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Одним из важнейших событий в развитии мировой статистики в 2014 г. стала публикация Всемирным банком резуль-
татов Глобального раунда Программы международных сопоставлений (ПМС) по данным за 2011 г. ПМС - уникальный ста-
тистический проект, в ходе реализации которого статистики стран мира не только координируют свои действия на основе 
согласованной методологии, но и обмениваются реальной информацией для проведения общих расчетов.

В Глобальном раунде 2011 приняли участие почти все страны - 97% населения мира; сбор и обработка данных и проведение 
расчетов заняли более двух лет. В соответствии с решением Статистической комиссии ООН координацию работ Глобаль-
ного раунда 2011 осуществлял Всемирный банк. Представитель Всемирного банка Мишель Муело-Катула был назначен 
Глобальным управляющим ПМС раунда 2011. Его богатый опыт по развитию методологии и практической организации 
расчетов, включающий многолетнюю работу в проведении европейских сопоставлений, во многом способствовал успешному 
решению многочисленных проблем, возникавших в ходе реализации Глобального раунда. Непосредственное руководство 
группой специалистов по международным сопоставлениям во Всемирном банке было возложено на Наду Хамадех - одного 
из ведущих экспертов в этой области. Фактически именно эти люди координировали всю текущую деятельность по осу-
ществлению Глобального раунда 2011.

Публикуемая ниже статья посвящена описанию различных аспектов проведенных работ: основным особенностям ор-
ганизации раунда, совершенствованию методологии, анализу полученных результатов. Особенно ценно то, что в качестве 
авторов статьи выступают непосредственные координаторы проведения Глобального раунда 2011. Следует отметить, что 
журнал «Вопросы статистики», учитывая ключевое значение такого масштабного статистического проекта, как ПМС, не-
однократно обращался к данной теме в ряде номеров текущего года и своевременно предлагал читателям разностороннюю 
информацию. Хотелось бы поприветствовать усилия редакции журнала, связанные с освещением этого важного междуна-
родного статистического проекта, и поздравить с новой публикацией на его страницах статьи известных международных 
экспертов.

А.Е. Косарев,
заместитель Председателя Статкомитета СНГ

к  публикации  статьи  координаторов  глобального  раунда  Программы 
международных  сопоставлений  2011  Н.  Хамадех  и  М.  Муело-Катула 
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Introduction

Measuring and comparing the performance of 
economies around the world is made feasible with pur-
chasing power parities (PPPs). PPPs are produced by 
the International Comparison Program (ICP), which 
is based on a sound body of statistical and economic 
theory and a diverse array of studies and successful 
projects; it is now the largest worldwide statistical 
operation. To calculate PPPs for its comparisons, the 
ICP conducts surveys every six years to collect price 
and expenditure data for all goods and services that 
make up the gross domestic product (GPD) including 
consumer goods and services, government services, 
and capital goods. The ICP was implemented as a true 
global initiative for the second time, with the reference 
year 2011, building on the successful implementation 
of the 2005 round. 

The detailed results for ICP 2011 were released 
in June 2014 in electronic form, after the Purchasing 
Power Parities and Real Expenditures of World Econo-
mies: Summary of Results and Findings of the 2011 In-
ternational Comparison Program [4] was published in 
April 2014. A comprehensive report providing more 
in-depth analysis is due in September 2014. These 
results provide data on PPPs of currencies, expendi-
ture shares of GDP, total and per capita expenditures 
in United States dollars (USD) both in exchange rate 
terms and PPP terms, and price level indices. This 
dataset covers 26 expenditures categories for goods 
and services for 199 participating economies from 
Africa, Asia and the Pacific, the Caribbean, the Com-
monwealth of Independent States, Latin America, 
Eurostat-OECD, Western Asia, singleton economies, 
and the Pacific Islands.

The results of ICP 2011 show that the world has 
become more equal because consumption and GDP 
values in most poor countries are larger relative to the 
United States than previously believed. The shares of 
the world GDP of large economies such as China and 
India have more than doubled relative to the United 
States between 2005 and 2011. Provided that the results 
are used by various institutions and academia for poverty 
analysis, building PPP time series, quota calculation, 
among other uses, the ICP aims to be transparent and 
provides as much information as possible for a better 
understanding of the complex program and its results. 

The purpose of this paper is to provide an overview 
of the major methodological innovations that were 
implemented in ICP 2011, and the main results and 
findings of the round.

