107199 i
Vier Nam 24325 30052 37066 39084 42194 43948 49905  511RR 52711 56272 59415 :
|
The Pacific Jl i
Cook Istands !
Fiji, Rep. of 230 242 289 377 314 559 647 568 537 1 |
Kiribati 0 0 0 5 5 5 5 5 5
Marshall Islands 4 . |
Micronesia, Fed. States of ! | !
Nauru 33 34 33 35 35 35 35 35 34 !
Palau 26 27 40 a0 42 42 43 44 }
Papua New Guinea 513 689 880 948 1008 1005 1124 1013 1028 )
Samoa 9 g 49 51 51 52 54 55 55 A
Solomon Isiands 83 69 108 114 114 116 116 112 113 '| ;
Timor-Leste 46 45 49 50 50 i [ |
Tonga 8 29 29 36 37 a6 45 a4 a4 ; )
Tuvalu - i 1 :
Vanuatu 0 0 5 3 3 31 31 31 32 'i
Developed Member Economies ) 3 ] H
Australia 86226 92556 108111 106829 411541 113131 113719 119592 122329 124459 130113 L
Japan 439315 495258 518946 510777 510379 506207 522474 520586 519842 515327 495838 V)
New Zealand 12607 14754 16685 16600 16947 16363 16581 16234 15604 16690 16935 :

a Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member. I

Sources: World Development Indicators Online World Bank 2011); for the Republic of Fiji; Nauru; Palau; Papua New Guinea; Samoa: Soloman Islands; |
Taipel,China; Timor-Leste; Tonga; and Vanuatu: Energy Statistics In Asia and the Pacific 1990-2006 (Asian Davelopment Bank 2009), ]



(percent of land area)

Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia

Afghanistan

Armenia

Azerbaijan

Georgia
Kazakhstan
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Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan
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! Hong Kong, China
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| Mongﬂ”a
| Taipet,China
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| Philippines
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Table 6.5 Agriculture Land Use

58.3

41,1 (1992)
53.4 (1992)
46.5 (1992)
82,0 (1992)
52.6 (1992)
336

32.1 (1992)

68.6 (1992)
65.2 (1992}

(1995)
(1995)

10.9 (1995)

000 k2 O B 00 P
Nmmhmoo~owo

ggpmum LSRN

714
14.7

30.0
29.4
421

121

14.9 (1992)
20.5 (1992)
11.4 (1992)
13.0 (1992)
6.9 (1992)
26.6

6.1 (1992)
2.9 (1992)
10.5 (1992)

133
19.8
0.9

5.6 (1995)
3.6 (1995)

2.2 (1995)
0.4

10.6
0.4

7.4
222

16
6.

2
131
100

aBoralnb
POWa~NbUDWO

=
O wur

0.2

2.1 (1992)
3.7 {1992)
4.8 (1992)
0.1 (1992)
0.4 (1992)
0.6

0.9 (1992}
0.1 (1992)
0.9 (1992)

0.8

16.7

4.4
45.7
44.4 (1995)
24.3 (1995)
20.0

4.3 (1995)
1.2

12.4

19

3.9

16.7

86.7

8.0

0.0
13
0.2

Environment

COCOWNEO
~ O WP OOW=

oo
00 =

©BGanle nBREBAN
WNWOo LEWOWEOIOIO

opo
Moo

ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT 261

ST1vL TYNOIOR



62 ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT

$ ¢ Environment
' Table 6.6 Deforestation and Pollution
Developing Member Economies
Afghanistan 0.00 0.00
Armenia 1.31 1.48 466 457 _ BRO 2428  __ 2565 — 2062
e s | dgerallan— — —— — — =800 —— — 0y~ 183% 2084 2633 9111 34497 36607
Georga 0.04 0.09 1712 1989 2019 4112 4133 4410
Kazakhstan 0.17 0.17 20257 15783 17594 41703 34558 47119
Kyrgyvz Republic -0.26 -1.07 1529 1554 1510 3693 3483 3591
, Pakistan 1.76 2,24 21241 24640 26838 101536 116519 137401
| J Tajikistan -0.05 0.00 1349 1089 1378 3596 3304 3808
; Turkmenistan 0.00 0.00 2373 2873 4276 16167 20054 27984
Uzhekistan -0.54 -0.20 6960 9107 10003 33524 35703 39602
East Asia
China, People's Rep. of -1.20 -1.57 380630 392195 467213 1093620 1059439 133308
Hong Kong, China 492 492 422 2102 2694 2820
Korea, Rep. of 0.13 0.11 15264 18718 13548 30080 30924 32089
Mongolia 0.67 0.72 5264 5014 3489 8876 9042 6OBT .
Taipei,China .
South Asia
Bangladesh 0.18 0.18 18233 19486 21386 85076 88870 92414
i Ihl;lnita -0.22 -0.46 187400 201964 212927 544388 564239 583978
aldives
Nepal 2.00 D.70 3949 4227 4516 20644 21083 22142
Sri Lanka 1.20 1.12 1938 2034 2056 11578 9515 10210
: Soithesit Aels .
bi' Brunei Darussalam® 570 396 609 5991 4995 5771
‘_. | Cambodia 1.14 1.33 4331 3295 5794 15740 14811 20215
{ Indonesia 175 0.51 89568 90387 123275 182547 177167 208944
3 Lao PDR 0.46 0,48
| Mataysia 0.36 0.54 14397 13019 15087 37011 40141 46501
| - Myanmar 117 0.93 44219 30075 30932 89507 67110 77211
H Philippines -0.80 -0.74 10614 12472 12950 43379 48501 51889
Singapore 0.00 0.00 1380 58095 1068 1510 1653 2237
Thailand 0.28 0.02 22506 19913 22304 80570 79199 83257
I' Viet Nam ~2.28 -1.64 15415 19736 23030 65683 72238 82978
I ) The Pacific
= Cook Islands
' Fiji, Rep. of
o Marshall Islands "
it Micronesia, Fed. States of
i | Palau < i
i Papua New Guinza 0.45 0.48
= Samoa
I Solomon Islands
i Timor-Leste 1.22 1.40
i Tonga
L | Tuvalu
i Vanuatu
; Developed Member Economies :
i Australia -0.03 037 57651 75356 62966 113113 130754 126488
i Japan 0.03 -0.04 37303 31552 29785 60264 47775 42771
[ f New Zealand -0.69 0.00 11181 11480 12930 27166 26689 27635
!:
i

continued
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Table 6.6 Deforestation and Pollution (continued)

Environment

Central and West Asia

Developing Member Economies

Afghanistan 380.0 (1995) 380.0 (1997) 27.0 0.179 (2001) 0.206 (2002)
Armenia - (1991} 25,0 18.1
Azerbaijan 456.5 (1996) 87.8 - 0.153 (1995) 0.153 0.181 (2007)
Georgia 53.2 (1994) 21.5 -
Kazakhstan 12143 523.9 - 0.233 (1998) 0.237 0.236 (2007)
Kyrgyz Republic 117.6 (1991) 815 2.7 0.136 (1992) 0.189 0.202 (2007)
Pakistan 751.0 453.0 5.5 0.165 {2007)
Tajikistan 91.3 (1991) 28.0 = 0.167 0.223 0.239 (2007)
Turkmenistan 140.8 21.0 33
Uzbekistan 585.3 (1993) 41.7 :
East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 418290 391236 370.3 0.138 (2003) 0.130 (2007)
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of 19605.0 (1992) 7395.4 1181.3 0.124 0.120 0.114 (20086)
Mongolia 7.2 (1995) 11.2 0.7 0.203 (2003) 0.215 (2007}
Taipei,China y
South Asia .
Bangladesh 195.1 B05.0 1276 0.146 (1995) 0.144 (1998)
Bhutan (1991) — -
India - 5614.3 -659.9
Maldives 35 4.6 -
Nepal 20.0 (1991) 84.0 - 0,142 (1996) 0.157 (2002)
Sri Lanka 208.5 220.3 - 0.195 (2006)
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam® 58.6 (1992) 46.6 0.5
Cambodia 94.2 (1995) 94.2 - 0.172 (1993) 0.142 (1995)
Indonesia 5249.0 (1992) 54111 - 0.184 (1998) 0.179 0.187 (2006)
Lag PDR 3.6 (1992) 44.6 0.9 0.136 (1999)
Malaysia 3384.2 1979.8 105.2 0,118 0.123 (2006)
Myanmar - (1991) 26.3 -
Philippines 2081.2 2905.2 208.7 0.167 (1996) 0.156 (2001) 0.146 (2005)
Singapore 3166.6 21.7 - 0.092 (1991) 0.095 0.094 (2007)
Thailand 6660.2 3568.3 141.1 0.153 (1996) 0.155 0,152 (20086)
Viet Nam 303.4 (1991) 220.0 8.0 0.158 (1998 0.169 0.144 (2007)
The Pacific
Cook Islands - (1991) - -
Fiji, Rep. of 378 - 0.232 (2002) 0.230 (2004)
Hiribati - (1991) - -
Marshall Istands 1.2 0.5 -
Micronesia, Fed. States of - (1991) : ] -
Naury, 0.6 (1995) 0.4
Palau 1.7 (1995} 0.6 -
Papua New Guinea 28.3 (1991} 47.9 -
Samoa 4.0 (1991) 0.6
Solomon Islands 1.6 0.3 -
Timor-Leste 36.8 (1995) 21.4 0.4
| Tonga 1.8 (1995) 0.5 - 0.224 (1991) 0.295 0.339 (2004)
Tuvaly 0.3 (1993) -
Vanuatu 0.5 (1995) 01
Developed Member Economies
- | Australia 7418.4 6.5 -46.4
Japan, | 97723.2 24,2 0.141 (1994) 0.147 0.149 (2005
| J_New Zealand 558.4 -2.6 - 0.243 0.233 0.230 EZOO?{

BOD = biochemical oxygen demand, CFC = chlorofluorocarbons, CO, = carbon dioxide, ODP = ozone-depleting potential,

. 3 Anegative value indicates that deforestation rate is decreasing (i.e., reforestation).
6 Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Sources: World Development Indicators Online (World Bank 2021); United Nations Millennium Indicators Database Online (UNSD 2011); FAOSTAT Database Access website
(www.faostat.fao.org); for Taipei,China: Statistical Yearbook 2009 (Directorate-General of Budget, Accounting and Statistics 2011},
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Government and Governance

Fiscal deficits fell in 2010 as economies throughout the region recovered from the financial crisis. Governmen
spending on social security and welfare have been rising throughout the region. Many economies are starting
lo provide basic social security for their citizens. Government education expenditure is often more than double
that for health services. This is in contrast to most developed economies where government expenditures for
health care are substantially higher than for education. Perceived corruption and per capita incomes are closely
associated. Public officials in poor countries are far more likely to be perceived corrupt than in richer countri

The days needed to register a new business vary enormously within the region—from 1 day to more than

100 days. But in the last five years, most countries have managed to shorten the process.

Key Trends

Fiscal deficits fell in 2010 in most economies as the
region recovered from the financial crisis. Figure 7.1
shows fiscal balance, the deficits being the excess of
current expenditures over government revenue and current
grants received. Bars to the right in Figure 7.1 indicate
surpluses: to the left, deficits.

Two-thirds of the 32 economies listed in Figure 7.1
either reduced their deficits or increased their surpluses
compared with 2009 and the unweighted average deficit
for all 32 fell by 1.4% of GDP. Particularly marked
improvements were recorded by Armenia: Hong Kong,
China; the Republic of Korea; the Maldives; Mongolia;
Solomon Islands; and Timor-Leste. Australia, Bhutan. the
Kyrgyz Republic, Pakistan, and Samoa were among the
few whose deficits increased or surpluses fell, suggesting
that their recovery from the crisis has been slower than in
most other economies in the region.

Over the last decade, most governments in the region
have increased their expenditures on social security
and welfare as a ratio to GDP but most are still far
from matching the 8%—-14% ratios in the developed
economies of Australia, Japan, and New Zealand,
Figure 7.2 presents the government expenditures on
social security and welfare as a percentage of GDP for
30 economies in the region. Economies with the highest
expenditures relative to GDP include the three developed
economies—Australia. Japan, and New Zealand—together
with Armenia, Georgia, and Mongolia. Some economies
are putting social security systems in place although
these are still far from being comprehensive, namely,
the People’s Republic of China (PRC). the Maldives,
Singapore, and Tajikistan. In 2000, expenditures in social
security and welfare of these economies were less than 2%
of GDP but there has been substantial progress in 2010.
There are some economies where these expenditures were
around 1% of GDP in 2000 and have barely increased
since then. Examples include India, Malaysia, Nepal, the
Philippines, and Thailand.

Figure 7.1 Fiscal Balance as a Percentage of GDP,
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Japan

New Zealand
Armenia
Australia
Mongolia
Georga
Maldives
Korea, Rep. of

Figure 7.2 Government Expenditure on Social Security and
Welfare as a Percentage of GDP, 2000 and 2010 or Latest Year

Armenia (-20%), Azerbaijan (—12%), Kiribati (—25%),
the Maldives (-25%), and the Republic of Korea (-12%).
Table 7.6 shows the same story repeated for health. As
percentages of GDP. government health expenditures
fell in 2010 in nine of the 19 economies for which data
are available. Economies with large reductions were
Armenia (—16%), Azerbaijan (-9%), Brunei Darussalam
(—9%), the Republic of Fiji (=12%), Samoa (-21%),
and Sri Lanka (—11%). In most economies, government
expenditures on education and health both suffered as
economies tried to reduce their fiscal deficits.

Tajikistan

Talpei China
Azerbaijan

Hong Kong, China
China, People's Rep. of
Singapore

Kyrgyz Republic
Sri Lanka

Hiribati

Thailand

Tonga

Malaysia
Philippines
Samoa

"""’"“““Wn"

India

Nepal |
Brunei Darussalam
Cambodia

Papua New Guinea '

| Bangladesh

; Fiji, Rep. of
Vanuatu

T T  —

2 - 6 8 10 12 14 16

fo R S (LN 3

B 2000 W 2010 |

Source: Table 7.7.

