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On November 7, 2005, the Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System issued revisions to its index
of industrial production (IP) and the related measures
of capacity and capacity utilization for the period
from January 1972 through September 2005, For this
period, both the levels and the rates of change were
revised. For years before 1972, the levels, but not
the rates of change, were also revised. Overall, the
changes to total industrial production were small

Besides the revisions to the monthly data for 1P
and capacity utilization starting in 1972, the compari-
son base year for all production and capacity indexes
was changed: The indexes are now expressed as
percentages of output in 2002 instead of 1997(foGihete
2dbak hompeiistnsib sbiseytiekmbatvwees the r@yissd 1919
fofl @eMiaBsand manufacturing 1P, 1948 for manufac-
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referreeto-in the text and shown in the tables and charts are bafecward. Measured from fourth quarter to fourth quar-

on the data,p SDHE® qﬁé@ﬂa‘l“? 98?}{@‘%%%‘? MEBIKIEE  ter, industrial output since 2001 is now reported to
& ayi _Davl ne, 1Sto) urz, Pau engermann, . N
"Industiahi L EesCHARA ggwpvagdgyﬂgﬁ Z94HRN prepakabiary hed have increased a little more overall than reported
2006. Stateragitsiabofitndretidushiveportbomesiindisen réfen toetivesdatd  previously. The contraction in 2001 is now shown to
i i i ti ity and capacity i i i H i
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the improved estimates for communications equipment.

1. Industrial production, capacity, and capacity utilization: Total industry, January 1999-January 2006

Spread between Industrial production,
capacity,and-capacity utitization:

Total industry, January 1999-January 2006.

Figure 1 Production and capacity:

Data are plotted as four curves

and are expressed in basis points.

One curve is the spread of~Sapaeity”,

while the other shows the spread for"Prodaction”.
Curve "Capacity"represented in two curves"Revised"
and "Earlier". As shown in the figure both curves

go parallel to each other. They are started early

1999 on about 120(footnote 1 ratio scale,2002
output=100 end footnote)continue to hovering higher
and reached level about 140 early 2006.

Curve "Capacity"also represented in two
curves“Revised" and "Earlier”.Both curves started
early 1999 on about 100 and continue higher to

about 105 until middle of 2000 year.In early 2002
curves dropped down and reached about 100 level.

In early 2006 both curves ends on about 110 level.

Spread between Industrial production, capacity,

and capacity utilization: Total industry, January 1999-January 2006
Figure 2 Capacity Utilization:

Data are plotted as two curves and are expressed in basis points.
One curve is the spread of"'Revised",while the other

shows the spread for"Earlier".As shown in the figure

both curves posted parallel. They are started early 1999

on about 82% continue to hovering higher and reached

about 83% level in 2000 year. After 2000 year sharply goin% down
and reached about 74% level in early 2002.After 2002 year began
to go up. In early 2006 curve "Earlier" ends on about 78% level.

In early 2006 curve "Revised" ends on about 81 % level.

NOTE: Here and in the following figures, the shaded areas are periods of
business recession as defined by the National Bureau of Economic Research.

Data labeled “revised” are the corresponding data published in the G.17
Federal Reserve statistical release “Industrial Production and Capacity Utilization"
on February 15, 2006. Data labeled "earlier” reflect those . .
?ubllshed_ before the November 7, 2005, annual revision. The "earlier" line

or capacity extends_through the end of 2005 because the capacity indexes are
based on annual projections that are converted to a monthly basis.
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1. Revised rates of change in industrial production and capacity and the revised rates of capacity utilization, 2001-05

Heading TowW columm 1 Ttem colum Z IViemo:2005 proportion

column 3 Revised rate (percent) 2091-05 ayg. column 4 Revised rate (percent) 2001
column 5 Revised rate (percent) 2002 column 6 Revised rate (percent) 2003
column 7 Revised rate (percent) 2004 column 8 Revised fate (percent) 2005
column 9 Difference between rates of chan'Ee revised minus ear |er(percentag<= points) 2001-05 avg.
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column 11 Difference between rates of change revised minus earlier(percentage points) 2002

column 12 Difference between rates of change revised minus earlier(percentage points) 2003

column 13 Difference between rates of change revised minus earlier(percentage points) 2004

column 14 Difference between. rates| of change revised minus earlier(percentage points) 2005 end heading row
Item:Production:Total index Memo:R005 proportion:100.0 Revised rate (percents) 2001-05 avg.:1.0
Revised rate (percent) 2001:-5.3 Reyised rate (percent) 2002:2.3 Revised rate (percent) 2003:1.5

Revised rate (percent) 2004:4.3 Revijsed rate (percent) 2005:2.3

Difference between rates-of-change-fevised minus earlier(percentage points) 2001-05 avg.0.2

Difference between rates of change frevised minus earlier(percentage points) 2001-0.2

Difference between rates of change frevised minus earlier(percentage points) 2002:0.8

Difference between rates of change revised minus earlier(percentage points) 2003:0.3

Difference between rates of change revised minus earlier(percentage points) 2004:.0

Difference between rates of change revised minus earlier(percentage points) 2005:0.2
Item:Production:Manufacturing Memo:2005 proportion:80.8 Revised rate (percent) 2001-05 avg.:1.2
Revised rate gpercentg 2001 -5.6-Revyised rate (percent) 2002 2.2 Revised rate (percent) 2003:1.7

Revised rate (percent

change revised minus carlier percen age points) 2001-05 avg 0.2 Difference between rates of
change revised minus earlier(percentage points) 2001-0.2 Difference between rates of
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percent) 2002:0.4 Revised rate (percent) 2003:-0.1 Revised rate (percent) 2004:0.5
Revised rate (percent) 2005:2.0 Difference between rates of change revised minus earlier
(percentage points) 2001-05 avg.0.1 Difference between rates of change revised minus
earlier(percentage points) 20010.3 Difference between rates of change revised minus
earlier(percentage points) 2002:0.3 Difference between rates of change revised minus
earlier(percentage points) 2003:.0 Difference between rates of change revised minus
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2. Industrial production: Market groups, January 1989-January 2006

Epread R%Wie” fInlgustrlal production: Market groups, January 1989-January 2006.
Igure-+"Produets™

Data are plotted as two curves and are expressed in basis points.
One curve is the spread of "Consumer goods",

while the other shows the spread for"Final products and non industrial supplies".

Both curves are started in early 1989 year.Curve"Consumer"goods" on about 74(Ratio
scale, 2002 output = 100),Curve"Final products and non industrial supplies" on about 78

(Ratio scale, 2002 output = 100).
Both curves are begin their upward trend. By the end of 2000 curve "Consumer goods"

reached about 100,curve "Final products and non industrial supplies“reached about 104.
After 2000 year both curves decline to about 100. In early 2006 Curve"Consumer“goods"
ends on about 108 and Curve"Final products and non industrial supplies“ends on about 112.
Figure 2"Non industrial supplies":

Bata are plotted as two curves and are expressed in basis points.
ne C n H L}

while the other shows the spread for"Business” Both curves are started in
early 1989 year.Curve"Construction" on about 80(Ratio
scale, 2002 output = 100),Curve"Business" on about 70

(Ratio scale, 2002 output = 100).Right after 1989 year both curves are
dropped down and reached at the level about 72("'Construction"curves')and

about 69("Business"curve)in early 1991.Since 1991 through 2000 curves''Business"and
"Construction" continue hovering higher and reached level on about 105.In early 2000
both curves reduced quickly and reached 99 in 2001.1n the middle

of 2003 both curves started going up and ends on about 100.

Figure 3"Equipment".

Data are plotted as two curves and are expressed in basis points.

One curve is the spread of "Defense and space”,

while the other shows the spread for"Business".Both curves are started in early 1989 year.
As shown in the figure curve"Defense and space" started in early 1989 on about 155

(Ratio scale, 2002 output = 100) and varies down during 1989-2000.After 2000 year
curve“Deferseand space “duing up and ends at the fever about 135 imearty 2006:

As shown in the figure curve"Business" started in early 1989 on about 60(Ratio

scale, 20(}2 outputd =100) and va&ies up d(ljJring r1]95139—2080.A1;)ter 2000|ye2a(50

curve'Defense and space“going down and reached on about 95 in e . .

Curm aifd e level about 135 in early 2O%‘W%Alt"ml3 Prodlitction

Figure 4"Industrial materials" ] .

Datalips phettéursk auariairoés2Nibatodtindustrial Rrgweints. The revision indicated that the overall path of indus-

One cigivewashecgsaied o Baeld8'0 percent of output in  irja] progductio uch the same as stated earlier.
unop0ls HOUSH)S B OO B B R R Ve ros of thts ovision—ite

Curvg(Energyihs ﬁg@lﬁi H ﬁb reported previ- = i i
X B0%0. of the 2003 Annual Survey of Manu-
Zﬁ%’f@ﬁ@ gﬁ?&&s @ 5‘2 3 4 yﬁlﬁi%&%ﬁ:&g’&oﬁ%&%@@a&rﬁ of the revision to the 2002 Census of
Curvat'i eREPTker Wasrs Offeehes than earlier  Manpufactures—had little effect on the top-line esti-
scalere@irzsoumghicatedOBRekaues afidieontirisionosanihg foghet till ma%sd From 1992 through 2000, total 1P increased

middie afeaper mRihaIEed going down spread on 2 annual rate of 4.7 percent. The index
Tab@ﬂ?f&?{&%ﬁ&g?[{{ﬂ%%% AP APRLERTA 2206 RigRout 1 Bclinied 3.5 percent in 2001. A?t@f the trough, 1P
and table A.2 shows the revised data for capacity and capacity  regisiered moderaie gains in 2002, 2003, and 2005

utilization for total industry. Tables A.3 and A.4 show the revised  and advaneed strengly in 2004 (figure 1).
rates of change (fourth quarter to fourth quarter) of industrial pro-

duction for market groups, industry groups, special aggregates, and
selected detail for the years 2001 through 2005. Table A.5 shows the
revised rates of change of annual industrial production indexes for ~ Market Groups
market and industry groups for the years 2001 through 2005. ) )

Tables A.6 and A.7 show the revised figures for capacity and capacity ~ /Among major market groups (figure 2 and table A.3),
utilization. Tables A.3, A.4, A5, and A.6 also show the difference  the revision shows little change compared with pre-
between the revised and earlier rates of change. Table A.7 shows the ~ Vious estimates in production for final products and
difference between the revised and previous rates of capacity utiliza- ~ nonindustrial supplies for recent years. This index
tion for the final quarter of the year. Table A.8 shows the annual ~ declined in 2001, posted moderate gains in 2002 and
proportions of market groups and industry groups in total 128A8-f8Bthdagreased more rapidly in 2004 and 2005



(measured from the fourth quarter of the preceding
year to the fourth quarter of the year indicated).
Overall, the revisions to consumer goods were small
for recent years, and the index still shows a general
climb since having dropped back in 2001. The revi-
sions to most of the components of consumer goods
were small; however, new data yielded a sizable
downward revision to home electronics for 2003,
whieh resulted in less of an increase than stated
earlier.

The production of business equipment is now
reported to have been somewhat weaker, on balance,
in the 2001-05 period than estimated earlier; a down-
ward revision to the index for information processing
equipment is largely responsible for the lower 2003
estimate. The output of business equipment declined
in 2001 and 2002 but has risen since then. The
production of defense and space eguipment has
inereased in reeent years, partieularly in 2004 and
2008; hewever, the revisien indieates smaller gains in
2002 and 2@@5 than stated previeusly and a larger
gain iR 2004.7 The indexes for eonstruction supplis
and Business supplies were revised litile for f@é@ﬂ%
years: eutput A these twe market greups éf@gg
in 2001 But has risen in eaeh year sinee. Frem
threugh 2084, the gaing in the eutput of materals
Were Fevised up abeut 6.7 QBEEE%HEQQE POIRt PeF year:
3005 had 2 smaller upward revision, and 2661 fiad &
downward revisien gf ¥2 BEEE%HE%%% point. Brodue:
H8ﬁ of materials as advanced iR every vear from

8H the 1&@8& IACEEA3ES WEFE IR 3963 and 3994:
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Industry Groups

Relative to earlier reports, the current estimates for
manufacturing 1P indicate a slightly steeper upward
trajectory for 2002 through 2005 (table A.3). Like the
revisions to total industrial production, the current
estimates for manufacturing 1P show a marginally
larger decline in 2001 and a faster increase in 2002,

The increases in 2003, 2004, and 2005 were slightly
greater than earlier estimates.