General implementation features  
of the 2011 ICP round

Participation, governance and framework. For the 
first time ever, the ICP 2011 covered 199 economies, 
representing over 90 percent of the world economies 
and accounting for approximately 97 percent of the 
world’s population as well as nearly 99 percent of the 
world nominal GDP (in U.S. dollars using exchange 
rates). Final participation included 50 economies in 
Africa; 23 in the Asia and Pacific region; 9 in the Com-
monwealth of Independent States; 17 in Latin America; 
22 in the Caribbean; 12 in Western Asia; 21 in the Pacific 
Islands; 2 singleton countries (Iran and Georgia); and 
47 in the Eurostat-OECD PPP Program. Four countries 
participated in two regions: Arab Republic of Egypt, 
Sudan, Russian Federation, and Fiji.

As an improvement from the successful outcome of 
ICP 2005, the governance structure of ICP 2011 was 
constructed to ensure the delivery of accurate, reliable, 
and timely estimates of the PPPs of currencies and real 
GDP and its components. The program was conducted 
under the charter of the United Nations Statistical 
Commission, and led by the Executive Board, which 
consisted of internationally renowned chief statisti-
cians. The overall coordination and implementation 
of the work program of ICP 2011 was handled by the 
Global Office, hosted by the World Bank. Conceptual, 
methodological, and technical issues were entrusted to 
the Technical Advisory Group. Additionally, three task 
forces were created: the Validation Expert Group, PPP 
Computation Task Force, and Results Review Group 
to oversee the validation of the data provided for the 
global comparison, calculate the global results inde-
pendently and ensure their convergence, and review 
the global results in terms of their plausibility and ad-
herence to the agreed methodologies and procedures, 
respectively. Regional coordinators were responsible 
for the activities such as data collection, compilation, 
processing and dissemination within the regions. 

The System of National Accounts 1993 (SNA93) 
guided the framework of these activities and the re-
sulting statistical estimates. Price data for a selection 
of goods and services were collected throughout 2011 
and combined into national annual averages for each 
economy participating in ICP 2011. Particular care 
was taken to ensure adequate coverage of rural and 
urban outlets when collecting the prices of individual 
household consumption items. Specific guidelines 
were prepared for ICP purposes to ensure that geo-
graphical coverage, outlet selection, item selection, 
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number of items, price quotations, and frequency of 
collections were adequately handled. The main price 
survey for household consumption goods and services 
built on the consumer price index (CPI) infrastructure 
while special surveys were devised to collect price 
data for housing, education, government, machinery 
and equipment, and construction. The approaches 
adopted were similar overall, yet allowed for focused 
details pertaining to each survey. As an improvement 
from ICP 2005, the global core list, a worldwide list 
of products designed to provide links between regions, 
was implemented in ICP 2011. Additionally, regions 
priced goods and services from their regional product 
lists. The selection of products to be priced was made 
by basic heading and economies based their selection 
on the availability of the product in the economic 
territory and the importance of the product relative 
to other products in the basic heading.

Data requirements. Each economy participating in 
ICP 2011 provided prices and importance indicators 
for the goods and services selected for the precisely 
defined product list, national expenditures broken 
down to a common classification, exchange rates, and 
the population of the economy for 2011. 

Maintaining the structure of SNA93, national ac-
counts expenditures for each economy in ICP 2011 are 
broken down from their GDP estimate into different 
levels of aggregation. Basic headings are the lowest 
level of aggregation, and there are 155 basic headings 
for final goods and services in ICP 2011. 

Price data are the essential input for PPPs and 
therefore must be accurate, reliable, and representative 
for each economy. Prices are collected for the selection 
of goods and services forming the final consumption 
expenditure (by households and government) and gross 
fixed capital formation. In accordance with SNA93, 
economies collected prices paid to obtain a good or 
service, factoring in any discounts, taxes, and the like. 
Prices are national annual averages that are deemed to 
be consistent with prices embedded in GDP estimates. 
They account for seasonal variations and spatial dif-
ferences across the entire economic territory of each 
economy. This requires product specifications to be 
thoroughly defined to enable the ICP comparisons of 
each product and basic heading. 

The concept of importance was utilized in ICP 2011 
as items from each economy’s product lists were either 
classified as important or less important. Each economy 
was required to price at least one important item per 
basic heading and collect prices for important items 
on their regional product lists as well as the important 

items of other economies to ensure sufficient overlap for 
comparisons. These importance indicators were then 
taken into account during price validation, calculation 
of PPPs, and in estimating linking factors.  