Most governments in the region spend far more on
education than on health. The Kyrgyz Republic, Tonga,
and the three developed member economies—Australia,
Japan, and New Zealand—were exceptions, where health
expenditures outstripped education. But in the other
28 economies listed in Figure 7.3, education expenditure
is often more than twice that on health. Most governments
in the region provide access to education but leave health
‘care largely to private provision.

Table 7.5 shows that in 14 of the 20 economies
for which data are available, government expenditure
| on education as a percentage of GDP fell in 2010
compared with 2009. The unweighted average for these
20 was 4.4% of GDP in 2009, which fell to 4.0% in
12010. Economies with particularly sharp declines were

Figure 7.3 Government Expenditure on Education and Health
as a Percentage of GDP, 2010 or Latest Year
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Azerbaljan
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Sources: Tables 7.5 and 7.6.
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How corruption was perceived in 2010. The
Corruption Perceptions Index is compiled by Transparency
International (T1). TT uses this Index to rank countries
according to “how the degree of corruption is perceived
among public officials and politicians.” Corruption is
defined as “'the abuse of entrusted power for private gain.”
Typical examples might include payments to obtain import
permits, move up waiting lists, reduce tax liabilities, or
obtain government contracts.

Evaluating the extent of corruption in countries/
territories is based on two groups of respondents: country
experts both resident and nonresident, and business leaders.
Survey methodology, coverage, and respondents vary
from country to country and over time. Hence, temporal
and spatial comparisons are severely limited.

Thirty-nine Asia and the Pacific economies are
shown in Box 7.1 arranged in three groups according to
their Corruption Perceptions Index ranks in 2010 out of
a total of 178 economies worldwide. Asia and the Pacific
contains three economies in the top 10 (highly clean)
worldwide, namely, New Zealand (1), Singapore (1) and
Australia (8); while four economies are in the bottom 10
(highly corrupt), namely, Afghanistan (176), Myanmar
(176), Turkmenistan (172), and Uzbekistan (172).

Corruption and income appear to be positively
correlated. Figure 7.4 plots the Corruption Perceptions
Index against GDP per capita converted to international
dollars using purchasing power parity (PPP). The regression
line shows a high correlation between corruption and
income levels. The causation may be in either direction:
economies may have higher per capita GDP because they

are less corrupt; or poverty may be the cause of corruption
as poorly paid officials come under pressure to supplemen
their incomes by demanding bribes: or other factors are
present that are associated with income and governance.

b
Figure 7.4 GDP per Capita against Corruption Perceptions Index, 2010
J 60,000 L '-_
——T | s oy
50,000 ’Bruneu Darussalam
= Hong Kong, China |
% 40,000 - - -
a Taipei,China @ Japan
& 30,000 -
2 |
& 20,000 -
10,000 -
o - T T
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 T 8 9 10
Corruption Perceptions Index
Sources: Tables 7.9 and 2.2,

Encouraging investors: a mixed record but getting
better. Table 7.8 shows that the costs and time taken to
register a new business vary enormously within the region.
In 2010, the days needed for registration ranged from
| day in New Zealand, 2 in Australia, and 3 in Georgia and
Singapore; to 83 days in Timor-Leste, 85 in Cambodia,
100 in the Lao People’s Democratic Republic, and
105 days in Brunei Darussalam. Lengthy registration
procedures are a disincentive to setting up a new business
and also provide opportunities for extorting bribes.

|
r Box 7.1 Corruption Perceptions Index Ranking of Economies in Asia and the Pacific, 2010
(total of 178 economies worldwide)
Top One-Third Middle One-Third Bottom One-Third

Singapore 1 Samoa €2 Armenia 123
New Zealand 1 Georgia €8 Timor-Leste 127
Australia 8 Vanuatu 73 Azerbaijan 134
Hong Kong, China 13 China, People's Republic of 78 Bangiadesh 134
Japan 17 Thailand 78 Phiippines 134
Tapel,China 33 India a7 Pakistan 143
Bhutan 36 Sni Lanka 91 Maldives 143
Brunel Darussalam 38 Tonga 101 Nepal 146
Kerea, Republic of 39 Kazakhstan 105 Tajikistan 154
Malaysia 56 Indonesia 110 Cambodia 154
Mongolla 115 Lao People's Democratic Republic 154

Viet Nam 116 Papua New Guinea 154

Kyrgyz Republic 164

Turkmenistan 172

Uzbekistan 172

Afghanistan 176

Myanmar 176

Source: Transparency International (2011).



Figure 7.5 compares the number of days needed to . . .
register a new business in 2010 with that in 2006. Overall, i Dz?r;a :r?: I;zut,o At
the picture is encouraging. Out of 42 economies, two (the
PRC and the Lao People’s Democratic Republic) reported Brunei Darussalam _=_
(quite small) increases in the number of days needed CL"’OF’DRA
. : [ R S
for registration between 2006 and 2010, 13 recorded no nma;;Tng;::*_
change since 2006, but more than half—27 economies— Solomon Islands | ——————
reported reductions. Ten of these managed to more than Papua New Guinea |—
halve the number of days required, and eight economies Inc;u:;s;:
brought the period down to less than 20 days. These Fijl, Rep. of
included economies as diverse as Bangladesh; Samoa; and Viet Nam
z : x Vanuatu
Talpel,Chma. China, People's Rep. of _
Philippines
On the other hand, some economies have made Sri Lanka
substantial reductions in relative terms but still have Thailand
; : . Nepal
long registration delays. Examples are Sri Lanka (where India
35 days are still needed to register), Bhutan (46). the Palau
Philippines (38), and Indonesia (47). Several economies Taji:"‘“a”
that have made no reduction since 2006 already had quite ;;S:
short registration periods while other economies that have Hiribat
made no reduction in lengthy registration procedures since Pakistan
2006 include Vanuatu (39 days), the Republic of Fiji (46), iigﬁ::
Papua New Guinea (51), and Solomon Islands (57). Malaysia
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Armenia
Taipel,China
Uzbekistan
Korea, Rep, of |
Mongolia
Kyrgyz Republic
Maldives
Samoa
Azerbaijan |
Afghanistan
Hong Kong, China
Georgia
Singapore
Australia
New Zealand
0 20 40 60 8 100 120
B 2006 B 2010
Source: Table 7.8.

Data Issues and Comparability

Data on government expenditures and revenue are mostly taken from country sources. The coverage of the budget data is not
standard throughout the region. Data provided by many economies refer only to the central government, but in other economies
they cover provincial and local governments. Most economies try to follow the International Monetary Fund's Government Finance
Statistics guidelines. Some economies are still using the 1986 version while others have switched to the 2001 Government Finance
‘Statistics guidelines.

The statistics on the time and cost for registering new businesses and on perceived corruption are all taken from nonofficial sources.
Common procedures are used in all economies and the researchers producing these data have refined their procedures over several
successive surveys. However, because of the subjective nature of many of these data, they can only be used to give a broad idea of
trends, levels, and rankings.




Government Finance

Table 7.1 Fiscal Balance®
(percent of GDP)

Deveioping Member Economies
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
Armenia
Azerbaijan
Georgia
Kazakhstan
Hyrgyz Republic
Pakistan
Tajlkistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan
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East Asia
China, People's Rep. of
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mongolia
Taipel,China

bwosrd
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South Asia
Bangladesh
Bhutan
India
Maldives i 3. !
Nepal B 1 v ) , -1. p
Sri Lanka i it A 8 A =73
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam® ; . ; ; -9.9 -15
Cambodia i ;i A B -3.2 -3.4
Indonesia i ; : -1.5 -1.7
Lao PDR i 3 i " -3.4 -5.7
Malaysia i ; ; ; -5.3 -5.0
Myanmar E i ;s
Philippines " . ? —5 0 -4.4
Singapore ; i 4.7 3.0
Thailand 3 : s 8.1 0.1
Viet Nam i v d -2.3 -22
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EBOwn
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The Pacific
Cook Islands i . & -38 -0.7
Fiji, Rep. of 4 i : , -5.6 -5.9
Wirlbati 309 ; ; : 3T 9.6
Marshall |slands 1.9 4 : 5 58 109
Micronesia, Fed. States of 14 4 ; -5.4 7.2 2.6
Nauru
Palau A =201 -29.2 -1.4
Papua New Guinea -33 ] : -3.4 -38 -0.9
Samoa -3.7 s 0.7 -2.2 2.0 -0.6
Solomon Islands -53 . -0.6 74 =202 -5.8
Timor-Leste®
Tonga 0.7 1.0 -0.3 -0.1 26 1.3
Tuvalu -19 -43.0 330  -328
Vanuatu -8.2 =27 -6.1 -3.5 -35 -1.4

Developed Member Economies
Australia 1T -2.9 1.8 ; 4 0.8 ; 3. X 16 1.8 -2.3
Japan -0.5 -4.4 -6.4 . T -B6.7 =5 i ] -2.6 -2.6 -7.9
New Zealand -4.5 2.9 20 : 7 38 3 3 ; 4.8 1.0 2.1

-0.7
-4.1
22.2
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0.1
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1.0

a Data refer to central government, except for Bangladesh, the People’s Republic of China, Georgia, Kinbati, the Kyrgyz Republic, the Federated States of Micronesia,
Palustan, and Tajikistan, where data refer to consolidated government or general govermment.

b Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

¢ GDP estimates refer to non-oil GDP. Before 2002, estimates include the value-added of United Nations activities.

Source: Country sources,
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o
Tuble7.2  Tax Revenuec _0_
(percent of GDP) O
Developing Member Economies S
Central and West Asia : o
Afghanistan 3.7 3.0 2.4 3.2 5.0 e
_Armenia S s 10.6 14.8 14.4 146 14.0 14.0 143 14.5 16.1 20.3 19.9 20.0
Azerbaijan 10.8 12.2 13.4 138 141 14.4 14.0 16.3 18.4 16.8 14.4 12.7
_Georgia 14.6 148 150 146 197 20.8 228 25.8 24.9 24.4 23.4
Kazakhstan 15.8 20.2 196 19.9 20.5 20.2 26.3 216 18.3 17.6 13.1 13.6
Kyrgyz Republic 25,7 15.1 11.7 12.4 13.9 14.2 14.8 16.2 176 18.7 19.1 17.9 18.6
Pakistan 14.0 13.8 10.6 10.5 10.7 114 10.8 101 10.5 10.3 10.3 9.5 9.9
Tajikistan 84 131 137 147 150 151 165 168 179 186 17.7 180
Turkmenistan 23.0 222 174 183 20.9 19.8 18.6
Uzbekistan 27.8 234 22.9 224 22,7 20.9 18.6
East Asia - :
China, People’s Rep. of 15.1 99 12,7 14.0 14.7 14.7 15.1 15.6 16.1 17.2 17.3 17.5 18.4 P
Hong Kong, China 10.2 11.2 9.8 9.8 9.1 10.6 12.0 12.6 12.7 14.2 13.0 12.8 13.9 h
_Korea, Rep. of 148 15.2 17.9 174 17.2 149 14.2 14.7 15.2 16.5 16.3 15.4 15.2 i
Mongolia 446 19.2 256 29.4 29.0 254 275 249 28.0 30.3 28.8 24.6 324
Taipei,China 12.7 10.3 13.3 9.0 7.9 .7 8.0 9.1 8.9 9.3 9.8 84
South Asia ) |
Bangladesh 5.8 79 6.8 7.8 7.8 83 85 8.6 8.7 83 8.8 8.6 9.2
Bhutan 4.4 6.6 10.0 84 10.1 10.0 B.6 95 10.4 8.6 9.7 10.5 146
india 7.5 6.9 6.5 5.9 6.5 6.8 6.9 7.3 8.2 88 7.9 7.0 7.2 b
Maldives S £ 13.8 10.8 10.5 10.4 122 13.7 144 15.0 14.7 11.9 14.3 s
Nepal 6.6 B4 8.1 B3 8.6 8.7 9.0 9.2 8.8 9.8 10.4 118 13.2 s
Sni Lanka 19.3 17.9 14.2 14.4 13.6 12.7 135 13.7 146 14.2 13.3 12.8 13.0
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam® 252 184 234 230 223 300 277 331 303 344 364 240
Cambodia 2.2 53 7.3 7.0 7.6 6.8 7.7 1.7 8.0 10.2 11.2 10.1 10.8
Indonesia .. ALB 16.0 83 11.3 116 12.0 12.2 125 12.3 12.4 133 11.1 116
Lao PDR 6.1 9.4 10.6 11.0 10.6 9.1 93 9.7 9.9 12.0 12,6 13.1 138
Malaysia 17.8 18.7 13.2 17.4 17.4 155 15.2 15.4 151 14.8 15.2 15.7 14.3
Myanmar 6.2 3.7 20
Philippines 14.1 16.3 12.8 12.7 121 121 118 12,4 13.7 135 136 12.2 12.1
Singapore 146 15.9 151 14.9 13.0 12.7 118 118 121 13.1 14.1 13.7
Thailand 16.6 16.5 13.2 13.4 14.0 15.2 15.8 16.4 16.2 15.5 16.1 14.6 15.5
Viet Nam 115 19.1 18.0 191 19.8 20.9 21.7 22.8 24.3 23.5 24.4 223 24.3
The Pacific y
Cook Islands 375 223 24,1 25.1 231 223 253 234 225 23.2 23.8
Fili, Rep. of 223 219 20.0 19.7 19.7 21.3 220 21.0 22.8 22.4 21.9 21.9 21.7
Kiribati 30.4 2.7 21.3 211 20.3 207 228 221 219 22.4 209 20.4 21.7
Marshall Islands 17.9 16.5 15.2 16.0 16.3 18.2 16.9 17.5 17.4 17.9 17.2 15.7
_’T;Jcmnesqa. Fed. States of 88 9.5 11.9 11.0 10.9 9.8 11.4 11.8 11.8 109 11.2 11.5
Palau 19.1 19.3 18.5 18.5 19.6 20.8 186 17.5 16.8 14.6
Papua New Guinea 19.5 18.5 238 21 20.0 20.2 239 24.8 293 31.1 26.6 22.4 24.9
Samoa 354 220 20.6 210 20.5 2186 20.5 20,5 21.7 23.1 229 22.7 22.7
Solomon Islands 229 214 191 14.4 15.9 19.0 22.8 243 251 28.2 29.7 28.5 29.6
Timor-Leste® : 15.0 8.2 8.5 7.5 8.6 84 8.0
Tonga 183 13.7 15.9 16.6 18.6 18.6 18.3 19.6 20.6 20.7 21.2 19.9 171
Tuvalu 187 21.3 231 219 195 19.3 21.0 18.3 18.8 19.2
Vanuatu ' 22,6 19.6 15.3 14.9 15.0 152 157 16.0 16.3 17.6 18.2 17.2
Developed Member Economies ) ) !
Australia 224 210 231 248 234 242 242 247 245 240 281 221 208
Japan 13.9 10.8 10.5 10.1 9.2 9.1 9.5 10.3 10.6 10.1 89 8.4
New Zealand 34.3 331 30.2 29.3 30.5 30.8 30.9 323 329 325 316 28,6

a Data refer to central government, except for Bangladesh, the People's Republic of China, Georgia, Kiribati, the Kyrgyz Republic, the Federated States of Micronesia,
Pakistan, end Tajikistan, where data refer to consolidated government or general govemment.

b Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member,

¢ GDP estimates refer to non-oil GDP Before 2002, estimates include the value-added of United Nations activities.

