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Several attempts were made to assess the contribution of the informal sector, since it was defined by the 15th International Conference of Labour Statisticians in 1993 (ILO, 1993a and b) and by the System of National Accounts as a sub-sector of the Household institutional sector (SNA, 1993). They were presented in the “Handbook of National Accounting, Household Accounting: Experiences in the Use of Concepts and Their Compilation. Volume 1: Household Sector Accounts” and at the 4th meeting of the Delhi Group (see Charmes, 1998 and 2000). Since then, and thanks to the works undertaken for the implementation of the new 1993 SNA, much more data has been made available at country level and a compilation of the GDP by institutional sector and by industries has recently been published by the UN statistics division (UN, 2004). For Africa, Afristat (1999) also compiled tentative comparable GDP for the West African Economic and Monetary Union (UEMOA). All these estimates have been tentatively gathered in this paper and the data for 47 countries have by now been compiled and for various years. Although most of these figures remain proxies for the informal sector, it is interesting to look at the shares and trends thus highlighted.

More recently, the 17th ICLS (ILO, 2003) defined informal employment as a broader concept, which includes the informal sector but also informal employees working for formal economic units without being registered or declared by their employers. For national accountants, figures on informal employment can then be of some help in their compilation, particularly when they try to reconcile data on output, income and expenditure. Some light can be thrown on another component of the non-observed economy: the underground production (OECD, 2002). 

In this paper, we intend to explain how we defined the informal sector and how we compiled the data to generate the tables presented in appendices for 47 developing and transition countries. We stress the potential improvements in the methods for compilation, and the use of the data as well as the surveys on the informal sector. We explore the potential use of data on informal employment for the measurement of the underground production.

1) Contribution of the informal sector to GDP

According to the international definition adopted in 1993, the informal sector is a sub-sector of the household institutional sector in the system of national accounts and Non Profit Institutions serving households cannot include economic units of the informal sector. But all the production of the household sector cannot be imputed to the informal sector.

Let us first discuss what is household production. For the purpose of building a satellite account of household production, which would include unpaid work, the African Centre for Gender and Development tentatively defined ‘household production’ as comprising (UNECA-ACGD, 2005): 

MARKET PRODUCTION WITHIN SNA

· 
Production of goods and services by unincorporated enterprises owned by the households (mainly informal sector enterprises).

NON MARKET PRODUCTION WITHIN SNA

· SNA Household production of goods for own final use or for own capital formation

· The production of agricultural products and subsequent storage, wood-cutting and collection of firewood, hunting and fishing;

· The production of other primary products (e.g. the supply of water etc.)

· The processing of agricultural products: (grain threshing; production of flour by milling; the preservation of meat and fish products; the production of beer, wine or spirit; the production of baskets and mats).

· Other kinds of processing (weaving cloth, dress making and tailoring, the production of footwear, the production of pottery, furniture etc.

· The production of goods for own capital formation (machines, equipment, construction of roads, dams, etc.)

·  SNA Household production of services for own final use:

· paid domestic services;

· production of housing services for own final consumption by owner-occupiers (imputed rents)

NON MARKET WORK OUTSIDE SNA

·  Non-SNA work providing unpaid services for own final use 

· Work providing unpaid domestic services for own final use within household (cleaning, decoration, maintenance of dwelling occupied by the household; preparation and serving of meals; transportation of members of the household & their goods)

· Work providing unpaid care-giving services to household members (care, training and instruction of children; care of the sick, infirm or old).

·  Non-SNA work providing unpaid domestic services, care giving services and volunteer services to other households, community, non-profit institutions serving households (NPISH):

· Informal help to neighbours and relatives;

· “Informal/unorganised” volunteer and community work through neighbourhood and informal community associations;

“Formal/organised” volunteer and community work through the Red Cross, welfare organisations, professional organisations, churches, clubs and others (NPISH).

In this paper we deliberately exclude non market work outside SNA, which should be taken into account in a satellite account of household production. 

The 1993 definition of informal sector is based on the characteristics of the economic unit in which the person is working: 

· the legal status is the basic characteristic: the informal sector is comprised of unincorporated enterprises belonging to the household institutional sector in the System of National Accounts: it therefore means that not only all incorporated enterprises are excluded, but also all non-profit institutions serving households and of course government institutions.

