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Figure 1: Revisions to the first estimate of the quarterly output gap in EO. Mean absolute revision
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1980s 1990s __ 2000-07 [ 1980s 1990s __ 2000-07 [ 1980s 1990s _ 2000-07 [ 1980s 1990s __ 2000-07 [ 1980s 1990s__ 2000-07 [ 1980s 1990s__ 2000-07
IRL(3) 7.5 6.5 5.8 11 21 16 -1.6 0.2 0.6 0.3 0.5 0.2 13 2.0 3.6 6.5 18 -0.1
SVN(4,6) n.a. 3.9 4.1 n.a. -0.7 0.2 n.a. 0.6 0.9 n.a. 0.4 0.4 n.a. 2.6 19 n.a. 1.0 0.8
CZE(4) n.a. 0.2 41 n.a. -0.3 0.0 n.a. 0.2 0.4 n.a. 09 0.4 n.a. 15 14 n.a. -2.1 2.0
HUN(4) n.a. 4.4 3.7 n.a. 0.9 -0.1 n.a. 0.5 0.7 n.a. -0.2 0.6 n.a. -0.2 0.7 n.a. 3.5 1.9
ESP(2) 2.7 2.8 35 -0.1 1.0 17 0.6 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.9 1.2 15 0.8 -0.3 -0.6
FIN 3.4 15 3.1 0.4 -1.0 0.6 0.9 0.6 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.5 11 0.3 0.4 0.6 12 14
AUS(1) 4.6 33 3.0 1.9 0.6 12 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.5 0.7 0.8 1.0 0.7 13 0.9 1.0 -0.5
SWE(5) n.a. 3.4 3.0 n.a. 0.7 0.4 n.a. 0.2 0.3 n.a. 0.6 0.4 n.a. 13 0.9 n.a. 0.6 1.0
USA 2.8 2.9 25 1.0 0.9 0.4 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.6 0.8 0.5 1.0 0.8 0.6 0.0 0.1 0.8
UK 2.0 2.3 25 0.2 -0.2 0.6 0.0 0.5 0.4 05 0.6 0.5 0.8 0.6 0.5 05 0.8 0.5
AUT(2) 19 2.7 2.3 -0.2 0.3 0.5 0.3 0.4 0.1 03 0.4 0.4 0.6 0.6 0.3 0.9 1.0 1.0
NLD 2.1 3.0 2.2 0.4 12 0.4 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.4 0.7 0.7 0.3 0.5 0.2 0.8
BEL(2,6) 1.9 2.0 21 -0.3 0.2 0.6 0.2 04 0.2 0.8 0.7 0.7 0.5 0.9 0.7 0.7 -0.2 -0.1
FRA(2) 2.4 18 2.0 -0.6 0.1 0.3 0.6 0.6 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.6 17 0.4 0.6
DNK(2) 2.0 2.0 17 -0.2 0.2 0.7 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.9 0.9 0.7 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.2 0.0
GER(5) n.a. 15 1.6 n.a. -0.4 -0.1 n.a. -0.1 0.0 n.a. 0.4 0.3 n.a. 1.0 0.5 n.a. 0.5 0.8
ITA 25 14 15 0.5 0.0 0.7 0.4 01 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.7 0.6 0.7 0.6 0.4 -0.2
JPN(6) 4.6 1.7 14 0.4 -05 -0.3 0.5 04 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.2 1.7 15 0.7 15 0.0 0.4
average 31 2.6 2.8 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.9 0.9 1.0 12 0.6 0.6
std 16 14 11 0.7 0.7 0.5 0.6 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 16 11 0.7

(1) 83-89, (2)81-89, (3)89, (4)96-99, (5)92-99, (6)2000-06
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o 1998
©2000 2010 60-64 20 30 40 60
o 2010 219 4.1% 20
30 60 6 0.1%
000 | 2010 | 2010 | 2010-2000 T T 2010 2010-2000
d 9 c (=b-a | (=c-b) c € f (=e-d (=f-e)
15-19 18.4 14.5 20.6 -3.9 6.1 19 15-19 16.6 15.9 17.0 0.7 1.1 3
20-24 | 72.7 67.1 76.4 -5.6 9.3 32 20-24 72.7 69.4 73.6 -3.3 4.2 14
25-29 | 95.8 94.2 96.6 -1.6 2.4 9 25-29 69.9 77.1 71.6 7.2 -5.5 -20
30-34 | 97.7 96.2 98.0 -1.5 1.8 8 30-34 57.1 67.8 58.4 10.7 -9.4 -39
35-39 | 97.8 96.7 98.1 -1.1 1.4 7 35-39 61.4 66.2 64.5 4.8 1.7 -8
40-44 | 97.7 96.8 98.1 -0.9 1.3 6 40-44 69.3 71.6 72.1 2.3 0.5 2
45-49 | 97.3 97.0 97.9 -0.3 0.9 4 45-49 71.8 75.8 74.4 4.0 -1.4 -6
50-54 | 96.7 95.8 97.4 -0.9 1.6 6 50-54 68.2 72.8 70.8 4.6 -2.0 -8
55-59 94.2 92.8 94.8 -1.4 2.0 9 55-59 58.7 63.3 62.6 4.6 -0.7 -3
60-64 | 72.6 76.0 83.4 3.4 7.4 36 60-64 395 45.7 47.9 6.2 2.2 11
65- 34.1 28.8 31.9 -5.3 3.1 39 65- 14.4 13.3 15.6 -1.1 2.3 39
76.4 71.6 75.7 -4.8 4.1 219 49.3 48.5 48.6 -0.8 0.1 6
1999 15
2020 Vol. 49, No.4, Oct.1998




©2000 2010

2000 2010 2010-2000 2000 2010 2010-2000
15-19 339 29.2 -4.7 15-19 217.6 25.0 -26
20-24 43.3 38.9 -4.4 20-24 39.3 36.8 -25
25-29 49.4 46.3 -31 25-29 40.1 394 -0.7
30-34 51.0 478 -32 30-34 36.9 36.7 -02
35-39 50.9 48.4 -25 35-39 34.3 34.0 -03
40-44 50.2 48.2 -20 40-44 344 33.3 -1.1
45-49 49.0 47.6 -14 45-49 354 33.7 -1.7
50-54 48.2 46.7 -15 50-54 36.1 33.7 -24
55-59 47.0 44.8 =22 55-59 36.8 33.2 -3.6
60-64 42.9 41.0 -1.9 60-64 35.2 31.2 -4.0
65- 37.9 35.3 -26 65- 32.7 29.3 -34
47.6 45.0 -2.6 36.3 34.1 =22
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