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1. Introduction

Manufacturing today has become much more capital- and skill-intensive, with
greatly diminished potential to absorb large amounts of labor from the countryside. Can
service industries * play the role that manufacturing did in the past, leading to economic
growth and absorbing vast amounts of labor? Already, services contribute the bulk of
GDP in developing countries, even in low-income countries where agriculture has
traditionally played a big part. Young workers who leave the farm for the cities are
increasingly absorbed into urban services jobs instead of manufacturing. In addition,
international trade in services has tended to expand more rapidly than trade in goods.

There are two major views regarding the role of the services. First, there is the
optimist camp represented by the paper by Ejaz Ghani and Stephen D. O’Connell of the
World Bank suggesting that services have exhibited “unconditional convergence” in
productivity recently (2014). That is, countries furthest away from the global frontier of
labor productivity have seen the fastest productivity growth in services. The authors
consider that service industries could serve as a growth escalator, the role traditionally
assumed by manufacturing.

Some, however, are more pessimistic. Rodrik (2016) explains his pessimism by
pointing two differences between services and manufacturing. First, the formal services
sector, particularly its tradable component, requires highly skilled workers. But
developing economies typically have predominantly low-skilled labor forces. In such
economies, tradable services cannot absorb more than a fraction of the labor supply. The
second important difference between services and manufacturing is that the services
sector’s growth may be self-defeating: the expansion in the non-tradable service sector
will lead to a decline of its terms of trade against the other sectors or the economy. This
will then reduce the profitability unless the services sector’s expansion is accompanied by
a complementary growth in the rest of the economy. Rodrik points out that in services,
where market size is limited by domestic demand, continued success requires
complementary and simultaneous gains in productivity in the rest of the economy. He
claims that “growth therefore must rely on the much slower accumulation of economy-
wide capabilities in the form of human capital and institutions.” Rodrik, therefore, is
sceptical that a services-led model can deliver rapid growth and good jobs in the way that
manufacturing once did. When one adds the degree of informality of the services sector
that characterizes most developing countries in Africa, it forces one to have sobering
thoughts on the potential of the services sector to be a growth engine and provide
employment to millions of youth and women joining the labor force.

This scepticism, however, suggests directions that one should take to find
empirical evidence to assess better, in an African context, the potential of the services

L A service is a transaction in which no physical goods are transferred from the seller to the buyer. More precisely,
services correspond, in the United Nations’ International Standard Industrial Classification (1SIC) classification ( in its
revision 3) to ISIC divisions 50-99 and they include value added in wholesale and retail trade (including hotels and
restaurants), transport, and government, financial, professional, and personal services such as education, health care,
and real estate services.



sector to contribute to growth and be a youth and female employment intensive sector.

Consequently, this paper provides a critical review of the available literature on
sectorial employment in African countries in order to assess the impact of the services
sector on African economies and in particular on the implications for youth and women.
The paper begins with a brief review of the main arguments for and against the role of
services in determining economic growth and generating productive employment
possibilities, influenced by Rodrik (2016) and papers such as Ghani and O’Connell
(2014). Since the issue is essentially empirical, the paper then reviews and examines the
evidence presented in recent research endeavours where the question concerning whether
non-manufacturing industries (agriculture, services) can act as a catalyst for growth in
African countries is considered directly or indirectly.

In particular, the paper will look at the various sources of African data sets as well
as corresponding research papers that one may use in order to be able to shed more light
on the role of services. First, The Africa Sector Database (ASD) developed by the
Groningen Growth and Development Centre (GGDC), combines data from national
accounts, census and various surveys is discussed. Second, we review the data coming
from the International Labour Organization (ILO)’s database, ILOSTAT, looking at the
availability of data for African countries. In addition, we examine more closely the case
of Mauritius, a country that has enjoyed a long period of economic growth, with a
structural transformation towards the services sector and that has had an active national
statistics agency. Third, one looks at the employment patterns that one can gather from
analyzing different types of surveys: the World Bank Enterprises Surveys with their
hiring patterns as well as the World Bank LSMS-ISA household surveys with their
information on off-farm employment of individuals. The micro analyses coming out of
these surveys may then help understand better the various factors influencing the sectorial
employment patterns across African countries.

Overall, this review finds that there is little evidence for the optimistic view on
the role of the services sector: with the possible exception of Mauritius, the data and their
corresponding analyses do not provide evidence that the services sector has been able to
generate large effects, particularly when considering activities such as financial services
and telecommunications. However, as is often the case, the story is more complicated:
while one has not observed the services sector high productivity activities leading the
growth of African economies, generating large spinoffs to women and youth in terms of
employment, the services sector, including both formal and informal activities has
generated employment opportunities and in some cases, remunerative ones even though
they are in less “productive” activities such as food and retail sales. Yet, there are also
suggestions in the data sets that a large number of services jobs for women and youth
consist of informal and low remuneration occupations. The paper then concludes with a
discussion of the need to understand the complex interactions between the agricultural,
manufacturing and service sectors. Several factors on the demand side as well as on the
supply side need to be taken into consideration before the services sector may reach the
potential impact that the optimists maintain, particularly concerning the employment of
women and youth.



2. Review of Literature on Services in Africa

McMiillan, Rodrik and Verduzco-Gallo (2014) observe that a “central insight of
the literature on economic development is that development entails structural change.”
This change implies that as labor and other resources move from agriculture into modern
economic activities, overall productivity rises and incomes expand. This reallocation will
provoke a rise in a country’s productivity even if there is no productivity growth within
sectors. However, they also point out that even though there may be an increase in the
sectors’ productivity, the overall productivity growth may suffer if labor does not
reallocate to the more productive activities.

They argue their point by first decomposing labor productivity growth in an
economy in two terms. First, productivity can grow within economic sectors through
capital accumulation, technological change, or reduction of misallocation across plants.
The expression they use for this term is the ““within” component of productivity growth.
Second, they mention that labor can move across sectors, from low-productivity sectors
to high-productivity sectors, increasing overall labor productivity in the economy. They
call the second component of the productivity growth the “*structural change” term. This
term captures the productivity effect of labor re-allocations across different sectors. When
changes in employment shares are positively correlated with productivity levels, this term
will be positive, and structural change will increase economy-wide productivity growth.
But if labor does not reallocate to more productive sectors, this term will be negative and
will then reduce overall labor productivity.

McMiillan, Rodrik and Verduzco-Gallo (2014) then uses a panel data set of 38
countries with data on employment, value added (in 2000 PPP US dollars), and labor
productivity (also in 2000 PPP US dollars) disaggregated into nine economic sectors,
starting in 1990 and ending in 2005. The main source of data is the 10-Sector
Productivity Database, by Timmer and de Vries (2009), and they added data for Turkey,
China, and nine African countries: Ethiopia, Ghana, Kenya, Malawi, Mauritius, Nigeria,
Senegal, South Africa, and Zambia.

They use this data set to examine the labor productivity growth, dividing it into
the within component and the structural change component and take a particular look at
the differences between Africa, Latin America and Asian countries. Their results show
that since 1990 structural change has been growth reducing in both Africa and Latin
America, with the most striking changes taking place in Latin America. The bulk of the
difference between these countries’ productivity performance and that of Asia is
accounted for by differences in the pattern of structural change—with labor moving from
low to high-productivity sectors in Asia, but in the opposite direction in Latin America
and Africa. In other words, for countries in these two continents, the structural change
component tends to be negative: labor does not reallocate to higher productivity
activities.

However, when they divide the estimation in two different time periods,
McMuillan, Rodrik and Verduzco-Gallo (2014)’s results also show that things seem to be



turning around in Africa: after 2000, structural change contributed positively to Africa’s
overall productivity growth. For Africa, the authors claim that these results are
encouraging. Furthermore they point out that the very low levels of productivity and
industrialization across most of the continent indicate an enormous potential for growth
through structural change. The question then becomes what can be done to unleash this
potential.

In discussing possible ways that Africa can generate economic growth, Dani
Rodrik (2016) points out that Africa’s structural change does not appear to resemble the
changes that occurred during Europe’s industrialization and during the high growth
period in Asia. Indeed, while labor is moving out of agriculture and the rural sector,
“Urban migrants are being absorbed largely into services that are not particularly
productive and into informal activities”, rather than being absorbed by an expanding,
high productivity sector that would be driving the structural transformation, as a simple
Lewis model would offer.

Rodrik (2016) then offers four possible options that could generate a sustained
and rapid growth for African countries. The first option is a revival of manufacturing.
The second option is to generate agriculture-led growth, based on diversification into
non-traditional agricultural products and the third option is rely on natural resources, a
route that some African countries have taken already. The fourth option is the services
sector one. After all, structural transformations end up with a large services sector.
Perhaps the impetus for the growth of African economies and an increase in productivity
will come from the services sector itself? Rodrik is rather pessimistic because of the
constraints he perceives: first, the services that have the capacity to enhance productivity
tend to require individuals with high skills and Rodrik mentions that “long years of
education and institution building are required before farm workers can be transformed
into programmers or even call centre operators.” So, raising productivity in services has
typically required steady and broad-based accumulation of capabilities in human capital,
institutions and governance and unless the complementarities arise in the economy, there
will be growth constraints. In addition, raising the productivity in one element of a sub-
sector of services is possible, say by allowing foreign entry into retailing.

However, Rodrik cautions that achieving productivity and increased employment
across the entire retail sector is difficult because of the heterogeneity of firms and
institutional arrangements. He sees that these difficulties will impede the potential of the
services sector to generate high-wage jobs for the majority of individuals. As he
mentions: “Perhaps Africa will be the breeding ground of new technologies that will
revolutionise services for broad masses, and do so in a way that creates high-wage jobs
for all. Perhaps; but it is too early to be confident about the likelihood of this scenario”

Others are more optimistic. Ghani and O’Connell (2014) talk about the potential
of the services sector. The authors do not see the constraints raised by Rodrik (2016) as
impossible to overcome and provide some anecdotal evidence of the services sector’s
potential impact. Ghani and O’Connell (2014) believe that “as services produced and
traded across the world expand with advances in technology and globalization, the



possibilities for low-income countries to grow faster based on their comparative
advantage increases. That comparative can just as easily be in services as in
Manufacturing. Growth escalators faced by the Lions in Africa? may turn out to be
different than that experienced by the East Asian Tigers.”

The book Industries Without Smokestacks: Industrialization in Africa
Reconsidered, edited by Newfarmer, Page and Tarp, challenges the pessimistic view that
Africa will be unable to catch the wave of sustained rapid growth and rising incomes. It
argues that other activities sharing the characteristics of manufacturing- including
tourism, ICT, and other services as well as food processing and horticulture- are
beginning to play a role analogous to that played by manufacturing in East Asia. These
'industries without smokestacks' offer new opportunities for Africa to grow in coming
decades.

In looking for those industries and see if they can contribute to African growth, a
chapter from the book (Spray and Wolf, 2017), uses a unique dataset built from tax
administration data from the Uganda Revenue Authority (URA) and the Rwanda
Revenue Authority (RRA). This dataset is unique in that “it covers the full population of
formal sector firms on a monthly basis and holds information on their characteristics,
their business networks and behaviour that allow to study different industries at the micro
level and compare their development over time, features that no survey dataset holds at a
similar level of detail.” However, the datasets cover only formal firms that report to the
tax authorities. It is not a representative set of firms in these countries so it is not clear
that one can generalize the results to the rest of the firms, likely very small and/or part of
the informal sector of these countries. But this does not make the study less interesting as
the authors’ goal is to analyse high-productivity formal firms interacting with the external
sector.

Spray and Wolf (2017) use network analysis to find results that first, similar to
their importance in the traditional manufacturing industries, firm size also appears to be
of crucial importance for successful industries without smokestacks in services and agri-
processing. Secondly, they find a high level of interconnectedness among firms,
particularly those firms involved in the services sector. 3Furthermore, they show that
productivity growth in these sectors is strongly associated with the performance of the
whole economy. They argue that their results show that industries without smokestacks in
manufacturing and services can play an important role in structural transformation, and
that looking at finer levels of disaggregation illuminates a path toward growth and
transformation that need not solely based on the manufacturing sector, as one needs to
look at the interactions between the sectors. Whether the other firms in Rwanda and
Uganda involved manufacturing and services can be transformed to be like those high-
productivity ones found in the paper’s data set is not addressed but this is beside the
point. The paper aims to demonstrate that there is a potential for an industry without

2 The African Lions are Congo, Chad, Angola, Mozambique, Nigeria, Ivory Coast, Sierra Leone, Ghana, Ethiopia, and
Rwanda.

3 Their results suggest that service sectors make up six of the top ten most interconnected sectors of the economy in
Uganda and five in Rwanda, supporting their claim that services are vital to knitting the economy together.

6



smokestacks with high productive firms in manufacturing and services and this goal is
certainly achieved. The question then becomes how to unleash this potential to have
economy-wide consequences.

One possibility is that the services sector’s expansion would be fuelled by an
eX0Qgenous source: an exogenous increase in its demand, most likely from trade with
other countries, perhaps using the example from India®. Indeed, several recent papers
have advocated liberalising trade in services. First, Saez, McKenna and Hoffman (2015)
suggests the importance of the services sector in Africa by first pointing out that services
are used as inputs to other export activities in such sectors as agriculture, energy and
manufacturing. Besides the complementarity of the service sectors, the paper also
highlights the potential role that trade liberalisation and better governance may play in
expanding the services sector and how a solid service sector may help connect countries
to the global marketplace. The paper also calls for addressing the significant gaps in data
and analysis in order to understand better how the activities of the service sector as well
as complementary sectors can help African countries to boost their overall economic
competitiveness.

Similarly, Hoekman (2017), in a chapter in Industries Without Smokestacks:
Industrialization in Africa Reconsidered, recognizes that “the weakness of services data
makes it difficult to analyse the effects of such developments (recent technological
changes) on services trade. This is true even for OECD member countries, as much of
what is exchanged digitally is not measured, and in part because it is very difficult to
measure sales of services provided by suppliers that cross borders on a temporary basis.
The data challenges are even greater for low-income countries. Data for many African
countries are very weak; many countries do not report detailed statistics and some do not
report at all. This implies that the analysis of available statistics is likely to give a
misleading picture of the reality “on the ground” in Africa.” The paper then mentions
some case studies on travel (tourism) being a major export category that is growing faster
than other services, as well as mentioning studies on the role of ICT to help boost
exchanges of professional and business services across African countries such as Kenya,
Uganda, Rwanda and Tanzania.

Finally Hoekman (2017) cautions that the economic research literature makes
clear that services liberalization is not a panacea. Opening up to trade in services
without having the proper economic governance, institutions and regulatory authorities
may not lead to the desired development outcomes. Thus, this article again, points out
the potential role of services in providing economic growth without being able to assert
that favouring services expansion through trade reforms will necessarily lead to positive
outcomes because 1) the data do not allow to measure or verify and 2) that other
complementary factors need also to develop favourably before an expansion of trade
takes place.