Source:  Country sources.
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Table 7.3 Total Government Revenue®

M (percent of GDP)
| 5 Developing Member Economies
H | Central and West Asia
! Afghanistan 3.0 4.4 4.7 6.7 7.6 6.7 8.0 8.7
r ! Armenia 14.4 15.9 15.7 15.5 14.9 151 16.2 16.0 17.9 216 213 214
‘H Azerbaijan 341 118 14.7 14.7 148 17.0 17.7 16.3 206 21.2 26.8 29.0 274
M Georgia 15.5 15.9 16.1 15.8 225 271 30.8 339 31.1 28.3 26.7
Kazakhstan 19.6 229 23.0 217 222 21.9 27.6 229 20.5 18.5 14.1 14.3
i Kyrgyz Republic 26.8 16.7 14.2 16.1 18.0 18.8 18.7 19.8 218 24.1 24.0 226 240
| Pakistan 19.3 17.3 13.4 12.2 121 12.3 135 135 13.5 14.6 14.6 14.5 14.0
Tajikistan 10.0 141 14.9 16.5 17.0 17.2 19.2 19.3 18.9 19.5 18.7 19.3
Turkmenistan 205 235 22.3 18.2 19.2 222 20.5 19.8 17.2 39.1 237
Uzbekistan 29.7 28.0 25.7 25.0 235 23.5 218 19.5 317 34.5 348 348
East Asia |
China, People’s Rep. of 15.7 10.3 135 14.9 15.7 16.0 16.5 17.1 17.9 19.3 19.5 201 209
! Hong Kong, China 14.9 16.1 17.1 135 13.9 16.8 18.4 17.9 19.5 22.2 18.9 19.6 21.4
Korea, Rep. of 16.8 17.8 225 221 22,0 224 216 221 231 25.0 24.4 24.0 231
Maongolia 50.9 24.7 34.0 38.6 38.0 328 329 30.0 33.7 375 329 284 369
Taipel,China 16.3 133 18.0 12.7 131 12.9 12.1 148 12.9 12.7 13.1 12.3
South Asia
Bangladesh 6.8 9.8 8.5 9.6 10.2 10.4 10.6 10.6 10.8 10.5 111 10.8 115
Bhutan 18.8 19.1 232 217 19.3 16.3 16.2 17.3 17.8 20.4 22.9 22.7 236
India 10.7 9.9 9.8 9.7 10.9 12.6 11.5 9.7 10.3 11.7 9.8 9.3 104
Maldives 258 30.0 239 24.8 244 24.7 30.2 32,2 338 30.3 240 280
Nepal B.4 10.4 10.5 111 11.0 114 11.3 11.7 0.8 11.8 129 14.1 150
S Lanka 21.4 20.6 16.4 16.3 16.0 15.2 148 155 16.3 15.8 149 14.5 146
| Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam® 424 36.5 491 42.2 408 55.8 48.1 53.2 50.4 52.3 55.7 41.0
! i) Cambodia 39 7.6 10.0 9.8 10.6 9.8 10.4 10.6 11.4 121 13.3 119 134
i Indonesia 18.8 17.7 14.7 18.3 16.5 16.9 17.6 178 19.1 17.9 19.8 15:1 15.8
| Lao PDR 9.9 111 13.1 13.5 132 11.0 11.2 s & 1 116 13.6 14.4 14.9 15.7
_. Malaysia 24.8 229 17.4 226 21.8 221 21.0 20.3 215 21.8 21.6 23.3 20.8
; Myanmar 9.6 6.5 4,2 s
. Philippines 16.6 18.9 14.3 14.5 13.8 14.0 13.8 14.4 15.6 16.5 15.6 14.0 134 I
| Singapore 30.7 348 298 271 23.0 209 20.3 21.2 21.0 252 245 19.6
Thailand 18.1 18.2 15.1 16.2 15.9 17.6 18.0 18.6 18.2 17.4 18.2 16.6 17.8
Viet Nam 14.7 21.9 201 21.2 223 25.3 27.4 28.0 289 28.9 28.6 26.3 28.0
The Pacific
Cook Islands 39.8 27.0 289 27.9 26.3 26.5 29.3 21.3 26.4 27.0 27.3
Fiji, Rep. of 28.1 255 25.5 239 259 244 25.0 239 26.0 254 25.4 255 253
Kirlbati 112.0 79.5 93.4 87.3 787 70.9 86.5 69.2 76.5 93.1 79.8 71.6 61.6
Marshall Islands 313 29.6 21.8 20.6 22.3 225 25.1 25.6 25.2 25.3 25.3 24.4
Micronesia, Fed. States of 213 26.4 225 18.9 19.4 19.7 25.0 21.0 218 20.7 21.2 214 1
| Nauru
' Palau 243 25.5 241 25.8 26.0 274 24.2 225 21.2 18.6
Papua New Guinea 249 24.0 25.7 237 214 22.3 26.0 26.8 319 334 28.1 26.0 26.7
Samoa 48,5 29.3 258 23.7 22.3 24.0 23.0 24.0 25.2 26.9 26.2 26.6 25.5
Solomon Islands 26.6 27.7 216 15.3 16.8 209 24.7 26.7 29.9 324 33.0 32.4 322
Timor-Leste© 64.0 53.0 58.5 605 103.0 1076 1445
Tonga 341 26.1 212 232 22.0 21.3 223 23.3 24.5 24,3 24,8 238 214
Tuvalu .. 2140 1163 1486 52.5 51.6 54.4 47.1 46.1 475 [
Vanuatu 278 242 18.2 173 16.8 16.8 17.6 18.0 18.4 19.8 20.2 19.5
Developed Member Economies
Australia 236 22.0 252 26.2 251 25.7 257 26.1 26.0 255 25.6 238 22.7
Japan 15.3 12.2 12.0 116 10.6 10.3 10.8 11.8 146 122 13.0 116
New Zealand 40.9 383 346 33.7 35.0 35.0 35.2 36.7 384 37.4 36.5 33.9

a Data refer to central government, except for Bangladesh, the People's Republic of China, Georgia, Wiribati, the Kyrgyz Republic, the Federated States of Micronesia,
Pakistan, and Tajikistan, where data refer to consolidated government or general government.

b Brunel Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member,

¢ GDP estimates refer to non-oil GDP. Before 2002, estimates include the value-added of United Nations activities,

Source: Country sources.
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Toble7.4 Total Government Expenditure®

(percent of GDP) —4 3
Developing Member Economies ’ !
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan 7.9 134 16.0 16.0 19.5 19.5 221 21.8 2
Armenia 24,0 201 19.4 18.6 18.8 17.0 18.0 17.4 19.4 22.7 29.6 24.5 4
Azerbaijan 20.1 16.2 15.2 153 17.1 17.4 16.8 19.8 213 26.4 293 28.2
Georgia 16.3 17.2 17.0 17.2 22.8 26.6 28.9 33.7 36.4 38.3 33.9
Kazakhstan 25.7 222 223 212 222 21.9 25.6 2.0 241 26.9 233 222
Kyrgyz Republic 37.1 27.8 18.0 17.7 20.7 206 20.4 20.4 224 253 24.0 291 324 |
Pakistan 25.9 23.0 18.9 17.5 18.6 18.9 16.6 16.8 18.4 20.9 225 19.8 20.0 |
Tajikistan 17.4 14.7 14.8 16.1 18.2 17.6 19.4 19.0 27.2 26.7 26,6 26.0
Turkmenistan 201 239 21.1 18.1 19.4 189 19.1 15.0 13.3 10.9 15.9
Uzbekistan 326 289 25.5 25,8 248 235 22.8 20,8 30,2 33.2 34.2 3486
East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 185 16.3 17.5 18.3 18.1 17.8 18.3 18.7 18.7 19.9 224 225
Hong Kong, China 14.3 16.4 17,7 18.4 18.7 20.0 18.7 16.9 15.4 14.5 18.6 17.8 17.4
Korea, Rep. of 15.2 153 18.1 19.4 18.8 2.7 208 214 22.0 208 22,7 239 21.4
Mongolia 61.9 23.3 36.0 38.2 38.9 31.6 29.9 24.8 288 336 36.4 341 344
Taipei,China 14.5 14.3 226 19.0 15.9 15.1 14.5 15.1 13.1 13.0 13.9 15.9 ¢
South Asia
Bangadesh 12.4 14.4 14.5 14.8 14.9 14.5 14.8 15.0 14.7 14.1 17.2 153 15.9
Bhutan 33.9 37.2 422 46.6 37.0 33.7 31.3 36.0 338 30.7 36.4 33.7 39.0
| India 17.3 14.1 15.5 15.9 16.8 171 15.4 13.7 13.6 14.3 15.8 15.6 15.4
| Maldives 36.6 37.3 30.2 30.1 29.2 27.9 46.1 43.0 43.1 451 49.1 45,7 |
Nepal 17.7 16.6 16.3 18.1 17.4 15.1 14.7 15.1 14.5 16.0 17.2 203 204 |
Sri Lanka 28.7 29.6 25.0 259 23.8 22.5 226 23.8 24.2 23.2 221 24.0 224
Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam® 437 66.0 40,6 38.4 45,3 50.1 36.8 321 289 30.3 278 34.8 285
Cambodia B.4 14.8 14,8 16.2 o 159 139 13.2 14.1 14.7 159 20.5 207
Indonesia 19.6 14.7 15.8 20.7 18.0 18.7 186 18.4 20.0 19.2 19.9 16,7 16.5
Lao PDR 234 26,7 20.8 22.2 18.7 19.6 15.4 18.4 17.2 19.1 19.4 21.0 248
Malaysia 27.7 221 229 27.8 271 274 251 23.9 24.8 25.0 26.3 30.3 26.5
Myanmar 12.4 9.8 3.5
Philippines 20.4 18.2 18.1 18.3 18.7 18.3 17.3 16.9 16.7 16.5 16.3 17.7 16.8
Singapore 20.2 15.6 185 215 18.3 17.9 16.3 14.7 14.8 13.8 16.7 17.9
Thailand 13.6 15.4 17.3 17.9 24,1 17.6 18.4 18.5 185 18.8 18.8 20.8 204 |
| Viet Nam 219 238 226 24.4 24,2 26.4 26.2 27.3 275 29.4 27.7 318 30.7
The Pacific
Cook [slands 48.3 31.0 33.0 34.7 30.8 31.2 33.3 332 299 288 34.4
Fiji, Rep. of 29.8 26.0 28.6 31.3 31.2 30.3 28.2 27.3 29.0 27.4 251 29.7 29.0
Kiribati 165.0 B6.7 B86.5 116.8 1450 154.5 178.1 88.3 107.0 102.7 84.3 82.1 75.6
Marshall slands 92.2 93.1 58.2 62.9 59,1 54,6 58.3 65.0 64.3 70.8 65.6 69.5
| Micronesia, Fed. States of 929 7.0 67.2 64.1 59.1 66.9 70.9 59.7 60.8 59.3 58.9 64.4
Nauru
l Palau 68.5 70.6 64.1 67.0 68.3 67.9 52.9 58.0 57.3 49.3 46.6
Papua New Guinea 34.2 28.3 329 341 31.0 286 30.7 35.2 342 348 35.0 30.1 313
Samoa 70.0 39.6 31.2 321 323 30,2 29.0 32.6 30.3 315 324 37.8 44.7
~ Solomon Istands 35.3 323 316 26.4 44,1 381 29.4 34.6 31.0 36.5 42.0 37.0 346
Timor-Leste® 24.9 313 59.9 65.9 102.0 1086  120.7
Tonga 371 26.9 223 221 22.8 213 21.5 21.6 27.8 24.3 22,6 286 29.8
Tuvalu . 53.2 1849 1335 95.2 99.9 70.6 76.8 73.2 70.4 12186
|| Vanuatu 376 293 253 225 22.2 19.2 18.3 17.9 19.2 21.4 24.4 25.7
|Developed Member Economies
Australia 219 248 234 25.3 255 249 249 249 24.4 239 238 26,1 26.8
Japan 15.7 16.6 18.4 17.5 17.3 17.0 16.0 18.0 15.7 14.8 156 19.5
New Zealand 45.3 35.5 32,6 320 313 31.2 31.0 31.8 328 3286 355 36.1

a Data refer to central government, except for Bangladesh, the People’s Republic of China, Georgia, Kiribati, the Kyrgyz Republic, the Federated States of Micranesia,
Pakistan, and Tajikistan, where data refer to consolidated govemment or general government.

b Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as & developing member.