Compared with the previous estimates, the revision
to durable manufacturing shows a larger rate of
decline in 2001 and a more rapid rate of increase
since then. The overall contour of this index shows
solid gains for the past few years—more than 5 pet-
gent per year, on average, from 2002 forward. All
major durable goods industries posted gains in 2004,
and many showed continued strength in 200S. The
enly majer industries with netable deereases in pro-
duetien iA 2005 were primary metals and furniture
and related produets:

Overall, the index for nondurable manufactur-
ing was little changed from earlier estimates. The
output of nondurables declined markedly in 2001 and
advanced strongly in 2004; the swings in other recent
years were less pronounced. On balance, the output
indexes for textile and produet mills and for apparel
and leather have registered sharp declines in recent
years, whereas the indexes for food, beverage, and
tobaceo produets; chemieals; and plasties and rubber
produets all pested gains.

The revision indicated lower output in recent years
for the industries that have historically been defined
as manufacturing (namely, publishing and logging)
but that are classified elsewhere under the North
American Industry Classification System (NAICS).
In 2003 and 2004, the rates of change are now, on
average, about 2 pereentage points lower than previ-
ously published.

Special Aggregates

A number of special industrial production aggregates
are published to help users understand changes in
the industrial sector (table A.4). The high-technology
industries are important contributors to growth in the
manufacturing sector (figures 3 and 4). The revision
shows little change to the aggregate for selected
high-technology industries—computess and periph-
eral equipment, communications eguipment, and
semiconduetors and related eleetronic components.
The small revisiens to the agaregate, hewever, mask
somewhat laraer revisions to eaeh of its lowsr-level
industries. The produetion of compuiers and periph-
gral equipmment 1§ new estimated o have deelined in
2002, rather than te have inereased, and te have risen
less in 2603 and 2004 than was f@B@H@Q garlier; the
BHiput ga gﬁiﬁ in 2008 is nearly the same a8 8§Hﬁi§£§8
garlier. For eommunications equipment, the revisien
shews 2 sieepsr drop in preduction in 2003 and &
MOre Moderale reEovery IR 3603 Man previgusly



3. Industrial production: Manufacturing, and manufacturing 4.
excluding selected high-technology industries,
January 1989-January 2006

Industrial production: Selected high-technology
industries, January 1999-January 2006

Spread be}ween Industrial production: Manutacturing,
mnnu antiirinA

Spread between Industrlal productlon Manufacturlng and mﬁﬂagﬂ}gn

4nnlhimal atvian

excluding selected high-technology industries, January 1989
Figure 19Level J ¥ Y

Data are plotted as two curves and are expressed in basis poi
One curve is the spread of "Excluding selected high-technol
while the other shows the spread for"Manufacturing”.Both ¢
in early 1989 year. Curve "Excluding selected high-technolo
started on about 85(Ratio scale, 2002 output = 100) level and
hovering higher till middle of 2000 year and reached on abo
Right after started going down spread on about 100 on the en
During 2001-2006 years hovering higher and ends on about L h \% f2002 q d q
Curve™Manufacturing" started on about 65(Ratio thee € nggggt%S e starte to going down an
scale, 2002 output = 100) level and continue hovering hi her@ﬁf dc? omm unlcatlons eqmpment ends in early
middle of 2000 year and reached on about 105 level. Right afjg (RRHEF §oH

down spread on‘about 100 on the end of 2001 year. During -ﬁ._ﬁb?ms&t-, af

hovern%q-mghmnd—mmmrﬁﬁnreaﬁym&
Figure 2"Change from vear earlier”

Data are plotted as two 2|1gzag curves and are expressed in pe expdy
One curve is the spread o Excludlng selected hlgh technolo

gggbectea high-technology industries, January
nuary
ta are plotted as three curves and are expressed in
c!ﬁ" 9491& As shown in the figure curves

i ns equipment”, "Semiconductors"
N @% " started in early 1999.

munications equipment “started on about

ale, 2002
eI gomg up and reached on about
gnd of 2000 year.

%Q?@%iﬁ Y S
ends on about 125 level at the

ﬁé&‘dﬁfﬁ helartsdtne 4090s4QRatieceler-

Dropped down in early 1990 and reached on about -2% level. of

Went up in early 1991 on about 3%.

Dropped down in the middle of 1991 on about -4%.
In early 1992 reached on about 4%.

In the mldg%g of 199
In earl jumpe
In early 1998 reached the pick on about 10%.
On the end of 2001 dropped down on about -7%.
In eardy 2003 jumped up to about 4%.In the middle of
2003 opped down to about 1%Ieve|

! Wﬁsﬂ%ﬁgﬁm

We d plishi
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stated; output is now estimated to have risen more
rapidly in 2004 and 2005. The index for semiconduc-
tors has risen rapidly since a small decline in 2001.
Compared with previous estimates, the revision to
semiconductors shows a slower increase in 2004 but
a more rapid increase in 2003,

The output gain for motor vehicles and parts is
now reported to have been stronger in 2002 and
2005—by about 1 percentage point—than was
reported earlier. The estimates for other recent years
are similar to previous reports.

Capanityy

The revision did not change the overall contour of
manufacturing capacity. Capacity still accelerates

003
hfttoche RSl decin 1 200% and
Irstha mucﬂﬂ%ﬁmmw:ipm dihgy bpwndeen less than
erRdsi A ke Wahbrl exal I arRaihe 28R ViBA2005 is some-

what stronger (table A.6). Among selected high-

reache on a
p on z%out 89 %F]t after dropped dowdnresloly2Padustries, the revision suggests a slower

expansion of capacity in 2003 and 2004 than reported

earlier; however, for 2005, high-technology capacity

equ{nc%ed m?re rapidly than stated previously—
el.

olevel.. . . .

apacl in mining 1S Now estimated to have
decreased in each of the past four years and has
declined, on balance, more than previously estimated.
In contrast, capacity at electric and gas utilities
n tacteletateh sharply from 2001 to 2004 and flattened
out in 2008; the current estimates for 2005 are lower

than previously reporied.
By stage of process, capacity in the crude stage,

06 on aRRItM Hale\@ntracted since 2001, is now estimated

to have been somewhat weaker, on balance, in the
2001-05 period than reported earlier. Relative to
previous reports, the capacity index for the primary
and semifinished stages increased more in 2001,
2002, and 2008; declined less in 2003; and increased
less in 2004. Ameng finished goods producers, capac-
ity expanded throughout the 2001-05 peried. Rela-
tive to earlier reports, the revised estimates shew
fnere aceeleration in 2002, 2004, and 2005 and a little
less 1A 2001; the estimates fer 2003 were unrevised:

Capanityy Udiflization
Capacity utilization for total industry was revised up

in recent years, but the revisions were relatively
small; for the third quarter of 2005, utilization stood



at 79.8 percent, a rate 0.5 percentage point higher
than previous estimates suggested but 1.2 percentage
points below its long-term (1972-2004) average
(table A.7).

The factory operating rate reached 78.5 percent in
the third quarter of 2005 after an upwardly revised
reading of 78.2 percent in the fourth quarter of 2004
and an unrevised 74.7 percent in the fourth quarter of
2003. Wwithin manufacturing, the current revision
plaeces the overall utilization rates in recent years for

durable goods manufacturers somewhat highef than g79

previously stated, especially in the fourth gquarter of
2004 and the third quarter of 2005. The utilization
rates for manufacturers of nondurables were little
changed from earlier estimates. Capacity utilization
in the other (non-NAICS) manufacturing industries is
now lower than previously reported, and the recent
increases are smaller than those stated earliet.
Among selected high-technology industries, utili-
zation is now reported to have been lower in the
fourth quarters of 2002 and 2003 but higher in the
fourth quarter of 2004 and the third quarter of
2005 (figures 5 and 6). For 2002, a downward revi-
sion to the utilization rate for semiconductors and
related electronic components accounts for most of
the lower estimate. For 2003, the downward revision
is largely attributable to lower utilization in the com-
munications equipment industey. For 2004 and 2005,
higher utilization rates for producers of semiconduc-
tors and related electronic components account for

6. Capacity utilization: Selected high-technology industries,
January 1996-January 2006

_S%read_between Capacity utilization: Selected high-technology
in , :
Data are plotted as two curves and are expressed in percentage
points. One curve is the spread of
'Revised"the other shows "Earlier".
Figure 1"Computers and peripheral equipment":
Both curves are arranged parallel to each other and started
in early 1996 year on about 83% level. In early 1997 curve
"Earlier"on about 87% level,while the other one about 90% level.
At the middle 1999 both curves going down and reached on about

; i = i een 68%-84%
and ends on about 85% level at the beginning of 2006 year.
Figure 2"Communications equipment'
Both curves are arranged parallel to each other and started in
early 1996 year on about 75% level. Going up and reached on about
95% level in early of 2000 year. In the middle of 2000 year both
curves dropped down and reached 65% level at the end of 2002
Year. During 2002-2006 years curves hovering higher and reached
evel on about 78% at the beginning of 2006 year.
Figure 3"Semiconductors and related electronic components":
Both curves are arranged parallel to each other and started in
early 1996 year on about 98% level. At the end of 1996 year both
curves-reached on-about 86% levelInthe middle 0f 1997 year both
spreads continue exceeding until middle of 1998 year and reached on
about 75% level .Right after hovering higher and reached level on
about 99% in 2002 year .Since 2000 year curves decline approximately
of 40% and reached on about 57% level in the beginning of 2002
year. Curve "Earlier"ends on about 80% level at the beginning of
2006 year. Curve "Revised"ends on about 78%
level at the beginning of 2006 year.

fueh of the upwatd revisions. Exeluding these highespectively, abouabopertpercgatpgmpamtvabove bekbbethes the

teehnelegy industries, capaeity utilization for manu-
faeturing is little ehanged:

Capacity utilization in mining was revised up,
to 88.3 in the fourth quarter of 2004 and to 86.1 in
the third quarter of 2005; these estimates are, respec-

5. Capacity utilization: Selected high-technology industries
and manufacturing excluding selected high-technology
industries, January 1989-January 2006

index’s long-term average. Improved capacity esti-
mates of support activities for mining accounted for
much of the recent revisions. The utilization rate for
electric and gas utilities in the third quarter of 2005
was little changed by the revision and stood at
88.1 percent, a rate 1.3 percentage points above its
long-term average.

Spread between Capacity utilization: Selected high-technology TECHINOBAL ASSEETTS OF THE REEXISION

indusmeﬁand—maﬁufaemﬁn?—exelﬁdmg—seleetedi
high-technology industries, January 1989-January 2006.

Data are plotted as two curves and are expressed
|r:c percentage points. One curve is the spread

The revision incorporates updated comprehensive
annual data and revised monthly source data used in

of"Manufacturing excluding selected high-technology industrieshe estimation of production, capacity, and utiliza-

while the other shows the spread for
"Selected high-technology Industries".
As shown in the figure curve"Manufacturing excluding
selected high-technology industries"started at the end
of 1988 year on about 86% level and Slowly going down
until early 1991 on about 78% level. During 1991-2001
years varies between about 84%-74%.In early 2002
gomg up and ends on about 83% level.

econd curve"Selected high-technology industries"started
at theend of 1988 year o atiout 8096 tevetand Stowty~
goi :
confidently going up and reached about 87% level in 1994
year. At the middle of 1996 curve slides down until
about 80%. Since 1997 year rises sharply and reached pick
on about 93% level. After 2000 year dropped down until
56% level. During 2003-2006 years goes up
and ends on level 75% In early 2002.

tion. As noted earlier, this revision includes informa-
tion drawn from the 2003 Annual Survey of Manu-
factures. This revision also incorporates the 2004
Survey of Plant Capacity, other annual industry
reports on output and capaeity, reeent information on
priees, and revised monthly souree data on physical
produets and en laber inputs. Aleng with the indi-
vidual produetion series and seasenal facters, the
annual value-added weights used in aggregating the



indexes to market and industry groups were also
updated.