A services sector expansion may also be beneficiary for women. Indeed,
Lipowiecka and Kiriti-Nganga (2016) highlights the possible role that services can play

4 See for instance Eichengreen and Gupta, (2010).



in providing an alternative engine of growth for developing countries, as well as its
importance in terms of female employment, citing the ILO’s figure of almost 50% of
female employment across all countries. The paper cites the potential role of the services
sector in fostering not only growth but also of greater gender equality. It takes a look at
the female employment in the services sub-sectors of communications technology (ICT),
finance, tourism, health care industries, pointing out some of the gender-based constraints
affecting women’s participation in the service sectors in developing countries. The paper
suggests the potential role of promoting gender equality in developing countries and
offers recommendations to ensure that women and men benefit in an equitable manner
from service sector growth. The paper does not say that the services sector actually plays
that role: it highlights the potential that it may play. The reason for this is because the
data to make such an assessment do not exist for most developing countries and, to be
fair, the argument made is also prospective, rather than retrospective. It is about what an
expansion of the services sector may do in the future.

Women are more likely to be found in the services sector than the manufacturing
one, but this prevalence is not pervasive across of the services sub sectors. Amin and
Islam (2014), in their analysis of firm-level data across 87 developing countries revealed
not surprisingly that women are more prevalent in the services sector compared to the
manufacturing sector, particularly when looking at the incidence of female managers.
However, they find that this finding is entirely driven by the retail sector rather than
service sectors such as wholesale, construction or other services. Furthermore the higher
incidence of female managers is much higher for relatively small firms and in smaller
cities.

Finally, Africa’s population is relatively young. Young people within the 15—
24 year age bracket comprise between 35% and 40% of the workforce in the various
countries examined. An additional one-fourth of the work force is contained in the 25-34
age bracket. It could be that the employment structure among young people resembles
that of the general population, as youth accounts for a large proportion of the labor force.
Yet, it could also be different. Filmer and Fox (2014) mentions that African youth
entering the labor force now have more schooling than previous generations. They may
then join the labor force by engaging in more productive activities, which may then lead
to a more productive labor force in the next several decades.



3. An examination of the various empirical evidence

Having presented an overview of the literature on the potential role of services in
Africa, we now review the issues of sectorial employment by looking at the available
databases and some of the corresponding research analyses linked to sectorial
employment in African countries. We begin with a database that aims to have some
macroeconomic consistency.

3.1 Africa Sector Database (ASD)

The Africa Sector Database (ASD) developed by the Groningen Growth and
Development Centre (GGDC) is the first database to provide long-term series (from 1960
onwards) on sectorial developments in Africa. The database contains variables such
annual series of value added, deflators, and persons employed (split by gender) for ten
broad sectors of the economy. It is constructed on the basis of an in-depth study of
available statistical sources on a country-by-country basis for 11 countries. ° The de
Vries, de Vries, Gouma and Timmer, (2013) paper discusses the contents of the database,
the selection procedure of the sources, and the methods used to ensure intertemporal,
international and internal consistency. Data on employment is typically not available
from the National Accounts Statistics (NAS) and is therefore much scarcer than data on
value added. Employment and labor productivity data were derived for particular years
from national micro-surveys, and the remaining years were interpolated to arrive at
annual data on employment for various sectors between 1960 and 2010.°

Whereas the database has macro data that is generally available and of good
quality for each period, the data on employment for these countries are for a large portion
imputed using a detailed and careful methodology. The database has been used to
describe structural transformation in developing countries using macro growth
accounting to compute productivity changes across time and decompose them across
sectors. This exercise has been published in journals (de Vries, Timmer, and de Vries
(2013), Timmer, de Vries, G& de Vries, (2015) and the authors’ macroeconomic analyses
find that the “process of structural change stalled in many African and Latin American
countries during the mid-1970s and 1980s. When growth rebounded in the 1990s,
workers mainly relocated to market services industries, such as retail trade and
distribution. Though such services have higher productivity than much of agriculture,
they are not technologically dynamic and have been falling behind the world frontier”
(Timmer, de Vries, G& de Vries, 2015).

It would then appear that the transformation towards the services sector for the

5 Botswana, Ethiopia, Ghana, Kenya, Malawi, Mauritius, Nigeria, Senegal, South Africa, Tanzania and Zambia.

6 The paper by de Vries, de Vries, Gouma, and Timmer, (2013) reveals that « Four different primary sources of
employment exist, namely the Population Census (PC); the Labour Force Survey (LFS) and other Household Survey’s
(HS) with data collected at the household level; and Establishment Survey’s (ES) which are based on firm-level
questionnaires. Generally the methodology uses the PC to arrive at benchmark estimates and interpolate the data in
between using ES data. In some cases the LFS and/or HS are used to adjust the PC data (collected on a ten-year cycle)
with a series of methods to do back casting, interpolation and extrapolation in order to replace the missing values
between the census years”.



African countries included in the ASD does not appear to be in the high productivity
service activities such as telecommunications and financial services, and/or the analysis
has not been able to capture this effect yet on a macroeconomic basis.

Yeboah and Jayne (2018) also use the ASD, but do it as a starting point for
understanding broad employment trends by sector for multiple African countries.” They
confirm that “for most countries, the declining share of labor in agriculture has been
accompanied by higher labor shares in the service-related sectors such as commerce,
transport and hospitality, making services the second largest contributor to total
employment. The share of jobs in the manufacturing sector has generally either stagnated
or declined over time in most countries, with a couple of exceptions such as Kenya and
Ethiopia”.

3.2 World Bank and ILO data bases

The International Labour Organization (ILO) is the main source for labor force
data in the world. For instance, The World Debt Indicators (WDI) tables present various
indicators for the labor force by drawing from the ILOSTAT database.® In turn, the ILO
data are produced from two major exercises. First, the ILO, in association with a
country’s statistical agency, will administer labor force surveys to directly capture the
information to construct the labor force statistics. Second, when labor surveys are not
available, the ILO provides labor force numbers for a particular country though time by
inferring them from an econometric modelling exercise. In other words, when one does
not have actual data, one uses econometric procedures to impute a value for missing
observations.

The ILO (2010) paper from ILO’s Employment Trends Unit explains the
elaborate modelling exercise in greater details using panel data techniques, predicting
values that are missing from an economic model that is estimated using from collected
surveys. Given that the collected data for developing countries are often missing, the
model, estimated with data from developed countries, is used to impute values for
developing countries. For African countries, it is clear that it imputes a lot of observations
for a considerable amount of periods. Indeed, when looking at female and male
unemployment rates, Figure 4 of the ILO (2010) reproduced below reveals that only 10%
of the observations come from observed (i.e. initial) data. The remaining 90% of the
observations from the African countries are imputed using various statistical methods. In
the case of adult and youth employment data, figure 5 of the paper (reproduced here)
reveals that the percentage of observed data is even less: close to 5%.

7 Yeboah and Jayne (2018) main empirical analysis utilises micro-level data from three other sources: 1) the Living
Standards Measurement Study with its Integrated Surveys of Agriculture (LSMS-ISA); 2) Labour Force Surveys, and
3) the Integrated Public Use Microdata Series (IPUMS) that are based on 10% random samples of national population
censes conducted between 1990 and 2010 and managed by the University of Minnesota Population Center.

8 ILOSTAT can be accessed at

https://www.ilo.org/ilostat/faces/wcnav_defaultSelection? afrl.oop=2595443842708245&_afrWindowMode=0& afr
Windowld=null#!%40%40%3F_afrWindowld%3Dnull%26_afrLoop%3D2595443842708245%26_afrWindowMode%
3D0%26_adf.ctrl-state%3Dxk7izvyrh_57
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Figure 4 Male and Female unemployment rates - response rates at stages of the imputation process
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Figure 5 Adult and Youth unemployment rates - response rates at stages of the imputation process
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While a modelling exercise is the best one could do in order to obtain data given
the circumstance, it remains that this brings up an interesting issue: If one uses the
imputed values on participation into the labor force and its various sectors in order to be
able to analyse how the economies of developing countries undergo structural
transformation through time, one needs to be aware that most of the data are not actually
real: rather they are computed using data from developed countries where “adjustments”
are made to make them more applicable to developing countries though time. In other
words, the data cannot describe a process actually taking place. Rather, they come from a
hypothesized model that one assumed might have taken place. This may then limit the
usefulness of the imputed data and may suggest that one should only look at data coming
from actual survey sources.

The imputation procedure leads to some striking differences. For instance,
downloading ILOSTAT data on the percentage of females involved in the services sector
from African countries, one is able to get 17 countries, with a complete period between
1990 and 2017. However, when one looks at the data that come from real surveys, one
gets 18 African countries, where each country has data for 2 or 3 years between 2000 and
2015. In fact, Mauritius and South Africa are those countries where labor force surveys
are more prevalent, allowing data collection annually: Mauritius between 2001 and 2016,
South Africa, between 2007 and 2016. Namibia has four observations between 2000 and
2016 and Tanzania and Ghana have three observations. The rest of countries have two or
one observation for the 2000-2016 period. Thus, if one looks for some evidence on what
happened to the labor force composition in terms of sectors between 1990 and 2017 for
African countries in the ILOSTAT database, the actual survey data are only for two
countries, Mauritius and South Africa, and the longest real time period is from 2001 to
2016 in the case of Mauritius.

3.2.1 Observations on Mauritius

Mauritius is a very interesting case which has been held by the press as a star
performer in Africa. Indeed, data from the IMF show that real per capita GDP (at
purchasing power parity, 2011 dollars) has quadrupled from $4,529 in 1980 to a
projected $20,404 this year, taking the nation of 1.3m people from 82nd in the world in
terms of income per head to 53rd, based on countries included in the 1980 data. Here’s is
how Steve Johnson, a journalist for the Financial Times, describes the transformation that
Mauritius undertook:

Mauritius started to industrialise and diversify its economy in the 1970s,
abandoning a policy of import-substitution that failed, in part, due to the small
size of the domestic market. Instead, it embraced exports, with an ambitious
export processing zone act that fast-tracked approvals for export-focused
manufacturers, according to analysis by the World Bank.

Mauritius’ industrialisation and export push was founded on the textile industry,

a relatively low-skilled sector that involved converting imported fabrics into
finished goods. Simultaneously, though, the country embarked on a push to
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improve its human development indicators, preparing the ground for a move up
the skills chain. School enrolment rates were raised, life expectancy jumped
from 62 in 1970 to 74.6 today, infant mortality fell from 64 per 1,000 live births
in 1970 to 10 and the Gini coefficient, a measure of income inequality, dropped
from 0.50 in 1962 to 0.36 (i.e. closer to perfect equality of 0), even as this
measure has risen in many countries. This improvement in the quality of its
workforce paved the way for Mauritius to move into higher-skilled, higher-value
added sectors, such as business process outsourcing and financial services...

-Excerpt from Johnson (2018) in the Financial Times on June 14, 2018.

One way to validate the Financial Times ‘transformation story is to look at the
data. The first possible step is use data from Mauritius coming from the Groningen
Growth and Development Centre (GGDC) ASD data base. The GGDC 10-Sector
Database provides a long-run internationally comparable dataset on sectorial productivity
performance in Africa, Asia, and Latin America. Variables covered in the data set are
annual series of value added, output deflators, and persons employed for 10 broad sectors
(ISIC code 3.1).° One can then group the various subsectors into the general categories
of Agriculture, Manufacturing, Mining and Services. In addition, one can subdivide the
general service category into a subsector that encompasses the “traditional” activities,
often characterized as lower productivity activities'® and into another subsector with
activities that are more technical and likely more productive.!

The following graphs look at the real valued added and employment shares by
sectors for the years 1980, 1990, 2000 and 2010 to show the structural transformation of
the Mauritius economy over this 30-year period. The first set of graphs presents a
familiar transformation, though one notes that already in 1980, Mauritius has a relatively
prevalent services sector (64%). Whether looking at the gross value added in constant
2005 prices or at the share of employment, one sees that the services sector’s importance
increases to the expense of the agriculture, the mining and the manufacturing sector. For
instance, the service share of employment is about 55% in 1980 and goes to 74% in 2010,
while agriculture reduces from 24% to 7%. Furthermore manufacturing share of
employment rises from 21.3% to 32% in 1990, but then it reduces to 19% in 2010,
underlying the fact that Mauritius’ transformation has indeed shifted towards services.

However, the GGDC data set suggests that this transformation is not simply a matter of
the economy switching to a more productive service activity. While the 10-sector ISIC
coding does not allow a finer examination, one can create broad subsector service
activities to observe the transformation between 1980 and 2010. The second set of graphs
shows the same number as the previous tables with the exception that the services
category is broken up into the “traditional services activities (variable servicesl) and the
“technical services” activities (variable services2). The graphs show that indeed, from

9 The ASD vas discussed in more details in section 3.1 For the construction of the data set, one should consult
https://www.rug.nl/ggdc/docs/10sector_sm_jan2015.pdf

10 These activities are construction; trade restaurants and hotels; community, social and personal services; and
government services.

11 These activities are finance, insurance, real estate and business; and in transport, storage, and communications.
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1980 until 2010, the technical activities rise in prevalence (either in terms of value added
or employment shares). For instance, employment share in technical activities raise from
7% in 1980 to 17.5% in 2010. However, over this period the traditional activities also
see quite an increase in employment shares: from 48% in 1980 to 56% in 2010. In
addition, the share of value added in these activities does not appear to decrease between
1990 and 2010.

In other words, the data suggest that the structural transformation in Mauritius
indicates that somehow the rise in the value added and the employment shares are
phenomena across all the services sub-sectors, including those deemed to be the
traditional low-productivity ones. The story therefore appears to be more complicated
than an overall increase in the services sector, fed by the rise of the high productivity sub-
sectors. Rather, over the 1990-2010 period, the graphs suggest that most, if not all sub-
sectors saw a relative increase in value-added and particularly in employment shares. As
the transformation takes place, individuals maintain and some switch to the more
traditional services activities and these do appear to be fairly productive. This could be
due to several reasons: a reduction in informality, a greater contribution of human capital,
general macro activities, measurement issues, etc. Without more precise data, it is
difficult to say, but certainly the graphs point out to the need to consider more factors
before making an assessment.

Fortunately, Mauritius is also blessed with a relatively sophisticated statistical office
that has been collecting labor force surveys on an annual basis using the ILO
methodology and these data are available on ILOSTAT.!? Furthermore, one can also
access the Statistics Mauritius website and obtain more information on the labor force
statistics.’® Let’s see if the information one can obtain from ILOSTAT and Statistics
Mauritius allow to confirm the structural transformation towards the service sector that is
pictured in the Financial Times. In particular, one will attempt to attest whether the
higher-skilled, higher value added sectors have generated large employment changes.