Among these unincorporated enterprises, two sub-categories are distinguished (which involves the status in employment as a characteristic): i) the informal enterprises of own-account workers, and ii) the enterprises of informal employers; for these two sub-categories, non-registration may be (and not must be) used as a supplementary criterion of the definition:

· the non-registration of the economic unit: accordingly, all economic units or only those not registered will be included in the informal sector, depending on national circumstances (consequently, the criterion of non-registration is not compulsory and some countries may have not used it at all),

For the enterprises of informal employers, the preceding criterion can be used alternatively or complementarily with the two following criteria

· the non-registration of the permanent employees,

· the size of the economic unit, which must be under a given threshold defined in terms of number of jobs (or number of paid employees),

Finally, and for both informal enterprises of own-account workers and employers, at least some production must be marketed, which excludes production of goods and services exclusively carried out for own final use. Furthermore, the informal enterprises are such defined whatever the permanent or temporary nature of their activities and their operation as a main or a secondary activity.

When comparing the two definitions of household production and informal sector and trying to identify their scope and to reconcile them with what national accountants put into the production and value added of the household institutional sector, we can observe that the households accounts include: 

1) all production of goods for own final use (consumption or capital formation), 

2) imputed rents for owner-occupied dwellings, 

3) paid domestic services, 

4) production of all unincorporated firms, whatever their size, their registration or not.

Production of goods for own final use mainly refers to primary production (agriculture, animal husbandry, hunting, fishing, including water fetching and collecting firewood). However, very few countries have included water and firewood fetching, in their accounts, so that the question is whether or not the primary products are marketed or not, at least partly. 

Although it is less and less probable that still exist ‘pure’ subsistence farmers who do not sell any part of their production, a way to deal with this question (in order to identify the boundaries of the informal sector in the household institutional sector) is to define a ‘non-agricultural’ informal sector. For even fewer countries include in their national accounts the production of manufactured goods for own final use. 

In the national accounts compiled by many sub-Saharan African countries and by Afristat (1999), the accounts for agricultural production are split into ‘subsistence agriculture’ and ‘export or industrial agriculture’. Subsistence  agriculture is then assimilated to the production of the household sector and it is this value that has been put into the informal sector agricultural production. The reason why the 1993 ICLS definition of the informal sector recommended to publish separately the statistics on employment in the agricultural and the non-agricultural informal sector remains and can be explained here: the national accountants do not usually distinguish two categories of farms, the subsistence farms and the export or industrial farms. They simply estimate the share of the various crops which is sold or commercialised on the markets and the share which is not and that they call ‘subsistence production’. In fact, all farms probably sell a part of their production, but the value of subsistence production therefore represents a part of the production of the informal sector, the marketed part being classified elsewhere. However in many sub-Saharan countries, agricultural production is in total classified as ‘subsistence agriculture’.

The issue of imputed rents and of paid domestic services can be dealt with the same way: it requires the availability of data on gross value added by industries and by institutional sectors, a table that the recent UN publication (UN, 2004) has made available for a set of countries (table 5.1 of the publication).  In this table, a category ‘private households with employed persons’ allows to isolate paid domestic services: however the number of countries having provided this information is small: it probably means that the national accounts of these countries do not yet include this activity. Tables presented in this paper exclude paid domestic services for all countries where this information is available. For comparison purposes, it is interesting to note that paid domestic services account for 0.02% of total GDP in Moldova (and 0.06% of total household sector), 0.04% in Tunisia (and 1% of the household sector), 0.05% in Chile and 0.07% in Mozambique (1% of the household sector).

Unfortunately, data on imputed rents are not distinguished: ‘financial intermediation, real estate, renting and business activities’ are put in a single category of industry. They have been estimated in some cases where it has been possible to look at the methodology used by national accountants: for instance in the estimates coming from our own compilation of national data. 

The remaining question is: to what extent the household production, without primary production, paid domestic services and imputed rents can be taken as a proxy of the production of the informal sector? This question is more complex and it seems obvious that some countries have not yet clearly defined what is the informal sector. 

In the national accounts of household production in Botswana for instance, there is no estimate for trade or services. In Sri Lanka also, there is no estimate for trade, and only some services are taken into account. This probably illustrates a lack of statistical surveys and data in these sectors. 

For other countries, which have collected enough data, the question is to know whether they adopt a broad or a narrow definition of the informal sector. For own-account enterprises, the criterion of registration may or may not be used. For informal employers, the alternative is between the size and the registration of the economic unit or of its employees. 

In the absence of a national definition adopted and explicitly mentioned in the national accounts, the household sector production can then be taken as a proxy of the production of the informal sector if and only if the size criterion is chosen at a high level which can include all individual enterprises without a complete set of accounts. Such an assumption is acceptable in poor developing countries where formal micro-enterprises and professionals are not many. In Mexico where the international definition was implemented (INEGI, 2000). In 1998, were enumerated 3,529,499 own-account workers and 689,069 employers with 1,257,490 employees (of whom 614,411 were registered at the Mexican Institute of Social Security. Finally, of a total of Gross Value Added of 1,229,959,818 thousands of Pesos, 445,486,259 were imputed to the informal sector (36.2%) and 784,473,559 to the formal sector. In total, the total gross value added of the household sector accounted for 35.0% of the total GDP, against 12.7% for the informal sector strictly defined.

