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JKOHOMUWYECKWN SABUCNMMOE HACEJIEHWNE
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BBl HA AYLUY HACEJTEHVA 1 AONIA TOPOACKOIO HACEJIEHUA, 2014
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BBl HA AYLUY HACEJIEHVA 1 AONA TOPOACKOIO HACEJIEHUA, 2014:

CEBEPHAA N KOXKHAA AMEPUKW

Urbanization vs GDP per capita across American countries 2014 Source: WDI, 2016
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BBl HA AYLUY HACEJTEHVA 1 AOJIA TOPOACKOIO HACEJIEHUA, 2014:

CTPAHbI EBPOITbI

Urbanization vs GDP per capita across European countries 2014 Source: WD, 2016
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BBl HA AYLUY HACEJIEHVA 1 AOJIA TOPOACKOIO HACEJIEHUA, 2014:

CTPAHbI AOPUNKW

Urbanisation vs GDP per capita across African countries 2014 Source: WDI, 2016
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BBl HA AYLUY HACEJIEHVA 1 AOJIA TOPOACKOIO HACEJIEHUA, 2014:

CTPAHbBI A3

Urbanization vs GDP per capita across Asian countries in 2014 Source: WDI, 2016
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POBOTU3AL A
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POBOTU3AL A

® BMA0B PAabOT MOXHO K 2030 I'. aBTOMATU3MPOBaTb HAa OCHOBE
CYLLECTBYHOLMX TEXHOIOT UM

6 N3 10

* NpodecCcmmn HACTOoALWEro MUHUMYM Ha 30% COCTOAT M3
aBTOMATM3NPYEMbIX ONepaLmnn

NcTouHumk: “Jobs Lost, Jobs Gained: Workforce

Transitions in a Time of Automation,” McKinsey
Global Institute, 2017
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POBOTU3AL A

OT 400 A0 800 MJIH. Yen. (oT 15% a0 30%)

® MOryT NOTepaTb paboTy K 2030 I. B C/ly4ae BHEAPEHUS
pa3paboTaHHbIX TEXHOAOM U

OT 75 A0 375 M. Yen. (0T 3% a0 14%)

® MOIYT CTOJIKHYTbCS C HEOOXOAMMOCTBIO U3MEHUTb POA 3aHATUMN
BC/1e4CTBME aBTOMATU3ALL MM MPON3BOACTBA

NcTouHumk: “Jobs Lost, Jobs Gained: Workforce

Transitions in a Time of Automation,” McKinsey
Global Institute, 2017
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POBOTU3AL A
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Includes: Doctors, nurses, physician assistants,

pharmacists, therapists, health aides and

health support, childcare workers, health
technicians,

community and
social workers

NcTouHumk: “Jobs Lost, Jobs Gained: Workforce

Transitions in a Time of Automation,” McKinsey
Global Institute, 2017
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POBOTU3AL A
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. . : ducati rt work 208%
clerks, office-support workers, financial educalion Support workers ’
workers (procurement, payroll, etc),
administrative assistants

21% 22%

-15% ~23% -20% NcTouHuk: “Jobs Lost, Jobs Gained: Workforce

Transitions in a Time of Automation,” McKinsey
Global Institute, 2017
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NcTouHumk: “Jobs Lost, Jobs Gained: Workforce

Transitions in a Time of Automation,” McKinsey
Global Institute, 2017
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POBOTU3ALNA

Midpoint automation adoption. Full-time equivalents (FTEs) potentially displaced by 2030, millions
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Midpoint automation adoption. Full-time equivalents (FTEs) potentially displaced by 2030, millions
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Midpoint automation adoption. Full-time equivalents (FTEs) potentially displaced by 2030, millions
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Share of total employment by sector in the United States, 1850-2015, % of jobs

100 - Employment change, 1850-2015,
Percentage points

Trade (retail and wholesale) 12.8
Construction 0.3
Transportation 0.2

_ Agriculture -55.9

Manufacturing -3.6 .