¢ GDP estimates refer to non-cil GDP Before 2002, estimates include the value-added of United Nations activities.

II Source: Country sources.
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Table 7.5 Government Expenditure on Education®

; (percent of GDP)
|
|
# Developing
Central and West Asia
Afghanistan
i Armenia 2.8 25 21 21 2.5 27 2.7 3.0 2.9 34
i Azerbaijan 17 35 39 3.5 3.2 3.3 3.4 3.0 26 25 24 3.2
' Georgla 22 21 22 1.9 2.9 25 3.0 S 29 32
grkg_rtz_ﬂepubl_rc _ ___15 &8 _35 . 39 44 __AB— 48 49 —27— Z& — 25 31
— T |7 Pakistan
Tajikistan 22 23 2.4 2.6 2.4 2.7 35 3.4 34 35 49
Turkmenistan . . ;
Uzbekistan
! East Asia )
i China, People's Rep. of® 4.0 20 33 33 3.2 3.3 2.6 3.0 32 31
Hong Kong, China 28 3.0 4.0 41 4.4 4.6 42 3.9 35 33 4.5 3.6 .4
Korea, Rep. of 2.9 24 3.2 a5 3.0 a1 2.8 3.2 31 3.1 37 3.1
Mongolia 115 4.3 8.1 88 84 6.9 6.6 5.3 4.8 5.1
Taipei,China 1.0 1.4 23 18 18 18 17 16 1.7 16 1.7 2.0
I| South Asia
: Bangladesh 14 2.2 20 23 21 21 2.0 19 2.0 21 18
| Bhutan . 54 50 4.2 5.2 5.1 6.0 5.7 5.9
India a7 39 36 33 2.8 2,7 29 2.9 30 ol
Maldives 4.8 74 53 6.1 6.0 5.6 6.8 6.4 6.8 7.1 9.3 .
Nepal 16 22 2.3 25 2.8 2.7 2.7 2.9 3.0 3.0 33 3.6
Sri Lanka 3.0 29 24 20 23 21 20 2.6 2.7 2.6 23 3 L
i Southeast Asia . J
Brunei Darussalam® 4.0 46 4.2 40 4.7 6.0 3.0 3.7 33 3.0 3.0 3.9 38
Cambodia 0.8 0.9 1.3 1.3 1.7 16 15 1.4 1.5 14 1.4 1.6 18
Indonesia ;
_' Malaysia 55 4.8 5.6 7.0 7.7 7.0 5.4 51 5.4 5.7 6.0 7.3 5.5 |
| Myanmar ¥ 5 |
i Philippines 31 3.2 3.3 30 3.0 28 25 23 23 2.4 24 26 27
Singapore 4.0 29 39 4.2 43 38 35 3.2 2.9 2.9 31 33 [
! Thailand 28 3.8 4.0 39 42 40 41 37 i5 3.9 40 4.4 12
1
The Pacific
Cook Islands 5.8 3.2 4.1 3.4 4.4 45 5.3 5.1 4.8 4.4 51 ol
Fiji, Rep. of 35 4.0 4.2 43 4.5 4.4 41 37 40 4.0 39 39 . 35
Kiribati 12.3 11.7 10.¢ 131 129 138 146 14.4 158 14.2 13.2 140 105 |
Marshall Isiands
) Micronesia. Fed. States of
i Nauru 5 i
Palau
! Papua New Guinea 7.3 4.7 51 34 2.6
Samoa 4.4 4.9 45 4.7 4.7 4.8 44 4.4 o R 5 49 46
Solomon Islands
Timor-Lested 4.7 5.0 75 5.8 10.3 1.1 o
i Tonga 39 38 4.4 37 38 38
| Tuvalu o =
‘ Vanuatu 5.0 5.2 4.8 5.0 5.5 5.2 4.7 44 45 46
! Developed Member Economies I~ 3
Australia 1.6 1.6 1.6 16 1.6 3.5 16 15 1.6 17 8
l Japan as 3.7 3.9 4.0 4.0 4.0 38 38 38 38 38 4.0
{ New Zealand . 46 50 49 49 50 50

a Data refer to central government, except for the People’s Republic of China, Georgia, Japan, the Kyrgyz Republic, and Tajikistan, where data refer to consolidated
| government or general government.

! b Includes health,

[ ¢ Brunel Darussalam is a reglonal member of ADB, but it is not ciassified as a developing member.

| d GDP estimates refer to non-oil GDP. Before 2002, estimates include the value added of United Nations activities.

Source: Country sources,
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=
Table7.6 Government Expenditure on Health® g
(percent of GDP) o
| Developing Member Economies I
| Central and West Asia ¥
|  Amenia 1.0 13 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.5 1.5 1.4 1.8 15 e
Azerbaijan 29 1.4 0.9 0.8 0.7 0.8 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 14 1.0 g
| Georga 0.6 0.8 0.9 0.3 1.0 1.8 16 15 186 2.0 2.2 .
Al Pkngﬂepqhﬁ_c 3.7 3.9 2.0 1.9 2.0 1.9 2.0 2.3 5.5 6.5 5.9 6.2 6.0 .
kistan _
J Tajikistan 1.4 0.9 09 0.9 0.9 0.9 11 1.1 1.1 1.2 1.6
China, People's Rep., of? 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.7 0.9 1.2 1.2 }
| Hong Kong, China 15 2.2 2.5 2.6 2.6 2.8 25 2.3 23 21 22 24 2.3 i
~ Korea, Rep. of 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.3 !
| Mongolia 5.5 29 4.5 4.8 4.7 35 3.4 2.9 25 2.8 \
~ Talpei,China 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 01 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
South Asia F
- Bangladesh 0.6 1.0 1.0 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.9 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 1
Bhutan 4.3 2.9 2.7 2.7 26 34 3.3 32 /
India 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.7 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7 .
Maldives 33 4.1 31 3.0 3.0 32 42 42 4.0 5.8 38 3.8
~ Nepal , 0.6 0.6 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.7 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.4 i
Srilanka 16 1.7 16 13 15 15 1.6 1.8 2.0 1.9 1.7 15 1.3
Southeast Asia
~ Brunei Darussalam® 1.6 2.3 21 2.0 2.0 25 1.3 4.7 1.5 1.4 1.4 21 19
~ Cambodia 15 0.3 0.9 0.8 1.0 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 1.0 1.0 1.2 1.3
~ Indonesia
Lao PDR
| Malaysia 1.5 1.2 15 18 1.7 21 2.0 1.7 1.7 1.8 1.8 2.1 22
.~ Myanmar 35
_ Philippines 0.7 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.2 03 0.4
~ Singapore. 0.9 1.2 0.9 1.2 1.0 1.4 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.8 1.0 1.4
| Thailand 0.9 1.2 1.3 1.3 1.6 16 16 1.4 1.4 1.6 1.9 2.0 2.0
| The Pacific
| Cook Islands 4.8 31 43 3.4 3.6 35 44 38 3.7 38 4.5
| Fiji, Rep. of 1.8 2.1 2.3 24 25 25 23 22 21 2.2 2.0 22 1.9
| Kinbati 9.4 9.0 7.5 8.4 8.3 9.1 9.9 a5 9.4 98 113 9.5 9.2
~ Marshall Islands -
. Micronesia, Fed, States of
| Papua New Guinea 28 2.0 16 17 15
|_ Samoa 30 4.0 3.5 3.9 3.8 35 3.3 38 35 4.0 5.0 4.0
| Solomon Islands
Timor-Lested 28 3.7 6.1 33 6.2 5.2
Tonga 2.8 26 48 2.3 2.8 7.2 v
| Vanuaty 2.6 23 23 23 2.4 2.3 1.9 1.8 18 1.9
l Developed Member Economies
| Australia 3.8 36 3.6 3.6 37 38 37 36 37 39 4.0
~ Japan 45 5.3 6.3 6.6 6.7 6.9 7.0 7.1 71 7.2 75 8.4 .'
~ New Zealand 4.7 5.4 5.3 5.3 5.3 5.4 i ;

a Data refer to central government, except for the People's Republic of China, Georgia, Japan, the Kyrgyz Republic, and Tajikistan, where data refer to consolidated
- government or general government.

b Included in education expenditure category.

‘¢ Brunel Darussalam is a regjonal member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

- d GDP estimates refer to non-oil GDP Before 2002, estimates include the value added of United Nations activities.

Source: Country sources.
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Table 7.7 Government Expenditure on Social Security and Welfare®

(percent of GDP)
Developing Member Economies 4
Central and West Asia |
Afghanistan ]
Armenia 2.1 22 1.7 18 18 2.0 2.0 2.0 T 10.0 88
§ Azerbaijan 39 17 3.0 2.7 31 3.0 2.8 24 1.8 2 21 3.0 27
| Georgia 4.3 3.8 4.1 4.0 49 5.4 5.0 3.8 1.7 26 5.8
'I Kyrgyz Republic 4.9 5.7 1.7 1.9 31 3.1 28 28 1.2 19 1.7 2.0 20
Pakistan 1 i
Tajikistan® 0.1 1.8 19 21 2.3 26 3.2 34 28 2.9 35 ol
Turkmenistan aal
| L Uzbekistan ok i e o
|
i { East Asia
] China, People's Rep. of 0.3 0.2 0.7 1.2 1.5 1.3 13 14 14 2.0 2.2 22 23
] { Hong Kong, China 0.9 1.2 21 2.3 2.5 2.1 2.6 2.4 2.3 2.2 23 25 23l
i Korea, Rep. of 1.3 1.0 3.2 2.8 29 2.8 38 38 4.1 4.3 4.6 &1 4.8 |
| Mongolia 7.7 4.2 75 76 7.8 7.1 7.0 6.7 6.4 7.7 ol
3 Taipei,China 28 3.4 5 4.1 3.6 37 3.4 3.4 3.4 3.2 3.3 3.5, g
[
| South Asia _ _'j
| Bangladesh 0.1 0.1 01 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 03 0.3 0.3 0.3 ol
! Bhutan 18 1.8 18 22 15 1.8 1.4 19 o
| India - i 0.9 1.0 1.0 0.8 0.8 0.8 11 1.0 1.0 ol
! Maldives 1.1 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.2 1.3 4.0 18 12 28 35 50
Nepal 11 0.5 0.8 0.8 11 1.0 0.8 0.7 0.7 0.6 1.2 1.7 0
Sn Lanka 38 5.1 2.8 3.1 29 26 35 3.8 3.0 26 21 22 1.9 |
k!
| Southeast Asia _Ii
- Brunei Darussalam¢ 11 13 1.2 1.0 1.0 12 0.8
I Cambodia 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 05 = 05
Lao PDR K|
I ‘ Malaysia 12 0.8 0.9 13 13 15 1.0 0. 1.0 1.1 1.1 12 13
y Myanmar sl
N Philippines 0.2 0.4 0.7 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.8 0.8 09 09 12 ]
| Singapore 0.4 0.8 0.7 T 0.8 0.4 0.5 0.3 1.2 0.6 2.0 2.2 oo
E Thailand 05 0.5 1.0 22 1.5 1.8 2.0 1.4 1.4 1.5 1.4 1.9 154
Viet Nam ]
i { The Pacific
Cook Islands
¥ Fiji, Rep. of 0.0 0.0 0.1 01 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
| Kiribati 0.9 11 1.3 1.7 1.8 18 19 1.7 18
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
L Palau i
4’ Papua New Guinea 0.3 0.2 0.5 0.4 0.4
‘I8 Samoa 0.9 11 11 1.2 1.2 b 3. 1.0 1.1 1.0 1.1 11
i Solomon Islands
Timor-Lested 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.6 70 201
Tonga 0.4 0.5 16 1.5 18 15
Tuvalu
Vanuatu 203 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Developed Member Economies
Australia 8.6 9.4 9.1 8.9 9.3 9.0 8.6 84 8.3 10.0
Japan 7.4 9.2 10.7 11.2 11.7 11.8 11.8 12.0 121 12.2 129 14,7
New Zealand 11.9 12.0 115 11.0 105 10.0

a Data refer to central government, except for the People's Republic of China, Georgia, Japan, the Kyrgyz Republic, and Tajikistan, where data refer to consolidated

government or general government.
b From 2000 onward, includes defense.

¢ Brunel Darussalam Is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.
d GDP estimates refer to non-oil GDR Before 2002, estimates include the value added of United Nations activities.