Notwithstanding these discrepancies, table 1 below presents the regional aggregates for the share of informal sector in total GDP and non-agricultural GDP. 

Table 1 : Contribution of informal sector to GDP in various regions.

	
	Informal sector (including agriculture) in % of total GDP
	Informal sector (excluding agriculture) in % of non agricultural GDP
	Informal sector (excluding agriculture) in % of total GDP

	Sub-Saharan Africa
	54,7% (60.6)
	37,7% (41.1)
	23,7% (25.6)

	North Africa
	37,7%
	30,4%
	26,3%

	Asia
	23.9%
	26,8%
	21,5%

	Latin America
	30.6%
	25,9%
	23,4%

	Caribbean
	22,2%
	21,2%
	19,7%

	Transition economies
	21,7%
	13,9%
	11,8%


Sources: Table based on regional tables presented in appendices. Notes : Between brackets : without Botswana and South Africa. Figures in Italics are based on a very small number of countries. 

The regional aggregates are calculated as the arithmetic average of the most recent year for all countries in the region. 

Sub-Saharan Africa is outstanding with a contribution of nearly 55% of the GDP by the informal sector (including agricultural informal sector). And this share rises up to 60% if we exclude Botswana and South Africa. The indicator of the share of informal sector (without agriculture) in non-agricultural GDP shows a ranking of regions from Sub-Saharan Africa (with the highest share, at 37.7%) to Transition economies (with the lowest share, at 13.9%), with North Africa (30.4%), Asia (26.8%), Latin America (25.9%) and the Caribbean (21.2%) in intermediate positions. 

To what extent the informal sector surveys that have been carried out during the last decades have been useful and have been used for compiling the data of national accounts? Here we must distinguish between national surveys and urban or capital city surveys (Charmes, 2004). Where national surveys, and especially mixed surveys have been carried out, it is possible to use the results of these surveys (total employment in the informal sector and value added per head, by industries) to generate an estimate of the gross value added for the sector. When comparing this estimation with the current GDP, one has to remember that a part of the sector is already taken into account and another part is not. Therefore, it should be avoided to use these figures generated from outside the national accounts in order to conclude about the share of the informal sector in the GDP. Most of the figures presented in the tables in appendices are estimates from within the national accounts. A comparison by industries of the estimates from within (national accounts) and from outside (surveys) can be enlightening. The fact is that in many African countries, the major source of data for the estimation of the contribution of the informal sector has remained the budget-consumption surveys. A reason for that is that these surveys provide detailed data on products, while informal sector surveys (especially mixed surveys) cannot provide results by detailed industries. 

What we reported in a previous Delhi Group paper (Charmes, 2000) is still accurate. 

It generally takes time for national accountants to revise their methodologies and to ground their estimates on recent sources of data. They have of course excuse for this: global estimates cannot vary from one year to the other depending on sources, methods and assumptions used. Once a methodology has been agreed upon, the estimates have to stick to it as much and as long as possible. This is why most of the estimates of the share of informal sector in total GDP presented in table in appendices are based on methodologies which do not use the results of recent national surveys on informal sector, or which do not use them completely. The 1993 revision of the System of National Accounts (SNA, 1993) is however an opportunity, for many countries, to establish a new base year and fully use the results of mixed surveys carried out in the recent period as a follow up of the 1993 recommendations for the measurement of informal sector.

The balance between uses and resources of major products is generally the most common method used for the estimation of informal sector in manufacturing activities. This method requires the availability of data on household consumption and it is true that until now and until the recent development of informal sector surveys, the household budget-consumption surveys or the household living standard surveys were the most sought after.

In the equality:

Production + Imports = Final Consumption + Intermediary Consumption + Exports 

( + stocks variations)

the knowledge of household final consumption and of production and intermediary consumption in the formal sector allows to make estimates of production and intermediary consumption in the informal sector subject to controls of the labour force involved in the informal sector (necessary because of the importance of trans-border trade in many countries and for many products). 

Once the production of major products is known, assumptions are made on transport costs and trade margins, which are distributed between the formal and the informal sector: data on labour force by industrial sector and anecdotal data on value added and margins in the informal sector are always used for cross-checking. 

For services the balance method is not always possible and assumptions have often to be made for productivity of labour, based again on anecdotal data collected on a very small number of units. In this case the results of informal sector surveys can usefully replace the anecdotal data. 