Changess to Bemehmadkk [intiexes

The benchmark indexes for manufacturing defined
for each six-digit NAICS industry as nominal gross
output divided by a price index were updated to
include new information from the 2003 Annual
Survey of Manufactures (ASM) and revisions to the
estimates from the 2002 Census of Manufactures.
The benchmark indexes for most industries incor-
porated updated price indexes from the industry out-
put program of the Bureau of Economic Analysis
(BEA). One exception is the benchmark index for
semiconductor manufacturing, which comprises five
subindustry indexes (figure 7). The price indexes for
these sub industry indexes are constructed from infor-
fhatien issued by trade associations, private research
companies, company reports, and producer price
indexes from the U.S. Bureau of Laber Siatistics
(footnote 8 CargdLeaiirrden(2803)al il idusthiahPeqskicti an@nd fopRaGHY.
UtilizatieandiieidPOmitistaticat apdrdnnyab Revision (hsesara
Resgue:BuHetineyahBR ¢4uKib) sPmcharé GANeb foQsngial
Beasush ey eiabshertimank aricedngaifoak Wik
FEtOr MARUBACH &b?&ef%kﬁeia%%&et%@dﬂiﬁ HER

mdex the Federal Reserve's measure of real output
n this industry rises faster than the comparable BEA
measure. If the BEA price index were used in place

7. Annual price index: Semiconductors, 1997-2004

of the Federal Reserve’s index, the rate of change
% the aut HE af 8 GBHQHGE%E@ weuld have peen
ercenta om ower ear, on avera e rom
o1nts lower ear on avera T0m
1997 to 2003
The price indexes used for most components of
communications equipment are also constructed by
the Federal Reserve and were updated in this revi-
sion. Price and production indexes for networking
equipment (routers, switches, and hubs) are discussed
later. Among non-networking egquipment, industry
and government sourees on prices for central office
equipment, fiber-optic egquipment, PBX (private
braneh exehange) eguipment, consumer telecom-
faunieations eguipment, and wireless infrastructure
eguipment were used (o extend previeus werk
{hfggthMfootnoteQ
Coxadhed tlustsiat b radustiRmARGHCARRSDS Wi zation,”
o &adfiotReiRdulation of nominal gross ou
A e e
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Spread between Annual  price index: Semlconductors 1997- 2@@5@0 Ebep{ Factut-
Data are plotted as one curve and are c/(presseu in baS|S pOIﬂt%H%h% OWeVer the
Year:1997 Index: 1,661.69 Percent change:-42.00 re

Year:1998 Index:849.73 Percent change:-48.86
Year:1999 Index:485.02 Percent change:-42.92
Year:2000 Index:284.08 Percent change:-41.43
Year:2001 Index:148.48 Percent change:-47.73
Year:2002 Index:100.00 Percent change:-32.65
Year:2003 Index:72.21 Percent change:-27.79

Year:2004 Index:60.63 Percent change:-16.04
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?@&%m@ma@& %éﬂﬂfl%s@ﬁk ﬂ?&l?é{}?e%
F 20 GRERREVLRS RS LSS dUGFS §’c§s degife Devitn
HIGHS A SNt PIARATHAB ﬂ?ﬁ@e‘g P lpg dddech
110 AR RABCROFBFK STRIBTERCTA et v Tarf bk
r‘ééjﬁfeﬁﬂtﬁ & Iipdisalieycregeimpisdipatisaies
BRI ite BRI risiNg vaRE crddeddosixbanst siiANE
industries)thaimeisroporisAseBedco S uk ot
YR eRsIHeAl B e reTarRERIEhAY GRR rBagesin
telbevEpLime agrr %@F@rb)ﬂ%@ﬂ)@%ﬁﬁﬂbﬂ% Hhad
Bie givse ool amgeparnied dades tnp innbesa agkedii
indi¥¥Hes that were dropped from the ASM. For each
tArepoerted- industry, the imputations were based on
values for the aggregate industry that contained it and
the shares of the unreported industry in the aggregate
in 2002.
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The loss of the detail in the ASM probably had
only a small effect on the IP industry benchmarks.
All but eight of the IP industries are made up entirely
of industries or industry combinations that were
reported in the ASM. Because the other eight indus-
tries, which constitute about 3 percent of total IP, are
all six-digit NAICS industries, any effects of the
imputation of neminal gross output mostly caneel out
at the five-digit NAICS industry level.

Changess to Indifididal! Prodlictivon Seonies

With this revision, the monthly production indicators
for some series have changed. The source data for
production indexes for the following twenty indus-
tries, which constituted 10.9 percent of IP in 2004,
have been changed from electric power use to
production-worker hours for 1997 to the present:

1. fruit and vegetable preserving and specialty food
(NAICS 3114)
other food (31193-9)
leather and hide tanning and fimishing (3161)
printing (32311)
soap, cleaning compound, and toilet preparations
(3256)
6. other chemical product and preparations (3259)
7. rubber and plastics hoses and belting (32622)
8. other rubber products (32629)
9. other pressed and blown glass and glass-ware
(327212)
10. glass product made of purchased glass (327215)
11. lime (32741)
12. other nonmetallic mineral products (3279)
13. ferrous metal foundries (33151)
14. hardware (3325)
15. machine shops; turned product; and screws, nuts,
and bolts (3327)
16. air purification equipment, fans, and blowers
(333411, 2)
17. electric lighting equipment (3351)
18. electrical equipment (3353)
19. other electrical equipment (33593, 9)
20. office furniture (including fixtures) (3372)

oA W

The decision to switch the monthly indicators for
these series resulted from deterioration in the sample
of electric utilities that report power use for these
industries. The IP indexes no longer contain any
series that are based on electric power use as their
monthly indicator for the period 1997 to the present.

The 1P indexes based on product data usually
reflect measures of production, but some have been

based on manufacturers’ shipments (the implicit
assumption being that the factory inventories do not
change). In this revision, the procedure that was
introduced in the 2004 annual revision for estimat-
ing inventories of the machine tool industry was
expanded to the following twenty-one industries
(with a total weight in 1P of 6.6 percent in 2004) for
which shipments are the high-frequency indicator:

corn syrup and starch (NAICS 311221 pt.)
reconstituted wood products (321219)
paperboard containers (32221)
pharmaceutical preparations (325412)
cement (32731)
aluminum foundries (331521,4)
metal cans, boxes, and other metal containers
(light gauge) (33243)

8. burners and other parts (333414 pt.)

9. boilers, heaters, and furnaces (333414 pt.)
10. warm air furnaces (333415 pt.)
11. electron tubes (334411)
12. electric housewares and household fans (335211)
13. household vacuum cleaners (335212)
14. electric water heaters (335228 pt.)
15. gas water heaters (335228 pt.)
16. storage batteries (335911)
17. truck trailers (336212)
18. motor homes (336213)
19. travel trailers and campers (336214)
20. mattresses (33791)
21. book publishers (51113)

Nouhkwbhe=

The model underlying the estimates of invento-
ries assumes that manufacturers target a specific
inventory-sales ratio. In response to surprises in
demand, manufacturers are assumed to adjust produc-
tion plans to partially accommodate the surprise in
the same period, and the remainder of the accommo-
dation takes place in subseguent periods. Figure 8
illustrates the high and lew freguency effects of the
fnodel-based inventory adjustment on the shipments
indieaters. As a representative example, seasonally
adjusted shiprents of cement are shewn as the ihiek
green line 1A the tep panel. The shipments indieater
adjusted fer inveniery ehange—ihe new produetien
indieater shewn as the thin Blaek line—hag the same
Bagle eentaur a8 shipments, with seme ef e extreme
swines tempered. Similarly, shipments of truel trail-
grs; Wwith and witheut e model-Based iRveniory
adjustment, are shown In fhe Botom panel. From
the fouFih quarier oF 2666 through mid-3603. fhe
REW BFAAUCHOR [RAICATRE 1S 1oWer than ShIPMERH &
PARHEACHIEERS tFy 10 Keep HHelr AVERIBHES 1A HAE
WIIR SIHMmpIRg dEmand:



8. Estimated production and shipments: Cement and truck ment from Semiconductor Equipment and Materials
trailers, January 1993-December 2002 International, an industry association; the billings

Spread between Estimated production and shipments: data are deflated by the producer price index for the
Cement and truck trailers, January 1999-December 2002. industry. The indicators for bare printed circuit boards
Elgtlzjirgré p%e;g(ejn;s two curves and are expressed in (NAICS 334412) and for printed clrcuit assemblies
basis points. One curve is the spread of "Estimated production”, (NAICS 334418) are now constructed .ff@m a
while the other shows the spread for"Shipments". ‘weighted average of shipment indexes of flexible and

Curve "Shipments"started in 1999 on level on about 8.8(Million&lgid eireuit boards that is deflaied by a producer
of metric tons) while Curve “Estimated production”started on atpfiie®@ sigefootnateddiput indicator for boats (NAICS
Both curves are arranged para]lel to each other and in 1996€ shipmeptsindaxeganie EonictiRf, da@ssaeiationef Macbant
making three big leap. At the peginning of 1999 year.@ym@ﬁueg%ﬁéhmmmgh%m@@mm offprimied piGul

on about 9.3 level. In the midfile of 1999 dropped down to abou
level and at the end of 1999 ypar jumped up to about 9.6 level. d3@odfpstRate) TheoutR dudinaprifaERA3IEINAICS

In 2000 year curves reached three peaks. On about 8.9 level in tig#R&H Bort$ ufler WEPnHERR afdd afiesrdheneNalieRal
beginning of the year. On about 9.2 level at the middle of 2000. Merndaciakersefssqeiation for the period
curves dropped own to about 8.2 level at the end of the year (I)rav 2002 forward; a Fisher quantity index is com-
year o artes-between nearly 2 o

curves on about 9.5 level. Then durlng the year varies between $/818g (@it shipments and values for the follow-

Sd?é’é’d%&ﬁfébﬁ‘@ﬁﬁ%ié‘o(jﬂrﬁéﬁjeﬂgr%ﬁ@@ﬁ|}Sﬁﬁér9§ about 8.5 leviely) eleysufypes of watercraft:

Cement and truck trailers, January 1999-December 2002. 3. GiHISEHSIes
Figure 2"Truck trailers" (Ratlo scale, 2002 output = 100) 2. ﬁlﬁ'@%ﬁ%s outboard boats
Data are plotted as two curves and are expressed in i flaiahles
basis points. One curve is the spread of "Estimated production"”, f ﬁigéf’éﬁl ﬁé@%ﬁggﬁ?

while the other shows the spread for"Shipments".

Both curves are arranged parallel to each other and started

3.
5 a gum outboard boats
on about 240 level at the beginning of 1999.In 1999 8-

g%m%x&?mts
5

8:
year both curve varies between about 240-250 levels. In 2000 5
year they dropped down to about 125 level, In 2001
Continued to reduced gmckly and reached about 75 10:
level at the end of the 2001 year .At the beginning 2002 i
?/ear curves started to go up and end on

POFR
I Oﬁ'g gtercraft

ats
X trallers

vel about 140 at the end of 2002 year. 1

B PrStiE b pradueios ISk sonl
S . - u{e !ﬂ ¢ cen 1n @ [1Z€S
NOTE: Estimated production measures for cement and truck trailers are e i § rcen n sum ar| es
calculated from shipments adjusted for model-based changes in inventory. t & Be a a ea ured as d Il e Q Tue
Truck trailer data comprise three categories: trailers, containers, and chassis. age % L‘é m S a& EI’CB f Eﬁe \ﬁoul‘}g
Shipmems of each category are weighted by relative prices and summed; the d aval aple 1 ﬁ 0] € TOour-
s is hn ndexed. e A WY s st Esmate of
o : o 88{8{ ’F%H’% S}FH%HﬁF%H §§H & 13

This revision also incorporated new indicators ng 18R 1R 838 §H

based on product shipments for four industries. REW §8HF88 95{3 8888}??8 ﬁvﬁ g & E};’E? {%} : 3}§

Previously, these industries were estimated from  §igp ﬁh@ FouFth }ﬂ8ﬁ{ of estimais): the BFBGH&
production-worker hours. A model-based estimate  pasgd EORtERt of [Bisal8 Bgyggﬂ{

of the change in inventories is added to the index he reyision iReorporated Fehingd methods for 2
derived from shipments to compute a production  foy; serigs: The ProducHoR Indicator for Boilers; heat:
index for the following four industries: gFs; and Farnaces (NAIES 333414 pt) is new based

1. semiconductor manufacturing equipment (NAICS
333295)
. bare printed circuit boards (334412)

2
3. printed circuit assemblies (334418)
4. boats (336612) 2. Proportion of industrial production data by type available

in reporting window, 2004
The total number of individual output indexes that H Percentage of value added fimate: 1st
: : ; : gading row column L Type p ype ata column onth of estimate:1s
Inal.«:e up indusrial production remains at 300 for the cojumn 3 Mon Iestjm te:2nd column 4 Month of estimate:3rd
period from 1992 forward. column 5 Month of estimate:4th end eadlng row
With this revision, the monthly indicator for [Yypeofdata:Product-based Month of estimate:1st:24.8

semiconductor manufacturing equipment (NAICS MSHE ;ggﬂmg%e 2r}1d Pt Nonith of estimate:3rd:50.7

333205) from 1992 and forward was derived from pe o data: Pr_o___u_(_:_t_lqr_l_-_\_l\_lqr er hours Month of estimate:1st:44.9

data on billings for front-end semiconductor equip- | nt of estimate:2nd:44.9 NMonth of estimate:3rd:44.9
pe of data: Total avai ab e Month of estimate:1st:69.7
ont estlmate 2nd:
Mont ]9 estimate: Sr 95 6 Month of estimate:4th:96.7
Type of data:Federal Reserve estimates
onth of estimate: 1st 30,3
Montp of estimate: rhd :14.7 Month of estimate:3rd:4.4
Month of estimate:4t




on the quarterly output of boilers (data from the Gas
Appliance Manufacturers Association). The data for
heaters and furnaces that were previously used to
construct the index are no longer available,

The production indicator for machine tools
(NAICS 333512, 3) is computed based on a Fisher
index of quarterly shipments data from the Census
Bureaw’s Current Industrial Report on metalworking
machinery (MQ333W). The report has nominal ship-
ments and unit shipments for numerous categories
of maehine tools. Previously, the implieit unit values
from the report were used as the deflators in the

production indicator for IP. A correction factor to
align this indicator with the benchmark index is then
applied.