Source:  Country sources.
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Toble7.8  Doing Business Start-Up Indicators

Governance

Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia®
Afghanistan
Armenia
Azerbaijan
Georgia
Kazakhstan
Kyrgyz Republic
Pakistan
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan

East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mongolia
Taipel,China

South Asia
Bangladesh
Bhutan
India

Maidives
Nepal
Sn Lanka

Southeast Asia®
Brunei Darussalam®
Cambodia
Indonesia
Lao PDR
Malaysia
Myanmar
Philippines
Singapore
Thailand
Viet Nam

The Pacific®
Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of
Kiribati
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru
Palau
Papua New Guinea
Samoa
Solomon Islands
Timor-Leste
Tonga
Tuvalu
Vanuatu

Developed Member Economies
Australia
Japan
New Zealand

DEVELOPING MEMBER ECONOMIES®
REGIONAL MEMBERS*®
WORLD

18.4

8 4
16.8
229
11l
12.5
40.0

49.7

30.2
51.6
20.9
138.5

5‘0
28.8
523
86.5

Cost of Business Start-Up Procedure

19.3
52.8

7.0
14.4
13.7
10.5
11.5
29.3

15.4

10.8
15.9
34
15.7
12.5
6.3

38.4
62.9
0.7
49.5
12.3
74.1
10.7

20.7

3 480.1

130.7
18.3
320

263
1.0
6.7

30.6

59.3

289

64.1

213

1341
4.9

28.2

8.7

89.8

. 1548

161
66.9
4.3
2.0

10.7
0.2

47.8
44.5
98.4

13.6

64.3

[
OOM b
M- W

RES
oo

(percent of NI wcapﬂa)

21.7
75.2

6.1
12.3
13.7

8.6
10.4
23.9
86.1

(2]

£
SIS ~owoom=

= b
P hrwNmocbwREe

fury
=
(=N

141
9.5
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39.8
63.6

6.6

9.6
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0.8
7.5
0.4

28.0
26.3
52.2

123
15.6

28.7
0.7
6.3

13.3

34.0
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38.0
16.2
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9.9
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0.8
7.5
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23.1
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40.2
17:3
150.5

23.1
21.7
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19
105
26

21
24

29
29
11

17
20

51
50

89
13
31

94
168
195

37

61
33
63
34
45
21
17
16
24
51
42
57
2
39
15

31
12

47
45
51

Time Required to Start Up Business
(days)

44 38 30 24 20 16
90 9 9 9 9 7
19 19 18 18 18 15
121 113 51 36 10 10
25 21 16 U 3 3
26 25 22 A 24 20
21 21 2 21 15 11
24 24 24 24 24 21
o 80 80 62 62 38
29 29 29 15 156 15
27 27 25 25 25 19
48 48 35 35 41 38
11 11 11 11 11 6
17 17 17 17 1 14
13 13 13 13 13 13
48 48 48 48 42 23
49 46 40 39 38 33
50 50 50 T4 73 4
62 62 62 48 46 46
89 71 3k I 30 30
9 9 9 9 9 9
31 31 231 31 3 31
50 50 50 39 38 38
79 77 64 65 60 57
.. 218 116 116 116
94 86 86 86 85 85
151 151 97 105 76 &0
195 195 91 100 100 100
37 37 37 31 20 18
61 59 59 59 53 53
8 6 6 5 B 3
33 33 33 33 33 32
56 50 50 50 50 50
40 39 39 39 38 36
45 46 46 46 46 46
21 21 21 21 21 21
17 17 17 17 17 17
16 16 16 16 16 16
24 24 28 28 28 28
51 51 51 51 51 51
42 35 35 35 35 9
57 57 57 57 57 57
a2 92 92 82 83 83
32 32 32 3R 25 25
39 39 39 39 39 39
15 15 12 12 g 9
2 2 2 2 2 2
31 31 23 23 23 23
12 12 12 12 1 1
49 46 41 40 37 34
46 44 39 38 35 32
49 50 46 43 39 36

105

100

a For reporting economies only.

b Brunei Darussalam Is a reglonal member of ADB, but It is not classified as a developing member,

Source: Doing Business Online (World Bank 2011).
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Table 7.9 Corruption Perceptions Index®

I ool O SR 00D R0
Developing Member Economies
Central and West Asia

Afghanistan

Armenia

Azerbaian

Georgia

Kazakhstan

Kyrgyz Republic

Pakistan

Tajikistan

Turkmenistan

Uzbekistan

East Asia
China, People's Rep. of
Hong Kong, China
Korea, Rep. of
Mongolia
Taipei,China
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South Asia
Bangladesh
Bhutan
India
Maldives
Nepal
Sni Lanka
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Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam®
Cambodia
Indonesia
Lao PDR
Malaysia
Myanmar
Philippines
Singapore
Thailand
Viet Nam
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The Pacific

Cook Islands
Fiji, Rep. of
Wiribati
Marshall Islands
Micronesia, Fed. States of
Nauru
Palau
Papua New Guinea 4 . . ‘
Samoa L v . " 56
Solomon Islands i 5o S : 111
Timor-Leste 3 . : .
Tonga ; X ! : 99
Vanuatu i % . i 95

Developed Member Economies
Australia ; 8.5 L X i 88 i il . 8.7 B.7 8
Japan H 7.1 s f X 7.3 5 i 1 7.7 7.8 17
New Zealand 9.4 3 ; : 9.6 2 i ; 9.4 9.3 1

a Score relates to perceptions of the degree of corruption as seen by business people and country analysts, and ranges from 10 (highly clean) to O (highly corrupt).
b Based on 180 economies.

¢ Based on 178 economies.

d Brunei Darussalam is a regional member of ADB, but it is not classified as a developing member.

Source: Transparency International (2011),
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Definitions
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This part contains the definitions of the indicators for the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) and regional tables.
The definitions are taken mostly from the Asian Development Bank’s Development Indicators Reference Manual,
including websites and publications of international and private organizations such as the Food and Agriculture
Organization (FAO); International Labour Organization (ILO); International Monetary Fund (IMF): International Road
Federation (IRF): International Telecommunication Union (ITU); The Joint United Nations Programme on HIV/AIDS
(UNAIDS); Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD): Transparency International; United
Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF); United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO);
United Nations Population Division (UNPD): United Nations Statistics Division (UNSD): World Bank:; World Health
Organization (WHO); and World Tourism Organization (UNWTO). The indicators for the MDGs are arranged according
to their respective goals and targets before they are defined. while the indicators for the regional tables are grouped
according to their themes and subtopics before they are defined. In many instances, the indicators themselves, rather than
their growth rates or ratios to another indicator, are defined.

SNOILINIH3d

Millennium Development Goals

Target 1.A: Halve, between 1990 and 2015, | 1.1 Proportion of population below $1 (PPP) | Proportion of the population living on less than $1.25 a day, measured

the proportion of people whose income is per day at 2005 intemational pnees, adjusted for purchasing power parity
less than one dollar a day | (PPP} '
l 1.2 Poverty gap ratio Mean shortfall of the total population from the poverty line (counting

the nonpoor as having zera shortfall), expressed as a percentage of
the poverty line. This measure reflects the depth of poverty as well as

‘ ' Its incidence.
1.3 Share of poorest quintile in national l Percentage share of consumption or income that accrues to the
| consumption poorest fifth (bottom quintile) of the population.
Target 1.B: Achieve full and productive li4 Growth rate of GDP per person employed | Growth rate of output per unit of labor input.
employment and decent work for all, | s S i =T i TR it =i
including women and young e *1:5 Employment-tu-popuiauon ratio Proportion of a country’s working-age population that is employed.

1.6  Proportion of employed people living below | Share of individuals who are employed, but nonetheless live in a
$1 (PPP) per day household whose members are estimated 1o be living below $1.25 a
day, measured at 2005 intemational prices, adjusted for PPP

1.7  Proportion of own-account and contributing | Own-account workers are workers wha, working on their own account
| family workers in total employment or with one or more partners, hold the type of jobs defined as self-
employment jobs (i.e., remuneration is directly dependent upon the |
| profits derved from the goods and services produced), and have not
engaged on a continuous basis any employee to work for them dunng
‘ | the reference period. |

| Contributing family workers, also known as unpaid family workers, are
| workers who are self-employed, as own-account workers in a market-
onented establishment operated by a related person living in the same |

I household.

' Target 1.C: Halve, between 1990 and 1.8 Prevalence of underweight children under- ' Percentage of children aged 0-59 months whose weight for age are
| 2015, the proportion of people wha suffer ‘ five years of age ‘ less than 2 standard deviations below the median weight for age of the

' from hunger | international reference population. J
‘TQ Proportion of population below minimum Percentage of the population that is undernourished or food-deprived, l
level of dietary energy consumption whose food intake falls below the minimum level of dietary energy
R [ | requirements.

continved
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Goal 2: Achieve universal primary education

"

Target 2.A: Ensure that, by 2015, children

everywhera, boys and girls alike, will be
| able to complete a full course of primary
schooling |

| 2.2 Proportion of pupils starting grade 1 who
\ reach last grade of primary
| |

‘ 2.1 Net enrollment ratio in primary education

| Number of children of official primary school age (according to
ISCEDAT} who are enrolled in primary education as a percentage of
the total children of the official pnmary school age population. Total net
primary enroliment rate also includes children of primary school age
enrolled in secondary education.

|
[

of education in a given school year who are expected to reach the last
| grade of primary scheol, regardiess of repetition,

—— |
Percentage of a cohort of pupils enrolled in grade 1 of the primary level | |

. | 2.3 Literacy rate of 15-24-year-olds, women
| | and men

| Percentage of the population aged 15-24 years who can both read
| and write with undcrsf.anding a short, simple statement on E\l'er}‘day
| ife.

analazﬁomohgenduemtyamsmmmn

| Target 3.A: Eliminate gender disparity in
primary and secondary education, preferably |

| by 2005, and in all levels of educationnc |
later than 2015 |

and tertiary education

' 3.1 Ratios of gitls to bays in primary, secondary, ‘ Ratio of the number of female students enrolled at primary, secondary

and tertiary levels of education to the number of male students in
each level, To standardize the effects of the population structure of
the appropriate age groups, the gander parity index (GPI) of the gross
enroliment ratio (GER) for each level of education is used.

|

3.2 Share of women in wage employment in the

‘ non-agncuitural sector

total number of persons in paid employment in the non-agricuttural
sector, It 1s expressed as a percentage of totzl wage employment in

that same sector.

3.3 Proportion of seats held by womer in
| national parliament

1

Number of seats held by women members in single or lower chambers
of national parliaments, expressed as a percentage of all occupied
seats.

Number of women in non-agricultural paid employment divided by the |

|
|

| Goal 4: Reduce child mortalit

Target 4.A: Reduce by two-thirds, between
1990 and 2015, the under-five mortality
rate

‘ 4,2  Infant mortality rate

41 Underfive mortality rate | Probability (expressed as a rate per 1,000 five births) of & child bom

in a specified year dying before reaching the age of five if subject to
| current age-specific mortality rates.

e _—
| Prabability (expressed as a rate per 1,000 live births) of & child bom
in a specified year dying before reaching the age of 1 year if subject to
l current age-specific mortality rates.

4.3  Proportion of 1 year-old children immunized = Percentage of children under 1 year of age who have received at least

against measles

| one dose of a measles vaccine,

;
l
!

Goal 5: Improve maternal health

Target 5.A: Reduce by three quarters, 51
between 1990 and 2015, the maternal ‘
mortality ratio

Matermnal mortality ratio

| Ratio of the number of maternal deaths during a given time period per
100,000 live hirths during the same time-period.

| A maternal death refers 1o a female death from any cause related to
or aggravated by pregnancy or its management (excluding accidental
or incidental causes) during pregnancy and childbirth or within 42 days
of tarmination of pragnancy, Irrespective of the duration and site of the
pregnancy.

Proportion of births attended by skilled
‘ health personnel

| Percentage of delivenes atiended by health personnel trained in
providing life-saving obstetnc care, including giving the necessary
supervision, care, and advice to wamen dunng pregnancy, labor, and

| the post-partum penod: conducting delivenies on their own; and caring
for newborms. Traditional birth attendants, even if they receive a short

| training course, are not included.




Target 5.8: Achieve, by 2015, universal
access to reproductive heaith

5.3 Contraceptive prevalence rate

MILLENNIUM DEVELOPMENT GOALS

Percentage of women married or in union aged 15-49 years who are
currently using, or whose sexual partner is using, at least one method
of contraception, regardless of the method used.

281

| 5.6 Unmet need for family planning

5.4  Adolescent birth rate

Annual number of births to women 15-19 vears of age per 1,000
women in that age group. It represents the risk of childbearing among
adolescent women 15-19 years of age. Also referred to as the age-
specific fertility rate for women aged 15-19 years.

5.5 Antenatal care coverage (at least one visit

and at least four visits)

For coverage of at least one visit, refers to the percentage of women
aged 15-49 years with a live birth in a given ume penod that receved
antenatal care provided by a skilled health personnel (doctors, nurses,
ar midwives) at least once during pregnancy, as a percentage of
women aged 15-49 years with a live birth in a given time period.

For coverage of at least four visits, refers to the percentage of women
aged 15-49 years with a live birth in a given time period that received

antenatal care four or more times from any provider (whether skilled or
unshilled), as a percentage of women age 15-49 years with a live birth
in a given time period.

Women with unmet need are those who are fecund and sexually active
women but are not using any methed of cantraception, and report

not wanting any more children or wanting to delay the next child, it

is expressed as a percentage of women aged 15-49 years who are
married or in a consensual urion.

Goal 6: Combat HIV/AIDS, malaria, and other disgases

HIV prevalence among population aged

Estimated number of persons aged 15-24 years lving with HIV
divided by the population aged 15-24 years. HIV prevalence among
population aged 15-49 years is the percentage of individuals aged
15-49 years living with HIV.

Percentage of young men and women to number of respondents aged
15-24 reporting the use of a condom dunng sexual intercourse with a
non-cohabiting, nan-marital sexual partner in the last 12 months.,

Proportion of population aged 15-24 years
with comprehensive correct knowledge of

Percentage of young persons aged 15-24 years who correctly identify
the two major ways of preventing the sexual transmission of HIV
{using condoms and limiting sex to one faithful, uninfected partner},
who reject the two most common local misconceptions about HIV
transmission and who know that a healthy-looking person can transmit
HIV.