Quality assurance and Transparency. A comprehen-
sive ICP quality assurance framework was developed 
to ensure that the above data requirements and other 
major ICP principles were being met at the country, 
regional, and global levels. The aim of the framework 
was to introduce rigor, structure, and common criteria 
for assessment of the quality of the input data and the 
results produced. The quality assurance framework 
entailed a body of principles for the ICP, a three-level 
checklist to evaluate the quality of ICP work, and 
documentation of all critical processes as well as an 
inventory of best practices and guidelines for ICP 
data validation. 

In ICP 2011, validation was conducted in three dis-
tinct stages. The first was the intra-country or national 
validation stage during which the prices collected by a 
single economy were edited and verified. The second 
was the inter-country or regional validation stage 
during which the prices collected by all economies 
participating in a regional comparison were edited and 
verified. And the third was the inter-regional or global 
validation stage during which the prices collected for 
global core products-prices that had already been 
edited and verified within regions during the inter-
country validation-were edited and verified across all 
economies and all regions. Validation was an iterative 
process requiring a number of rounds of editing and 
verification. In general, the three validation stages 
were conducted for prices, national accounts expen-
ditures, and PPPs. However, the specific steps within 
each stage of the validation were specifically tailored 
to the respective context of prices, national accounts 
expenditures, and PPPs to increase the quality and 
reliability of the data.

Furthermore, at the global level parallel and in-
dependent processes were established for the valida-
tion of input data by the Validation Expert Group, 
computation of PPPs by the PPP Computation Task 
Force, and review of the final results by the Results 
Review Group.

To ensure the transparency of the methodology 
and processes, all major knowledge items related to 
the most recent ICP rounds were consolidated in a 
book entitled Measuring the Real Size of the World 
Economy: The Framework, Methodology, and Results 
of the International Comparison Program (ICP) [3]. 
Additionally, an ICP 2011 Operation Guide entitled 
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Operational Guidelines and Procedures for Measuring 
the Real Size of the World Economy was prepared to 
provide DETAILED information on all the opera-
tional aspects of the ICP 2011. These materials are 
available on the ICP website (http://icp.worldbank.
org), which was revamped to better serve as a repository 
of ICP knowledge resources and data. Furthermore, 
the limitations of the data and methods were identi-
fied, and they are explicitly described in the Summary 
of Results and Findings of the 2011 International Com-
parison Program [4]. 

Additionally, the 2011 ICP Data Access and Ar-
chiving Policy was established to improve access to 
more detailed data while respecting confidentiality 
constraints and data quality limitations.

Major methodological improvements

As part of its quality objective, ICP 2011 introduced 
various methodological improvements, leveraging on 
the strong foundation provided by ICP 2005. The main 
areas of methodological improvements include global 
linking, calculation of basic heading PPPs, dwellings, 
government and construction.

Global linking and aggregation. The linking proce-
dures used in ICP 2011 differ from those used in 2005 
in two main areas: at the basic heading level, and at 
the aggregate levels above the basic heading. In 2005, 
18 representative economies were used to link all of 
the 146 economies by means of a common price list of 
products, called the Ring list. In 2011, the global core 
list of products enabled interregional linking of almost 
all of the participating economies. The new procedure 
was constructed after the analysis of the 2005 results 
indicated sensitivity to pricing problems in the Ring 
economies due to the linking factors. The methodology 
used in ICP 2011 is a noteworthy improvement at the 
basic heading level and aggregate level over the 2005 
linking method. 

Calculating basic heading PPPs. In 2005, the 
country dummy product (CPD) method was used 
to calculate basic heading PPPs at the product level 
without assigning any weight. In 2011, the weighted 
country product dummy (CPD-W) method was used. 
The weights of 3:1 came from the classification of 
products as important or less important, which were 
used in computing basic heading PPPs at the intra-
region level and in estimating linking factors.

Dwellings. Several approached were used for dwell-
ings in 2005. The dwelling stock approach was used 
for Africa and the CIS, the rental approach for Latin 

America, the reference volume approach for Asia and 
the Pacific, and a combination of rental and dwelling 
stock data for Eurostat-OECD and Western Asia. In 
2011, rental data collected of dwelling types for the 
global list was used for Africa, Latin America, the 
Caribbean, and Western Asia. The reference volume 
approach was used for Asia and the Pacific, dwelling 
stock data for the CIS, and a combination of rental 
and dwelling stock data for Eurostat-OECD. Linking 
was carried out in stages. The same rental data that 
was used for the estimation of the intra-region PPPs 
for Africa, Latin America, Caribbean, and Western 
Asia regions were used for linking. Dwelling stock 
data were used to link Asia and the Pacific, the CIS, 
and Eurostat-OECD, to each other and then to the 
rest of the world.