12 The GGDC data set also uses data from the Mauritius Statistics office. But they only offer a 10 sector level
information and they also use their own methodology to make the data consistent across the other countries.
13 One can access the website at http://statsmauritius.govmu.org/English/StatsbySubj/Pages/L abour.aspx
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Mauritius: Sectorial Shares of Value Added at Constant 2005 Prices, 1980, 1990, 2000 and 2010

sectorial shares of Gross value added at constant 2005 prices sectorial shares of Gross value added at constant 2005 prices sectorial shares of Gross value added at constant 2005 prices sectorial shares of Gross value added at constant 2005 prices
0 90

Mauritius: Sectorial Shares of Employment, 1980, 1990, 2000 and 2010

al shares of employment sectorial shares of employment ectorial shares of employment ctorial shares of employment
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Mauritius: Sectorial Shares of Value Added at Constant 2005 Prices, 1980. 1990, 2000 and 2010
Subdividing Services into Services1 (traditional) and Services2 (more technical

sectorial shares of Gross value added at constant 2005 prices  sectorial shares of Gross value added at constant 2005 prices sectorial shares of Gross value added at constant 2005 prices sectorial shares of Gross value added at constant 2005 prices
1980 1990 2000 2010

nes) Source: GGDC ones) Source: GGDC nes) Source: GGDC al ones) Source: GGDC

Mauritius: Sectorial Shares of Employment
Subdividing Services into Services1 (traditional) and Services2 (more technical

sectorial shares of employment sectorial shares of employment sectorial shares of employment sectorial shares of employment
1980 1990 2000 2010

GGDC @ Source: GGDC urce: GGDC ource: GGDC

Note: 1) The variable servicesl includes the following service subsectors utilities; construction; trade restaurants and hotels; community, social and personal services;
and government services.
2) The variable services2 includes the service subcategories in finance, insurance, real estate and business; and in transport, storage, and communication.
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Table 1: Unemployment by percentage overall, by gender and age categories

Table 1.1 - Labour force, Employment and Unemployment, 16 years and over, 1983 - 2016

Both Sexes 000
Labour force Employment ({including foreign workers) Unemployment

Year Mauritian | Foreien Total e 2 | g Total Number | Rate (%)
1983 365.1 1958 973 293.1 72.0 19.7
1984 374.5 200.1 108 4 308.5 66.0 176
1985 383.5 214.0 110.8 324.8 58.7 15:3
1986 393.0 2354 114.6 350.0 43.0 10.9
1987 402.5 257.1 1214 3785 24.0 6.0
1988 411.5 2724 123.1 3935 16.0 39
1989 4214 2754 130.6 406.0 15.4 3.6
1950 432.0 1.0 433.0 284.5 1363 420.8 12.2 23
1991 439.2 2.2 4414 289.0 140 4 429 4 12.0 27
1962 448.8 4.1 452.9 291.0 146 .9 437.9 15.0 33
1993 457.0 6.9 463.9 290.5 1554 445.9 18.0 39
1994 467.5 8.3 4758 292.7 162.1 4548 21.0 4.5
1995 475.0 9.8 484.8 289.2 1713 460.5 243 5.1
1996 4823 8.2 490.5 2868 1758 4626 27.9 5.3
1997 4908 8.6 4994 2878 1794 467.2 322 6.6
1958 4994 10.0 5094 294.7 180.3 475.0 344 69
1999 506.6 12.9 519.5 2974 183.1 480.5 39.0 TT
2000 503.0 14.6 517.6 298.7 186.2 484.9 32.7 6.5
2001 5058 16.5 5223 302.0 1852 4872 35.1 6.9
2002 509.8 17.0 526.8 297.2 191.0 4882 386 7.6
2003 514.1 18.2 5323 2969 1933 4802 42.1 8.2
2004 519.0 17.5 336.5 293.3 199.5 492.8 43.7 34
2005 528.6 16.6 5452 2022 2025 494 7 50.5 2.6
2006 5324 16.7 349.1 295.1 2059 5010 48.1 2.0
2007 527.5 21.6 549.1 302.0 2024 5044 44.7 85
2008 5318 24.0 5558 3116 206.1 517.7 3581 72
2009 540.2 21.0 561.2 306.0 2159 521.9 39.3 73
2010 551.9 220 573.9 310.1 2216 531.7 42.2 7.6
2011 548.6 23.0 571.6 310.7 218.2 5289 42.7 78
2012 556.3 24.0 580.3 311.5 2242 535.7 44.6 8.0
2013 571.2 26.3 597.5 312.5 239.5 552.0 45.5 3.0
2014 575.7 28.3 604.0 3135 2457 559.2 44.8 78
2015 384.6 28.3 612.9 314.1 252.5 S66.6 46.3 79
2016 S81.0 28.6 609.6 314.2 2530 567.2 424 73

Male 000

Labour force Employment (including loreign workers) L iployment

Eh Mauritian ':':fﬂ Total n large i . “:“_’_".:“‘;'“!“‘- Total Number | Rate? (%)
1983 2689 143.1 738 217.0 519 193
1984 2735 141.5 850 226.5 47.0 17.2
1985 278.0 146.5 91.5 23810 40.0 14.4
1986 283.0 1568 962 253.0 30.0 10.6
1987 287.5 170.2 993 2695 18.0 63
1988 291.5 178.6 1009 2795 12.0 4.1
1989 2962 175.5 105.0 2845 11.7 4.0
1990 3014 0.7 302.1 185.7 1072 2929 9.2 3.1
1991 304 .4 1.8 306.2 187.2 110.0 207.2 9.0 30
1992 309.8 34 3132 1884 114.8 3032 10.0 32
1993 3138 4.9 318.7 187.9 119.8 3077 11.0 35
1994 318.6 5.2 32338 139 6 1222 3118 12.0 38
1995 321.7 5.6 327.3 185.7 128.5 3142 13.1 4.1
1996 325.2 4.2 3294 184 4 130.0 3144 15.0 4.6
1997 329.7 3.7 3334 1843 130.6 3149 18.5 5.6
1998 3338 3.7 378 1864 130.7 317.1 204 6.1
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1999 338.0 44 3424 187.7 130.9 318.6 23.8 7.0
2000 334.7 5.0 339.7 187.5 135.0 322.5 17.2 5.1
2001 335.7 5.8 341.5 188.3 135.6 3239 17.6 5.2
2002 337.1 6.4 3435 188.2 137.1 3253 18.2 34
2003 338.5 7.9 346.4 183.2 138.6 326.8 19.6 58
2004 3359.8 9.0 348.8 189.1 140.3 3294 154 5.7
2005 340.0 9.1 349.1 189.3 140.3 3296 19.5 5.7
2006 341.2 8.3 349.5 1590.0 141.0 331.0 18.5 5.4
2007 3394 12.1 351.5 195.6 138.2 3338 1T 5.2
2008 3374 14.7 352.1 201.0 137.5 338.5 13.6 4.0
2009 341.0 13.0 354.0 198.0 141.2 339.2 14.8 4.3
2010 344.1 13.1 357.2 198 .8 143.0 3418 15.4 4.5
2011 343.3 13.4 356.7 197.8 141.6 3394 17.3 5.0
2012 346.9 14.2 361.1 198.3 1447 343.0 18.1 52
2013 350.4 16.5 366.9 1991 1492 3483 18.6 5.3
2014 352.8 18.3 371.1 199.3 1524 351.7 19.4 5.5
2015 353.3 18.6 371.9 198.5 153.9 3524 19.5 5.5
2016 353.6 19.3 372.9 198.6 1574 356.0 16.9 48
Female '000
Labour force Employment (including foreign workers) Unemployment
Vour Mauritian ‘f;-r:l::; Total esta::l-:l]s:ri:nls' e;":;:;js;::‘::s Total Number Rate’ (%)
1983 96.2 52.7 234 T76.1 20.1 20.9
1984 101.0 58.6 234 82.0 19.0 18.8
1985 105.5 67.5 193 86.8 18.7 17.7
1986 110.0 T8.6 184 97.0 13.0 11.3
1987 115.0 86.9 22.1 109.0 6.0 52
1988 120.0 93.8 222 116.0 4.0 33
1989 125.2 95.9 256 121.5 3.7 30
1990 130.6 0.3 130.9 98.8 29.1 127.9 3.0 2:3
1991 1348 0.4 135.2 101.8 304 132.2 3.0 22
1992 139.0 0.7 139.7 102.6 32.1 134.7 5.0 3.6
1993 143.2 2.0 145.2 102.6 356 138.2 7.0 4.9
1994 148.9 3.1 152.0 103.1 399 1430 9.0 6.0
1995 153.3 4.2 157.5 103.5 42.8 146.3 11.2 7.3
1996 157.1 4.0 161.1 1024 458 148.2 12.9 82
1997 161.1 4.9 166.0 103.5 48.8 152.3 13:3 8.5
1993 165.6 6.3 171.9 108.3 49.6 157.9 14.0 8.5
1599 168.6 8.5 177. 109.7 522 161.9 15:2 9.0
2000 168.3 9.6 177.9 111.2 51.2 162.4 15.5 9.2
2001 170.1 10.7 180.8 113.7 49.6 163.3 17.5 10.3
2002 172.7 10.6 183.3 109.0 53.9 162.9 20.4 11.8
2003 175.6 10.3 185.9 108.7 54,7 163.4 22.5 12.8
2004 179.2 8.5 187.7 104.2 502 1634 243 13.6
2005 188.6 7.5 196.1 102.9 62.2 165.1 310 164
2006 191.2 8.4 199.6 105.1 649 170 .0 29.6 15.5
2007 188.1 S5, 197.6 1064 64.2 170.6 27.0 14.4
2008 194.4 9.3 203.7 110.6 68.6 179.2 24.5 126
2009 199.2 8.0 207.2 108.0 747 182.7 24.5 12.3
2010 207.8 8.9 216.7 111.3 78.6 189.9 26.8 12.9
2011 205.3 9.6 214.9 112.9 THh .6 189 5 254 124
2012 209.4 9.8 219.2 113.2 79.5 192.7 26.5 12.7
2013 220.8 9.8 230.6 113.4 90.3 203.7 26.9 12.2
2014 2229 10.0 2329 114.2 93.3 207.5 254 11.4
2015 231.3 9u 241.0 115.6 98.6 214.2 26.8 11.6
2016 2274 9.3 236.7 115.6 95.6 211.2 25.5 11.2

! Employing 10 or more persons

? Unemployment as a percentage of Mauritian labour force

Note: Revised figures as from 2001 onwards in line with Population Census 2011
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Table 2: Employment in numbers for economic sectors overall, by gender and age categories

Table 2: Mauritius: Employment (Numbers) far broad Sectors, for all and by Gender

Dataset
Indie ater
3 4E0<110 Brlaf PAIGE, WTh I 18 TN EADGON: 4) 5310 SMpAOYIVISHT (4TATTAe 8 et O WA 10 DLl 0L 3t WGIKS Or b) BX.EACIFAR VVBIIN 81 WErK O WP 31 SAHMIHEID BT 0L 81 WOK], D13 Ark ISbggi SO0 by SLORITIE SETLRY SCLOMTIAG 10 TH WSty of the Inem
Deseription Fvallanie for 1hat yese Eeanamk acty ity refers 1o e maln BCBvity of B@ EstaBlishmant n which :erso WwOrked duning the reference period and does not depend on the specific cuues of functions of the person’s ub DUt 0 e CharaCIgistics of Ir? acannm U WA 1
Country. Sax Economic activity 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 L 07 200 2000 2040 211 2012 2013 014 15 2016 2017
M auritivs Total (Sex) Agricuiture (Aclvity) 9 9 65 43 a3 ar 45 &5 a 39 39
M aitivs Total (Sex) Agricuiturs (Broad sectol 5B 81 &5 49 49 a7 45 45 4 39 39 39
M auritive Tosl ( e /] Induetry (Brosd sector) 165 L 17a 153 159 193 194 1596 143 145 {E) 142 177 177 175 179 133
M awitive MoreAgric uture [@oad secion 4am a1 A43 43 a4 437 &9 455 AgE agi arg 05
M auritivs Gervices (Broad secion Pt 247 269 n 282 281 286 23 305 nr 322 26 Ead 3 382 - a
Mawitive Total (Broad secior) ass am sar 487 491 484 483 494 sm 510 S06 52 ) a3 38 539 4
M ALt ua Hot classdied (Broad sactor) 1 0 1 1 1 1 3 4 3 3 4 4 1 1 1
i Agricutture (A covity) = N 43 ¥ 3 3 32 1) 30 27 27
Agricuiture (Broad sector) = a7 a3 ) kL] 34 a2 @ = 27 aa 2
Indusiry (Brosd sector) m2 118 19 n3 13 m 141 13 107 Ll 104 108 1R 3 129 133 101
NorrAgriculure [Brosd seclor) 275 263 295 92 295 289 22 2% 93 298 02 am
em:esmroa:lse: o) 162 165 175 177 182 177 178 176 187 1 182 183 147 am 204 A3 20
Total lﬁrnaﬂ sacior) 33 3 338 am o) 33 axn Fa Ixm 33 326 329 332 33 a3 =7 &9
Mot 1 o 1 1 o 1 2 3 2 2 3 3 3 1 1 1
15 13 21 13 14 13 13 14 it} " 12
15 13 21 13 14 13 13 14 ik 1 12 10
54 54 54 50 a5 a4 53 a3 41 £ 37 36 a5 a5 a8 a5 32
127 137 148 14 147 148 157 160 167 169 171 195
7a B2 a4 % 100 104 107 113 118 128 130 134 148 15 158 156 162
A 14 150 170 198 181 162 161 170 175 18 180 183 158 198 205 a X5
Hot classilied Boad seclor) o ] 1] o 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 o 1 o

ON, 23 JUL 2018 23.07 +0200 fiom ILGSTAT

Flrst the Table 1 shows that unemployment has remained more or less constant since 2011, with an unemployment rate over 7% for
males and 10% for females. Second, the services sector in Mauritius’ economy was already in 2001 more prevalent, making up 51.6%
of the total work force and the industrial sector employed 36.5% of overall workers. By 2017, the services sector contained 68.5% of
the workers, and only 24.4% of the workers were engaged in the industrial sector. For female workers, the services sector is even
more prevalent, as 51.2% of female workers were involved in 2001, rising to 79.3% in 2017. The numbers suggest that in Mauritius,
the services sector influence is for females arises early in the 2000 (towards 2004) and then increases gradually and constantly, 1 to 2
percent a year. And the increase is higher for females than males.
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Table 3: Employment in percentage for broad economic sectors overall, by gender

Table 2 Mauritivs: Emplovment in percentadge by broad Economics Sectors, Overall and by gender

Datasnt Arnnual data

Indicator  Eriglopmeenl distibnion by economic actidy iy sis) (%)
Coseription TR Spky e compaics il parsons of wirking g win, during @ Speciied triet pesiod, wen in g a) g ot ] Wk Gar wilh i 0l B ranl L wOrk), G b) seE-armpliopmienl fetseibier 2l wark or wilk an eniorprese bul nod sl wirk). Data e disaggeeganed by eonares et By, which mfises o The meen aclivity of S esablish
H person warked during the referen: e penod and does nat depend on the specific duties of TurcBons of the pi 6 job, bk on e of e econormic und in whic h this parzon works.