Networking Equipment

The Federal Reserve updated estimates for commu-
nications equipment manufacturing (NAICS 3342)
from 2001 on. The 2000 revision introduced a new
IP series for the production of networking equipment
(routers, switches, and hubs)(footfate series is not

Fishet index ealeulation. Beeause the reeent datd2 Capelblighedaf20R1mindistriedfraduLtionane Gapagity
for seme of these unit values were highly velatildlizationinCheRDthANRBURlREvisIONI2bedernab ResarvmBiiatin,
Reterogeneity problem i the categeries mayoB¥EKMarelinpredsipdARnl heninpauaments tamndugtoa proguis:
IR thi§ fevisien, ihe unit values were replatied dylinedibEosadpdA0hwarerhBsedion iBsRadvEReMmBEN
reduest priee indexes in the Fisher index calsulabieMark Lamssandprie frorman(30RminPriresjacs agabA ks
or the fellewing 6@%@%@5&@% of maching toels: 1atssvork ReriRments bofammadion FepRemics apehRalisy r¥ateds

grinding, pelishing, Buffing, hening, and iéﬁﬁiﬁ%
fachines: machining centers: miscellaneous meta
gHiting machines valted at moere than $3,025; puneh-
jng, shearing. bending, and forming machines:
presses valued at more than §3.833: and miscella:
niegys metal forming machings: The | following cate-
g8Fies sHIl yse Rt values as defaors: ggar EH{HH%
machings, milling machings, miseell %g s o

EHHIR {H? ﬂéﬂ%ﬁ valhed at g 18§§
PEESIER ValHed At &8s 3:033:

The procedure for estimating the index for civilian
aircraft was changed to better capture the occasional
severe disruptions to production that result from labor
actions. Civilian aircraft production is estimated from
data on deliveries of large commercial aircraft (which
account for most of the total value of commercial
aircraft produced in the United States) and data on
production-wosker hours for the aircraft assembly
industry (NAICS 336411). Every large plane com-
pleted in a menth is the result of produetion activity
in that menth and in a number of earlier months. A

preliminary estifate of produetion is made by assum-
ing that the production erbedied in 4 plane eecurred

Gty nBpp3R%-88hapd fratnate)diier corfiehieaickies
gqﬁ{iﬁ@,@q}ltin the monthly statistical release, but it is
inghygled iuthe-broader tBiageIeaale (R SRMIFRIRICar
H@ﬁ)%o?ﬁiﬂg%%ﬁﬁ SntREgRIdeMIAY QRERINTahaYR:
freRle SEeROKES SR OvRSAl PRICeTIRRRG ARh CRIPATHS
FRURRST P IURRENi SRALHFA tuﬂﬁﬁn%doﬂﬁ%ﬂ@%ﬁ%[
D&fworking; Sq%PcS'E!R{HuSH VIRRPRROKIIRY proUlRR
aegeﬁﬁe&rﬁ%%g”ﬁ%r&% PG HPPM YRRl ieA
B Nsued by the U.S. Census Bureau and from
§{ﬁ‘%adBﬂe€§ﬁﬁl WilGsie %15 ted for all types of
”e%éo H'B{Hﬁiﬁl E: t%@& ofvallaple
‘EQ‘oﬁ;?{é{\% fE‘é* oL
ﬁi&?& @ﬁ%&?{% 'Po elay eE?HfB?fﬁ&u%n HNUA

alue o production by equipment type were
developed using information from Current Industrial
Reports issued by the U.S. Census Bureau and from
consultation with industry analysts.

As usual, the annual revision incorporated source
data on networking equipment and service provider
routers. In addition to detailed information on routers

3. Price indexes for communications equipment
manufacturing, 1997-2004

2002 price = 100

in the menth it was delivered and in the RiRe previeys
fRenths, with the pregress toward completion higher
i the last few menths befare the plang is somplsted.
Brevieusty, the preliminary estimaie of uiput for a
peried was derived entirely from the delivery fevels
BF scheduled deliveries for planes iR sthseguent
BEHBH% Wit this revision, ihe preliminary estimate
gF BHEPHE &S, ASSHMES that the AMBUAL 8 %f8§f8§§
that BeHrred 1A 2Ry BR& MBAH 1S d&BeRAERt 8A fhe

Heading row column 1 Year column 2 Total column 3 Local area network
equipment and service provider routers column 4 Other
communications egmpment end heading row

Year:1997 Total:157.8 Local area network equipment and

service provider routers:310.4 Other communications equipment:134.8
Year:1998 Totai:142.9 Locai area network equipment and

service provider routers:223.9 Other communications equipment:128.8
Year:1999 Total:129.9 Local area network equipment and

service provider. routers:183.3 Other communications equipment:119.2
Year:2000 Total:119.9 Local area network equipment and

service provider routers:163.0 Other communications equipment:111.0
Year:2001 Total:109.6 Local area network equipment and

fsiﬁst Ef8%ﬂ8ﬂ?>ﬂ “WOrKer NSHFS 1R Qf fnonth: 'Trﬂé
gt}, service provider routers:128.2 Other communications equipment:105.5

g% §8 Fg‘ %88 %\m § %%%8 18%} g %E 18 Year:2002 Total:100.0 Local area network equipment and
W8l’ §8HS§ 8 8§ ] %E% 8£ tﬁg i(erwce prowder_outerleO 0 Other communlcatlons e uipment:100.0

service prowder routers:75.2 Other communlcatlons eqmpment 97.4
Year:2004 Total:86.8 Local area network equipment and

service provider routers:57.0 Other communications equipment:95.5
Memo:Average percent change,1997-2004 Total:-8.2

Local area network equipment and service provider routers:-21.5
Other communications equipment:-4.8



9. Quarterly price indexes: Networking equipment, 2000-04  equipment account for about two-thirds of worldwide
Spread between Quarterly price indexes: Networking equipmentajtfo@fdiber-optic equipment. Because data on prices
Data are plotted as three curves and are expressed in basis pointef wave division multiplex (WDM) equipment were
As shown in the figure curves”Routers”,"Wireless networking eggipaeitable this year, the price index for SONET
and "Switches" started in early 2001.on about 100 equipment was applied to WDM equipment (access

(Ratio scale, 2001:Q1 price=100) level. :
Curve "Routers™ going down and reached on about 80 level at tﬁgultiplexefs are covered under access systems).

end of 2001 year. At the middle of 2002 started to going down  PBX €quipment was an area of particular focus in

and reached on about 70 level, this revision because of the ongoing transition away
At the end of 2003 year Curve "Routers”on about 50 level from circuit-switched PBX equipment and toward
continue to going down and ends on about 35 level equipment based on the internet protocol (IP-PBX

at the end of 2004 year. : - ’ L
Curve"Wireless networking equipment” slowly going down anceduipment), which handles voice-over-1P activity.

reached on about 95 level In the middle of 2001 gear. Then jumpata on prices and quantities from Gartner for six-
back up to about 100 level at the beginning of 2002 year. teen types of equipment were used to extend this
Curve"Wireless networking equipment"reduced quickly and index. Figure 10 shows price indexes for IP-PBX
B o e o O o o orabout 00 CQUIPMeNt, eireuit-switched PBX eguipment, and
level In the middfyGEoDO T ese FrseicfibYack up to about PBX SyStems ihat use intermediaie fechnelogies.
9Bl béwelrkinbechpginmdny -ABZD02 year. Curve witches™reduced Prige§ for [P-PBX equipment fell, on averags,
q@\,@vlﬂggggag jed about 40 level at the end of 2004 year.  §.8 pereent per year from 1999 to 2004, somewhat
Wireless networking equipment -31.4% faster than the average of nearly 4 pereent for eireuil-
switehed PBX equipment and the average of almest
§ pereent for intermediate fechnologies:

For other types of communications equipment,
Gartner data were used to construct newly introduced
or updated price indexes for access systems, such as
modems and access multiplexets, ATM (asynchro-
nous transfer mode) equipment, frame relay equip-
ment, and ISDN (integrated services digital network)
equipment. Also, Gartner data were used to construct
priee indexes for the voice-processing eguipment and
automatic call distributors for the 1992-2004 peried.

Information was drawn from the TIA's 2005 Mar-
ket Review and Forecast to generate price indexes for

and switches, this year's estimates include new data
on wireless networking equipment from Gartner start-
ing in 2001. Products covered include networking
switches and controllers, add-on adapters for wireless
networking, and wireless access points. Figure 9
shows quarterly price indexes for routers, switches,
and wireless networking equipment.

Other Communications Equipment

The Federal Reserve also updated price and quantity

indexes for other types of communications equip-

ment using detailed information found in ;eports 10. Annual price indexes: Private branch exchange (PBX)

from Gartner and the TIA. The types of equipment equipment, 1999-2004

covered included fiber-optic equipment, PBX equip- — —

ment, voice processing equipment, and nefwork gPread between Annual price mdex,es. Private

access systems. Data are plotted as three curves and are
The price index for fiber-optic equipment, intro- %psrﬁgfl?/ﬂ :2 ?ﬁg Ifsi pl?rlg t(?Lljrves"lntermediate

duced with the 2002 IP revision, was extended this g

- . technologies”,"Circuit switched"
year(fodfrterha(de irioeidexesfoocotmeunlaaien®dl g “|nternet protocol” started In the middle of 1999 year.

sguipmentdustropuced network (SONET) equipment  as shown in the figure curves are started
amdhel2Q02 tsgwisiait v pdthbsecban-v@ikiadaseiqbegdrirearkiany 2001 on about 100 )
(R005)stQommtniaiions Bodipmentonhaid-sddappenedfigtio scale, Ratio scale, 1999 price = 100) level.
Priigasd"tire Cansl- Qrasiaodolprittal tivesgeNBntegarie! Skl f'f 'Z{C”e':if)‘g";ﬁzed going down during
Measuréng CepjialdertheahlévpEeesoray, tiatenakBiseau ghELen aboF:Jt 82 level at the middle of 2004 year.
oomiedresgaighitudiesiin Ingemeand Vreskhphicagp, Wimessinternet protocol” slowly going down and ends on
of Chicago Press), pp. 323-62 end footnote) about 74 level at the middle of 2004 %ear. )
Information from Gartner on five classes of CU A 3 d
synchronous optical network (SONET) equipment '°@ a X vbr Y Sl Dortang e dyayeat AL
. . up on ahout 96 Tev 1
and three types of digital cross-connect equipment X stoiydyening.
were used to create price indexes for these products. iveshvaitf the

ORoof 2004 year...............
During the 2000-04 period, prices for SONET equip- Internet protocol -5.8%. .- ...