Ratio of school attendance of orphans to

access to treatment for HIV/AIDS for all
those who need it

Target 6.A: Have halted by 2015 and begun | 6.1
1o reverse the spread of HIV/AIDS 15-24 years
6.2 Condom use at last high-risk sex aged
15-24 years
6.3
HIV/AIDS
6.4
school attendance of nonorphans aged
10-14 years
Target 6.B: Achieve, by 2010, universal 6.5

Proportion of population with advanced HIV
infection with access to antiretroviral drugs

Ratio of the current school attendance rate of children aged 10-14
whose biological parents have died to the current school attendance
rate of children aged 10-14 whose parents are still alive, and who
currently live with at least one biological parent,

Percentage of adults and children with advanced HIV infection currently
receming antiretroviral therapy according to nationally approved
treatment protocols among the estimated number of people with
advanced HIV infection,

confinved



' Goal 7: Ensure environmental sustainability

MILLENNIUM DEVELOPMENT GOALS

Target 6.C: Have hatted by 2015 and begun

to reverse the incidence of malaria ard
other major diseases

| 6.6 Incidence and death rates associated with Incidence refers to the number of reported new cases of malana per

melaria | 100,000 people each year; death rate refers to the number of deaths
caused by malaria per 100,000 people each year.
| 5.7  Proportion of children under 5 sleeping ] Percentage of children aged 0-52 months who slept under an
| under insecticide-treated bednets | Insecticide treated mosquito net the night prior to the survey.
| 6.8 Proportion of children under 5 with fever | Percentage of children aged 0-52 months with fever in the 2 weeks
| who are treated with appropriate anti- prior to the survey who received any anti-malarial medicine.
malarial drugs |
| 6.9 Incidence, prevalence, and death rates ‘ Incidence is the estimated number of new TB cases zrising in 1

| associated with tuberculosis (TB) year per 100,000 population. Al forms of TB are included, as are

| | cases in people with HIV. Prevalence rate 1$ the number of cases of
TB (alf forms) in a population at a given point in time {sometimes

| referred to as “point prevalence”). It reflects the number of cases per

| 100,000 population, Estimates include cases of TB in people with HIV,

| Death rate is the estimated number of deaths due to TB in a given

| | time period. It s expressad as the number of deaths per 100,000

| population per year. Deaths fram all forms of TB are included, Deaths
from TB in people with HIV are included,

| .10 Proportion of tuberculosis cases detected “Case detection”, as used here, means that TB is diagnosed ina
and cured under directly observed treatment | patient and (s reported within the national survelllance system, and
short course (DOTS) then to WHO. The case detection rate s the percentage of estimated
| new infectious tuberculosis cases detected under the intemationally
recommended tuberculosis control strategy DOTS. Success rate is
| the proportion of new smear-positive TB cases registered under DOTS
in a gven year that successfully completed treatment, whether with
| bacteriologic evidence of success (“cured”) or without (“treatment
| completed”). At the end of treatment, each patient is assigned one
of the following six mutually exclusive treatment outcomes: cured;

‘ completed; died; failed; defaulted; and transferred out with outcome
| unknown. The proportions of cases assigned to these outcomes, plus
| ‘ any additional cases registered for treatment but not assigned to an
| | outcome, add up to 100% of cases registered.

5 e s

Target 7.A: Integrate the principles of
sustainable development into country
policies and programmes and reverse the
loss of environmental resources

7.1 Proportion of land area covered by forest | Area of forest as a share of total land area, where land area Is the total
country area excluding the area of inland water bodies (major rivers,
| lakes and water reservoirs). Forest is land spanning more than 0.5
hectare with trees higher than 5 meters and a canopy cover of more
| than 10%; or trees able to reach these thresholds in situ; and does not
Include land that is predominantly under agricultural or urban land use.

| 7.2 Carbon dioxide (CO,) emissions, total, per | Carbon dioxide emissions are emissions from the burning of fossil fuels
capita and per $1 GDP (PPP) and the manufacture of cement anc include CO, produced during
| | consumption of solid, liquid, and gas fuels and gas flaring.

| Carbon emissions per capita are measured as the total amount of CO,
| emitted by the country divided by the population of the country.

| €O, emissions per $1 GDP (PPP) arz total CO, emissions divided by
the total value of GDP expressed in PPR

ITB Consumption of azone-depleting mbstances_@m of the national annual consumption in weighted tons of the
individual substances in the group of ozone-depleting substances
| muitiplizd by their ozone-depleting potential. Czone-depleting
| substance is any substance containing chlorine or bromne that
| destroys the stratospheric layer, which absorbs most of the biologically
| damaging ultraviclet radiation.

| 7.4 Proportion of fish stocks within safe | Percentage of fish stocks of which abundance is at or above the level
biclogical limits that produces the maximum sustainable yield.
| 7.5  Proportion of total water rasources used | Proportion of total renewable water resources withdrawn is the total |

volume of groundwater and surface water withdrawn from their sources
| for human use (in the agricultural, domestic, and industrial sectors), |
| expressed as a percentage of the total volume of water available
| annually throlgh the hydrological cycie (total actual renewable
| water resources), Water resources and water withdrawal are terms
understood as freshwater resources and freshwater withdrawal. |

confinved




| Target 7.B: Reduce biodiversity loss,

Proportion of terrestrial and marine areas
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Protected area is an area of land and/or sea especially dedicated to
the protection and maintenance of biclogical diversity, and of natural
‘ and associated cultural resources, and managed through legal or other

—t
Total number of threatened mammal (excluding whales and porpoises), |

| bird and higher native, vascular plant species as a percentage of the
total number of kniown species of the same categories.

Percentage of the population using Improved drinking water sources
|| (including household water connection, public standpipe, borehole,
protected dug well, protected spring, rainwater collection, and bottled).

Percentage of the population with access to facilities that hygenically
| separate human excreta fram human contact. Improved facilities
include flush/pour flush tollets or latrines connected to a sewer, septic
tank, or pit, ventilated improved pit latnines, pit latrines with a slab or
platform of any material covering the pit entirely except for the drop

7.6
achieving, by 2010, a significant, reduction ‘ protected
in the rate of loss
| effective means.
| 7.7 Proportion of species threatened with
extinction
Target 7.C: Halve, by 2015, the proportion | 7.8  Proportion of population using an improved
| of people without sustainable access to safe drinking water source
trinking water and basic sanitation
7.9  Proportion of population using an improved
sanitation facility
hole, and composting tollets/latrines.
Target 7.D: By 2020, to have achieved a 7.10 Proportion of urban population fiving in

significant improvement (n the lives of at
least 100 million slum dwellers

Goal 8: Develop a global partnership for development

slums

Proportion of urban population living In slum households defined as a
| group of individuals living under the same roof lacking one or more of

the conditions below:

* access to Improved water

*  access to improved sanitation

» sufficient living area
| durability of housing |
|+ security of tenure

However, since (nformation on secure tenure is not available for most

of the countries, only the first four indicators are used to define slum

households, and then to estimate the proportion of urban population

living In slums, |

Target 8.A: Develop further an open,
rule-based, predictable, non-discriminatory
trading and financial system

Includes a commitment to good governance,
development and poverty reduction—both
nationally and intemationally

Target 8.8: Address the special needs of
the least developed countries

Includes: tariff and quota free access for

the least developed countries' exports;
enhanced programme of debt relief for
heavily indebted poor countries (HIPC) and
cancellation of official bilateral debt; and
more generous ODA for countries committed
10 poverty reduction

| Some of the indicators listed below are monitored | n

separately for the least developed countries,

Africa, landlocked developing countries, and
small island developing states.

| Official Development Assistance (ODA)

|81

\73.2_

Net ODA, total and to the least developed
countries, as percentage of OECD/
Development Assistance Committee (OECD/
DAC) donors' gross national income

Net ODA comprises grants of loans to developing countries and
terntories on the OECD/DAC list of aid recipients that are undertaken

by the official sector, with promotion of econamic development and |
welfare as the main objective and at concessional financial terms.

Donors' gross national income (GNI) at market prices is the sum of
gross primary incomes receivable by resident institutional units and
sectors. GNI at market prices was called gross national praduet (GNP) |
in the 1953 System of National Accounts (SNA), In contrast to GDPR,

GNI is a concept of income (primary income) rather than value added.

Praportion of total bilateral, sector-allocable
ODA of OECDYDAC donors to basic social
services (basic education, primary health
care, nutrition, safe water and sanitation)

83

Proportion of bilateral official development
assistance of OECD/DAC donors that is
untied

ODA compnises grants or loans to developing countries and territaries

0DA comprises grants or loans to developing countries and teritories |
on the OECD/DAC list of aid recipients that are undertaken by the |
official sector with promotion of economic development and welfare as
the main objective and at concessional financial terms.

Basic education compnses primary education, basic life skills for

youth and adults, and early childhood education. Primary health care
includes basic health care, basic health infrastructure, basic nutrition, !
infectious disease cantrol, heaith education, and health personnel
development,

on the OECDY/DAC list of aid recipients that are undertaken by the
official sector, with promotion of economic development and welfare as
the main objectives, and offered at concessional financial terms,

Untied bilateral ODA 1s assistance from country to country for which
the associated goods and services may be fully and freely procured in
substantially all countries.

continued
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ODA received in landlocked developing
countries as a proportion of their gross
national incomes

Target 8.C: Address the special needs of
landiocked developing countries and small
island developing States (through the
Programme of Action for the Sustainable
Development of Small Island Developing
States and the outcome of the twenty-
second special session of the General
Assembly)

Target 8.D: Deal comprehensively with

the debt problems of developing countries
through national and International measures
in order to make debt sustainable in the
long term

85 ODA recelved in small island developing
States as a proportion of their gross national
INcomes

| ODA compnses grants or loans to developing countries and territories
on the OECD/DAC list of aid recipients that are undertaken by the

| official sector with promotion of economic development and welfare as

the main objective and at concessional finangial terms.

Recipient countnes” GNI at market prices is the sum of gross primary

incomes receivable by resident institutional urits and sectors. GN| at

market prices was called GNP in the 1953 SNA. In contrast to GDR,

| GNI'is @ concept of income (primary income) rather than value added.

l ODA comprises grants or loans to developing countries and territories
on the OECDYDAC list of aid recipients that are undertaken by the
official sector with promotion of economic development and welfare as
the main objective and at concessional financial terms.

Recipient countries’ GNI at market prices s the sum of gross primary
incomes receivable by resident institutional units and sectors. GNI at
market prices was called GNP in the 1953 SNA. In contrast to GDP
GNI Is a concept of income (primary Income) rather than value added.

Market Access

8.6  Proportion of total developed country
imports (by value and excluding arms) from
developing countries and least developed

| countries, admitted free of duty

Proportion of duty free imports (excluding arms) into developed
countries from developing and least developed countries.

8.7 Average tanffs imposed by developed
countries on agricultural products and
textiles and clothing from developing
countnes

Average tariffs imposed by developed countnes on subsets of selected
items (agricultural products, textile and clothing exports) that are
deemed to be of interest to developing countries.

| 8.8 Agricultural support estimate for OECD
countries as a percentage of their gross
dornestic product

i Agriculture support is the annual monetary value of all gross transfers

| from taxpayers and consumers, both domestic and foreign (in the form

| of subsidies ansing from policy measures that support agriculture),
net of the associated budgetary receipts, regardless of their objectives

| and impacts on farm production and income, or consumption of fam

| products.

Total support estimate for agricultural products represents the overall
taxpayer and consumer casts of agricultural policies. When expressed
as a percentage of GDP, the total support estimate is an indicator of

the cost 1o the economy as a whole,

I B9  Proportion of ODA provided to help build
trade capacity

ODA comprises grants or loans to developing countries and territories
on the OECD/DAC list of aid recipients that are undertaken by the
official sector with promotion of economic development and welfare
as the main objective and at concessional financial terms (if a loan,
a grant element of at least 25%). Technical cooperation is included.
Grants, loans, and credits for military purposes are excluded. Also
excluded is aid to more advanced developing and transition countries
as determined by DAC.

Debt Sustainability

8.10 Total number of countries that have reached
their HIPC decision points and number that
have reached therr HIPC completion points
(cumulative)

continved

any further policy conditions.

Countries reach HIPC decision point if they have a track record of
macroeconomic stability, have prepared an Intenm Poverty Reduction
Strategy through a participatory process, and have cleared or reached
an agreement on a process to clear the outstanding arrears to
multilateral creditors, The amount of debt relief necessary to bring
countries’ debt Indicators to HIPC thresholds is calculated, and
countries begin receiving debt relief,

Countries reach HIPC completion point if they maintain |
macroecanomic stability under a Poverty Reduction and Growth
Facility-supported program, successfully complete key structural

and social reforms agreed on at the decision point, and implement
satisfactorily the Poverty Reduction Strategy for one year. The country
then receives the bulk of debt relief under the HIPC Initiative without
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8.11 Debt relief committed under HIPC and MDRI | Debt relief is committed under the HIPC Initiative when a country |
Initiatives | reaches its decision point. It is calculated as the amount needed fo

| nnng the net present value (NPV) of the country’s debt level to the |
| | thresholds established by the HIPC Initiative (150% of exports, or in

| | certain cases 250% of fiscal revenues), |

| 8.12 Debt service as a percentage of exportsof | Debt senice is the sum of principal repayments and interest actually
goods and services paid in foreign cumrency, goods, or services, The senes differs from .
| the standard debt-to-export ratios, It covers only long-term public and |
publicly guaranteed debt and repayments (repurchases and charges) |
‘ to the IMF. IMF reourchases are tolal repayments of outstanding
| drawings from the general resourcas account during the year specified, |
‘ excluding repayments due in the reserve tranche. Exports of goods.
services and income are the sum of goods (merchandise) exports,
| | | exports of (nonfactor) senices and income (factor) receipts and do not
: | include workers' remittances,

e e L

Target 8.E: In cooperation with | 8.13 Proportion of population with access to Percentage of population that has access to a minimum of 20 most |
pharmaceutical companies, provide access affordable essential drugs on a sustainable | essential drugs. |
1o affordable essential drugs in developing | basis (
countries | | l
Target 8.F: In cooperation with the private | 8.14 Telephone lines per 100 population | A fixed telephone ine conriects the subscriber’s terminal equipment to |
sector, make available the benefits of new | the public switched network and has a dedicated port in the telephone |
technologies, especially information and | exchange equipment. This term Is synonymaus with the term main
communications | | station or Direct Exchange Line (DEL) that is commonly used in |
telecommunication documents. It may not be the same as an access
\ | | line or a subscriber. The number of ISDN channels should be Included. |

Fixed wireless subscribers should also be included. If they are not
| | included, this is specified Ir a note. |

| B.15 Cellular subscribers per 100 population | A mobile cellular telephone subscription refers to the subscription to |
a public mobile cellular telephone service that provides access to the

i | public switched telephone network using cellular technology. It includes |
postpaid and prepaid subscriptions and analogue and digital cellular |

| | systems. This should also include subscriptions to IMT-2000 (Third

| Generation, 3G) networks, |

I B8.16 Internet users per 100 population l The Internet is a linked global network of computers in which users at. |
one computer, if they have permission, can get information from other
[ _Lcurnputers in the network. |

Regional Tables
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opuiation |
Midyear Population | Estimates of the midyear de facto population. De facto population includes all persons physically present in the
country during the census day, including foreign, military, and diplomatic personnel and their accompanying household
| 1 members; and transient foreign visitars in the country or in harbors., |
| Growth Rates in Population | Number of people added to {or subtracted from) a population in a year because of natural increase and net migration
expressed as a percentage of the population at the beginning of the year, |
~ NetIntemational Migration Rate | Number of immigrants minus the number of emigrants over a period. divided by the person-years lived by the |
population of the receiving country aver that penod. It is expressed as net number of migrants per 1,000 population.
lUrban Population Population living in urban areas, defined in accordance with the natienal definition or as used in the most recent |
| population census. Because of national differences in the characteristics that distinguish urban from rural areas, the |
distinction between urban and rural populations is nol amenable to a single definition that would be applicable to all
| countries. National definitions are most commonly based on size of locality. Population that is not urban is considered
L rural, !
Age Dependency Ratio Ratio of the nonworking-age population to the working-age population. Since countries define working age differently, |

| | a straightforward application of the definition will lsad to noncomparable data. ADB therefore uses the following UN
definition that can be computed directly from an age distribution: |
Population aged (Q-14) + (65 and over) years x 100 |
Population aged (15-64) years

|
|

continued
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Labor Force and Employment

Labor Force Participation Rate

Percentage of the labor force to the working-age population. The labor force is the sum of those in employment and
persons who are without paid employment but who are seeking it. The labor force participation rate is a measure of
the extent an economy’s working-age population is economically active. It provides an indication of the relative size of
the supply of Iabor that is avanable for the productron of goods and semces in the economy.