The recent availability of data on value added per head or per economic unit in the informal sector at national level has generally not questioned these methods: usually the fresh representative data have replaced the anecdotal ones provided that they did not contradict the data on consumption: in this respect, it is interesting to note that national accountants generally preferred the consumption data to the production data.

Once the estimates have been prepared for a base year, there remains the problem of the variation from one year to the other. The least that can be said is that the national accountants generally have been short of imagination: trends in the informal sector have followed population growth for trade and eventually services, while they were tracing those of the formal sector in manufacturing. In other words, the trends of informal sector in national accounts are the results of the assumptions of national accountants and are not generally interesting to analyse in details. In this regard, the measurement of employment in the informal sector through annual labour force surveys can provide a useful basis for assessing the trends of its contribution to the GDP, by industrial sector, as it is the case in Asian countries where these surveys are carried out on a regular basis.

For national accounts purposes and for the new base years under preparation in many countries, the most promising data collection systems would certainly be a regular mixed household survey on informal sector undertaken each five year (an establishment survey being attached to a budget-consumption survey in order to reconcile data on production, income and consumption within the same survey) and an annual (or infra-annual) labour force survey with a special section for the measurement of the informal sector.
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Table A1: Contribution of informal sector to GDP in various developing countries: Northern Africa

Table A2: Contribution of informal sector to GDP in various developing countries: Sub-Saharan Africa

Table A3: Contribution of informal sector to GDP in various developing countries: Asia

Table A4: Contribution of informal sector to GDP in various developing countries: Latin America

Table A5: Contribution of informal sector to GDP in various developing countries: Caribbean

Table A6: Contribution of informal sector to GDP in various developing countries: Transition Countries

Note : Rows in light blue are compiled from : United Nations, Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Statistics Division, (2004), National Accounts Statistics : Main Aggregates and Detailed Tables : 2002-2003, New York, 2004, 2 vol., 1332p. and 1302p.

Rows in yellow are compiled from : Afristat (1999), Etude sur l’élaboration d’un socle méthodologique de comptabilité nationale commun et l’harmonisation des estimations des Produits Intérieurs Bruts (PIB) des années n et n+1 des Etats membres de l’UEMOA, Observatoire Economique et statistique d’Afrique Sub-Saharienne, rapport final, multipag.

Other rows are compiled by the author from national data sets. 

Table A2: Contribution of informal sector to GDP in various developing countries: Sub-Saharan Africa

	Countries (years)

	 Agricultural GDP
	Non agricultural GDP
	Total GDP in national currency (*)
	Currency
	Informal sector GDP (including agriculture) (1)
	Agricultural Household sector
	Informal sector GDP (excluding agriculture) (2)
	(1) in % of total GDP
	(2) in % of non agricultural GDP
	(2) in % of total GDP

	Benin (1995)
	341
	614
	1,026
	Billion FCFA
	719
	340
	379
	70,1%
	61,7%
	36,9%

	Benin (2000)
	632
	899
	1,656
	Billion FCFA
	1,185
	629
	556
	71,6%
	61,8%
	33,6%

	Botswana (1993)
	444.3
	7,854.7
	9,119.2
	Million Pula
	152.2
	103.3
	489
	1,7%
	6,2%
	5,4%

	Botswana (1997)
	601.9
	16,422.4
	17,740.2
	Million Pula
	226.0
	151.2
	748
	1,3%
	4,6%
	4,2%

	Botswana (1999)
	654.2
	19,823.0
	21,523.7
	Million Pula
	267.2
	179.4
	878
	1,2%
	4,4%
	4,1%

	Burkina Faso (1995)
	410
	684
	1,166
	Billion FCFA
	674
	410
	264
	57,8%
	38,6%
	22,6%

	Burkina Faso (2000)
	590
	1,036
	1,729
	Billion FCFA
	965
	590
	375
	55,8%
	36,2%
	21,7%

	Burundi (1996)
	
	254
	433
	Billion F BU
	
	
	111
	
	43,7%
	25,6%

	Chad (1993)
	
	286
	412
	Billion FCFA
	
	
	128
	
	44,8%
	31,1%

	Cameroon (1995-96)
	984
	3,453
	4,793
	Billion FCFA
	
	
	1,612
	
	46,7%
	33,6%

	Côte d’Ivoire (1995)
	1,437
	4,065
	5,502
	Billion FCFA
	2,508
	1,274
	1,234
	45,6%
	30,4%
	22,4%

	Côte d’Ivoire (1999)
	1,811
	6,464
	8,275
	Billion FCFA
	3,588
	1,603
	1,985
	43,4%
	30,7%
	24,0%