Country Sex Economic activity 2005 2006 2007 2008 2000 a0 ail 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Mauritius Tatal (Sex) Agricuiure (Brosd sectory 10 a3 2.1 2 86 17 T8 71
M auritius Total (Sex) Industry (Broad s2cton q24 a2 402 AR An @\ 78 278 aar 334 26 B2 244
Mauitius  Tolsl (Sex) Mon-A griculture {Broad secton a0 ana ana a1 a14 w3 924 G974
M aurntiug Tatal (Sex) Senices (Hroad sactor) =181 sa 592 S06 il 623 36 630 655 66 A 6T 2 (21 605
M auritius Total (Sex) Total (Broad sectory 100 100 i) 100 100 100 100 oo 100 100 100 100 100
M auritius Tatal (Sax) Mot ¢ lassified (Broad seclor) 0.1 03 08 o8 05 05 03 0a 08 02 03 02
M auwilius Ml (Gex) Agriculiure (Broad seclor) 105 105 98 9.5 9.2 54 8.3 g4
Manilis Mk (fea) Incdusdry (Broad sxchor) 32 34 432.9 M0 2.8 32.5 ne az1 07 304 W7 05 29.7
Wawiliss  Make (Sex) Mon-Agricullure (Broad sxdon) 895 895 902 0.5 909 9.6 91.7 916
M auritius Male {gex) Senices (Broad sectary 5.2 .0 553 435 .2 577 4.9 S06 83 604 61.1 60.3 61.9
M auritius Male (Gex) Total (Droad sector) 100 100 100 100 o0 100 100 o0 o0 100 100 100 100

Make (Sex) Mot classified @Bn nz2 na ne nsg na na (8] 1 11 03 oz oz

Fumale (o) Agric 8 H1 R 21 ] 63 L2 ]

Fammaliz {Bie) Inelugsdry (B 200 273 3 252 235 214 g i) 19.9 235 233 25 27 157
M anriting F ol {Hra) M- gricultune: {Hroad secon 21 218 924 El ) 925 3.7 936 95
Mauritius Female {Sex) Senvices (Droad sectory £2.2 44 BB E64 68 706 722 731 761 TEE 74 i 793
M auritius Female {Sex) Total (Brosd sector) 100 1m 1m0 1m o0 0 o0 10 o0 100 o0 o 1o
M aurnitius Female {Sex) Mo classied (Broad secion n2 ns na n4 (<] a7 na 04 02 o4 o1

Lenend;
[\ Wnraliabis
[0] Dreak in series

ploaded oo THU, 1 il + from |l TAT

The rise in services for females arises early in the 2000 (towards 2004) and then rises gradually and constantly, 1 to 2 percent a year.
And the rise is higher for females rather than males.
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Table 4: Employment (thousands) for specific economic sectors (ISIC level 2)
overall, by gender

Table 4 Mauritius Employment in specific economic sectors (ISIC level 2), overall and by gender
Annust

2005 2006 2007 2000 2009 2040 2011 w2 2013 20 015 2016 17
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o ] 20 1
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When one further breaks down the employment figures by activity level and by
gender, one sees that the rise of the service sectors happened across most of the sub-
sector activities (wholesale and retail trade, accommodation, food and beverage,). High
productivity activities such as financial services and telecommunications also show an
increase in the number of female workers, but their importance overall is relatively small
compared to the traditional service activities of food, wholesale and retail trade. Indeed,
in 2017, 2000 female workers are in telecommunications, up from 1000 in 2001, and the
bank services employs 5000 female workers, relatively unchanged compared to 2001.

Now, when one goes deeper into the ILOSTAT numbers, one can also look at
whether the employment has come from the formal sector or whether the employment
has been within the informal sector. Indeed, as growth took place in the 2000s, one would
presume that growth allowed an increasing formalization of employment a la Lewis
model, attracting individuals from the informal sector (also self-employment) into the
formal sector.
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Table 5: informal employment and informal sector as percentage of employment by sex

table 6: Mauritius: Infermal Employment and Informal Sector as percentage of Employment by Gender
Datarse

Dratarset A data
ndlc stor rformal emeloymeri and informal Seclor &8 @ percent of Bmployment by sex - HETmonzed senes (%)
rias for informal empleyment and Informal sector are derived using the same set of critsna SEr0ss countres 1o imgrove comparabilty. Tha criteria wEed are based on employment status, inglitdionsl sector, destnation of production, bookkesping, registrstion, social security contribution, plsc es of work and s2e. For more information, refer fo 1

Description. T saries far
i

Country Sex Economic activity Type of informal employment 2008 2009 i 201 amz 2m3 2014 2016 mi7
Informal emieyment (Component) 847 529
[ 41.8 4 40.8
547 3 529
418 4 408
554 5 538
418 407
354 539
418 40
538 5 8§11
ars a1 a1
336 516 11
418 41 411

The data for Mauritius are only available starting in 2012, so it is not possible to see what happened when the economy took off
from the 1980s. However, what one can see is that in 2012 for non-agricultural activities, the informal employment as percentage of

total employment represents 49.7% and in fact increases slightly to 52.9% in 2016. For females, numbers are similar (47.8% to
51.1%).

So in fact the nature of employment is still quite informal (roughly half) and it does not seem to become more formal, even though
there is an on-going structural transformation towards a relatively service economy. In fact, it becomes slightly less formal over the
last 5 years. So, interestingly enough, the basic stylized facts in development textbooks of increased formalization do not appear to
hold for Mauritius, at least over the last 5 years, for both male and female individuals.

Table 6: share of youth not in employment, education or training, total and by gender

Table 6: Mauritius: Share of Y outh Not in Employment, Education or
Training, by Gender

Dataset: Annual data

Indicator: Share of youth not in employment, education or training (MEET) by sex (%)

Description: This indicator refers to the proportion of v outh who are not in employ ment and not in education or training. For statistical purposes, youth are defined as persons between the ages of 15 and 24 years.
Country Sex 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

M auritius Total (Sex) 285 222 206 21.3 218 215 215 216 21.2 66.3 65.4 64.9

M auritius Male (Sex) 16.6 13.2 13.7 131 147 15.2 154 16.2 18: 7.6 8.3 877

M auritius Female (Sex) 40.9 315 277 287 294 27.9 277 271 274 751 724 722

Downloaded on THU, 19 UL 2018 2118 40200 from ILOSTAT
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Furthermore, another interesting variable from the ILOSTAT is the share of youth not
in employment, education or training (NEET), where youth are defined as between the
age of 15 and 24 years. For Mauritius, one can see that the female share of NEET has
come down, from 40.9% to 27.4% in 2013. Though in 2014, the numbers shoot up to
75.1% to 72.2% in 2016.1* The decline in NEET would indicate an absorption of the
youth in employment (either formal or informal), but this appears to be done by all
sectors, as the previous tables do not indicate any particular (or abnormal) employment
growth in a specific sector (or even sub-sectors (ISIC2, or ISIC-Rev.4).

Mauritius is a star example here in terms of macroeconomic and growth performance.
However, when one uses the information obtained via labor force surveys to document
the changes that occur in terms of economic activities and participation of women and
youth, the picture that emerges becomes blurrier. GPD per capita growth takes place,
with unemployment being stable or going down for everyone and women and yes, the
services sector becomes the leading sector of the economy, particularly for women. But
this expansion of the service sector is gradual, not linked to a particular sub-sector that
would absorb a very large proportion of the female and youth labor force. In fact, the
higher productivity sub sectors such as financial sectors and telecom sectors do increase
in terms of employment shares, but they are relatively small compared to the other
service categories (wholesale and retail trade, food and accommodation). Furthermore,
the nature of employment did not formalize over the period: the degree of informal
employment appears to have remained the same over the last 15 years, even though the
economy has improved markedly.

What does this point out? The simple growth story of Mauritius is blurrier when one
looks at the data emanating from actual labor force surveys (ILOSTAT) or even from the
Mauritius government own data set. The manufacturing sector’s importance in terms of
employment has gradually come down, as the other sector: the service sector, has
absorbed more workers in absolute as well as relative terms. But no particular service
sub-sector appears to have been a leading absorber of workers, particularly in terms of
female employment. This suggests that there is no single linkage force in the economy,
and that probably that the manufacturing sector and the services sector are linked in
various general terms, both in the formal and in the informal economic activities. It does
not appear that the high productivity service subsector such as financial services can
readily on its own pull a lot of employees, be they male or female into its activities as
only about 5 to 10 thousand employees. This does not imply that the high productivity
service sub sector cannot have important linkages with other activities and generate a
concurring economic impulsion via its linkages. But if so, its contribution will not be in
terms of directly employing women and youth. In fact, women and youth do participate
more in the services sector, but in activities that appear to be of lower productivity
(wholesale and retail trade, accommodation) either in terms of employment or self-
employment.

In other words, FT article’s claim that “This improvement in the quality of its
workforce paved the way for Mauritius to move into higher-skilled, higher-value added

14 An email has been sent to Statistics Mauritius to get corroboration of these figures.
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sectors, such as business process outsourcing and financial services” might be valid in
terms of economic activity, but this has not so far translated into a sizeable increase in
absolute employment, neither in terms of male or female workers. The macroeconomic
impact, if it exists, might be that the higher-skilled sectors have a complementary effect
on the other sectors: they generate demand for other sectors’ activities. It could also be
that these higher value added sectors are important but that previous activities such as
manufacturing and other activities of the services sector are still driving most of the
employment impact, either directly by continuing employing workers or by generating
complementarities with other sectors. This being said, the broader question of whether
the services sector can absorb employment of women and youth can be answered
positively in the context of Mauritius. Indeed the services sector is the major source of
employment for all workers in Mauritius. But one cannot easily detect a pull factor from
a specific sub-sector such as financial services or other high productivity activity.

3.3 Enterprise Surveys data on African Countries:

Another potential source of evidence to document the employment patterns of
African workers across economics sectors comes from the World Bank’s Enterprise
Surveys. This data bank on Enterprise Surveys (ES) offers an expansive array of
economic data on 135,000 firms in 139 countries.'® One should exercise caution when
comparing raw data and point estimates between surveys that did and did not adhere to
the Enterprise Surveys Global Methodology, as the surveys are not identical, but one can
certainly learn something by examining the various trends across countries.®

We concentrate on the African countries and we retrieve the information from the
ES pertaining to employment. The tables report four main indicators: Employment Share,
Employment Expansion, Employment Contraction, and Net Employment Change.*’
In particular, the variable Net Employment Change measures the annual rate of net
change in the aggregate stock of permanent, full-time employment. It takes all firms and
computes net change of the aggregate stock, i.e. employment expansion less employment
contraction. As the ES methodology points out, this indicator is different from the Annual
Employment Growth, a performance indicator which measures average firm-level growth
in permanent, full-time employment. Rather, it provides a suggestion of what has
happened in terms of net employment for all the firms surveyed in a given country that
particular year, compared to the previous one. To the extent that the survey may or may
not fully capture what happens to the private sector in a given country, information from
the ES surveys might provide some evidence on structural transformation. Presumably,
one would hope that firms involved in services would be involved in employment
expansion rather than in employment contraction so that they would lead to positive net
employment changes. Furthermore, if some countries encounter a structural change in
terms of a dynamic service sector that is creating employment, one would hope to see that

15 See http://www.enterprisesurveys.org/data

16 For more on the methodology, one should see http://www.enterprisesurveys.org/methodology

17 These indicators are based on Aga, Francis, and Rodriguez Meza (2015), which investigates what types of firms are
the key employers, and what types of firms create or lose jobs at a faster rate
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firms involved in services would contribute a relatively large share of the net
employment changes.

Instead of looking at particular surveys, let’s look at what these surveys say on

average for each country in terms of employment and sectors in order to get a general

picture of where the private firms operate and see the extent to which private firms may
be involved in the services sector as well as some of the sub-sectors, when that
information is available.

Table 7: Employment Indicators’ Enterprise Surveys for African Countries

Employment Share Employment Expansion Employment Contraction Net Employment Change