Mining -1.3

Household work 2.71

Professional services 50
Utilities 10.8

Business and repair services 6.1
Telecommunications 0.7
Healthcare 9.3
Entertainment 2.2
Education 9.9

NcTouHumk: “Jobs Lost, Jobs
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of Automation,” McKinsey Global Institute, 2017
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N3MEHEHWE LLEHHOCTEM

cavo- IS PocT 04NHOYHbIX 40MOXO3AMUCTB (Ha 45% K 2035 T.)

NG ® CHUKeHMe 3HaYMMOCTM CeEMENHBIX CBSA3eN
-HNe

e POCT 3HQUYMMOCTU COCeACKNX CBA3EN
e POCT 3HAUMMOCTM LEHHOCTU COLMAIBHOW CNPABEAJ/IMBOCTMU

e CounanbHO-OTBETCTBEHHOE NoTpebaeHne
® JKOJIOTMYECKU-OTBETCTBEHHOE NOTpebaeHne

NcTounuk: http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSContents.jsp 35
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Global income distribution in 1800, 1975, and 2010 EHEE

in Data

Income is measured by adjusting for price ck

or time and for price differences

countries (purchasin

estimates a

thin-country inequality measures

Non-market income (e.g. through home production such as subsistence farming) is taken into account

Europe - Asia and Pacific - Africa | North- and South America

1800

Daily income per capita

(in international-$ in 2011 prices; log axis)

Daily income per capita

(in internafional-$ in 2011 prices; I

Daily income per capita
(in international-$ in 2011 p s; log axis)

Data source: Gapminder

Nelopment.  Licensed under CC-BY: the auth

Global Income Distribution 1988

Incomes are adjusted for price changes over time and for price differences between countries (PPP-adjusted to 2005 US$).

Gini Index of global inequality: 72.2

The y-axis is scaled such that the area under the graph
corresponds ta the regional (and global) size of the papulation.

Developed Countries

— Sub-Saharan Africa
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Data source: Lakner and Milanovic (2015)

- Global Income Distribution: From the Fali of the Berlin Wall to the Great Recession, World Bank Economic Review.
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Inequality of incomes

This chart presents time-series which are consistent over time for each country. Before making cross-country
comparisons please check the definitions on the 'Sources' tab.
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Source: Emmanuel Saez and Gabriel Zucman. NBER working paper 20625



N3meHeHne
LLeHHOCTeun

N3meHeHne
COCTaBa
COLMA/IbHbIX
ceten

N3meHeHne
NaTTepHOB
notpebaeHus

JKOHOMMKA







KJTACCOBAA CTPYKTYPA

Braaensuybl
Kanntana (poboTos)

[MonyyaTenn 6a3oBoro goxosa
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NOTPEBJIEHUNE

IKCK/MHOBVBHOE e B/13 €061, bI
noTpebneHwe kKanuTana(poboTos)

LleHHOCTHO-
OoKpalleHHoe
notpebneHune

ba3oBoe
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Abto3eHbeppu



CTPYKTYPA DKOHOMWKW

Ycnyru

[lpomM.TOBapbI

[TROAYKTHI
NUTaHNA
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34 paBOOXpaHeHne ® YHMKANbHbIN OMbIT

Obpa3zoBaHue
OuUHaHCHI

LLlepnHroBsas
3KOHOMMKaA
(3KOHOMMKA
MWKPOpPaNOoHa)

* lllepnHrosas
SKOHOMMKaA
(3KOHOMMKA
MUKPOPAMOHa)

* OpneHTUpOBaH-
HOCTb Ha
3KO/I0MMYHOCTb

ba3oBble
LleHHOCTHbIe
SKCKJIHO3MBHbIE
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[nobasibHble JloKa/ibHble



POJIb TOCYAAPCTBA

ObecneuynTb 6a30BbIN A0X0A

ObecneunTtb Habop 6a3oBbIx baar

ObecneunTb pasBmMTHE 1OKAABHOWN SKOHOMUKMN
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