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Unit labor cost compared with the US
Manufacturing unit labor cost. US=100
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EZEFEIN SNSRI IIRAEER:

Manufacturing productivity across countries
Output per employee (Index. US=100 in 2003)
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U.S. Moving Up in Competitiveness ‘

Deloitte’s Global Manufacturing Competitiveness Index,
ranking 40 nations on a number of factors.
39.6 40.0 =
40 2016 (Current) 2020 (Projected)
Index score Index score
as Rank Country (100=high, 10=low) Change Country (100=high, 10=low)
: 1 China 100.0 A +1 United States 100.0
2 United States 99.5 v -1 China 93.5
30 3 Germany 93.9 = Germany 90.8
<4 Japan 80.4 = Japan 78.0
25 5 South Korea 76.7 A +6 India 77.5
= (5] United Kingdom 75.8 v -1 South Korea 77.0
20 7 Taiwan 72.9 A +1 Mexico 75.9
WS PE b2 8 Mexico 69.5 v -2 United Kingdom 73.8
N e v - i
B YO s ST VAR oo
o L e ingapore = - anada 2
10 AP AR LE 11 India 67.2 v -1 Singapore 67.6
12 Switzerland 63.6 A +6 Vietnam 65.5
5 13 Sweden 62.1 A +4 Malaysia 62.1
14 Thailand 60.4 = Thailand 62.0
o 15 Poland 59.1 A +4 Indonesia 61.9
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 Source: Deloitte; Novogradac & Company LLP :0 NOVOGRADAC & COMPANY
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