Intermediate technologies<4.8% -~~~ "

ment fell 11 percent and prices for digital cross
connect equipment fell 5 percent. These types of



consumer telecommunications equipment, offiice fac-
simile equipment, and ATM equipment.

The remaining types of equipment without specific
information on prices and quantities were assigned
appropriate producer price indexes. These included
broadcast studio equipment, alarm systems, vehic-
ular and pedestrian signal equipment, and paging
equipment.

Discontiiuaaeece of the SBurvey
of Eleutritcc Powearr Use

The Federal Reserve discontinued its use of survey
data of industrial electric power use. The survey was
initiated in the 1960s to collect data on electricity use
as alternative indicators of output; electricity use
tends to be highly correlated with production in
capital-intensive industries. Survey data were used
directly as the production indicators for industries
(partieularly those with highly automated assembly
operations and a diverse produet fmix) for which
product-based data were unavailable. However, By
2004, the electrie power usage caversd by the survey
had dropped nearly 40 pereent from its peak in 1993,
and several regiens and industries had signifieant
%§_9§:_ The surveys, eendueted By the Federal Reserve

{striet Banks, had espeeially peer fespense rates
for Bigtriet 6 (Atlanta) and Bistriet 11 (Ballas). The
industries with & substantial presenee i these BIis-
triets inelude textiles 2nd chemicals: As noted befare,
the twenty Industry indexes that relied on eleetrie
POWEF HSE oW have %EBHHEHBB:WBE%%E heyrs &s the
’dﬂﬂ%ﬂ%iﬁ% SOHECE data foF e period 1597 18 Hhe
BrEsERL:

In the future, the Federal Reserve hopes to incorpo-
rate information from the Census Bureau’s Survey of
Plant Capacity (SPC) into its estimation of produc-
tion indexes for capital-intensive industries. The SPC
collects data on the factory workweek; like electric
power use, the workweek is an indicator of the level
of operations in capital-intensive industries. Cut=
rently, the SPC data are collected only in the fourth
guarter of the year, so they are insufficient for use as
high-fregueney indicators.

Beyond their use as a direct monthly indicator,
electric power data were used in a model that extrapo-
lates productivity in industries for which the monthly
output index was based on production-worker houts.
In the absence of electric power data, the model now
relies on a proxy derived from survey measures of

industry capacity utilization (taken from the SPC)
and measures of industry capital input constructed
from data in the ASM,

Weigihtss ffarr Afgoeggation

The IP index is a Fisher index. This revision uses
information from the Census of Manufactures to
obtain updated estimates of the industry value-added
weights used in the aggregation of IP indexes and
capacity utilization rates. The Federal Reserve
derives estimates of value added for the electric
and gas utility industries from annual revenue and
expense data issued By other organizations. The
weights for agpregation, expressed as unit value
added, were estimated fer reeent years using the
latest data on preducer priees. Table A.8 shews
the annual value-added prepertions ineerperated in
the 1B index frem 1967 threugh 2004.

Revigeer! Monttlyy Data

This revision incorporates product data that became
available after the regular four-month reporting win-
dow for monthly IP closed. For example, the data on
tobacco issued by the Department of the Treasuiry’s
Alcohol and Tobacco Tax and Trade Bureau are
released with too great a lag to be included with
monthly IP estimates; however, the data are available
for inclusion in the annual revision.

Reviseed! Seasurad! Heators

Seasonal factors for all series were reestimated using
data that extended into 2005. Factors for production-
worker hours which adjust for timing, holiday, and
monthly seasonal patterns were updated with data
through September 2005 and were prorated to corre-
spond with the seasonal factors for hours aggregated
to the three-digit NAICS level. The updated factors
for the physical produet series, which include adjust=
ments for holiday and werkday patterns, used data
through at least june 200S. Seasonal factors for unit
meter vehiele assemblies have besn updaied, and
prejestions threugh june 2006 are en the Beard's
websiie at W fedsralreserve.gov/releases/aii/
Vst him.

Appendix tables start on page A51
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ATPERNINX A: TABIESS B¥sD ON THE G1r7 RHLEBASE, EHERRIFARY 19, 20006

A.1. Revised data for industrial production for total industry
Seasonally adjusted data except as noted

Heading row column 1 Year column 2 Jan. column 3 Feb. column 4 Mar. column 5 Apr. column 6 May
column 7 June column 8 July column 9 Aug. column 10 Sept. column 11 Oct. column 12 Nov
column 13 Dec. column 14 Quarter 1 column 15 Quarter 2 column 16 Quarter 3 column 17 Quarter 4
seasonally adjusted indexes end footnote) end heading row
Year:1975 Jan.:Industriai production (percent change):-1.3 Feb.:industriai production
%ercent chai_".%e):-ZA Mar.:Industrial productlonhﬁpercent change):-1.1

pr.:Industrial production (percent change):0.1 May:Industrial production (percent change):-0.2

i ercent change):0.7 July:Industrial production (gnercent change):1.1

June:Industrial production
Aug.:Industrial production (percent change):1.0 Sept:Industrial production (percent change):1.3
Oct.:Industrial production (percent change):0.4 Nov.:Industrial production (percent change):0.3
Dec.:Industrial production (percent change):1.2 Quarter 1:Industrial production (percent change):-24.0
Quarter!2:Industrial groduction( ercent change):-5.3 Quarter 3:Industrial9production

ercent change):10.5 Quarter 4:Industrial production gerqent change):8.

nnualiavg::Industrial production (percent change):-8.9
Year:1976 Jan::Industrial production (percent change):1.5 Feb.:Industrial production
percent change):0.9 Mar.:Industrial production (percent change):0.1 Apr.:Industrial production
percent change):0.7 May:Industrial production (percent change):0.4 June:Industrial production
percent change):.0 July:Industrial production (percent change):0.6 Aug.:Industrial production
percen% change):0.7 Sept:Industrial production (percent change):0.2 Oct.:Industrial production
percent change):0.1 Nov.:Industrial production (percent change):1.5 Dec.:Industrial production
percent change):1.0 Quarter 1:Industrial3product|0n (percent change):12.6 Quarter 2:Industrial
producHon (percent change):5.2 Quarter 3:Industrial production (percent change):5.1
Quarter;4:Industrial production (percent changie):7.8 Annual avg::Industrial production
(percent change): 7.8 Year:1977 Jan.:Industria Production (percent change):-0.6 Feb.:Industrial
production {percent change):1.5 Mar.:Industrial production (percent change):1.3 Apr.:Industrial
production (percent change):0.9 May:Industrial production (percent change):0.8 June:Industrial
production (percent change):0.7 July:Industrial production (percent change):0.3 Aug.:Industrial
production {percent change):0.1 Sept:Industrial production.(percent change):0.5 Oct.:Industrial
production (percent change):.3 Nov.:Industrial production (percent change):.0 Dec.:Industrial
production (percent change):0.2 Quarter 1:Industrial production (percent change):8.4
Quarter 2:Industrial production (percent chane):_12.6rQuarter 3:Industrial proauction
%ercentchange:._ er-4:tndustriat-production{percent change):2-8 - -

nnualiavg::Industrial production (percent change):7.7 Year:1978 Jan.:Industrial production
percent change):-1.3 Feb.:Industrial production (percent change):0.4 Mar.:Industrial production
percent charige):1.8 Apr.:Industrial production (percent change):2.1 May:Industrial production
percent change):0.3 June:Industrial production (percent change):0.7 July:Industrial production
percent change):.0 Aug.:Industrial production (percent change):0.3 Sept:Industrial production
percent change):0.2 Oct.:Industrial production (percent change):0.9 Nov.:Industrial production
percent change):0.8 Dec.:Industrial production (percent change?]:O.G Quarter 1:Industrial production

ercent change):-1.3 Quarter 2:Industrial production (percent ¢

uarter,3:Industrial production (percent change):3.4 Quarter 4:Industrial production
(percen% change):7.7 Annual avg::Industrial production Spercent change):5.5
Year:1979 Jan.:Industrial production (percent change):-0.7 Feb.:Industrial production
percent change):0.6 Mar.:Industrial production (percent change):0.3 Apr.:Industrial production
percent change):-1.0 May:Industrial production (percent change):0.7 June:Industrial production
percent change):.0 Julsy:lndustrial production (percent change):-0.2 Aug.:Industrial production
percent change):-0.7 Sept:Industrial production (percent change):0.1 Oct.:Industrial production
percent change):0.5 Nov.:Industrial production (percent change):-0.1 Dec.:Industrial production

ercent change):0.1 Quarter 1:Industrial ﬂroductlon (percent change):1.9

uarter!2:Industrial production ﬂpercentc ange):-0.5 Quarter 3:Industrial production
%erceni change):-1.5 Quarter 4:Industrial production Spercent change):1.3

nnual avg::Industrial production (percent change):3.
Year:1980 Jan.:Industrial production (percent change):0.4 Feb.:Industrial production (percent change):.0
Mar.:Industrial production épercent change;:-O.S Apr.:Industrial production gpercent c angeg:-Z.O

ange):16.6

May:Industrial production (percent change):-2.5 June:Industrial production (percent change):-1.3
July:Industria! production (percent change):-0.7 Aug.:Industrial production (percent change):0.3
Sept:Industrial production (percent change):1.6 Oc production (percent change):1.2

Nov. TRGST ATk T (REreatea
. h pf&&ﬁlﬁ& monthly releases.

{ e a
inghan )1* ¢ [t gaseent change):-6.3
ercen ) G prpd at change):-6.
Suartesrpdrphndmtﬁahtpm awtion (percent change):16.1

Annual avg::Industrial production (percent change):-2.6

Year:1981 Jan.:Industrial production (percent change):-0.6

Feb.:Industrial production (percent change):-0.5 Mar.:Industrial production (percent change):0.6
Apr.:Industrial production (percent change):-0.5 May:Industrial production

(percent change):0.7 June:Industrial production (percent change):0.5 July:Industrial

production (percent change):0.7 Aug.:Industrial production (percent change):.0

Sept:Industrial production (percent change):-0.6 Oct.:Industrial production (percent change):-0.8
Nov.:Industrial production (percent change):-1.1 Dec.:Industrial production (percent change):-1.1
Quarter 1:Industrial production (percent change):0.9 Quarter 2:Industrial production

bR 9605 U P January 2006 are subject to further




A.2. Revised data for capacity and utilization for total industry
Seasonally adjusted data except as noted

Heading row column

column 8:July
column 15:Qug

mn:2:J
imn 1
uarter

June

column 6:May column 71 I
A4 r

o1 mY L 1 A- OV o+t
O.DCLT CUTUNTIT L5 A Judl't

d heading rqw

Yearr1975 Janm.
Mar.:Capacity
May:Capacity
July:Capacity (
Sept.1Capacity
Nov.iCapacity
Quar{er 1:Capa
Quarter 3:Capa
Annt&al avg.:C4
Year;1976 Jan.
Mar.iCapacity.
percent of 200
ercent of 200
ept.iCapacity
Nov.1Capacity
Quarter 1:Capa
Quarter 3:Capa
Annual avg.:Cs
Feb.:Capacity
Apr.:Capacity-

June:Capacity
Aug.iCapacity:
Oct.:Capacity (
Dec.:Capacity
Quarter 2:Capa
Quarter 4:Capa
Year:1978 Jan.
Mar.:Capacity |
May:Capacity
July:Capacity (|
Sept.;Capacity
Nov.;Capacity
Quarter 1:Capa
Qua[}er 3:Capa
Annyal avg.:C3
Feb.:Capacity.|
percent of 200
ercent of 200
ug.iCapacity
Oct.:Capacity:- (
Dec.:Capacity
Quarfer 2:Capa
Quarter 4:Capa
Yeari1980 Jan.