le: Entreprises Surveys for Income [Firms that Share InfFirms that Share inf
[African Countries Grou jon_ Sector Indicator ded Expansion d Contraction  © Net Change Share N
Angola 2006 [} AFR Al 100.0% 417 TLE% 15.4% 100.0%| 7.1% 0.5% 100.0% 18.6% 100.0% 415|
Angola 2006 LMl AFR Food 261% 73.0% 17.9% 24, 5%) 13.5% 0.7% 25,6%) 17.2% 24.6%
Angola 2006 LMl AFR Garments 3.3% 69.8% 14.0% 26%] 11.8% 11% 4,9%] 12.9% 2.5%
Angola 2006 LMl AFR Cther Manufactusii 30T% 76.5% 21.2% 33.1%) 6.0 11% 43,8%] 201% 32.7%
Jangola 2006 LMl AFR Other Services 207% 70.3% 17.55% 18.95%) 2.9 0.4% 10,65 17.1% 19.3%
Angola 2006 LM AFR Hetail 19.3% AR 21.5% 20 2%] 6, 2% 0.6% 15, 0% 20.9% 21.0%
[Angola 2010 [} AFR Al 100.0% 345} BE.3% 13.8% 100.0%| 13.7% 2.7% 100.0% 1L6% 100.0% 55|
Jangola 2010 LMl AFR Manufacturing 45.3% 6E.4% 13.65% 38 5%) 137% 2% 39,6%) 11.4% 38.3%
Jangola 2010 LMl AFR Other Services A70% L% 15.0% 56.9%) 128% 23% 56,45 12.7% 57.0%
Angola 2000 LMI AFR Retail 7.7% 55.3% 7.2% 465%] 13.4% 1.0% 4.1%] 6.2% 4.7%
Denin 2008 u ATR Al 100.0% 14 604 17.0% 16.5% 3.1% 100.0% 100% 100.0% 134
Benin 2009 1 AFR Manufacturing 251% 59.9% 91% 1045 21% 17,65 7.0% 13.2%
B enin 2009 1} AFR Services 74.9% X 19.7% 181% 3,5% 82.4% 16.2% 86.8%
Benin 2016 u AFR Al 100.0% 14 14.6% 1% 100.0% AT 100.0%
Benin 2016 u AFR Manu facturing 223% 16.9% 2.9% 30,9%) 2.2% 10.8%
Benin 2016 L AFR Servioes TS 14.1% 1.9% G5, 1% | 5.5% H9, 2%
Botswana 2006 UMI AFR Al 100.0% 16.6% 4.5% 100.0% B.a% 100.0%
Botswana 2006 umMI AFR Food 2.5% 6.8% 3.9% 2.1%] 10.6% 3.2%
Botswana 2006 umi AFR Garments 11.3% 2485 5.4% 9.4%| 37.4% 37.2%
Botswana 2006 um AFR Other Manufacturis] 23.0% 15.6% 31% 14.0%] T.4% 19.0%
Botswana 2006 umMi AFR Cther Services 3L.0% 187% 87% 63,8%) 0.8% 3.5%
Botswana 26 umi AFR Retail 321% 15.3% 1.6% 1075 9.6% 37.2%
Eotswana 200 ] AFR Al 100.0% 19.9% 7.0 100.0% L% 100.0% 758}
Botswana 2010 umMI AFR Manu facturing 207% 27.8% 7.1% 21,25%] 2.0% 221%
Botswana 2010 umMI AFR Cther Services 44,9% 21.9% 10.9% 76,55 4,6% 118,9%
Botswana 2010 umMi AFR Retail 34.3% 131% 0.5% 2.3%| 12.3% 196.8%
Burkina Faso 2008 u AFR Al 100.0% 14.1% 24% 100.0% 7.5% 100.0% EE |
Burking Faso 2009 u AFR Manu facturing 35.4% 26.6% 3,5% 57,9%) 3.7% 19.1%
Burking Fasa 2009 1 AFR Cther Services 501% 116% 1.9% 33,95 9.6% 54,4%
Burkina Faso 249 1} AFR Retail 14.6% 5.7% 1.3% 8.2%) 13.7% 26.5%
Burundi 2006 u AFR Al 100.0% 3.5% 0.6% 100.0% 1L6% 100.0% 55|
Burndi 2006 1 AFR Food 14,4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%] 5.2% 6.6%
Burindi 2006 1 AFR Garments 29% 005 0.0% 0,0%] 8.3% 20%
Burindi 2006 1 AFR Other Manufacturir] 19.2% 147% 1.9% 63,45 2.3% 4.2%
B ndi 2006 1 AFR Cher Service s A5.6% 3.3% 0.5% 31.7%| 17.3% 65.4%
Burndi 2006 1} AFR Retail 17.9% 2.6% 0.2% A.9%) 14.2% 21.9%
Burundi 2014 u AFR Al 100.0% 20.3% Z.8% 100.0% A 100.0% 152}
Burindi 2014 1 AFR Manufacturing 278% 35.3% 5.1% 51,8%] 2.6% 15.6%
Burndi 2014 1l AFR Services 72.2% 18.0% 1.9% 48.25%) 5.6% 84.4%
Cabo Verde 2008 [} AFR Al 100.0% .7 1.6% 100.0% 5.5% 100.0% 14
Cabo Verde 2009 LMl AFR Manufacturing 22.8% 20.3% 1.3% 19,15 4.4% 18.8%
Cabo Verde 2009 LMI AFR Services 771.2% 5.5% 1.7% 80,9% 5.9% 81.2%
Cameraon 2008 [} AFR Al 100.0% 21.3% 6% 100.0% 45% 100.0%
Cameroan 2009 LMl AFR Manufacturing AB1% 19.1% 20% 36,55 5.6% B0.2%
(Camercon 2009 LM AFR Other Services 41.1% 27.2% RN 527.06%) 2.9% 26.7%
Cameroon 2009 LMl AFR Retail 10.9% 13.6% 1,5% 58| 5.6% 13.1%
Camercon 2016 [T} AFR Al 100.0% 17.0% 1.8% 100.0% 6.5% 100.0% 347)
Cameroon 2016 LMl AFR Manufacturing 50.4% 143% 20% 56,85, 6.7% 52.2%
Cameroon 2016 LMl AFR Cther Services IB.5% 17.1% 1.3% 29,4%] 4,5% 26.9%
Cameroon 2016 LWl AFR Retall 1L0% 2L6% 2.3% 1355 12.9% 20.9%
Central African Republic 2011 U AFR Al 100.0% 5.5% 1.0% 100.0% 7.6 100.0% 136}
Central African Republic 2011 1 AFR Manu facturing 37.5% 5.2% 1.6% 651,3%] 2.5% 13.1%
Central African Republic 2011 1 AFR Services 62.5% 5.9% 0.6% 38, 7% 10.8% 86,9%
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[ched 2008 AR Al T00.0% 1% 5.0% T% 100,04 00% 100.0% 1a3)
had 2009 AfR Mﬂ“l[ﬂflllil’s 13.4% P 176% 2.4% A0.58) 52% 11.2%
had 2009 AFR_ Services T66% 12.0% 7.2% L0% 59,15 11.9% 88.8%
|Congo, Dem. Rep. 2006 u AFR Al 100.0% 10.9% 11.7% 1.4% 100.0%| S.4% 100.0% 333
ango, Dem. Rep. 3006 AR Food 206% 10.7% 106% 23% 331% #4% 18.6%
ango, Dem. Rep, 2006 AFR Garments 1.9% 4.2% 01% L5% 2.1%4 2.7% 6%
ango, Dem. Rep, 2006 AFR Oeher Manufacturif 16.7% 10.1% 154% L6% 29.1%) Be%N 24.6%
ango, Dem. Kep. 2006 AFH Other Services 27.0% 13.0% 151% L% 267 116% 32.4%
oango, Dem. Rep. 2006 AFR e tail 13.8% 10,05 6.5% 0.6% 9434 DA% 23.9%
[Congo, Dem. Reg. 2010 ] AFR Al 100.0% 15.0% 5% 7% 100.0% 103% 100.0%
{conge, Dem. Rep. 2010 AR Manufachiing w0.a% 6.0% 23% 3% 33| 2.9% 11.5%
anga, Dem. Rep, 2000 AFR xher Servires A18% T R% J94% 46% AT 2% Rib%
ango, Dem. Fep. 2010 AFR__ Remall 17.8% 5.9% 200% 3.4% 18.3%| 2.5% a5
|conge, Dem. Rep. 2013 u AFR Al 100.0% B 11.6% 2.7% 100.0%) 6% 100.0% 08|
ango, Dem. Rep. 2013 u AR Manufachring 91% 7.4% 104% L6% 1863 5% 35.7%
ango, Dem. Rep. 2013 u AFR Other Services 0% 83% 162% 3% 53.2% 5.0% 27.8%
ango, Dem_fep. 3013 u AFR__ Renail 158% 10.9% 7.9% 6% 187 93% 36.55%
[Corgo, Rep. 2000 ol AFR Al 100.0% 10.9% 1aA% 4% 100.0% 5% 100.0% 1
ango, Rep. 2009 i AR Maqufachiing 8% 118% 1n% L4% 17.0% 10.0% 18.7%
o 2009 u ATH_ services 2% w.7% 19.9% L% §30% 93% #13%
lvoire 2000 ] AR NI 100.0% 1.7% 6.0% 23% 100.0% 12.0% 100.0% 7
[cate Eoire 2009 T AR Manubichring 430% 12.6% 103% 3.4% 1.7 92% 37.0%
Bte Ehvoire 2009 T AFR Other Services 46.0% 15.3% 5.6% L% 1654 143% 6.2%
Bte Ehvire 2009 i AFR__ Renail 1.0% 2.9% a9 2.7% 1.8 2% 16.8%
[cote veire 2016 ] AR Al 100.0% 0% 16.0% 7.3% 100.0% 6.6% 100.0% 313
ate hvoire 2016 T AR Manufachiing 464% 7.1% 9% 22% 2505 1.9% 3.9%
Ate Fivoire 2016 i AR (her Services . 7% 11.5% 14.7% 1% 5%, 00| 3% 51.01%
o AFR__ Rensil 169% 80% 139% 2.3% 20.0% 51% 12.45%
] WNA AT 100.0% 113% T8% T5% 100.0%) (3 100.0% 22 |
(100 MNA M.‘l“l[.‘lflllil’s 12.7% 12.00% T L% 10,008 10.9% 15.0%
i MNA  Cahor Sevices Taa% 1.8% B 0.5% 23 8% 1% 25.6%
|ilull|i 203 LMl MNA e tail 12.9% 7.5% 4.4% 7.9% Bl %) 0.4% 0, 5%
[Epypt, Arak Rap. 2003 Lm MMA Al 100.0% 7.0 5.7% TN 100.0% | 3.8% 100.0% 2752
Eqvot, Arab Rep, 2013 ™ MNA  Chemscals & Chemi 39% 16.7% 21% 1L6% 1.7 151% 13.3%
Egypt, Arab Rep, 2013 [10]]) MNA Construction 345 4.8% 30.0% 3.4% Ed 1.4% 1.2%
Eqvot, Arab Rap. 2013 [t MHA  Fabricated Metal P 21% 21% 523% 7.2% 5.3%) 51% 1%
fs“]l.AllLl Rep, 003 (10]]) MNA Food 14.7% 5.4% 29.0% 3.0% 14.1% 2.4% 9.5%
Faynt, Arah Rep, ms3 il MNA Famiture 558 4.2% 42 A% 5% a9 534 A11% -16%
{Fh=110 Arab Rep, 2015 i MNA Garments 9.4% a4.1% 126% 2.4% b 1./% 1u%
Egypt, Arab Rop. 2013 i MNA Hatols & Restauran 131% 14.9% 141% L.0% 265 13.9% 42.2%
Eqvat, Arab Hap. 2013 i MHA 18 11 Services 0% 5% 333% 2.3% .0 36% 0%
Egypt, Arab Rep, 2013 i MNA Leather Products 1.1% 1.7% G14% 17.7% 85 1605 G 4%
Egvat, Arab Rap. 2013 [t MHA  Hon-Metalic Mine a1% 4.5% 158% 5% a7 10% 12%
Egvat, Aal Fop, 2013 w MHA  Culer Manufacturi] 12.2% 7.0% 159% 245% 9.1%) 6% 14.5%
Egypt, Arab Rep, 2013 i MNA P\emllna& Publishing 0% AR% 199% EN LY 093 16% 0.4%
Egvat, Arab Hap. 2013 w MHA  Rerall 6.3% 10.4% 1La% L% 5%} 13.0% 19.1%
Egvet, Arab Rap. 2013 w MHA  Rabber & Plastics P 26% 5.5% 120% 3% Lo} 1% 22%
Eqvort, Arab Rap. 2013 [ MHA  Services of Motor 08% 3.0% 201% 2.5% 0.6%) 07% 0.1%
Egvet, Arab Rep, 2013 i MHA  Testiles 7% 38% 01% 52% 12.7%| 1.4% 28%
Favat, Arab Rap, 2013 T MNA Transport, Storage, 0% 32% 06% 3% a7 0.0% 01%
Egvat, Avab Rap, 2013 w MHA  Wholesale 33% 2.6% 186% 2.6% 2.6%) 7.0% 5.8%
Eavot, Arab Rap. 2013 [ MHA _ Wood Products 17% 7.3% 457% 5.5 333 1a% 0.6%
[Ezvot, Arab Rep. 2016 il WA Al 100.0% % 5% 2.0% 100.0% o1% 100.0% 1714]
Egvot, Arab Rep. 2016 i MHA  Basic Metals & Me a7 3.3% 2.4% 5% 5.5} 12% 70.8%
Eqvot, Arab Rep, 2016 T MHA  Chemicals & Chemi 7.4% 1.9% 7% 33% 6.1%) 1.4% 126.4%
Egyet, Arab Rep. 2016 [LL]) MHA Construction 18% 5.9% 23.8% 2.3% [eR:E 3.7% 6B.0%
Favat, Arab Rep, 2016 " MHA 15.2% 51% 55% 7.3% 1015 27% 252.3%
YR, Aras Rep. 2006 [T0] MHA  Hospitality & Tousi A% 19.5% 23% 4.9%] 2% 1.8% 1.5 0.5% 50,9%
Ml.mﬂlmr\ JmMe i MHA M & ITSenvices 0.7% 523 753 1.r%4 a3 n.4% 0%y T1% sT.0%
EYPL, Ardy Fep. 2006 Lo MHA Leather Products 0,7% 1b.3% 2.9% 0.5%] TR a4.8% [ER- 1.9% 16,0%
BVPY, Arah Rep. 2016 [T0] MMA  Machinory & Equip 68 26.6% 5.8% 61%) 161% 2.2% 2.4%] 3.5% 189,75
Fvpt, Arab Rep. 2016 [ MHA  Non-Metallic Mine 7.1% 35.3% 6.5% 10.5%) 321% 16% 2.7% 29% 397.8%
BYPY, Arah PFep. 2006 LA MHA Petraleum mdlfk 2.6% 33.2% 2.5% 1.7% 24.7% 2.4% 2.3%) 0.9% 30.1%
gvpt, Arab Rep. 2016 " MMA  Servicesof Mator 12.2% 35.45% 53% 26% 17.0% 4% 15.1% 09% 194,0%
gy, Arads Rep. 2016 i MHA  Testles & Garment 200% L% 2.6% FERTY 31a% 19% 9.5% 0% 1713%
EYP, Arab Rep. 2016 (] MMA  Transport, Storage, 5.1% 10.8% 3
MMA__ Wood product 8% 36.25%
u R 100.0% 17| 10.0%
u AR Mamufacturing 53.3% 2534
u AR Services 26.7% 14.6%
u AFR Al 100,00 620 ROLO%
u AR Mamufaciuring 239% 0.7%
u AR Senvices 6.1% 80.9%
1] MR Al 100.0% B 53.0%
u AR Tood 10.7% 46.7H
u AR Non Metalic Mine 2.1% 80.3%
u AFR Other Manufacuri 147% 60.0%
u AR Othar Services 515% 67.7% X .
u AFE Retal 6I% 34.3% B0 LhE Y 2.8% 10.5%| 5.1% 4.48%
u AR Textles & Garment 2% 7325 63% 1% 6% ©.65) 27% Lo%
u AFR__ Tranwort 10.4% BT.0% 11.8% 9.0% 09% 4. 10.9% 13.4%
unl R Al 100.0% 16q] 67.7% 12.0% 10.6% a7% 100.0%] 7% 100.0% 137
umi AFR Mamfacturing 20.4% R 5 7% 119% 11% o 7%} a5% 25.0%
umi AFE Service s GO6% Gb 4% 16.4% 10.0% 7.1% 90.3%| 92% T50%
u [T 100.0% 17| A 1% 126% 22% 100.0%] o 100.0% 163
iambia 2006 u AHU food 10.7% 100.0% 18.2% 0o 0.0% 0.0% 1825 15.5%
faambia 2006 u AlR Garments 0.8% 100.0% 18.2% 0.0% 0.0% 003 182% 11%
{Gambia 2006 u AR Other Manufacturit 151% 3% 11.6% P 0.9% 6.0} 10.7% 141%
faambia 2006 u AFE Other Services S4.9% T2.4% 14.3% 166% 3.5% BE.1%) 10.8% 50.1%
Sambia 2006 L1 AR Hetal 1R 5% 7398 134% 6% 1.0% 7.9% 12.4% 19.7%
fahana 2007 u AFH Al 100,08 aE. LN L.t 3 23.4% 35% 100,07 Ars 100,03 Bl
shana 2007 u AFR food 10.4% B3.2% 11.6% 185% 1.5% 3.8% 10.1% 28.4%
fihana 2007 u A Garments 180% 75,95 111% 1% 3.2% 15,69 1% 20.7%
hana 2007 u AFR Other Manufacturin GA1M 54T 4.4% Ma¥ 4.0% T7.4%| 0% 0%
hana 2007 u AR Other Services 1% 79.5% 13.7% 6% 8% 0.5% 12.9% 1415
itvana 2007 u AFE R Ll 5.4% GEE% 12.7% 9,9% 2.4% 2.3% 10.3% 9.8%
\Ghana 2013 s AFR Al 100,00 710 S26% o 1B.2% 2.8% 100.0% T 100.0% 566
fahana 2013 ™ AFR Basic Metals/Fabrle 1r8% S0.8% 5% 19.5% 20% 10.6% 3% Ba%
fahana 2012 (LA AlR Chemicals, Plastics 233% 62.2% T8 4.2% 0.2% 2.0% i, 3 24.3%
fahana 2013 o AR food 120% 6L3% 15.8% 251% 16% 6.6%) 224 e
lahana 2013 o AFR Other Manufacturi 172.3% 50.6% 80% 2% 2% 50.0% 08% 20%
ahana 23 i AFR (ther Services 251% 530 9T 154% 22% PR Tax 257%
hana 2013 ™ AFR_ el 9.5% 6.9% 7.7% 188% 2a% 5.2%| 5.3% 0%
Eurnnzms 1] [T 100.0% 218 B2 T61% 3 07% 100.0%] 15.4% 100.0% EY
Guinea 2006 u AR food 9.0% 79.2% 14.4% 82% 0.8% 1015 13,64 21%
(Guinea 2006 u AR Garments 15.4% BT 5.9% a0% 0.3% 7.6% 15.5% 5.5%
uinea 2006 u AR Other Manufac a95% 80.9% 14.7% 12.5% 0.7% 53.0% 14.0% a5.8%
Guiinea 2006 u AR Other Servioes 127% 84.2% 21.6% 5.2% 0.3% 4% 2L.a% 16.5%
fGuinea 2006 u AR Retal 135% 5.5 17.7% 56% 12% 21.7% 16.4% 14.0%
[ R Al 100.0% 1a 5.7
u AR Mamfacturing 10.7% S7.6% 17.2% EEN 0.4% 1.43) 16.9% 255
u AFR_ Services 89.3% 66.2% 13.9% 5.6% 1.7% 98,65 12.3% 91.5%
u R Al 100.0% T G0.% 11.0% 17.7% a7% 100.0%] 73 100.04 1
u AFR Food 7.9% 22.2% 12% aax 6% 17.5% £.4% 91%