Government. For ICP 2005, government salaries 
were adjusted for productivity in the Africa, Asia 
and the Pacific, and Western Asia regions, however, 
between-region linking factors were not adjusted for 
productivity. For ICP 2011, productivity adjustments 
were used for the Africa, Asia and the Pacific, Latin 
America, and Caribbean regions when computing their 
regional results, however, no productivity adjustments 
were applied within the Eurostat-OECD, CIS, and 
Western Asia regions. For the ICP 2011 global results, 
the linking factors for all regions were computed with 
productivity adjustments.

Construction. A completely new method was used 
to estimate construction in ICP 2011, which is not 
comparable to the method used in 2005. A hybrid ap-
proach that combined prices for some construction 
outputs with those for some inputs was used in ICP 
2005. The approach was difficult to implement and 
thus, ICP 2011 adopted a simplified input method 
based on the prices of basic materials, labor rates, and 
machinery hire. 

The new structure of the world economy

Volume structure at world level. The purpose of 
introducing methodological improvements in the 
abovementioned areas was to fine tune the measure-
ment of the size of the world economy and better 
estimate its structure. 

Results from ICP 2011 measure the size of the world 
economy as $90,647 billion in PPP terms, as measured 
by world GDP in 2011. The size was $70,295 billion 
when measured by exchange rates. Results from ICP 
2005 reported world GDP as $54,976 billion in PPP 
terms and $44,309 billion in exchange rate terms. 
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Ranking of economies. Substantial changes in 
the rankings of economies by share of world GDP 
were observed from ICP 2011 results, as displayed 
in Table 1. The top ranking remained as the United 
States with 17.1 percent of world GDP, China was 
second with 14.9 percent and India third with 6.4 
percent. Most noteworthy was China’s GDP in 2011 
at 86.9 percent of U.S. GDP compared with only 
43.1 percent in 2005. India moved up to third in 2011 
from fifth in 2005, and Indonesia became one of 
the top 10 world economies. The top 12 economies 
in 2011 accounted for two-thirds of world GDP in 
real terms.

Table 1

Twelve Largest Economies by Share of World GDP, ICP 2011

Ranking  
by  

GDP  
(PPP-
based)

Economy Share of 
world GDP  
(PPP-based,  
world = 100)

Share of 
world GDP  
(exchange 

rate–based,  
world = 100)

Ranking by  
GDP per 

capita  
(PPP-based)

1 United States 17.1 22.1 12

2 China 14.9 10.4 99

3 India 6.4 2.7 127

4 Japan 4.8 8.4 33

5 Germany 3.7 5.2 24

6 Russian 
Federation 3.5 2.7 55

Ranking  
by  

GDP  
(PPP-
based)

Economy Share of 
world GDP  
(PPP-based,  
world = 100)

Share of 
world GDP  
(exchange 

rate–based,  
world = 100)

Ranking by  
GDP per 

capita  
(PPP-based)

7 Brazil 3.1 3.5 80

8 France 2.6 4.0 30

9 United Kingdom 2.4 3.5 32

10 Indonesia 2.3 1.2 107

11 Italy 2.3 3.1 34

12 Mexico 2.1 1.7 72

Source: ICP 2011.

Ranking economies by real per capita GDP is ap-
propriate for assessing standards of living. The two 
highest-ranked economies in 2011 were Qatar and 
Macao, SAR, China with $146,521 and $115,441 in 
real per capita GDP, respectively. Luxembourg, Ku-
wait, Brunei Darussalam, Singapore, the United Arab 
Emirates, Bermuda, and Switzerland followed. The 
United States ranked 12th while China, Indonesia, 
and India ranked 99th, 107th, and 127th, respectively. 
Liberia was the poorest economy, with $535, followed 
by the Comoros with $610 and the Democratic Re-
public of Congo with $655. The bottom 10 ranked 
economies included Burundi, Niger, the Central 
African Republic, Mozambique, Malawi, Ethiopia, 

Based on 2011 data, the distribution of world GDP 
in PPP terms accruing to the high-income countries 
was 50.3 percent (67.3 percent in exchange rate terms); 
middle-income countries, 48.2 percent (32.0 percent); 
and low-income countries, 1.5 percent (0.7 percent), 
as depicted in Figure 1. Accordingly, 49.7 percent of 
world real GDP went to the poorest 83.2 percent of 

the population. ICP 2005 results showed that only 39.4 
percent of world GDP in real terms went to the poor-
est 83.6 percent of the global population. The regional 
shares of world GDP were 53.2 percent, Eurostat-
OECD; 30 percent, Asia and the Pacific; 5.5 percent, 
Latin America; 4.8 percent, CIS; 4.5 percent, Africa 
and Western Asia; and 0.1 percent, the Caribbean. 