May:Capacity
July:{:apacit;y- (
Sept.;Capacity
Nov.1Capacity
Quarter 1:Capa
Quarter 3:Capa|
Annual avg.:C3
Year:1981.Jan.
Mar.:Capac_rty-

put):59.9

1:Year colu an. column 3:Feb. column 4:Mgar. column 5t Apr.
column 9:Aug. col D:Septl column 11:0ct. column|12:Ngv. column 1
rter 2 column 16:Q 3 colymn 17:Quarter 4 column 18:Annual avg.er)
Capacity (percent of 2002 output):59.8 Feb."Cap cuyé ercentof 2002 ou
(percent of 2002 output):60.0 Apr.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):60.2
percent of 2002 output):60.3 June:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):60.4
percent of 2002 output):60.5 Aug.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):60.6
percent of 2002 output):60.7 Oct.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):60.8
percent of 2002 output):61.0 Dec.:Capacitg ercent of 2002 output):61.1
city (percent of 2002 output):59.9 Quarter 2:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):60.3
city (percent of 2002 output):60.6 Quarter 4:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):61.0
pacity (percent of 2002 output):60.4
Capacity (percent of 2002 output):61.2 Feb.:Capacity §percent of 2002 output):61.3
ercent of 2002 output):61.5 pr.:Capacitg (fercent of 2002 output):61.6 May:Capacity
output):61.7 June:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):61.9 July:Capacity
2 output):62.0 Aug.:Capacity géercent of 2002 output):62.1
percent of 2002 output):62.3 Oct.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):62.4
percent of 2002 output):62.6 Dec.:Capacitg g)ercent of 2002 output):62.7
city (percent of 2002 output):61.3 Quarter 2:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):61.7
city (percent of 2002 output):62.1 Quarter 4:Cz¥)acity percent of 2002 output):62.6
pacity (percent of 2002 output):61.9 Year:1977 Jan.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):62.9
percent of 2002 output):63.0 Mar.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):63.2
percent of 2002 output):63.4 May:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):63.5
ercent of 2002 output):63.7 July:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):63.9
percent of 2002 output):64.1 Sept.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):64.3
percent of 2002 output):64.5 Nov.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):64.6
percent of 2002 output):64.8 Quarter 1:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):63.0
city (percent of 2002 output):63.5 Quarter 3:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):64.1
city (percent of 2002 output):64.6 Annual avg.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):63.8
Capacity (percent of 2002 output):65.0 Feb.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):65.2
spercent of 2002 output):65.7 June:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):65.9
percent of 2002 output):66.1 Aug.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):66.2
percent of 2002 output):66.4 Oct.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):66.6
percent of 2002 output):66.7 Dec.:Capacitg ercent of 2002 output):66.9
city (percent of 2002 output):65.2 Quarter 2:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):65.7
city (percent of 2002 output):66.2 Quarter 4:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):66.7

pacity (percent of 2002 output):66.0 Year:1979 Jan.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):67.0
ercent of 2002 output):67.2 Mar.:CapacitC\)/ (gercent of 2002 output):67.3 Apr.:Capacity
output):67.5 May:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):67.7 June:Capacity

2 output):67.8 July:Capacity (gercent of 2002 output):68.0

percent of 2002 output):68.1 Sept.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):68.2

percent of 2002 output):68.4 Nov.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):68.5

percent of 2002 output):68.7 Quarter 1:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):67.2

city (percent of 2002 output):67.7 Quarter 3:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):68.1

city (percent of 2002 output):68.5 Annual avg.:Capacitgv (percent of 2002 output):67.9

July: SeysaGidsyr
Sept.:Capacity
Nov.:Capacity
Quarter 1:Capa
Quarter 3:Capa

(oeroentgafedDR autpety:i7 1.4 Aug.:Capacity

(

city
city

percent of 2002 output):71.8 Oct.:Capacity
percent of 2002 output):72.1 Dec.:Capacit
%percent of 200 outputg

:70.6 Quarter 2:Capacity
percent of 2002 output

:71.6 Quarter 4:Capacity

Annual avg.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):71.4

Year:1982 Jan.:Capacity

Mar.:Capacity
May:Capacity

Sept.:Capacity
Nov.:Capacity
Quarter 1:Capa
Quarter 3:Capa

Annual avg.:Capac
Ao Copacifoare

y épercent of 2002 output i
July:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):73.4 Aug.:Capacity

{

percent o

(

city
city

73.1
73.8

J

Capacity f(percent of 2002 output):68.8 Feb.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):68.9
(percent of 2002 output):69.1 Apr.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):69.2
percent of 2002 output):69.3 June:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):69.5
percent of 2002 output):69.6 Aug.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):69.8
percent of 2002 output):69.9 Oct.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):70.0
percent of 2002 output):70.2 Dec.:Capacitg ercent of 2002 output):70.3
city (percent of 2002 output):68.9 Quarter 2:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):69.3
city (percent of 2002 output):69.8 Quarter 4:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):70.2
pacity (percent of 2002 output):69.6
Capacity f(percent of 2002 output):70.5 Feb.:Capacity §percent of 2002 output):70.6
(percent of 2002 output):70.8 Apr.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):70.9
ercent of 2002 output):71.6
ercent of 2002 output):71.9
ercent of 2002 output):72.3
percent of 2002 output): 71.1
percent of 2002 output):72.1
percent of 2002 output): 72.5 Feb.:Capacity §percent of 2002 output):72.6
2002 output):72.8 Apr.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):72.9
:73.1 June:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):73.3
ercent of 2002 output):73.5
percent of 2002 output): 73.6 Oct.:Capacity (percent of 2002 output):73.7
percent of 2002 output):73.8 Dec.:Capacitg ercent of 2002 output):73.9
percent of 2002 output): 72.6 Quarter 2:Capacity (percent of 2002 output
percent of 2002 output): 73.5 Quarter 4:Capacity (percent of 2002 output
ity (percent of 2002 output):73.3 Year:1983
) - 2ol dbd




A.3. Rates of change in industrial production, by market and industry groups, 2001-05*

Heading row column I Ttem: colump I NATCS code(footnote 2 North American Inpustry Classification
System end footnote) column 2 Revjised rat¢ of change(percent):2001

column 3 Revised rate of change(percent):2002 column 4 Revised rate of change(percent):2003
column 5 Revised rate of change(percent):2004 coliimn 6 Revised rE\te of change(percent):2005 ‘ ‘
column 7 Difference between rates of change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):200

column 8 Difference between rates of change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):2002
column 9 Difference between rates of change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):2003
column 10 Difference between rateg of change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):2004
column 11 Difference between rateg of change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):2005 end heading row
Item:Total industry NAICS code:Not applicable Revised rate of change(percent):2001-5.3
Revised rate of change(percent):2002 2.3 Revised rate of change(percent):2003:1.5
"""""""""" :2004:4.3 Revised rate of change(percent):3.1
Difference between rates of change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):2001:-0.2
Difference between rates of change;revised minusearlier(percentage points):2002:0.8
Difference between rates of change;revised minusearlier(percentage points):2003:0.3
Difference between.rates.of change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):2004:0
Difference between rates of change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):2005:0.2
Item:Market Group:Final products gnd non industrial supplies NAICS code:Not applicable
Revised rate of changegper_cent :2001-4.6 Revised rate of changeépercent;:ZOOZl.S

Revised rate of change(percent):2003:1.7 Revised rate of change(percent):2004:4.3
Revised rate of change(percent):4.7|Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier
percentage points):2001:.0 Differemce bétween rates of change:revised minus earlier

percentage points):2002:0.8 .Differgnce between rates of change:revised minus earlier

percentage points):2003:.0 Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier

percentage points):2004:-0.4 Diffefence between rates of
change:revised minusearlier(percentage.points):2005:0.2 Item:Market Group:Consumer goods

NAICS code:Not applicable Revised rate of change(percent):ZOOl-l.S Revised rate of change(percent):20022.7
Revised rate of change(percent):2003:1.3 Revised rate of change(ﬁercent):2004:2.0

Revised rate of change(percent):2.3|Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier

percentage points):2001:0.2 -Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier

percentage points):2002:1.1 Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier

percentage paints):2003:0.1 Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier

percentage points).2004:-1.0-Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier

percentage points):2005:0.5 ttem:Market Group:Durable NAICS code:Not applicable

Revised rate of changé(percent):2001-1.3 Revised rate of change(percent):20027.9
Revised rate of change(percent):2003:4.3 Revised rate of change(percent):2004:1.3
Revi : ’ :

percentage points):2001:.0 Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier
percentage points):2002:1.5 Digerence Between rates o; change:reviseg minus ear:ier
percentage points):2003:1.0 Difference betweenp rates of change:revised minus earlier
percentage points):2004:-0.2 Difference be\xﬂggﬁ &gs w%«%@mma@ 7y
minusearlier(percentage points):2005:0.5 Item:Market Group:Automotive products

NAICS code:Not applicable Revised rate of change(percent):2001 2.7 Revised rate of change(percent):200212.4
Revised rate of change(percent):2003:6.5 Revised rate of change(percent):2004:0.4

Revised rate of change(percent):2.5 Difference between rates of

change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):2001:0.4 Difference between rates

of change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):2002:2.3 Difference between

rates of change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):2003:1.3 Difference between

rates of change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):2004:-0.7 Difference between

rates of change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):2005:-0.9

Item:Market Group:Home electronics NAICS code:Not applicable Revised rate of change
(percent):2001 6.3 Revised rate of change(percent):2002-7.7 Revised rate of change(percent):2003:18.5
Revised rate of change(percent):2004:-3.7 Revised rate of change(percent):16.4

Difference between rates of change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):2001:0.5
Difference between rates of change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):2002:-3.7
Difference between rates of change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):2003:-16.4
Difference between rates of change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):2004:4.4
Difference between rates of change:revised minusearlier(percentage points):2005:15.3
Item:Market Group:Appliances, furniture, carpeting ... NAICS code:Not applicable

Revised rate of change(percent):2001-2.9 Revised rate of change(percent):2002 4.0

Revised rate of change(percent):2003:2.2 Revised rate of change(percent):2004:2.4

Revised rate of change(percent):2.4 Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier
percentage points):2001:0.5 Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier
percentage points):2002:2.2 Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier
percentage points):2003:0.8 Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier
percentage points):2004:-0.6 Difference between rates of change:revised minu earlier
percentage points):2005:0.5 Item:Market Group:Miscellaneous goods NAICS code:Not
applicable Revised rate of change(percent):2001-7.5 Revised rate of change(percent):2002 4.9
Revised rate of change(percent):2003:-0.7 Revised rate of chan?e(percent%:2004:3.0

Revised rate of change(percent):3.2 Difference between rates of change:revised

:2001:-0.9 Difference between rates of change:revised

:2002:0.6 Difference between rates of change:revised

:2003:2.8 Difference between rates of change:revised

:2004:0.4 Difference between rates of change:revised

:2005:1.1 ltem: e 10:Nondurat




A.3. Rates of change in industrial production, by market and industry groups, 2001-05*—Continued

Heading row column 1 Item column
North American Industry Classifica
column 3 Revised rate of change gp

tion S

ercent):
ercent):
prcent):

2 NAI

q

CS code(footnote 2
tem end footnote)
2001 column 4 Revised rate of change|(percent):2002

003 co‘lumn 6 evise(é] rate ochhange (percent):2004
2005 column 8 Differemce between rates of change:

column 5 Revised rate of change (p
column 7 Revised rate of change (p.
revised minus earlier (percentage pa
revised minus earlier (percentage pa
revised minus earlier (percentage pa
revised minus earlier (percentage pq

revised minus earlier (percentage pq
Item:Industry Group;Manufacturing

ints):2001 column 9 Difference between rates of changed:
ints):2002 column 10 Difference between rates of change:
ints):2003 column 11 Difference between rates of change:
ints):2004 column 12 Difference between rates of change:
ints):2005 end heading row

(footnote 3 Manufacturing comprises North American Industry

Classification System (NAICS) manufacturing industries (sector 31-33) plus the logging industry

and the newspaper, periodical, book
are classified elsewhere in NAICS
they were considered to be manufad
the Standard Industrial Classificatio
all its industrial output data from th
Revised rate of change percent2:2_0
Revised rate of change (percent):20
Revised rate of change (percent):20
percentage points):2001-0.2  Differ
percentage points):2002:0.9 .Differ
percentage points):2003:0.2 Differ
percentage points):2004:0.1 Differ
ercentage points):2005:0.2.1tem:|
evised rate of change (percent):20
Revised rate of change (percent):20
Revised rate of change (percent):20
revised minus earlier (percentage pq
revised minus earlier (percentage pq
revised minus earlier (percentage pq
revised minus earlier (percentage pq
revised minu - e

percent):2003:4.0 Revised rate of ¢

, and directory publishing industries. Logging and publishinﬁ
under agriculture and information repectlv_elyg), but historically
turln%lndustrles and were included in the industrial sector under

n (SIC) system. In December 2002 the Federal Reserve reclas-sified
2 SIC system to NAICS end footnote) NAICS code:Not applicable
01:-5.6 Revised rate of change (percent):2002:2.2