sinea-Bi s 206 u AP Gaments 11% 100.0% 45.2% 31% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4r% 45.0% 50%
Sainea-fissan AM6 u AFE Other Manufactuil % 62.9% 1.7% 201% 22.9% 200 26% 21% I6R%
Suines-Bissaou 2006 u AFE Othver Services 35.3% H5.8% 7.5% 25.8%| 19.2% 6,5% 59.%| 0E 47%
winea-issan 206 u AFR Petail 30.5% £9.8% 17.8% S00% 11.3% 18% 13.2% 16.0% 72.8%
dan 2013 umi MNA Al 100.0% B Sa7% 555 mnml 13.6% 17% unml 8% 100.0% 551
dan 2013 umi MHA  Food 101% 46.1% 5.0% 92% 103% 0.4% 26% 4.5% 121%
bodan 2013 umi MHA  Garments 161% 36.0% 7.2% 1% 11.3% 0.3% 30% 6.5% 292%
bordan 2013 umi MHA Other Manufacturii 20.0% 60,95 52% 36, 5% 17.4% 1,58 34,65 37 37.3%
bordan 2013 umi MHA  Other Services A% 59.4% 4.9% 6.7% 15.2% 3.4% 59.3% 1.6% 121%
locdan 2013 umi MHA_ Retail 5.25% 37.2% 7.0% 5% 255 0.1% 0.5% B.E% 9%
feenva 2007 U AR Al 100.7% | 70T 7% 100.0%| 8.7 1.5% uxmul 5.0 100.0% 574
Kenya 2007 u AP Food 133% B2.0% 7.1% 151% 10.7% 4.2% 33.9% 3.4% BI%
Kerya 2007 u AP Garments 7.5% £2.8% 5.2% 57% 663 0.2% 0.9% 5.0% 73%
enya 2007 u AFR Other Manufactuni] 28.9% 75.0% 7.6% 3L.5% 16.9% 2.0% 30.0% 5.6% 30.6%
Kerya 2007 u AFR Other Services 3575% 76.6% 21% 32.6% 10.0% 1.1% 17.4% 7.0% 376%
Koy 2007 u AlR Petail 14.6% B2.7H 8.5% 15.1%] ¥ 1.9% 13.7%] 663 156%
frenya zois U AR Al 100.0% 767| 6.0% 100.0%| 16.5% A% 100.0%| 7% 100.0% 77
Kerya 2013 1] AFR Chemicals, Plastics 6.1% B.0% 7.3%) 14.9% 1.1% 2.4%) 0% 10.4%
Kernya 2013 u AP Food 213% 48% 16.7% 209% 1.7% 15.5% 3.0% 17.4%
Kenya 2013 u AFE Other Manufacturil 278% 83% 39.9% 208% 22% 2895 B.E% 496%
lenya 2013 u AFR Other Services 035 2.0% 20.6% 15.3% 2.4% 10.8% L7% 14.0%
Kenya 2015 u AFE el 9.3 4.4% 69| 18.5% 5.4% 21.7%) 1.0% 2. 7%
Kerya 2013 u AFR_ Textiles & Garment 5.8% 7.2% 11.2%
fLesatho 2000 wi AFR Al 100.0% 144 12.5% 100.0% 131
Lesotta 2009 [ AR Manufacturing S7.0% 17.4% 17.0%
Lesotha 2009 L AFE_ Services 430% 5.5% 230%
esatha 2016 [ AR Al 100.7% 147| 5% 100.0% 30|
Lesotha 2016 [t] AP Manufacturing 75.45% L9% 46.3%
Lesotha 2006 [T AFR_ Serdces 20.6% 5.5% 53.7%
JLiberia 2009 u AFR Al 100.7% 147 5.9% 100.0% 140y
liberia 2009 u AFR Moo facturing BI% 11.4% 67.3%
Liberia 2009 u AlR Services 71.3% 15.2% 167.3%
iberia zo17 AR Al 100.7% 150 16.5% 100.0% e |
liberia 2007 AFR W Facturing. #0.0% 23.0% 473%
Liberia 2017 AFR_ Services G005 16.2% 52.7%
h.dqu:r 008 U AR Al 100.0% aad| 5.5% 100.0% 20
Madagascar 2009 u AFR Food 305 T.1% 38%
Madaga s u AFE Gamenls a0.5% 9.5% 60.2%
Madasc u AFR Manu facturing 0.3% 0.0% 00%
Madaga scar 2009 u AR Other Manufacturii 20.7% 3.9% 14.5%
Madaga scar 2009 u AFE Other Services 26.9% 3% 14.6%
Macdaga scar 2009 u AFR BE% 43% T0%
ndagascar 2013 [} AR 100.0% 511] 61% 100.0% a7el
Madagascar 2013 u AFR 15.9% 81% 203%
Madagascas 2013 u AFR Hospitality & Teusi 5.7% 7.3% 69%
Mg 2013 u AFR Mining Felated May 9% 27.6% 59.4%
Madagascar 2013 u AFR Other Manufacturir] 136% 19.5% 333%
Madagascar 2013 u AR Other Services 15.5% 19.2% 6935
u AFR Textiles 295% 11.3% 69.4%
u AR Al 100.0% 148 9.9% 100.0% 133
u AFR Manu facturing 5335 10.5% 53.2%
u AFR_ Services 46.75% 9.4% 46.8%
U AR M 100.7% ass| 2.0% 100.0% CE |
u AFE M Fscturing 44.0% 1.6% 6.0%
u AFE Other Services 9% 4.0% 57%
u AlR Re tail 151% 1.5% 11.8%
U AR Al 100.7% 78| 9.6% 100.0% a7
Wiak 2007 u AR Food 26.0% B5.8% 16.0% 19.8%
Mal 2007 1) AFR Garments 155% Ly A 121% 1R 9%
Mall 2007 L AFR st of Universe ari1% LTR- 553% 276%
Mak 2007 1] AR Retad & 1T 114% £8.3% 11.9% 13.7%
Mall 2010 u NR A 100.0% El A5.0% e 100.0% EY
Mak 2010 u AR Manafachiring AnEn AL0% 11% 16.0%
Mak 2010 u PR Other Serviees aa5% 5.6% B4.0%
Mal 2010 L AFR Retad 0.0% 0.0% 0s
Miall 2016 ] AR Al 1 393% 2% 100.0% 171
paak 2016 u AFR Manafacturing 37.7% 49.5% 5,3% 42.0%
Mal 2016 u AFR sendces 62.35% 34.9% 5.1% 58.0%
M auritania 2006 u AFR Al 100.0% 234 TEON 101% 1000 et
Mauritania 2006 u AR Food 2045 59.5% 10.3% 27.0%
Mauritania 2006 u AR Garments Los 100.0% 11.9% 12%
Mauritania 2006 u AFR Other Manufacturis 27.0% 70.5% 6.3% 181%
Mauritania 2006 L AFR Other Services 33.2% BA NS 12.0% LN
[Mawritania 2006 u AFR_ Retad 9.4% 749% 14.4% 13.0%
Mauritania 20014 ol AFR Al 100.0% 146 570 E:5- 3 100.0% 136
Mauritania 2014 LM AR Manafacturing 1% 35.3% 6.0% 35.9%
itania 2014 LM AFR Senices 53.9% 67.1% 10.7% 6i1.1%
Mauritius 2008 i AR Al 100.0% 394 35.4% 1% 100.0% E |
Mauritius 2009 umi AR Food 14.7% 49.5% 7.6% 0%
Mauritius 2009 umi AR Garments L1% BL0% 28.3% 23%
Mauritius 2009 umi AFR Other Manufacturis 47.5% 32 8% 9,9% 40.1%
Mauritius 2009 umi AFR Other Services 23.3% SLA% 223% 3B8%
[Mawritius 2009 umi AFR 12.9% B.8% S8%
Morocca 2003 ] MNA 100.0% 3 5674 B 100.0% EZ |
[Morooco 2013 Lw MNA 22.0% Bh. 21.2% 51.8%
Maracco 2013 LM MNA  Garments 10.5% 53.9% 4.3% 63%
Maraceo 2013 LM MNA  Other Manufacturit TB2% 58.0% 5.7% 18.6%
Morocco 2013 LM MNA  Other Services 35.4% 55.4% 3.7% 17.6%
[Moroceo 2013 1] MNA_ Retad 3.0% 55.3% 9.6% 47%
Mozambique 2007 u AFR Al 100.0% 475 BADN a8 100.0% 472
Mosambicue 2007 u AR Food 2.0% b2E% 14,0% 291%
(Mozambicue 2007 L AFR Fumiture T AR TN 6,65 S4%
Mouambigue 2007 u AP Gaiments 3.5% 68.1% 9.2% 33%
Mozmbioue 2007 u AR BestofUniverse An6% 70.3% 9.3% A7E%
Mosmbigue 2007 u AR Red 17.3% 7LE% 7.9% 14.4%
Namibia 2006 ) AR Al 100.0% 373 69.9% 12.0% 100.0% ET
Hamibia 2005 ] AR Food 1% 82.7% 15.4% 139%
[Nammibia 2006 Ln AFR Ganments 0.3% 100.0% 58.9% 0%%
Hamibia 2006 LM AFR Other Manufacturis 7.8% 76.4% 8.4% 55%
[Namibia 2006 La AFR Other Sorvices IR6% LLR L3 12.1% A40.0%
Hamibia 2006 LM AP Retad A 69.2% 11.5% 39.7%
Namibia 24 s AFR Al 100.0% 557 ELE) 50U 1000 542
umi AFR Menafactiring 2.7% 37.9% 1.3% 53%
umi AFR Other Services 50.3% 5.1% 44.9%
umi AR Retd 27.4% 12.7% 19.8%
u BAFR Al 100.0% 106 100.0% 139
u AFR Manafachiing 2.5% 12.6% I77%
Ll AFR Services GF.5% 9,6% 62.3%
AR Al 100.0% 0.5% 100.0% 129
AFR Mans facturing 9.8% 3.7 ATH
AFR_ sendces 9M0.25% 10.4% 95.3%
u AR Al 100.0% 2% 100.0% 1
u AR Food 18.1% 8.9% 20.0%
u AFR Garments 4.5% £.8% 49%