Unemployment Rate

Unemployment Rate of 15-24-Year-Olds

Percentage of the labor force lhat is unemployed, I.e., persons who are without work but who are actively seekmg it.
This is probably the best known |abor market measure. Together with the employment rate, it provides the broadest
indicator of the status of the country's labor market.

| Number of unemployed people aged 15-24 years divided by the labor force of the same age group.

Employment in Agriculture

| Employment in agriculture that corresponds to division 1 (International Standard of Industrial Classification [ISIC)
revision 2) or tabulation categories A and B (ISIC revision 3); includes hunting, farestry, and fishing.

Employment in Industry

Employment in industry that corresponds to divisions 2-5 (ISIC revision 2) or tabulation categories C and F {ISIC
‘ revision 3) and includes mining and quarrying (including oil production); manufacturing: construction; and public
utilities (electnicity, gas, and water).

Employment in Services

Employment in services that corresponds to divisions 6-9 (ISIC revision 2) or tabulation categories G-P (ISIC revision
3) and includes wholesale and retail trade and hotels and restaurants: transport, storage, and communications;
financing, insurance, real estate and business services; and commurity, social, and personal services.

F Poverty Ir |ndieators

Propomon of Pcpulauon below 32 (PPP) & day { Percentage of the populalm living on |ess than $2 a day at 2005 international pnces
’ Income Ratio of Highest 20% to Lowest 20%

Income share that accrues to the richest 20% of the population deed by the income share of the lowest 20% of the |
population,

Gini Coefficient

| Measure of the degree to which an economy’s income distribution diverges from perfect equal distribution, A value of
zero (0) implies perfect equality while a value of one (1) implies perfect inequality.

Human Development Index

Compaosite Index of longevity (measured by life expectancy at birth), knowledge (measured by adult literacy rate and
combined enrollment ratio), and decent standard of living (measured by the adjusted per capita income in PPP US$).

|_ Social Indicators

Life Expectancy at Birth

Number of years that a newborn is expected 10 live if prevalling patterns of mortality at the time of its birth are 1o stay
the same throughout |ts life.

[ Crude Birth Rate

| Ratio of the total number of live births in a given year to the midyear total population, expressed per 1,000 people

Crude Death Rate

| Total Fertility Rate

‘ Ratio of the number of deaths occurring within 1 year to the midyear total population, expressed per 1,000 people.

Average number of children who would be born alive to a woman during her lifetime, if she were to bear children at
each age In accordance with the prevailing age-specific fertility rates.

Net Reproduction Rate

Average number of daughters a hypothetical cohort of women would have at the end of their reproductive period if
| they were subject during their whole lives to the femluy and monality rates of a given period. ‘

Primary Education Completion Rate

Percentage of students completing the last year of primary school. It is calculated as the total number of students in
the last grade of primary school, minus the number of repeaters in that grade, divided by the total number of children
| of official graduation age.

Adult Literacy Rate

Estimated number of literate people aged 15 years and above expressed as a percentage of the total population
aged 15 years and above. A person is considered literate if he/she can read and wnite with understanding a simple
statement in any language.

Primary Pupil-Teacher Ratio

Average number of pupils (students) per teacher at the primary level of education in a given school year. This mdlcatar
is used to measure the level of human resources input in terms of number of teachers in relation to the size of the
| primary pupil population.

Secondary Pupﬂ—Teacher Ratio

}» Physicians N

of the semndary pupil populatlon

Average number of pupils (students) per teacher at the secondary level of education in a given school year. This
indicator is used to measure the level of human resources input in terms of number of teachers in relation to the size

Graduates of any faculty or school of medlcme who are working in the country in any medncal field (practice, teaching,
or msearch} expressed in terms of 1,000 people.

‘ Hospital Beds

In-patient beds for both acute and chronic care available in public, private, general, and specialized hosputals and
rehabilitation centers expressed in terms 01 1,000 people.

Number of Adults Infected with HIV

All adults, defined as men and women aged 15 and over years old, with HIV infection, whether or not they haue
developed symptoms of AIDS,

continued
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[ ECONOMY AND OUTPUT

Gross Domestic Product Unduplicated market value of the total production activity of all resident producer units within the economic terrtory of b 3=
‘ a country during a given period. It is calculated without making deductions for depreciation of fabrcated assets or for ] ;
| depletion and degradation of natural resources. Transfer payments ar2 excluded from the calculation of GDR GDP can
be computed using the production, expenditure, and income approaches,
| | Praduction-based GDP 1s the surn of the gross value added by all resident producers in the economy plus any taxes ‘ i
and minus any subsidies not included in the value of the products, Gross value added is the net output of an industry |
‘ | after adding up all outputs and subtracting intermediate inputs. |

| Income-based GDP is the sum of the compensation of employees, mixed income, operating surplus, consumption of g
fixed capital, and taxes less subsidies on production and imports. | ey

| Expenditure-pased GDP |s the sum of private (or household) consumption expenditure, general govemment |
consumption expenditure, gross fixed capital formation (private and public investments), changes in inventories, and
‘ | exports minus imports of goods and sernvices,

| | GDP can be measured at current prices (1.e., the prces of the current reporting period) and constant prices, which are e 1
obtained by expressing values in terms of a base _penod. | v

GDP at PPP

Measures obtained by using PPP to convert the GDP into a common currency, and by valuing them at a uniform price | -
level, They are the spatial equivalent of a time series of GDP for a singe country expressed at constant prices. At the e
GDP per Capita at PPP

| GDP at PP divided by the midyear population.

GNI, converted to US dollars using the World Bank Atlas method divided by the midyear population. GNI is GDP plus | 1= I
| net receipts of primary income {compensation of employees and property income) from abroad. The Atlas method | '
of conversion smoothes fluctuations in pnces and exchange rates. This applies a conversion factor that averages the
| exchange rate for a given year and the two preceding years, adjusted for differences in rates of inflation between the "4
country, and through 2000, the G-5 countries (France, Germany, Japan, the United Kingdom, and the United States). |
Iiﬂm 2001 onward, these countnes include the Euro Zone, Japan, the United Kingdom, and the United States.

R ——— >

GNI per Capita, Atlas Method

Agriculture Value Added Net output of agriculture after aoding up all outputs and subtracting intermediate inputs. The industrial origin of value
| added is deterrnined by ISIC revision 3. Agriculture corresponds to ISIC divisions 1-5 and inciudes hunting, forestry, |
and fishing.
Industry Value Added Net output of industry after adding up all outputs and subtracting intermediate inputs. The industrial origin of B

value added s determined by ISIC revision 3. Industry coresponds 1o 1SIC divisions 10-45 and covers mining,
manufacturing, construction, electricity, water, and gas. |

Services Value Added | Net output of services after adding up all outputs and subtracting intermediate inputs. The industrial ongn of value

| added Is determined by ISIC revision 3. Services coresponds to ISIC divisions 50-99 and includes wholesale and
retail trade and hotels and restaurants; transport, storage, and communications; financing insurance, real estate, and |
business services; and community, social, and perscnal services.

. Private Consumption Expenditure | Market value of all goods and services, including durable products (such as cars, washing machines, and home |
computers), purchased or received as income in kind by households. It excludes purchases of dwellings but includes
| Imputed rent for owner-occupied dwellings. It also includes payments and fees to governments to obtain permits I

and licenses. The expenditure of nonprofit mstitutions serving households Is also recorded as the consumption of
households.

Government Consumption Expenditure Includes all current outlays on purchases of goods and services (including wages and salaries). It also includes |
most expenditure on national defense and security, but excludes government military expenditures that are part of
public investment.

Gross Domestic Capital Formation

I Total value of gross fixed capital formation, changes in inventories, and acquisitions less disposals of valuables. Gross

| fixed capital formation is the value of acquisitions less disposa's of tangible goods such as pulldings and Intangible |
goods such as computer software that are intended for use In production during several accounting periods. Changes

| In inventories are changes In stocks of produced goods and goods for intermediats consumption, and the net increase |

] In the value of work in progress. Valuables are goods such as precious metals and works of art that are acquired in the

| expectation that they will retain or increase their value over time. |
_—_—— s - —

Emﬂscf GoodsandSeices | Consist of sales_barter, or gifts or grants—of goods and-senvices fromrresidents toTonresTents: The Teatment of | T
| exports in the SNA is generally identical with that in the balance of payments accounts as described in the Balance of |
Payments Manual.
Imports of Goods and Services | Consist of purchases, barter, or receipts of gifts or grants, of gcods and services by residents from nonresidents. The 1

| treatment of imports in the SNA is generally identical with that in the balance of payments accounts as described in
| the Balance of Payments Manual,

Domestic Saving | Difference between GDP and total consumption, where total consumption is the sum of private consumption |
expenditure and government consumption expenditure.

continved
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Agnculture Production Index

It is based on the sum of price-weighted quantities of different agricultural commodities produced after deductions

I disposable production for any use except as seed and feed,

| Manufacturing Production Index

of quantities used as seed and feed weighted in a similar manner. The resulting aggregate represents, therefore, l
| i
' An index covering production in manufactunng. The exact coverage, the weighting system, and the methods of

| calculation vary from country o country but the divergences are less important than, for example, in the case of price

| and wage indexes.

|| Wholesale Price Index

——

Praducer Price Index

GDP Detlator

' Money and Finance

I| Maney Supply (M2)

Interest Rate on Savings Deposits

1
| Interest Rate on Time Deposits

| Lending Interest Rate

4_Rate paid by commercial and similar banks for savings deposits.

| An index that measures changes in the cost of a typica’ basket of goods and services purchased by a chosen group
of consumers over time. Typically, the basket of goods and services differs among countries, and the CPI may pertain

l to a target group in the main oty or principal cities only. The price data of the different goods and services included in

|' the CPI are normally weighted in proportion 1o the relative importance of each item to total consumption expenditure.
The weights are based on expenditure data collected by means of a household expenditure survey typically camied
out at 5-year intervals, Most countries use a Laspeyres type index; some complle a retail price index which, except
for its usually broader coverage of goods and services at the retail stage of distribution, 1s often meant to be used
interchangeably with the CPI.

| can include prices of raw materals for intermediate and final consumption, prices of intermediate or unfinished goods, A
and prices of finished goods. The goods are usually valuad at purchasers' prices.

T A measure of the change in the prices of goods and services either as they leave their place of production or as they |
enter the production process. A measure of the change In the prices received by domestic producers for their outputs l
| or of the change in the prices paid by domestic producers for their Intermediate inputs, |
e [

| A measure of the annual rate of price change in the economy as a whole for the period shown obtained by dviding

| GDP at current arices by GDP at constant prices. | |

e e e e e |
| A measure of the money supply in an economy, with broad coverage. Broad monsy usually includes national currency
| and deposits held by residents in depository institutions; these deposits may be either transferable, such as demand ‘
deposits, or nontransierable, such as temn deposits; deposits denominated in forzign currency and held by residents ‘
| may aisa be included in broad money.