	Gabon (1999)
	
	2,719.5
	2,855.7
	Billion FCFA
	
	
	300.3
	
	11,0%
	10,5%

	Ghana (1988)
	
	569.8
	1,057.9
	Billion Cedis
	
	
	332.2
	
	58,3%
	31,4%

	Guinea (1996)
	
	3,101
	4,116
	Billion GNF
	
	
	1,615
	
	52,1%
	39,2%

	Guinea Bissau (1995)
	67
	75
	144
	Billion FCFA
	79
	57
	12
	54,9%
	16,0%
	8,3%

	Guinea Bissau (2000)
	85
	90
	177
	Billion FCFA
	104
	73
	31
	58,8%
	34,4%
	17,5%

	Kenya (1999)
	
	445,224
	600,698
	Million Ksh
	
	
	111,011
	
	24,9%
	18,5%

	Mali (1989)
	280
	365
	645
	Billion FCFA
	388
	236
	152
	60,2%
	41,6%
	23,6%

	Mali (1995)
	452
	751
	1,276
	Billion FCFA
	816
	452
	364
	63,9%
	48,5%
	28,5%

	Mali (2000)
	739
	1,085
	1,977
	Billion FCFA
	1,217
	739
	478
	61,6%
	44,1%
	24,2%

	Mauritania (1989)
	
	59
	83
	Billion UM
	
	
	8
	
	13,6%
	9,6%

	Mozambique (1994)
	
	2,290.4
	3,087.5
	Million $
	
	
	902.2
	
	39,4%
	29,2%

	Mozambique (1996)
	11,283.5
	21,489.7
	32,718.6
	Billions metical
	19,033.4
	10,738.4
	8,295.0
	58,2%
	38,6%
	25,4%

	Mozambique (1999)
	14,540.8
	36,958.0
	51,913.2
	Billions metical
	27,894.3
	13,916.4
	13,977.9
	53,7%
	37,8%
	26,9%

	Niger (1995)
	282
	498
	810
	Billion FCFA
	591
	282
	309
	73,0%
	62,0%
	38,1%

	Niger (2000)
	463
	639
	1,169
	Billion FCFA
	896
	463
	433
	76,6%
	67,8%
	37,0%

	Senegal (1991)
	
	1,251
	1,551
	Billion FCFA
	
	
	512
	
	40,9%
	33,0%

	Senegal (1995)
	440
	1,605
	2,332
	Billion FCFA
	1,139
	413
	726
	48,8%
	45,2%
	31,1%

	Senegal (2000)
	607
	2,513
	3,493
	Billion FCFA
	1,799
	572
	1,227
	51,5%
	48,8%
	35,1%

	Tanzania (1991)
	
	378,120
	834,730
	Million Sh
	
	
	162,970
	
	43,1%
	19,5%

	Togo (1995)
	247
	432
	701
	Billion FCFA
	498
	247
	251
	71,0%
	58,1%
	35,8%

	Togo (2000)
	439
	622
	1,090
	Billion FCFA
	790
	439
	351
	72,5%
	56,4%
	32,2%

	South Africa (1995)
	
	412,093
	430,872
	Million R
	
	
	29,671
	
	7,2%
	6,9%

	Zambia (1998)
	
	4,115
	6775
	Billion K
	
	
	996
	
	24,2%
	14,7%

	Sub-Saharan Africa
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	54,7% (60.6)
	37,7% (41.1)
	23,7% (25.6)


Notes: Non-weighted arithmetical mean for totals. In italics, estimates taking account of an evaluation of the informal sector from outside the national accounts.
Sources : Personal compilations of the author, based on national sources and other sources quoted in references. UN, Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Statistics Division, (2004), National Accounts Statistics : Main Aggregates and Detailed Tables : 2002-2003, New York, 2004, 2 vol., 1332p. and 1302p. (*) excluding FISIM, including taxes less subsidies on products, and statistical discrepancy.

Table A1: Contribution of informal sector to GDP in various developing countries: Northern Africa

	Countries (years)

	 Agricultural GDP
	Non agricultural GDP
	Total GDP in national currency (*)
	Currency
	Informal sector GDP (including agriculture) (1)
	Agricultural Household sector
	Informal sector GDP (excluding agriculture) (2)
	(1) in % of total GDP
	(2) in % of non agricultural GDP
	(2) in % of total GDP

	Algeria (1992)
	128,416
	909,146
	1,074,695
	Million Dinars
	363,080
	128,308
	234,772
	33.8%
	24.8%
	21.8%

	Algeria (1997)
	242,703
	2,383,857
	2,861,721
	Million Dinars
	973,064
	241,118
	731,946
	34.0%
	27.9%
	25.6%