Wigeria 2007 i AFE Dther MansBactisri 34.3% H2.1%
Migeria 2007 1] AFR Other Services FTRE 793
[Migeria 2007 Ll AFR 152% B7.0%
[ AR 100.0% 5 SE.2%
Higeria 2014 LM AFR 33% ALK
Higeria 2014 LAl AFR B
Higeria 2014 LM AFR 195
Nigeria 2014 (851 AFR Garments 4.4%
Higeria 2014 L AFE Haotels & Restaan 14.4%
Migeria 2014 Lh AFR Mana facturing Pand 605
Higeria 2014 LI AFR Mon-Metallc Mine 2.5%
Migeria 2014 (151 AFR Other Marsfacturin SR
Higeria 2014 LM AP Dther Services 16%
Higeria 2014 LM AFR Other Services Pan 3.3%
Wigeria 2014 LM AFR Printing & Publishin 205
Nigeria 2014 Lhu AFR el 13.56%
Higeria 7014 1 AFR Renad Panel 1.7%
Nigeria 2014 (851 AFR Services of Motor 16.3%
Higeria 2014 LM AFR Transport A%
Migeria 2014 LK AFR Whole sale AR
Fwanda 2006 u AR Al 100.07%
[Reanda 2006 u AFR Food 34.0%
Riwvanda 2006 u AR Gaments 0.4%
Rivanda 2006 u AFR Other Man 05%
Riwvanda 2006 u AFR Othar Services 219%
[Rvanda 2006 Ll AFR e tail 4.2%
Rwanda 2011 u AR Al 100.0%
Rwanda 2011 L AFR Mana facturing 34.7%
Rwanda 2011 1] AFR_ Services 65,35
Senegal 2007 u MR A 100.0%
Senegal 2007 u AFR - Chemicals & Chemil B.6%
Senegal 2007 u AFR d Metal P a41%
Senegal 2007 L AlR Food 21.5%
senegal 2007 u AR Garments 21%
Senegal 2007 L AFR ot of Univers a0.0%
Senegal 2007 u PR Retsl 236%
Senegal 2014 ] AR Al 100.7%
Senegal 2014 LM AR Food 126%
Senegal 2014 LI AFR Other Mansfactuni 16.7%
Senegal 2014 [ AFR Dther Services 5555 546K
Senegal 2014 Lhu AFR il TAa% 61.8%
enenal 2014 LI AFR__ Tourisn 7.9 35.5%
Sierra Leone 2000 u AFR Al 100.0% 1499 A0EN
Sier7a Leane 2009 u PR Manafacturing 18.3% BE.9%
[Sierra L eane 2006 1 AFR Services R1.7% A5 4%
Sierra Leone 2017 AR Al 100.0% 157 BLI%
Sierra Leane 2017 AFR Manafactuting 353% 7R.0%
Sierra Leane 2017 AP Services 6A.75% 27.1%
South Africa 2007 uM BFR Al 100.0% 924 TE.9%
Sauth Akica 2007 un AFR Manafactuting B66% a0.8%
South Africa 2007 Ui AFR Pest of Universe T2% a81.5%
|south Africa 2007 umi AFR_ etall 6.2% 7365
South Sudan 2004 u AFR Al 100.0% 717 TE.5%
Sauth Sudan 2014 u PR Manafacisring 1L5% 75.9%
Sauth Sudan 2014 u AFR Dther Services GLI% 75.9%
Suth Sudan 2014 L AP Retsidl 27.2% 748%
Sudan 2014 ™I AR Al 100.0% 656] 2474
Sudan 2014 e AFR Manu facturing 19.7% 31.0%
Sudan 2014 1] AFR Other Senvices 38% 2365
[Suclan 2014 (10 ] AFR Hotal 198% EXE Y
Sucdan 2014 177 AFR Senices 0.0% 0.0%
Sudan 2014 M AFR_ Whobesale 36.6% 19.5%
Swaziland 2006 ] AR A 100.0% EEE | 78T
Swariland 2006 ine AFR Food 126% 62.7%
iland 2006 1T AFR Garments 6T% 93.2%
Swaziland 2006 L1 AFR Other Manu facturin 126% T0.3%
Sovaziland 2006 1% AFR Other Senvces 130% BiT%
Sovasiland 2006 M AFR_ Retail 152% 76.5%
Swaziland 2016 [ AFR Al 100.0% 1as| 53.1%
Sowailand 2016 1] AFR Manufacturing 26.0% 59.6%
Sowailand 2016 17 AFR_ Senices 540% S18%
[Tanzania 2008 u AFR Al 100,05 413 TS.8%
Tanzania 2006 u AFR Food 2E% T30
Tanzania 2006 u AR Garments 7.0% To.8% 3 5 £ 3
Tanzania 2006 u AFR Other Manufacturii 37.5% 59.3% B1% 29.5%) 10.0% L3% 338% 6.8% 28.8%
Tanzania 2006 u AFR Othes Services 367% 72T 11.0% 3813 12.2% 2.3% 56.4% 7% 35.2%
Tanzania 2006 u AFR__ Retail 106% B6.5% 17.6% 16.4%] 7.50% 7% 1.&1 16.9% 18.3%
[Tanzania 2003 ] AR Al 100.0% 710 A7.7% 7.5% 100.0%) 8.1% 1% 100.0%) ] 100.0% EH |
Tanzania 2013 u AFR Food 156% A16% 38K pEE 135% 0.3% 50% 3.4% ERN
Tanzania 2013 u AFR Furniture 8.4% 55.7% BN Ak 4.1% 1.0% 6.6%) 7.9% &
Tanzania 2013 u AFR Other Manufacturit 4% 58.9% 6.6% 20.5%) 118% L0% 09% 5.6% 20.5%
Tanzania 2013 u AFR Other Services 31.8% 44.65 9.6% 4093 BI3% 0.7% 21.2%) 2.9% 44.2%
Tanzanda 2013 u AFR Retall 15.0% A5.7% 7.6% 15.9%) 1L7% 2.9% 42.4% 47% 11.5%
Tanzania 2013 u AFR_ Textiles & Garment] 7.7% 45,05 7.6% 613 5.3% 0.7% 3.95) 5.9% 64%
ITogo 2008 u AFR Al 100.0% 153 56.4% 12.6% 100.0%) 184% 3.5% 100.0%) BTH 10G.0% 145
Togo 2009 u AFR Manufacturing 257% 40.2% 6.7% 14.8%) 25.2% 3.2% 22.3% 3.6% 11.4%
Tagn 2005 L1 AFR Senices TA3% Al 7% 14.9% RS 1Y 12.4% A% 17T 10, 7% RR 6%
{Togo 2018 u AFR Al 100,05 143 45,00 BT 100, 0% 12.3% A4.4% 100u0r% | aAxe 10005 142
Togo 2016 u AR Manufacturing 516% 9% 6.9% a1.3%) 101% L7% 19.7% 52% 53.2%
Togo 2016 u AFR_ Senices 424% 15.95% 10.6% 58.7%) 13.0% 7.3% 20.3% 3.3% 36.8%
Tunisia 2013 Ul MHA Al 100.0% EEE | 36.3% 5.5% 100.0%) WRER % 100.0%) 6% 106.0% E
Tunisia 2013 UMI MNA  Food 6.7% 33.5% 10.1% 11.7%) 254% 0.9% 2.0%) 2.2% 22.2%
Turnisia 2013 UM MNA Garments 19.0% 36.8% 4.3% 1643 15.4% 41% 30,35 0.2% 1.3%
Tunisia 2013 UMI MNA  Other Manulacturid 386% 40.25% 7.2% 5213 IBA% 2.4% 33.4% 4.8% 72.4%
Tunisia 2013 umMi MNA Other Services 327% 3443% 2.9% 16 2% FANILY 2.5% 16 95 0.4% ATH
Turisia 2013 UMI MNA e tail 3.0% AT 5.8% 6% J81% 6.3% 7.4%] 0, 5% 0.6%
Uzanda 2006 u AR Al 100.0% 558 5B.5% B0 100.0%) 13.5% 0% 100.0%) B3 106.0% EX
Uganda 2006 u AFR Food 17.9% 75.8% 10.4% 20.6%) 1245% L7% 146% 27% 22.3%
Uganda 2006 u AFR Garments 14% 50.9% 16.3% 23%) 36,6% 0.6% 0.4%) 15.6% 29%
Uganda 2006 u AFR Other 291% 7305 7.6% 25.9%) 114% 1.8% 57.1% 3.8% 16.7%
Uganda 2006 u AR Other Services 383% [ 9.0% ETRES 156% 1.1% 19.3%) 2.0% 43.0%
Uganda 2006 u AFR Retail 133% B6.1% 9.3% 1275 12.7% 1.3% 87%) 7.9% 15.2%
Liganda 2m3 u AFR Al 1000 729 A2.5% 7.7 100, 0% 19.8% 3.0% 1000 ER. 3 1DOOE 665
Uganda 2013 u AP Food 15.3% 10.9% 2.8% 45 26,6% 5.9% 17.3% EELY -10.8%
Uganda 2013 u AFR - Other Manufacturit 34% 39.5% 12.7% a0.6%) 12.0% L5% 9.1%) 10.2% 78.5%
Uganda 2013 u AFR Other Services 37.5% 27% 6.2% 32.3%) 17.1% 3.5% 34.8% 7% 31.5%
Uganda 2013 u AFR Retall 206% 35.0% 6.3% 20.1%) 231% 5.9% 36.0% 0.4% 2%
|uzanda 2013 u AFR_ Tewtiles & Garment] 22% 16.2% 1.3% 0.5%| 50.9% 43% 2a%) 2.9% 2.4%
'West Bank and Gaza 2013 v MNA Al 100.0% 427 61.6% 13.0% 100, 0% 11.9% 2.4% 10000%%:| 10T 1000 207
Wedt Bank and Gaza 2013 1 MNA  Manufacturing 543% 57.4% 13.0% 54,75 141% 3.0% 69.9% 10,0% 51.3%
Wedt Bank and Gaza 2013 [10] MNA  Other Services 321% T0.0% 12.3% 29.8%) 10.5% 1.5% 206% 10.8% 31.9%
We st Bank and Gaza 2013 17 MNA_ Retail 137% 58.6% 15.0% 15.5%) BE% L7% 9.5%) 13.3% 16.8%
Yemen, Rep. 2010 ] MHA Al 100.0% a5 A0T% 6.5 100.0%) 33% 2.6% 100.0%) a5 106.0% 239
vemen, Rep. 2010 107 MNA  Fabeicated Metal P 7% 6515 5.7% 600 143% 15% 4z 4% 1%
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‘Yemen, Rep. 2010 (L0 MHA Food 134% 44.6% 4.0% B.4%| 20.4% 2.6% 14.1%| Lakx 49%
Yemen, Rep, 2010 (0] MNA  Carments 2.5% 56,89 11.5% 1.7%| 6% 1.6% 1.3%) 9.9% 2%
‘Yemen, Rep. 2010 (L0 MHA Hon-Metallic Mine 4.8% 60.0% 9.7% 5.6%| 16.4% 1% 2.8% 1.9% A%
Yemen, , Rep, 2000 i MNA Other Manw Facturir] 142% 38.9% 6.3% 13.3%| 7% 3.5% 19.5%| 2.8% 9.5%
Yemen, , Rep, 2000 (L0 MNA Other Service s 49.3% 32.3% 7.2% 53.8%| 1B7% 2.9% 56.8%| 4.3% 52.0%
Yemen, Rep. 2010 LMl MHA Retail 8.7% 56.7% 10.5% 9.2%| 6.3% 0.5% 1.2%) 10.0% 14.1%
Yemnen, Rep. 2003 LM MNA Al 100.0% | 28.9% 2% 100,00 44.1% 5.4% 100,07 22 -100.0% 34
‘Yemen, Rep. 2013 (L1 MHA Manufacturing 3a3% 23.1% 3.9% 7. 4% 45.0% 5.9% 42.4%) -2.0% -35.2%
Yemen, Rep. 2013 (L0 MHA Other Services 39.9% 121% 19% 24.3%| S6.8% 5.5% 41.1%| -3.6% -65.5%
Yemen, Rep. 2013 LM MHA Retail 20.8% 67, 7% 4.4% 28, 3% 19.7% 4.3% 16.5%| 0.1% 0.7%
Zambia 2007 u AFR Al 100.0% ag1| 62.1% 7.3% 100. 0% 15.9% 3.3% 100.0% 4.0 100.0% 476
Zambia 2007 u AFR Fabricated Metal i 11% 78,00 6.3% 2.6%| 13.3% 2.0% 1.9%) 4.2% L%
Zambia 2007 u AFR Food 8.8% 77.4% 12.8% 13.6%| 12.0% 1.5% 3.5%) 11.3% 21.7%
Zambia 2007 u AFR Carments 12% To.08% 16.5% 2.3%| 10.9% 1.5% 0.5% 15.0% iM%
Zambia 2007 u AFR Printing & Publishir 2.4% 68.4% 8.8% 2.8%| 236% 3.8% 2.7% 5.0% 29%
Zambia 2007 u AFR Rest of Universe TiA% 67.7% 59% B0..2%| 19.7% 3.9% BE.1%| 2.0% 37.6%
Fambia 2007 u AFR Rotail 1238 65,75 12.2% 12,6%] 11.1% 1.0% 3.4%) 11.3% 30.9%
Zambia 2013 LM AFR Al 100.0% 706 £ &% 100. %) 21.6% 4.27% 100.0% 3% 100.0% 635
Zambia 2013 M AFR Basic Metals/Fabric 5.4% 46,4% 13.2% 10, 1% 12.9% 11% 1.3%) 12.1% 26.1%
Zambia 2013 M AFR Food 9.8% 39.3% 8.8% 13.1%| 2152% 4.0% 9.2% 4.8% 20.1%
Zambia 2013 M AFR Other Manw facturin] 159% 45.4% 4.5% 11.3%] 191% 4.2% 16.5%| 0.3% 19%
Zambia 2013 (LA AFR Other Service s A7.5% 36.3% 5.5% 39.8% 183% 2.1% 24.1%| 3% 6BAN
Zambia 2013 (L0 AFR R tail 19.0% 36.3% 71% 22.1% 183% 9.8% 46.59%| -2.6% -3.0%
Zambia 2013 LM AR Textiles & Garment) 2.4% 46.6% 10.2% 3.b%| 15.9% 36% 2.0% b.B% bb%
Zimbabwe 2011 u AFR Al 100.0% 596 Z8.6% 5.49% 100,05 56.1% 14.4% 100.0% “B.0% -100.0% 550
Zimbabwe 2011 u AFR Food 16.6% 29.2% 4.5% 13.3%| 631% 1540 16.8%) -10.5% -18.9%
i 2011 u AFR Other Manu Factisrid 3679 2005 51% 3,6%] 65,2% 14.1% 35.6%) B9% -26.3%
i 2011 u AFR Other Service s 27.3% 27.6% 4.0% 1.0%| 54.0% 11.8% 23.3%| 7.8% 24.8%
i 2011 u AFR Fatail 10.9% 45,8% 12.9% 21.6%] T 12.2% 7.7%) 0.7% 0T
& abwee 2011 1] AFR Textibes & Garment 8.6% 24.2% 5.1% 9, 5%} T0.7% 23.6% 16.5%| 18.5% 20.8%
Zimbabwe 2016 u AFR Al 100.0% 55| 20.7% 5.7% 100.0%| 32.4% 6.9% 100.0%] <1.2% ~100.0% 553
& abwe 2016 u AFR Food 131% 40.8% B1% 18 4% 97% 41% 7.8% 39% 43.0%
& 2016 u AFR Other Manufacturi 27.4% 19.2% 3.4% 17.5% 43.7% 1% 35.0%| A4.8% -119.0%
Ee 2014 u AFR Other Service s 5% 18,00 3,5% 20,1%] ¥3,3% T5% 15.4%) 4.0% A0 E%
& ve 2016 u AFR Ratail 251% 23.3% 122% 42.1%| 254% 5.2% 14.9%| 7.0% 115.5%
Zimbabwe 2016 u AFR Textibes & Garment 3.9% 9.9% 2.5% 1.9%] 34.8% 10.7% 6.9%) 8.2% 30.7%

The table 7 with 17 countries shows that in terms of employment creation,
looking at most recent year of data collection, one sees that for those African countries
where there is positive employment creation, that the services sector did participate but
the effect is not overwhelmingly strong. First, one sees that the employment creation
comes from firms involved in manufacturing and mining. Second, the services sector is
also a source of employment creation, though it is in the subsectors of retailing and food
that one finds more employment creation rather than the “other services” category. This
category entails, presumably, more of the higher productivity activities (financial
services, call centres, etc.) as well as low productivity ones. Unfortunately, very few
countries appear to have a finer classification of sectors of economic activities.

The overall evidence from the enterprises surveys in Africa would be that
employment creation of private firms, when it occurs, appears to be across the
manufacturing and services sectors, without one particular sector, or sub-sector, being the
main driver of employment creation. Perhaps a closer look at the employment situation of
private enterprises in some specific countries may yield more insight on whether there are
noticeable net employment changes in the service sector and its subsectors. We look first
at the data for Mauritius and then some of the so-called African Lions (Ghana, Ethiopia,
Rwanda and Nigeria that are part of the overall table.

3.3.1 Mauritius

The enterprise survey for Mauritius was administered in 2009 and covered 396 firms.
Overall, based on these figures, in 2009, the private firms involved in the Mauritius
economy had a net change in full employment of 12.2%.

The food sector had a net expansion of 7.6% and the garments sector had a net expansion
of 28.3%. The retail sector also had a net increase of 8.8%. The main increase in full
employment of firms involved in “other services was 22.3%. Given that “other services”
relative importance, it contributed 38.8% of the overall expansion.
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3.3.2 Ghana

710 firms were interviewed in 2013 and the survey reveals that these firms claim a net
expansion of full employment by 7.4%. Firms involved in food had an impressive net
expansion of employment by 24.2%, those involved in chemical and plastic production
increased their employment by 7.7%, and those involved in retail had a 5.3% net
expansion, while those involved in “other services” had a net expansion equal to the
overall average that is 7.4%.

3.3.3 Ethiopia

The 2015 enterprises survey was administered to 828 firms. Overall the net expansion of
full employment was 7.6% compared to the previous year. Firms in the following sub-
sectors non-metallic minerals (14.2%), transport (10.9%), retail (5.1%) and other services
(8.8%) represent the major forces behind this 7.6% net expansion in employment.

3.3.4 Rwanda

For the 236 Rwandan enterprises surveyed in 2011, there is a net full employment
expansion of 12.3%, which came about because of a net expansion of 16.1% in the
services sector and a 5% net expansion in the manufacturing sector.