Yield on Short-Term Treasury Bills ljate at which short-term securitias are issued or traded in the market. I

| Domestic Credit Provided by Banking Sector

Rauo of Eank Nonperforming Loans
to Total Gross Loans

| Stock Market Price Index

Purchasing Power Parity Canversion Factor

Includes all credits to various sectors on a gross basis, except credit to the central government, which is net. The ' |
panking sector includes monetary authorities, deposit money banks, and other banking institutions for which data sre |
available. |

Value of nonperforming loans divided by the total value of the loan portfolio (including nonperforming loans before the i
| deduction of loan loss provisions). The amount recorded as nonperforming should be the gross value of the loan as ‘
recorded in the balance sheet, not just the amount that is overdue. ‘

| Index that measures changes in the prices of stocks traded In the stock eschange. The price changes of the stocks are
| usually weighted by their market capitalization, ]

| The share price times the number of shares outstanding {also known as marhet value),

| market. It is calculated as an annual average based on the monthly averages (local currency units relative to the US |
| dollar).

i Number of units of country B's currency that are needed in country B to purchase the same guantity of an individual
| good or service, which one unit of country As currency can purchase in country A.

| Price Level Index (PLI)

continved

[ Ratio of the relevant PPP 10 the exchange rate. It is expressed as an index on a base of 100. A PLI greater than 100 )
means that, when the national average prices are converted at exchange rates, the resulting prices tend to be higher '.‘
on average than prices |n the base country (or countries} of the region (ana vice versa). At the level of GDP, PLIs |

| provide a measure of the differences in the general price levels of countries, PLis are also referred to as “comparative |
price levels”. |
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| GLOBALIZATION
Balance of Payments
Trade in Goods Balance Difference between exports and imports of goods. |
Trade in Services Balance | Difference between exparts and Imports of services. '
Current Account Balance | Sum of net exports of goods, services, net income, and net current transfers.
' Workers' Remittances and Compensation Consist of: (1) Current transfers from migrant workers wha are residents of the host country to recipients in their
of Employees, Receipts country of origin. To count as resident, the workers must have been Iving in the hast country for more than a year. (2)
| Compensation of employees of migrants who have lived In the hast country for less than a year. (3) Migrants' transfers
defined as the net worth of migrants who are expected to remain in the host country for mare than 1 year that s |
transferred from one country to another at the time of migration,
Foreign Direct Investment | Refers to net Inflows of investment to acquire a lasting management interest (10% or more of voting stock) in an
enterprise operating In an economy other than that of the investor, It is the sum of eguity capital, reinvestment of
eamings, other long-term capital, and short-term capital as shown in the balance of payments. [
External Trade
Merchandise Exports/imports | Covers all movable goods, with a few specified exceptions, the ownership of which changes between a resident and '
a forelgner. For merchandise exports, it represents the value of the goods and related distnbutive senvices at the
customs frontier of the exporting economy, |.e., the free-on-board value. Merchandise imports, on the other hand, are )
| reparted in cost, insurance, and freight values.
Trade in Goods Sum of merchandise exports and merchandise imports.
International Reserves
International Reserves | Total holdings by monetary authoritles (central banks, currency boards, exchange stabilization funds, and treasuries '

to the extent that they perform similar functions) of gold, Special Drawing Rights, resenve positions in the IMF, and [
foreign exchange. For purposes of comparability, the regional table on intemational reserves values gold holdings
at London market prices, unless otherwise specified. Special Drawing Rights are unconditional international resenve

! assets created by the IMF whereas reserve positions are unconditional assets ansing from countries’ reserve assets
subscriptions to the IMF, from the Fund's use of members' cutrencies. and from Fund borrowings. Foreign exchange is |
defined as monetary authorities’ claims on foreigners in the form of bank deposits, treasury bills, short- and long-term
government securnties, and other claims usable in the event of a balance of payments deficit, including nonmarketable

| claims arising from intercentral bank and intergovemmental armangements, without regard to whether the claim is

| denominated in the currency of the debtor or the creditor,

Ratio of Intemational Reserves to Impaorts Intemational reserves outstanding at the end of the year as a ratlo of imports of goods from the balance of payments |
during the year, where imports of goods are expressed in terms of monthly average.
Capital Flows
Official Flows Net flows of long-term public and publicly guaranteed debt from official creditors and grants, including technical ‘
| cooperation grants.
Net Private Flows Sum of net foreign direct investment, portfolio equity flows, net flows of long-term public and publicly guaranteed debt

from private creditors, and net flows of total private nonguaranteed debt.

E Aggregate Net Resource Flows Sum of net officlal and private capital flows. Net flow is disbursements Ies; principal repayments.

l External Indebtedness

Total External Debt Total stock of external liabilities of a country owed to nonresidents, regardless of maturity and mode of payment. It is
the sum of public and publicly guaranteed long-term debt, private nonguaranteed long-term debt, use of IMF credit,
| and estimated short-term debt.

External Debt as Percent of Exports Total extemnal debt as a percentage of exports of goods and services (including workers' remittances),
| of Goods and Services ‘
Total Debt Service Paid ' Principal and interest payments in the year specified on total long-term debt (public and publicly guaranteed, and
private nonguaranteed); use of IMF credit; and interest on short-term debt.
' Total Debt Service Paid as Percent of Total debt service as a percentage of exports of goods and services (Including workers' remittances).
Exports of Goods and Services and Income
Tourism
International Tourists |i The number of tourists (ovemnight visitors) who travel to a country other than in which they usually reside, and outside
their usual environment, for a period not exceeding 12 months and whose main purpose of visit 1s other than the
activity remunerated from within the country visited. In some cases data may also include same day visitors, when
! data on overnight visitors are not available separately. :
[ International Tounsm, Receipts ' The receipts earned by a destination country from inbound tounsm and covenng all tourism receipts resulting from |

expenditure made by visitors from abroad, for instance on lodging, food and drinks, fuel, transport in the country,
entertainment, shopping, etc. This concept includes receipts generated by ovemight as well as by same-day tnps. It

‘ excludes, however, the receipts related to International transport contracted by residents of the other countries (for |
instance ticket receipts from foreigners travelling with a national company).

continved
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TRANSPORT, ELECTRICITY, AND COMMUNICATIONS

Transport
Byt = e e - — —_— e . .
| Roads, Total Network Covers motorways, highways, main or national roads, secondary or regional roads, and all other roads in a country;
‘ measured n kilometers.

Road Density Total road network (measured in kilometers) of a country divided by its land area (expressed in thousand square
‘ Kilometers).

Paved Roads ‘ Roads surfaced with crushed stone (macadam) and hydrocarbon binder or bituminized agents, with concrete, or with

cobblestones.

| Access to an All-Season Road Measure of the number of rural people who live within 2 kilometers (typically equivalent to a 20-minute walk) of an all-

season road as a proportion of the total rural population. An “all-season road” 1s a road that is motorable all year by the
prevailing means of rural transport (often a pick-up or truck that does not have four-wheel-drive). Predictable intermuptions
| | of short duration during inclement weather (e.g., heavy rainfall) are accepted, particularly on low volume roads.

| Matar Vehicles | Include cars, buses, and freight vehicles but not two-wheelers.

Vehicular Fatalities | Persons immediately killed or dying within 30 days as a result of a verhicular injury or accident.
| Injury Accident Any accident involving at least one road vehicle in motion on a public road or private road that the public has right of
| | access 1o, resulting In at least one person Injured or killed, |
Rall Lines | Length of railway route available for train service (measured in kilometers), imespective of the number of parallel tracks. ]
}7 Rall Network Length of rail lines divided by the land area (in square kilometers). |
Electricity
Electricity Production ‘ Output measured at the terminals of all altemator sets in a station. In addition to hydropower, coal, oil, gas, and
| nuclear power generation, it covers generation by geothermal, solar, wind, and tide and wave energy, as well as
that from combustible renewables and waste. Production includes the output of electric plants designed to produce
‘ electricity only, as well as that of combined heat and power plants.

Sources of Electricity | Inputs used to generate electricity: (1) coal and brown coal, both primary (including hard coal and lignite-brown coal)
and derived fuels (including patent fuel, coke oven coke, gas coke, coke oven gas, blast furnace gas, and peat);
| (2) natural gas but not natural gas liquids; (3) crude oil and petroleum products; and (4) electricity produced by
hydroelectric power plants.

Electric Power Consumption Per Capita | Measure of the production of power plants and combined heat and power plants less transmission, distribution, and
transfarmation losses and own use by heat and power plants, divided by micyear population. |
| Household Electrification Rate | Percentage of households with an electricity connection. |
Communications |
Fixed Telephone Lines Active lines connecting the subscriber's terminal equipment to the public switched telephone network, and which has
| a dedicated port in the telephone exchange equipment. |
= —— it Ll e
Personal Computers Self-contained computers designed for individual use, including laptops and notebooks, and excluding terminals
connected to mainframe and minicomputers intended primarily for shared use; also includes devices such as smart
phones and personal digital assistants.
| Fixed (wired) Broadband Subscnptions Adoption of high-speed access to the public internet (a TCP/IP connection) at downsteam speeds equal to or greater
than 256 kbit/s. This can include cable model, DSL, fiber-to-the-home/building, and other fixed (wired) broadband
connections.
| ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT
\ Energy
GDP per Unit of Energy Use The ratio of GDP per kilogram of oil equivalent of energy use with GDP converted to 2005 constant international

dollars using PPP rates. An international dollar has the same purchasing power over GDP as a US dollar has in the
United States. Energy use refers to the use of primary energy before transformation to other end-use fuel, which is
equal to indigenous production plus imports and stock changes minus exports, and fuel supplied to ships and aircraft
engaged In international transport.

Energy Production Forms of primary energy—petroleum (crude oil, natural gas ligquids, and oil from nonconventional sources); natural
gas; solid fuels (coal, lignite, and other denved fuels); and combustible renewables and waste—and primary electricity,

‘ R = S

all converted into oil equivalents. Primary electricity is electricity generated by nuclear, hydro, wind, and solar power.

Energy Use Usage of primary energy before its transformation to other end-use fuels, which is equal to indigenous production plus
‘ imports and stock changes, minus exports and fuels supplied to ships and aircraft engaged (n intemational transport.
Energy Imports, Net Estimated as energy use less production, bath measured in oil equivalents.

continued
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Environment

Agricultural Land Land area th: that s arable under pemanent crops, and under nder permanent meacows and pastures. i
r Arable Land | Land under temporary agneultural crops (double-cropped areas are counted only once), temporary meadows for 1 f
| mowing or pasture, land under markat and kitchen gardens and land temporarily fallow (less than 5 years). Tne |
| | abandoned land resulting from shifting cultivation s not included. _'] |
| Permanent Cropland | Land cu1twated with long-term crops that do not have to be replanted for several years (such as cocoa, coffee, and i '
' rubber); includes tand under flowering shrubs, fruit trees, nut trees, and vines, but excludes land under trees grown for Il
| wood or tmber., Permanent meadows and pastures are excluded from fand under permanent crops. l
S O SR gt | S
| Deforestation Rate n Permanent conversion of natural forest area Into other uses, including agriculture, ranching, settiements, and ||'
infrastructure. Deforested areas do not Include areas logged but intended for regeneration or areas degraded by fuel- |
‘ | woord gamr:ng acld premp:r.anon orfo forest fires. A negative rate indicates reforestation, )
- — —_— { Pl
Nitrous Oxide Emissions l Ennssuons from agncultural biomass burmng, industrial activities, and Ilvesmck management. | I
Methane Emissions | Emlssscns from human activities such as agriculture and from industrial methane production. (o
———— e —————— e p—— A — s at— e S |
| Consummlon of Ozone- Depletmg | Sum of the consumption of the weighted tons of the indivdual substances in the group metric tons of the indvidual ]

Chiorofluorocarbons substance (defined in the Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Qzone Layer) multiplied by its ozone- " ||
| depleting potential, |

Organic Water Pollutant Biochemical Oxygen The amount of oxygen (measured as BOD) that bactena in water will consume in breaking down waste, a standard u
Demand (BOD) Emissions | water treatment test for the presence of organic pollutants, Emissions per worker are total emissions of organic water "
| pollutants divided by the number of industrial workers. i

r_G_OVERNMENT AND GOVERNANGE

Government Finance | )
— oem mw A
| Fiscal Balance Difl'ermce between wtal revenue (including grants) and otal expenﬁllure {mciuclng net lending). This provides a
| picture of the overall financial position of the government. When the difference is positive, then the fiscal position 1s In |

surplus. otherwise, it rs in deflcn

I I S—

Tax Revenue | Compulsary transfers to the government for public purposes. Certain compulsory transfers such as fines, penalties, |
and most social security contributions are excluded. Refunds and corrections of erroneously collected tax revenue are
| lreated as negative revenue. |

| Total Govemment Revenue Includes current and capital revenues. Current revenue 1s the revenue aceruing from taxes, as well as all current
nontax revenues except transfers receved from foreign governments and intermational institutions. Major items of
‘ | nontax revenue include receipts from govemment enterprises, rents and royalties, fees and fines, forfeits, private |

| donations, and repayments of loans properly defined as components of net lending. Capital revenue constitutes the
proceeds from the sale of nunﬂnancqal capntal assets,

|
| Total Government Expenduure Sum of current and capital expenditures Current expenditure compnses purchases of goods and services by the |
central government, transfers to noncentral government units and 1o households, subsidies to producers, and interest |
on public debt. Capital expenditure, on the other hand, covers outlays for the acquisition or construction of capital |
| assets and for the purchase of intangible assets, as well as capital transfers to domestic and foreign recipients. Loans
and advances for capital purposes are also included.

I Govemment Expenditure on Education | Consists of expenc!iwre by govemment to prowde education services at all levels.

Govemment Expenditure on Health Cansists of expenditure by government to provide medical products, appliances, and equipment; outpatient services;
| hospital services; public health semces among others.

‘ Government Expenditure on Social Security Consists of expenditure by govemment to provide benefits in cash or in kind to persans who are sick, fully or partially
and Welfare disabled, of olc_l age, survivors, or unemployed, among others. |
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Costnf Busmess Stant-Up =lrr.)ceﬂt.rre | Cost to register a Dusmess normahzed oy | preseﬂt ng it as a percentage of GNI | per capita.

| Time Reqi.ured to Start Up a Business | Number of calendar days needed to complete the procedures to legally operate a business. If a prccedure can be |
| speeded up at additional cost, the fastest prooedure mdependent of cust s chosen
Corruption Perceptions Index [ A ranking by Transparency International of countrias in terms of the degree to which corruption is perceived to exst

| among thelr public officials and politicians, [t s & composite index, a poll of polls, drawing on corruption-related data
from expert and business surveys carmed out by a vanety of independent and reputable institutions. It reflects views

from around the world, including those of experts who are living in the countries evaluated. The scores ranges between — —
— — —— —— [10(m@lyciean) an ana 0 (Wighy comupt).