	Algeria (2002)
	415,103
	3,813,048
	4,479,695
	Million Dinars
	1,673,473
	413,376
	1,260,097
	37.4%
	31.0%
	28.1%

	Tunisia (1993)
	2,157
	11,044
	14,663
	Million Dinars
	5,412
	2,103
	3,309
	36.9%
	26.5%
	22.6%

	Tunisia (1995)
	1,938
	13,472
	17,052
	Million Dinars
	6,400
	1,887
	4,513
	37,5%
	29,9%
	26,5%

	Tunisia (1997)
	2,760
	16,090
	20,898
	Million Dinars
	7,982
	2,661
	5,321
	38.2%
	29.3%
	25.5%

	Tunisia (1998)
	2,866
	17,346
	22,561
	Million Dinars
	8,546
	2,732
	5,814
	37.9%
	29.5%
	25.8%

	Morocco(1986)
	29,525.5
	114,050.2
	154,725.3
	Million Dirhams
	
	
	38,436.3
	
	30.7%
	24.9%

	North Africa
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	37,7%
	30,4%
	26,3%


Notes: Non-weighted arithmetical mean for totals.

In italics, estimates taking account of an evaluation of the informal sector from outside the national accounts.
Sources : Personal compilations of the author, based on national sources and other sources quoted in references. UN, Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Statistics Division, (2004), National Accounts Statistics : Main Aggregates and Detailed Tables : 2002-2003, New York, 2004, 2 vol., 1332p. and 1302p.

(*) excluding FISIM, including taxes less subsidies on products, and statistical discrepancy.

Table A3: Contribution of informal sector to GDP in various developing countries: Asia

	Countries (years)

	 Agricultural GDP
	Non agricultural GDP
	Total GDP in national currency (*)
	Currency
	Informal sector GDP (including agriculture) (1)
	Agricultural Household sector
	Informal sector GDP (excluding agriculture) (2)
	(1) in % of total GDP
	(2) in % of non agricultural GDP
	(2) in % of total GDP

	Indonesia (1998)
	184,221
	758,623
	942,844
	Billion Rupiah
	
	
	238,208
	
	31.4%
	25.2%

	Philippines (1995) 
	412,197
	1,493,754
	1,905,951
	Million Pesos
	
	
	485,470
	
	32.5%
	25.4%

	South Korea (1995)
	23,480
	344,405
	367,885
	Billion Won
	
	
	58,204
	
	16.9%
	15.9%

	India (1997-98)
	3,691,200
	8,648,010
	12,339,210
	Million Rupiah
	
	
	3,901,250
	
	45.1%
	31.6%

	Sri Lanka (1998)
	176,136
	729,786
	1,018,330
	Million rupee
	110,702
	84,691
	26,011
	10.9%
	3.1%
	2.6%

	Sri Lanka (2002)
	238,076
	1,160,560
	1,570,260
	Million rupee
	166,134
	129,199
	36,935
	10.6%
	2.8%
	2.4%

	Iran (1995)
	29,742
	149,133
	178,875
	Billion Rials
	
	
	11,553
	
	7.7%
	6.5%

	Iran (1997)
	42,333.9
	254,270.3
	296,604.2
	Billion Rials
	132,904.5
	34,773.3
	98,131.2
	44.8%
	38.6%
	33.1%

	Iran (2002)
	105,407.2
	839,824.1
	945,231.3
	Billion Rials
	351,480.6
	84,580.6
	266,900.0
	37.2%
	31.8%
	28.2%

	Asia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	23.9%
	26,8%
	21,5%


Notes: Non-weighted arithmetical mean for totals.

In italics, estimates taking account of an evaluation of the informal sector from outside the national accounts.
Sources : Personal compilations of the author, based on national sources and other sources quoted in references. UN, Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Statistics Division, (2004), National Accounts Statistics : Main Aggregates and Detailed Tables : 2002-2003, New York, 2004, 2 vol., 1332p. and 1302p.

(*) excluding FISIM, including taxes less subsidies on products, and statistical discrepancy.