3.3.5 Nigeria

The Nigerian survey performed in 2014 with more than 2526 firms offers a more detailed
information on the various sectors. Overall the net expansion of full employment over
the year was 8.7%, but the survey reveals a diversity of responses across the sub-sectors.
For instance, firms involved in fabricated metal production reduced their employment by
10.4%, while those in garments increased theirs by 25.3%. Printing and publishing firms
had a net expansion of employment by 19.1%, other manufacturing had 11.1% net
expansion. Firms involved in services of motor vehicles had a 10.8% net expansion of
employment and those involved in the category of “other services” had a 5% net
expansion.

Looking at these countries individually reveal that private firms do expand
employment in the services sector for Rwanda, Mauritius and to some extent Ethiopia at
higher rate than the country’s overall average, but that other sectors are also expanding
their employment. So, the services sector employment does grow, but it is not clear
whether it is pulled or pushed as other sectors are growing as well.

3.4 LSMS-ISA surveys

Lastly, another source of information on sectorial employment is the Living
Standards Measurement Study with its Integrated Surveys of Agriculture (LSMS-ISA).
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These surveys have information on the various economic activities that are undertaken by
the household as well as some of the individual members. The surveys do contain
information on sectorial employment of these individuals, whether it is on-farm or
whether it is off-farm employment?8, and some authors have used the various data sets to
understand more the various employment patterns that are arising out of the economic
transformation of several African economies. We look first at Van den Broeck and Kilic
(2018) and then, McCullough (2017).

Van den Broeck and Kilic (2018) uses the nationally-representative longitudinal
household survey data generated as part of the World Bank Living Standards
Measurement Study — Integrated Surveys on Agriculture (LSMS-ISA) initiative and
provides recent empirical evidence on off-farm employment?® participation rates that is
representative for five countries in SSA, namely Ethiopia, Malawi, Nigeria, Tanzania and
Uganda. Using the LSMS-ISA panel data sets, the analysis covers two survey rounds
from Malawi (2010 and 2013), Nigeria (2013 and 2016), and Tanzania (2011 and 2013);
three survey rounds from Ethiopia (2012, 2014 and 2016); and four survey rounds from
Uganda (2010, 2011, 2012 and 2014). Statistically speaking, these surveys are
representative of a population of more than 150 million people.

The paper examines both on off-farm wage and self-employment in the rural and
urban sectors by providing two levels of analysis. First, it presents some general evidence
on labor market participations for both men and women in each of the five countries.
Second, it uses the panel structure by country to analyse the drivers of entry into
employment and continued employment. This allows the paper to shed more light on the
dynamics of the labor market to understand better the determinants behind the choices of
men and women to enter or exit off-farm employment in each country, whether in the
rural or urban areas.

For our purposes, Van den Broeck and Kilic (2018) presents some interesting
information in terms of the employment participation by sector and by gender. In
addition, the regression results offer some suggestions on the roles of age and education
in determining the off-farm employment, whether it is self or wage employment across
the five countries.

The first finding is the prevalence of off-farm employment in these African
countries. The share of the working-age population that is involved in off-farm
employment, either self-employment or for wage, is quite relatively high. The paper
reports that in the latest survey round the share is 34% in Ethiopia, 40% in Uganda, 47%
in Nigeria, 52% in Tanzania and 58% in Malawi, which corresponds to a cross-country
weighted overall share of 44%. These shares imply, using the sampling weights, that
approximately 68 million people are off-farm employed across these five countries.?

18 Though not necessarily at the same level of precision of the ISIC coding procedure, either across countries or time,
which, as one will see, limits the granularity of the analysis.

19 Off-farm employment is defined in the paper as all economic activities that take place outside the agricultural
household, hence excluding on-farm self-employment activities but including off-farm salaried and casual wage
employment, and off-farm self-employment. The data sets cover both rural and urban areas.

20 Not surprisingly, Table 1 of the paper shows the off-farm employment rates are consistently higher in urban areas
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Moreover, over time, there is an increased incidence of off-farm employment,
suggesting a transformation of activities. Indeed, the table shows significant increases in
off-farm employment rates in some countries; specifically, in Ethiopia (from 26% in
2012 to 34% in 2016), Malawi (from 51% in 2010 to 58% in 2013), and Tanzania (from
49% in 2011 to 52% in 2013). The authors take this to be evidence for the ongoing
structural transformation in Africa and the resulting job creation in off-farm employment
activities that is described in Reardon et al. (2007).

Women are less likely to participate in off-farm employment, and this difference
is consistent over time, and across and within countries.?! In terms of age, the paper finds
that participation rates in the latest survey round are lowest for adolescents (aged 15-24)
and range from 20% in Nigeria to 45% in Malawi. The paper’s table 1 also shows that
young adults (aged 25-34) are more likely to be off-farm employed than adults (aged 35-
64) in Ethiopia (40% versus 35%), Malawi (64% versus 60%), Tanzania (60% versus
57%) and Uganda (44% versus 42%). Only in Nigeria adults are more likely to be off-
farm employed (61%) than young adults (47%). This evidence is in line with other
studies that point to the importance of off-farm employment for young people in SSA
(Yeboah and Jayne, 2018).

The analysis also considers the sectorial composition of off-farm employment and
the paper finds that the services sector is relatively important: it provides the bulk of the
off-farm wage jobs in rural Ethiopia, Malawi and Nigeria, and in all urban areas.
Unfortunately, the analysis does not present a finer degree of granularity in terms of sub-
sectors, so it is not possible to identify whether employment is in subsectors such as food,
retail, wholesale or financial services. Even if the information were available, one
suspects that imposing a finer degree of sectorial activity would not have allowed a
comparison across countries. Instead the analysis is restricted to the broad categories of
agriculture, manufacturing and services. Not surprisingly, within rural areas, the
agricultural sector provides most of the off-farm wage employment in Uganda (79% for
women and 64% for men) and Tanzania (79% for women and 54% for men).

In general, the sectorial composition of off-farm employment does not change
much over time, except for rural Ethiopia and Nigeria where importance of agricultural
employment declined while this increased for women in rural Tanzania. Gender
differences in sectorial composition are smaller for self-employment, with the majority of
non-farm enterprises (NFES) being active in services. Women are less likely to work in
industry than men in Tanzania (11% versus 13%), while women are less likely to work in
services in Ethiopia (66% versus 69%) and Malawi (67% versus 69%).

So, the tables 1 and 2 of the paper tend to support the stylized facts of
employment in Africa: individuals do more than one activity (i.e. more than agriculture

(ranging from 53% in Uganda to 73% in Malawi) than in rural areas (ranging from 24% in Ethiopia to 54% in Malawi).
21 The gender difference in off-farm employment in the latest survey round stands at 4 percentage points (pp) in
Nigeria, 12 pp in Ethiopia, 14 pp in Tanzania, 18 pp in Malawi, and 19 pp in Uganda, which corresponds to a cross-
country weighted gender gap of 9 pp. If women have the same probability to participate in off-farm employment as
men, about 7.8 million women would be employed in addition to the 33 million that are currently employed.
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and farming) and involve themselves in self and wage employment in other activities and
different sectors. The services sector is often where one can find women, though not
necessarily the only one, and young people (18 to 34) are also involved in off-farm
employment, whether in the rural or urban areas.

What becomes really interesting is the dynamic analysis of what determines
continued off-farm employment for men and women in both rural and urban areas of
these five countries. The regression analysis takes into account among other things
individual characteristics (age, education) and sectorial occupation to see what
determines whether individuals continue their off-farm employment throughout the years.
Table 7 in the paper looks at the rural areas of the 5 countries whereas table 8 looks at the
urban areas.

A look at both tables suggests that there are only a handful of determinants that
explain entry into and continued participation in off-farm employment on a cross-country
basis, pointing to the high heterogeneity within the region. However some insights
emerge from the analysis. First, the sectorial composition of off-farm employment does
not change much over time, except for rural Ethiopia and Nigeria where importance of
agricultural employment declined while this increased for women in rural Tanzania. So,
over the short time period, conditional on being employed in the first year of the survey,
an individual’s occupation stays within the sector they start with. Second, the authors
find that women are less likely to continue employment than men in most countries,
which the paper argues is linked to the lower quality of jobs in which women participate.
Third, it is interesting to note that education is not an important factor in determining off-
farm employment. Indeed, education drives the transition into employment only in
Tanzania and for women in Ethiopia, suggesting that most of the jobs in other countries
are low-skilled. Furthermore, Education does not have a major influence on stability of
employment, again suggesting that most of the off-farm jobs do not require a higher
degree. When the analysis is restricted to the urban areas, education plays a more
important role in ensuring continued employment, but the effect is still quite limited. The
authors suggest that most of the jobs are low-skilled and of low productivity, likely
associated with little remuneration. Finally, age appears to matter as well. For instance,
table 8 shows that that 15-24-year-olds in urban areas are much less likely to continue
employment. This is particularly the case in Nigeria, and for women in Ethiopia, Malawi
and Tanzania. The authors suggest that (female) youth’s unstable employment is more
problematic in urban areas than rural areas.

Data on non-farm employment from the LSMS-ISA data sets on Ethiopia,
Malawi, Nigeria, Tanzania and Uganda and the estimation results from Van den Broeck
and Kilic (2018) then suggest that there is a high proportion of individuals in non-farm
employment, either through self or wage employment, but that most of these jobs are not
in high productivity occupations, whether in the service, manufacturing or agricultural
sectors. Furthermore, the service sector is more important in urban (and in some rural)
areas. Though they are also present in the manufacturing and agriculture sectors, women
and youth find themselves involved in the services sector, likely in low-productivity
activities, since the analysis does not pinpoint the subsector activities.
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These results are in accordance with McCullough (2017) who also used the
LSMS-ISA data sets from Ethiopia, Malawi, Tanzania and Uganda. McCullough’s paper
measures the labor productivity and the employment gaps in these countries by
constructing micro-based measures of productivity of workers’ activities that include not
only whether someone participates in an activity but also her time use. The paper finds
that measures of cross-sector productivity gaps between agriculture, manufacturing and
the service sectors disappear almost entirely when they are based on time inputs by sector
workers. The author then points out “that the usual cross-sector productivity gaps
observed in national accounts data may reflect gaps in employment levels rather than
gaps in the returns to hours worked between sectors.” The author then suggests that, in
terms of structural transformation of the African economies, the lack of difference in
cross-sector productivities based on time use of workers implies that “that the forces
pulling labor into non-agriculture sectors may be weaker than many believe them to be”.
Indeed, tables 4 and 5 and their respective (a, b) panels suggest that it not clear that
workers are being pulled into one sector such as services or manufacturing. Rather,
workers appear to diversify their activities across sectors, partly because they are pushed
by the agriculture sector conditions, partly by diversifying their activities.

4. Discussion

The evidence from the macro productivity models using the ASD data sets
suggested that African countries underwent a structural transformation towards services
activities that were not technologically dynamic. We then look at labor force surveys
from the ILOSTAT database to realize that few African countries collected regularly
employment statistics. One exception is Mauritius. Its data on sectorial employment by
gender from 2001 also indicate a shift towards the service activities for both male and
female workers. However, the number of service jobs in high productivity activities such
as financial services is quite small compared to the overall services employment.

When we look at different sources, the role of the services sector becomes more
diffuse. Data from the Enterprises surveys from African countries show that the net
expansion in employment from private African firms appears to be in broad sectorial
activities, sometimes in the services sector, others in manufacturing. When one also
examines further the determinants of off-farm employment of individuals from LSMS-
ISA panel surveys, the importance of the service sector, either informal or formal
remains, but the analysis points out that these jobs are likely in low-productivity
activities. Furthermore, one notes that the individual choices of employment in one
activity are dependent on other activities: many individuals perform multitasking and
their choice of working in one activity and sector is dependent on what happens in the
other activity performed by the individual. If so, it is hard to assess whether a worker is
pulled by the services sector or if she is pushed there because of external conditions. In
fact, it may depend on both push and pull factors at the same time. Furthermore, when
one takes into account time use the way McCullough (2017) does, the difference in
productivity across sectorial activities is no longer clear.
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As a result, while it is impossible to make a definitive statement about the
services sector, it is unlikely that the effects described in Ghani, and O’Connell (2014)
have taken place at a level strong enough to be captured by the available data from
African countries, with perhaps the potential exception of Mauritius. The available
evidence would then support Rodrik’s (2016) scepticism about the role of services. This
does not necessarily mean that the services sector does not have the potential described in
Dihel, N. and A. G. Goswami, (2016) and in Newfarmer, Page and Tarp (eds.) (2018)
Industries without Smokestacks book. However, the reviewed evidence in this paper
points out that several conditions should be put in place before that potential may
materialize.

For example, the papers by McCullough (2017), Yeobah and Jayne (2018) and
Van den Broeck, and Kilic (2018) point out the performance of the agricultural sector is
found to significantly influence the rate of job growth in the rest of the economy. As such
the service sector is dependent on agricultural productivity growth for employment
growth and so does the diversification of the work force associated with economic
transformation. The linkages with other sectors need to be taken into consideration as
push factors towards the services sectors and these need not be negative factors. Indeed,
higher productivity in the agriculture sector appears to be a favourable determinant on
whether one does enter employment in the services sector.

Other factors are important and those involve supply issues. The LSMS-ISA
surveys show that education levels in most African countries are not high, though there
have been progress over the last 20 years. Whether the education levels are high enough
among the labor force to allow the implementation of a high productivity services sector
is an important question. Even in the case of Mauritius with its relatively well educated
population, the activities on telecommunications and financial services did not show large
employment numbers. Particular care should be taken so that women and the youth can
be trained with sufficient levels of human capital through the availability of primary,
secondary and tertiary education, vocational and technical schools, and soft skills. Other
supply factors such as infrastructure, roads, electricity might also be important pre-
conditions that need to exist before, without forgetting clear governance and regulation
oversight, as discussed in Dihel and Goswani (2016).

The combination of these factors may facilitate the transformation of the services
sector towards more productive activities, but the sector expansion will need to be ignited
by some external force. As was discussed before, World Bank experts such as Ghani and
Dihel and Goswani and researchers like Hoekman (2017) think that this expansion will
be spurred by increasing trade in services between nations. This is certainly possible, as
Eichengreen and Gupta (2012) has discussed in the case of India. But, as mentioned by
McMiillan, Rodrik and Verduzco-Gallo (2014), one will need to make sure that the
structural change component of productivity breaks the pre-2000 negative pattern so that
labor does reallocate to higher productivity activities. Furthermore, one will need to also
take into account the various effects that trade may have on our population of interest:
women and the youth. Indeed, Juhn, Ujhelyi, and Villegas-Sanchez, (2016) discussed the
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effect of trade and manufacturing on gender inequality and showed that in some
instances, inequality rose. Bussman (2009) looks at the effect of trade openness on
women’s welfare and work and she has found that trade openness in developing countries
has increased women’s participation into agriculture and industrial jobs. As it is not clear
that one can only open trade in a particular sector (i.e. services), more research needs to
be done on the potential impacts of increased trade in services and in other sectors on
African women and youth.
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