03:1.7 Revised rate of change (percent):2004:5.1

05:4.2 Difference between rates of change: revised minus earlier
ence between rates of change: revised minus earlier

ence between rates of change: revised minus earlier

ence between rates of change: revised minus earlier

ence between rates of change: revised minus earlier

ndustry Group:Manufacturing (NAICS) NAICS code:31-33

01:-5.6 Revised rate of change (percent):2002:2.5

03:2.0 Revised rate of change (percent):2004:5.2

05:4.3 Difference between rates of change:

ints):2001-0.3 Difference between rates of change:

ints):2002:0.9 Difference between rates of change:

ints):2003:0.4 Difference between rates of change:

ints):2004:0.1 Difference between rates of change:

ints):2005:0.2

AT ¢Qile;Not applicable Revised rate of change
gﬁ:ange %percent :2002:3.8 Revised rate of change
hange (percent):2004:7.1 Revised rate of change

percent):2005:7.8 Difference between rates of change: revised minus earlier

percentage points):2001-0.5 Difference between rates of change: revised minus earlier

percentage points):2002:0.7 Difference between rates of change: revised minus earlier

percentage points):2003:0.7 Difference between rates of change: revised minus earlier

percentage points):2004:0.5 Difference between rates of change: revised minus earlier
ercentage points):2005:0.6 Item:Industry Group:Wood products 321

evised rate of change
Revised rate of change (percent
Revised rate of change (percent
earlier (percentage points):20010.4
earlier (percentage points):2002:0.9
earlier (percentage points):2003:0.8
earlier (percentage points):2004:2.2
earlier gercentage points):2005:4.5
code:327 Revised rate of change
Revised rate of change (percent
Revised rate of change (percent
earlier (percentage points):2001-0.9

percent

g%%rcent :2001:-3.4 Revised rate of change
200

:%881:-1. Revised rate of change (percent):2002:0.9
200

3:4.0 Revised rate of change (percent):2004:3.0

5:7.8 Difference between rates of change: revised minus
Difference between rates of change: revised minus
Difference between rates of change: revised minus
Difference between rates of change: revised minus
Difference between rates of change: revised minus
Item:Industry Group:Nonmetallic mineral products NAICS
i ercent):2002:1.0
3:2.2 Revised rate of change (percent):2004:5.1

5:3.2 Difference between rates of change: revised minus
Difference between rates of change: revised minus earlier

percentage points):2002:0.7 Difference between rates of change: revised minus earlier
percentage points):2003:0.5 Difference between rates of change: revised minus earlier
percentage points):2004:0.7 Difference between rates of change: revised minus earlier

ercentage points):2005:-1.8 Item:
evised rate of change (percent):20
Revised rate of change (percent):20
Revised rate of change (percent):20

Industry Group:Primary metal NAICS code:331
01:-9.3 Revised rate of change (percent):2002:6.6
03:1.0 Revised rate of change (percent):2004:3.9
05:-1.6 Difference between rates of change: revised

minus earlier (percentage points):2001-0.6 Difference between rates of change: revised minus
earlier (percentage points):2002:-0.4 Difference between rates of change: revised minus earlier

percentage points
percentage points
ercentage points
evised rate of change
Revised rate of change
Revised rate of change

:20
:20
:20

percent
percent
percent

=

:2003:0.3 Difference between rates of change: revised minus earlier
:2004:0.6 Difference between rates of change: revised minus earlier
:2005:2.6 Item:Industry Group:Fabricated metal NAICS code:products 332

01:-10.5 Revised rate of change (percent):2002:1.2
03:-0.7 Revised rate of change (percent):2004:5.2
05:4.1 Difference between rates of change: revised

minus earlier (percentage points):2001-1.9 Difference between rates of change: revised minus earlier
percentage points):2002:1.5 Difference between rates of change: revised minus earlier
percentage points):2003:2.2 Difference between rates of change: revised minus earlier
percentage points):2004:2.0 Difference between rates of change: revised minus earlier

PErc

entage points
ed rate of g

2005:1.2 Item:In

du

stry Group:Machinery N
=18 8 Royicag rata of cna

AICS code:333
a enLl




A.4. Rates of change in industrial production, special aggregates and selected detail, 2001-05*

Heading row column 1 Item column 2 NAICS gode (footnote 2 North American Industry Classification

System end footnote) column 3 Revised rate of change (percent):2001 column 4 Revised rate of change

(percent):2002 column 5 Revised rate of change-(pereept):2003-column-6-Revised-rate-of change-(percent);2004

column 7 Revised rate of change (percent):2005 column 8 Difference|betweep rates pf change:reviged ‘

minuseartier{percentage points):2001 column -8 Difference betweenrates of change-revised minus eartier

percentage points):2002 column-10-Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier

percentage points):2003 column 11 Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier

percentage points):2004 column.12 Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier
ercentage points):2005 end heading row- ltem:Total industry NAICS code:Not applicable
evised rate of change gpercentg-:-2001:-5;3 Revised rate of change (percent):2002:2.3

Revised rate of change | :20083:1.5'Revised rate of change (percent):2004:4.3

Revised rate of change (percent):2005:3.1 Difference between rates of change:revised minus
earlier (percentage-points):2001:-0.2 | Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier
gercentage pointsg:2002:0.8 Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier

ercentage points):2003:0.3 Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2004:0
ifference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2005:0.2
Item:Energy NAICS code:Not appligable Revised rate of change (percent):2001:-3.3
Revised rate of change (percent):2002:2.8 Revised rate of change (percent):2003:0.5
Revised rate of change (percent):2004:0.7 Revised rate of change (percent):2005:-2.1
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2001:.0
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2002:-0.2
Difference between rates of change:revised-minus earlier (percentage points):2003:0.7
Difference between rates of change:revised-minus earlier (percentage points):2004:0.2
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2005:-0.1
Item:Consumer products. NAICS.code:Not applicable Revised rate of change (gercent):2001:-5.3
Revised rate of change (percent):2002:9.5-Revised rate of change (percent):2003:-1.9
Revised rate of change (percent):2004:1.7 Revised rate of change (percent):2005:2.4
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2001:-0.1
Difference between rates of-change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2002:-0.6
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2003:-0.5
Difference betwéen ratés of changeé:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2004:0.7
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2005:2.1
Item:Commercial product NAICS code:Not applicable Revised rate o change (gercent):ZOOl:-lA
Revised rate of change (percent):2002:4.5 Revised rate of change (percent):2003:5.1
Revised rate of change (percent):2004:2.4 Revised rate of change (percent):2005:3.0
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2001:-.02
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2002:-0.2
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2003:5.1
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2004:-5.0
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2005:1.3
Item:Qil and %as well drilling NAICS code: Not applicable Revised rate of change
percent):2001:-7.8 Revised rate of change (percent):2002:-15.2 Revised rate of change
percent):2003:21.2 Revised rate of change (percent):2004:8.3 Revised rate of change
ercent):2005:11.8 Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (8ercentage points):2001:0.3
ifference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2002:0.3
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2003:0.2
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2004:-0.4

Difference-betwseen-rates-of change: -2005:
%percent :2001:-8.0

Item:Converted fuel NAICS code: Not applicable Revised rate of change
Revised rate of change (percent):2002:4.1 Revised rate of change (percent):2003:0.6
Revised rate of change (percent):2004:1.6 Revised rate of change (percent):2005:-1.7
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2001:0.1
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2002:0.1
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2003:0.6
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2004:-0.1
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2005:-1.3
Item:Primary material NAICS code:Not applicable Revised rate of change (percent):2001:.0
Revised rate of change (percent):2002:-1.6 Revised rate of change (percent):2003:-0.4
Revised rate of change (percent):2004:-1.0 Revised rate of change (percent):2005:-6.5
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2001:.0
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2002:-0.1
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2003:.0
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2004:1.6
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2005:-0.9
Item:Non-energy NAICS code:Not applicable Revised rate of change (percent):2001:-5.7
Revised rate of change (percent):2002:2.2 Revised rate of change (percent):2003:1.7
Revised rate of change (percent):2004:5.1 Revised rate of change (percent):2005:4.4
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2001:-0.2
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2002:1.0
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2003:0.2
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2004:.0
Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2005:0.2
Item:Selected high-technology industries NAICS code:Not applicable Revised rate of change
.8 Revised rate of change (percent):2002:4.8 Revised rate of change

oo
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A.5. Rates of change for annual industrial production indexes, 2001-05*
Heading row column 1 Item column 2 Revised rate of change(?ercent):2001 column 3
Revised rate of change(percent):2002 cplumn 4 Revised rate of change(percent);2003
column 5 Revised rate of change(percent):2004 column 6 Revised rate of change(percent):2005
column 7 Difference between rates of change:rdvised mjinus earlier (percentage points):2001 ‘ ‘
column-8-Difference-betweenrates-of-changerevised-minus-earlier{percentage-points): 2002

column 9 Difference between. rates of ¢
column 10 Difference between rates of
column 11 Difference between rates of
Item:Total industry Revised-rate-of cha
2002:0.1 Revised rate:of change(percen
Revised rate of change(percent%: 005:3
earlier (percentage points):2001:0.0- Dif
percentage points):2002:0.4 Difference
percentage points):2003:0.6 Difference
percentage points):2004:-0.1. Differeng
percentage points):2005:0.1 Item:Mark
change(percent);:2001: 1.1 Revised rate
ercent§:2003:.1.0 Revised.rate of chan
ifference between rates of change:rev
Difference between rates of change:rev
Difference between rates of change:rev
Difference between rates of change:rev
Difference between rates of change:rev
Item:Market Groups:Durable Revised ¥
Revised rate of change(percent):2002:6

)

'J
hange:revised minus earlier zpercentage points
change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2004
change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2005 end heading row
nge(percent):2001:-3.5 Revised rate of change(percent):
t):2003:0.6 Revised rate of change(percent):2004:4.1
.2 Difference between rates of change:revised minus
ference between rates of change:revised minus earlier
> between rates of change:revised minus earlier
> between rates of change:revised minus earlier
e between rates of change:revised minus earlier
et Groups:Consumer goods Revised rate of
of change(percent):2002:2.2 Revised rate of change
ge(percent):2004:2.1 Revised rate of chan eépercent):2005:2.1
sed minus earlier (percentage points):2001:.
sed minus earlier (percentage points):2002:0.8
sed minus earlier (percentage points):2003:0.8
sed minus earlier (percentage points):2004:-0.6
sed minus earlier (percentage points):2005:-0.4
ate of change(percent):2001: Revised rate of change(percent):-4.3
.3 Revised rate of changegpercentg:2003:4.0

:2003

Bg]yised rate ﬁOfﬁChér]gé’éB’eﬁrﬁCér)’t;’:ZOﬁOlliZ
i :

DiffeVeffecEhumiredr fethsrerein G it Ascebitri e s

.8 Revised rate of change(percent):2005:1.9
rcentage points :2002:0.9

Diffefénee BERTSER YAHEE BT change:revised minus earlier (percentage points):2003:1.9

Difference between rates of change:rev

Difference between rates of change:revised minus earlier

ised minus earlier (percentage points):2004:0-.3
percentage points):2005:0.2

Item:Market Groups:Nondurble Revised rate of change(percent):2001:0.1 Revised rate of change(percent):

2002:0.7 Revised rate of change(percen

tﬁ:ZQOS:-O.Z Revised rate of change(percent):2004:1.8

Re‘{i?@.d rataafghang 16009 ZndatH npe befweenHees Rbahanue: Ydﬁﬁﬁg@ai?é&?cuIatedasthepercentchangeintheseasonally
ear e 't i tags earlier
; : W% ﬁéé rag pﬂggﬁsiarlger
Thre al ] nt):2003
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e e
LT HBYfERh A O KR\ AR REECEIE gg clCen 1 :2005 end heading row
gt T dial 18 - " r]%f“g RReeed rat0izanas (ercent): 2002:0.7
iy e e s
e | P
o ‘arue{’nduagréuq% : eI QU0 egrlier
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A.7. Capacity utilization rates, by industry groups, 1972-2005

Heading row column 1 Item column 2

Industry Classification System end foo
seasonally adjusted):1972-2004 avg. cq
seasonally adjusted):2002:Q4 column §
seasonally adjusted):2003:Q4 column ¢

NAICS cpde(footnote 1 North American )
tnote) column 3 Revised rate(percent of capacity
lumn 4 Revised rate(percent of capacity