Table A4: Contribution of informal sector to GDP in various developing countries: Latin America

	Countries (years)

	 Agricultural GDP
	Non agricultural GDP
	Total GDP in national currency (*)
	Currency
	Informal sector GDP (including agriculture) (1)
	Agricultural Household sector
	Informal sector GDP (excluding agriculture) (2)
	(1) in % of total GDP
	(2) in % of non agricultural GDP
	(2) in % of total GDP

	Brazil (1998)
	67,551
	846,637
	914,188
	Million R$
	
	
	119,492
	
	14.1%
	13.1%

	Chile (1996)
	1,706.4
	27,549.1
	31,237.3
	Billion Pesos
	7,162.5
	633.1
	6,529.4
	22.9%
	22.1%
	20.9%

	Colombia (1992)
	1,325,877
	2,691,933
	4,017,810
	Million $ 84
	
	
	676,631
	
	25.1%
	16.8%

	Colombia (1994)
	10,016.2
	55,336.9
	67,532.9
	Billion Pesos
	27,744.9
	9,145.0
	18,599.9
	41.1%
	32.3%
	27.5%

	Colombia (1997)
	15,343.0
	104,027.2
	121,707.5
	Billion Pesos
	50,406.7
	13,902.4
	36,504.3
	41.4%
	34.3%
	30.0%

	Colombia (1999)
	19,704.6
	128,747.9
	151,565.0
	Billion Pesos
	58,120.7
	16,722.5
	41,398.2
	38.3%
	31.4%
	27.3%

	Mexico (1998)
	187,373
	3,328,972
	3,516,345
	Million Pesos
	
	
	445,486
	
	13.4%
	12.7%

	Peru (1979)
	407.7
	3,080.5
	3488.2
	Million soles
	
	
	1495.4
	
	48.5%
	42.9%

	Latin America
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	30.6%
	25,9%
	23,4%


Notes: Non-weighted arithmetical mean for totals . In italics, estimates taking account of an evaluation of the informal sector from outside the national accounts.
Sources : Personal compilations of the author, based on national sources and other sources quoted in references. UN, Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Statistics Division, (2004), National Accounts Statistics : Main Aggregates and Detailed Tables : 2002-2003, New York, 2004, 2 vol., 1332p. and 1302p.

(*) excluding FISIM, including taxes less subsidies on products, and statistical discrepancy.

Table A5: Contribution of informal sector to GDP in various developing countries: Caribbean

	Countries (years)

	 Agricultural GDP
	Non agricultural GDP
	Total GDP in national currency (*)
	Currency
	Informal sector GDP (including agriculture) (1)
	Agricultural Household sector
	Informal sector GDP (excluding agriculture) (2)
	(1) in % of total GDP
	(2) in % of non agricultural GDP
	(2) in % of total GDP

	Netherlands Antilles (1996)
	26
	4778
	4919
	Million guilder
	352
	1
	351
	7.2%
	7.2%
	7.1%

	Netherlands Antilles (1999)
	41
	4606
	4819
	Million guilder
	414
	1
	413
	8.6%
	8.6%
	8.6%

	Dominican Republic (1992)
	16,127.3
	114,705.5
	142,932.1
	Million Pesos
	71,701.2
	11,941.8
	59,759.4
	50.2%
	47.1%
	41.8%

	Dominican Republic (1996)
	20,370.8
	207,651.5
	243,972.9
	Million Pesos
	126,852.9
	15,550.0
	111,302.9
	52.0%
	49.8%
	45.6%

	Trinidad et Tobago (1998)
	568.0
	39,112.0
	38,065.0
	Million TT$
	3,199.2
	458.9
	2,740.3
	8.4%
	7.3%
	7.2%

	Trinidad et Tobago (1999)
	653.0
	43,895.0
	42,889.0
	Million TT$
	2,621.0
	465.7
	2,155.3
	6.1%
	5.1%
	5.0%

	Caribbean
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	22,2%
	21,2%
	19,7%


Notes: Non-weighted arithmetical mean for totals  *Between brackets: without oil , gas and petrol

In italics, estimates taking account of an evaluation of the informal sector from outside the national accounts.
Sources : Personal compilations of the author, based on national sources and other sources quoted in references. UN, Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Statistics Division, (2004), National Accounts Statistics : Main Aggregates and Detailed Tables : 2002-2003, New York, 2004, 2 vol., 1332p. and 1302p.

(*) excluding FISIM, including taxes less subsidies on products, and statistical discrepancy.

Table A6: Contribution of informal sector to GDP in various developing countries: Transition Countries

	Countries (years)

	 Agricultural GDP
	Non agricultural GDP
	Total GDP in national currency (*)
	Currency
	Informal sector GDP (including agriculture) (1)
	Agricultural Household sector
	Informal sector GDP (excluding agriculture) (2)
	(1) in % of total GDP
	(2) in % of non agricultural GDP
	(2) in % of total GDP

	Azerbaijan (1992)
	6,408
	16,235
	24,101
	Million Manat
	3,968
	3,458
	510
	16.5%
	2.9%
	2.1%

	Azerbaijan (1997)
	3,178,400
	11,497,100
	15,791,400
	Million Manat
	4,346,900
	2,597,400
	1,749,500
	27.5%
	13.9%
	11.1%

