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¢ Economic performance

yal *) - > *
[1] ep.[i]= f(epylil ep,[a,b,c], DI,, GDPA,, TIME) r {1,n} i,a,b,c {1,m}
ep, ~ the economic performance of an individual
sector
epn ~ the economic performance of the same
sector on the national level
ep,[a,b,c] ~ the regional economic performance of the
three most important buyer sectors
DI, ~ the aggregate regional private households’
disposable income
GDPA, ~ the aggregate GDP of the adjacent regions
TIME ~ an autonomous time trend as an expression
of the region’s sector-specific strengths
or weaknesses
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¢ Employment

[2] Ip.[i] = f (Ipy [i], TIME)
Ip,, Ipn ~economic performance per employee
(“labour productivity”)

[3] emp[i] =ep,[i]/Ip,i]
emp, ~number of employees

& Gross value added, primary and disposable income, GDP

[4] va[il = f (ep, [l * vay [il / epy il, TIME)

va, ~regional gross value added
vay ~national gross value added
[5] Pl =f(VA,, TIME)
PI, ~aggregate regional primary income
VA, ~aggregate regional gross value added

[6] DI, =f(Pl, TIME)
[7] GDP, [t] = GDP, [t-1] * VA, [t] / VA, [t-1]
GDP, ~regional GDP
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¢ Graphical exposition
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® Caveats and limitations
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® A conclusion
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¢ Regional setting
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¢ Geographic location
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& Data
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® Some results
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Intermediate demand linkages between sectors within
regions (production networks) and spillovers across
regions can be identified
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