Revised rate&percent of [capacity

Revised rate(pefcent of capacity, seasonally

adi'usted :20047Q4 column / Revised T
column 8 Difference between rates:rev,
column 9 Difference between rates:rev
column 10 Difference between rates:re
column 11 Difference between rates:re
Item:Total industry NAICS code:Not a
adjusted):1972-2004 avg.:81.0 Revised
Revised rate(percent of capacig)/, Seaso
seasonally adjusted):2004:Q4:79:4 Revy
Difference between rates:revised minu
Difference between rates:revised minu
Difference between rates:revised minu
Difference between rates:revised minu
Item:Manufacturing(footnote 2 Refer t
NAICS code:Not applicable Revised 3
Revised rate(percent of capacitgl, 5easo
capacity, seasonally adjusted):2003:04
adjusted):2004:Q4:78.2 Revised rate(p

Difference between rates:revised.minu
Difference between rates:revised minu
Difference between rates:revised minu
Item:Manufacturing (NAICS) NAICS
seasonally adjustedi: 972-2004 avg::7
adjusted):2002:Q4:73.0 Revised rate(p

Revised rate(percent of. c_a_pamg/, .Seaso
of capacity, seasonally adjusted):2005:

ate(percent of capacity, Seasonally adjusted):2005:Q3:

sed minus earlier(percentage points):2002:Q4

sed minus earlier(percentage points):2003:Q4

vised minus earlier(percentage points):2004:Q4

vised minus earlier(percentage points):2005:Q3 end heading row
pplicable Revised rate(percent of capacity, seasonally
rate(percent of capacity, seasonally adjusted):2002:Q4:75.3

nally adjusted):2003:Q4:76.6 Revised rate(percent of capacity,
ised rate(percent of capacity, seasonally adjusted):2005:Q3:79.8
5 earlier(percentage points):2002:Q4:-0.1

5 earlier(percentage points):2003:Q4:0.1

5 earlier(percentage points):2004:Q4:0.6

5 earlier(percentage points):2005:Q3:0.5

p footnote 3 in table A.3. end footnote)

teﬂ)erce_nt of capacity, seasonally adjusted):1972-2004 avg.:79.8
nally adjusted):2002:Q4:73.4 Revised rate(percent of

:74.7 Revised rate(percent of capacity, seasonally

ercent of capacity, seasonall ac%usted&:ZOOS:QS:?B.S

5 earlier(percentage points):2002:Q4:-0.1

5 earlier(percentage points):2003:Q4:0

5 earlier(percentage points):2004:Q4:0.5

5 earlier gercentage points):2005:Q3:0.3

rode:31-33 Revised rate(percent of capacity,

).6 Revised rate(percent of capacity, seasonall

ercent of capacity, seasonally adjusted):2003:(§4:74.3

nally adjusted):2004:Q4:77.8 Revised rate(percent

Q3:78.1 Difference between rates:revised minus

earlier(percentage points):2002:Q4:-0.2
percentage points):2003:Q4:0.1 Diffeél
percentage points
ercentage points):2005:Q3:0:4 Htem::
evised rate(percent of capacity, seaso
Revised rate(percent of capacity, seaso
Revised rate(percent of capacity, seaso
Revised rate(percent of capacity, seaso
Revised rate(percent of capacity, seaso
Difference between rates:revised-minu
Difference between rates:revised minu

» Difference between rates:revised minus earlier
ence between rates:revised minus earlier

:2004:Q4:0.7 Differience between rates:revised minus earlier

urable manufacturing NAICS code:Not applicable
ally adjusted):1972-2004 avg.:78.1

ally adjusted):2002:Q4:70.3

ally adjusted):2003:Q4:72.2

ally adjusted):2004:Q4:76.3

ally adjusted):2005:Q3:77.1
earlier(percentage points):2002:Q4:-0.3
earlier :2003:Q4:0.1

percentage points
earlier :2004:04:11

percentage pnint@

Difference between rates:revised minus earlier(percentage points):2005:Q3:1.0

Item:Wood products NAICS code:321 Revised rate(percent of capacity, seasonally

adjusted):1972-2004 avg.:80.1 Revised rate(percent of capacity, seasonally adjusted):2002:Q4:74.4

Revised rate(percent of capacig& gegsor]allgl adjusted):2003:Q4:78.4 Revised rate(percent of capaci'%, 9
.0 Revise .

seasonally adjusted):2004:Q4:

rate(percent of capacity, seasonally adjusted):2005:Q3:

Difference between rates:revised minus earlier(percentage points):2002:Q4:0

Difference between rates:revised minus earlier(percentage points):2003:Q4:1.1

Difference between rates:revised minus earlier(percentage points):2004:Q4:2.5

Difference between rates:revised minus earlier(percentage points):2005:Q3:5.1

Item:Non metallic mineral products NAICS code:327 Revised rate(percent of capacity,
seasonally adjusted):1972-2004 avg.:79.4 Revised rate(percent of capacity, seasonall
adjusted):2002:Q4:77.7 Revised rate(percent of capacity, seasonally adjusted):2003:Q4:79.4

Revised rate(percent of capacitg, 5easo
capacity, seasonally adjusted):2005

nally adjusted):2004:Q4:82.4 Revised rate(percent of

:Q3:80.8 Difference between rates:revised minus earlier

percentage points):2002:Q4:0.9 Difference between rates:revised minus earlier

percentage points):2003:Q4:1.4 Difference between rates:revised minus earlier

percentage points):2004:Q4:1.6 Difference between rates:revised minus earlier

percentage points):2005:Q3:0.5 Item:Primary metal NAICS code:331 Revised rate(percent of
capacity, seasonal 33 ad usted2:1972-2004 avg.:80.4 Revised rate(percent of capacity,

seasonally adjusted):2002:Q4:
Revised rate(percent of capacity, seaso
Revised rate(percent of capacity, seaso

78.2 Revised rate(percent of capam%, seasonally adjusted):2003:Q4:80.6

nally adjusted):2004:Q4:85.
nally adjusted):2005:Q3:79.4

Difference between rates:revised minus earlier(percentage points):2002:Q4:-0.4
Difference between rates:revised minus earlier(percentage points):2003:Q4:1.3
Difference between rates:revised minus earlier(percentage points):2004:Q4:2.4
Difference between rates:revised minus earlier(percentage points):2005:Q3:4.2
Item:Fabricated metal £g)roducts NAICS code:332 Revised rate(percent of capacity,

seasonally adjustedi:l

adjusted):2003:Q4:

0.0 Revised rate(percent of capacity, season
ate » ) [aYa¥a! 20 aa\-20O\E-)2-

72-2004 avg.:77.1 Revised rate(percent of capacity,
seasonally adjusted):2002:Q4:70.4 Revised rate(percent of capacn?/, seasonall

y
al :2004:Q4:73.9

Vi

adjusted)




A.8. Annual proportion in industrial p

roduction, by market groups and industry groups, 1997-2005

Heading row column 1 Item column 2
System. end footnote) column 3 1997 ¢

Classifi
mn 7 2(

cation

NAICS cade(footnote 1 North American I&r)tdust ali

plumn 4 1998 column 5 1/999 column 6 2000 coly

column 8 2002 column 9 2003 column
Item:Total industry NAICS ¢code:Not ]

2000:100,0 2001:100.0 2002:100.0 20
Ttem:Market grou sFlna products an

1998:58.1 1999:57.6 2000: 57 6. 200
Item:Market 8rou onsumer. gao

2000:28. .12002:31.0. 2003 3]
ltem:Mar et roups:Durable NNAICS

2001:8.1 2002:8.9 2003:9.0 2004:8.7 2

NAICS code:Not applicable 1997:3.7.1
2004:4.7 2005:4.6 Item:Market: %roui)
1998:0.4 &999 0.4 2000 ,4 200 2(
Item:Mar grodp |ances furnltu
1998 14 2000__1__ 40_01_1_.4.2.(
Item:Mar et ro_u s:Miscellaneous goo
2000:2.4 2001:2.3 2002:2.4 2003:2.3 2(
NAICS code: Not applicable 1997:19.7
2004:21.6 2005:21.3 ltem: Market qrouk
1998:16. 1999 16.7 2000: é) %01 1
Item:Marke roups:Foods and tobacco
2000:9.3 200 :10. 0 2002:9.8 2003:9.8 7
NAICS code:Not aggllcable 1997161
2003:0.9 2004:0.8 2005:0.7 Item:Market
1997:3.7 1998:3.8.1999:3.8- 2000:3.9.200
Item:Market %rou ps: Pafer(g)ro ucts NA|
2000:1.9 2001:2.0-200 2003:1.9-2(

1997:3.4 &998 :3.21999:3.5 2000:3.7 24
Item:Mar roups;Business equipmer
2000:11.7 2001: 11..2.2002 10.3.2003:9.
NAICS code:Not applicable 1997:2:1 1
2004:1.9 2005:2.0 Iterm:Market ¢ rou

1998:4.0 999 4.1.2000:4.1.2001:3.8 2
Item:Marke

%ro%)s Industria and othe
2000:5.6 200 2002:5.3 2003:5.2 2(

NAICS code:Not applicable 1997:1.9 1
2004:1.9 2005:2.1 Item:Market %rou§)
1998:4.3 1999:4.3 2000:4.3 200 IiesZI(‘
2000:11.2 2001:11.2 2002:11.2 2003:11.
NAICS code:Not applicable 1997:43.1
2000:32.3 2001:30.9 2002:30.7 2003:3
NAICS code:Not applicable 1997:21.7
1998:4.2 1999:4.4 2000:4.1 2001:3.8 ZE
Item:Market grouys Equipment arts N
1997:9.2 1998:9.1 1999:8.9 2000:8.6 2(
Item:Market groups:Nondurable NAICS
1997:1.1 1998:1.0 1999:1.0- 2000:0. 95(
Item:Market grguéJs Paper NAICS co

Item:Market 8roups Business supplies |
2004:42.2 2005: 42%Ite‘m‘Ma‘rk‘e‘t‘“‘rouE
2004:19.0 2005:18.8 Item:Market grou
2001:7.3 200 200 6 6 2004 6.7 -2(
2001:11.2 2002:11.6 2003:11.3 2004:11
2002:2.7 200 2004:2:4 2005:2.3 ¢

1998:4.6 1999:4.5 2000:4.3 2001:4.2 2(

Item:Market

2002:10.3 2003:11.4 200412.0 2005:13
in table A.3. end footnote) NAICS code;
2002:83.9 2003:82.6 2004:82.0 2005:8(

1997:81.3 1998:81.8.1999:81.0.2000Q:79
Item:Industry groups Durable-manufaci

002:43.6: 2003 42.9

10 2004 column 11 2005 end heading row
licable 1997:100.0 1998: 100 01999:100.0
:100.0 2004:100.0,2005:10Q
agpllcable 1997:56.9

0
non industrial su&glles NAICS code:Not
002 59.0 20 004:57.8 2005:

S code:Not a| p |cab e 1997:27.6 1998:28.0 1999:28.2
2 2004 30,2 28

ode:ot applicable 1997 7.9 1998:7.9 1999:8.0 2000:7.9
05:8.3 Item:Market groups:Automotive products

098:3.7 1999:3.9 2000:3.7 2001:4.0 2002:4.7 2003:4.9
s:Home electronics NAICS code Not applicable 1997:0.4

020320030320040d3 2I
e: Not ai)p icable 1997:1.4

re, carpetin CSco
02:1.5 200 é 4.2004:1.4 28?

is NAICS code:Not applicable 1997:2.4 1998:2.4 1999:2.4
04:2.3 2005:2.2 Item:Market groups:Nondurable

1998:20.1 1999:20.2 2000:20.7 2001:22.0 2002:22.1 2003:22.1
s:Non-energy NAICS code:Not afgllcable 1997:16.3

12002:18 2003 180 2004:17
NAICS code:Not applicable 1997:8.7 1998: 9 21999:9.1

004:9.5 2005:9.1 Item:Market groups:Clothing
098:1.5 1999:1.3 2000:1.2 2001:1.1 2002:1.0
%I’OUé)S Chemical products NAICS code:Not applicable

002:4.9 2003:4.9 2004:4.8 2005:4.7
ICS code:Not applicable 1997:1.8 1998:1.9 1999:1.9
04:1.9 2005:1.

Item Market %rouias Energy NAICS code:Not applicable

01:3.8 2002:3.9 2003: 1 %? 2005:4.4
t NAICS code:Not applicable 1997:11.81998:12.3 1999:11.9
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