	Azerbaijan (2002)
	4,230,000
	23,827,800
	30,312,300
	Million Manat
	10,088,300
	4,129,900
	5,958,400
	33.3%
	22.8%
	19.7%

	Belarus (1994)
	2,418
	14,897
	18,000
	Million roubles
	1,803
	1,261
	542
	10.0%
	3.5%
	3.0%

	Belarus (1997)
	49,221
	276,045
	367,000
	Million roubles
	40,078
	22,650
	17,428
	10.9%
	5.5%
	4.7%

	Belarus (2002)
	2,647,400
	20,213,300
	26,138,000
	Million roubles
	2,905,700
	1,477,700
	1,428,000
	11.1%
	6.1%
	5.5%

	Bulgaria (1999)
	3,458
	17,747
	23,790
	Million lev
	7,037
	2,793
	4,244
	29.6%
	20.9%
	17.8%

	Bulgaria (2002)
	3,557
	24,937
	32,324
	Million lev
	6,647
	2,713
	3,934
	20.6%
	13.7%
	12.2%

	Estonia (1994)
	2,798
	23,962
	29,867
	Million kroon
	3,146
	1,141
	2,005
	10.5%
	7.4%
	6.7%

	Estonia (1997)
	4,467
	52,066
	64,045
	Million kroon
	6,069
	1,831
	4,238
	9.5%
	7.1%
	6.6%

	Estonia (2002)
	5,154
	91,042
	108,024
	Million kroon
	6,736
	1,731
	5,005
	6.2%
	4.9%
	4.6%

	Kazakhstan (1992)
	281,300
	955,600
	1,217,700
	Million tengue
	222,761
	150,476
	72,285
	18.3%
	7.7%
	5.9%

	Kazakhstan (1998)
	148,468
	1,491,495
	1,733,264
	Million tengue
	486,610
	124,157
	362,453
	28.1%
	22.9%
	20.9%

	Kazakhstan(2002)
	107,841
	3,258,250
	3,776,277
	Million tengue
	777,967
	180,547
	597,420
	20.6%
	16.3%
	15.8%

	Kyrgyzstan (1993)
	2094.0
	3,260.7
	5,354.7
	Million som
	1,792.0
	1,512.8
	279.2
	33.5%
	8.6%
	5.2%

	Kyrgyzstan (1997)
	12,638.7
	18,047.0
	30,685.7
	Million som
	14,910.9
	11,588.3
	3,322.6
	48.6%
	18.4%
	10.8%

	Kyrgyzstan (2002)
	25,929.8
	49,436.9
	75,366.7
	Million som
	37,313.2
	24,975.0
	12,338.2
	49.5%
	25.0%
	16.4%

	Latvia (1997)
	160
	2,689
	3,269
	Million lats
	351
	108
	243
	10.7%
	7.8%
	7.4%

	Latvia (2001)
	206
	4,607
	4,813
	Million lats
	451
	119
	332
	9.4%
	7.2%
	6.9%

	Lithuania (1995)
	2,664
	19,986
	24,781
	Million litas
	6,213
	1,826
	4,387
	25.1%
	19.8%
	17.7%

	Lithuania (1997)
	4,006
	30,405
	38,520
	Million litas
	8,211
	2,853
	5,358
	21.3%
	15.5%
	13.9%

	Lithuania (2002)
	3,231
	42,386
	50,758
	Million litas
	9,307
	2,284
	7,023
	18.3%
	14.8%
	13.8%

	Moldova (1993)
	568.7
	1,252.4
	1,821.1
	Million leu
	388.5
	203.6
	184.9
	21.3%
	14.8%
	10.2%

	Moldova (1997)
	2,315.2
	5,685.5
	8,916.9
	Million leu
	2,050.6
	1,147.2
	903.4
	23.0%
	13.7%
	10.1%

	Moldova (2002)
	4,741.7
	15,410.3
	22,555.9
	Million leu
	5,901.9
	3,420.1
	2,481.8
	26.2%
	13.9%
	11.0%

	Transition countries
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	21,7%
	13,9%
	11,8%


Notes: Non-weighted arithmetical mean for totals  *Between brackets: without oil , gas and petrol

In italics, estimates taking account of an evaluation of the informal sector from outside the national accounts.
Sources : Personal compilations of the author, based on national sources and other sources quoted in references. UN, Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Statistics Division, (2004), National Accounts Statistics : Main Aggregates and Detailed Tables : 2002-2003, New York, 2004, 2 vol., 1332p. and 1302p.

(*)excluding FISIM, including taxes less subsidies on products, and statistical discrepancy.
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