Figure 1. Percentage of PPP-Based and Exchange Rate–Based GDP and Population by Income Group, ICP 2011 and ICP 2005

Source: ICP 2011
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and Guinea. Figure 2 shows the distribution of global 
GDP for ICP 2011. 
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Source: ICP 2011.

Real per capita actual individual consumption 
(AIC), which is the sum of individual consump-
tion by households and individual consumption by 
government, is an informative measure for assessing 
the welfare of people in various economies. Real per 
capita AIC provides another perspective for ranking 
economies. 

The top-ranked economies with real per capita 
AIC in 2011 were Bermuda, the United States, 
and the Cayman Islands with $37,924, $37,390, 
and $34,020, respectively. Whereas real per capita 
GDP ranked Qatar near the top, real per capita 
AIC ranked it 35th. According to real actual in-
dividual consumption in 2011, Indonesia, China 
and India, ranked 118th, 121st and 134th, respec-
tively while the Democratic Republic of Congo, 
Liberia, and the Comoros were the lowest-ranked 
economies, with values as low as $447, $606, and 
$621 respectively.

Price level differentials. The price level index (PLI), 
the ratio of the PPP of a currency in a particular 
economy and the corresponding exchange rates, is 
usually expressed relative to the world average price 
level set at 100. ICP 2011 results show that the econo-
mies with the highest PLI for GDP were Switzerland, 
Norway, Bermuda, Australia, and Denmark, with 
indexes ranging from 210 to 185. The United States’ 
PLI was ranked 25th in the world. While it is typical 
that low-income economies have PLIs below 100, 
twenty-three economies had PLIs of 50 or below. The 
least expensive economies were found to be Egypt, 
Pakistan, Myanmar, Ethiopia and the Lao People’s 
Democratic Republic.

Table 2

Economies with Highest and Lowest Price Level Indexes (PLIs), 
ICP 2011

Ranking 
by GDP 

PLI

Economy GDP PLI 
(world = 100)

GDP PLI 
(US = 100)

Ranking by 
GDP (PPP-

based, per 
capita)

1 Switzerland 209.6 162.6 10

2 Norway 206.4 160.0 7

3 Bermuda 201.6 156.4 9

4 Australia 201.0 155.9 20

5 Denmark 185.0 143.5 21

6 Sweden 175.1 135.8 22

7 Japan 173.6 134.6 33

8 Finland 162.6 126.1 28

9 Luxembourg 162.4 126.0 3

10 Canada 161.9 125.6 23

...

168 Cambodia 42.8 33.2 146

169 Uganda 42.6 33.0 156

170 Vietnam 42.2 32.7 128

171 India 41.7 32.4 127

172 Bangladesh 40.3 31.2 144

173 Lao PDR 39.6 30.7 133

174 Ethiopia 37.5 29.1 169

175 Myanmar 37.0 28.7 139

176 Pakistan 36.4 28.2 129

177 Egypt, Arab Rep. 35.1 27.2 97

Source: ICP 2011.

Comparison with 2005. Comparing ICP 2005 and 
ICP 2011 results is not completely straightforward. 
Due to the numerous fluctuations in economic 
and price structures since 2005 and the significant 
methodological improvements, users of the data are 
advised to be cautious when comparing results from 
different rounds. Nevertheless, measurements of 
inter-country inequality using real per capita GDP 
estimates from ICP 2011 are possible. Inter-country 
inequality in PPP-based per capita GDP measured 
by the population-weighted Gini coefficient dropped 
sharply to 0.49 for ICP 2011 from 0.57 for ICP 2005. 
The Gini measure calculated with exchange rate based 
per capita GDP also indicated a sharp fall from 0.71 
to 0.64 during the same period. Similar trends were 
observed when the index was calculated with per capita 
household consumption or per capita actual individual 
consumption. These strong declining trends in inter-
country inequality would have a significant impact on 
the estimation of poverty in the world.
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Conclusions

Although many useful improvements were intro-
duced to make ICP 2011 the best round yet, there is 
still considerable room for further advancements. The 
six-year duration between ICP rounds provides oppor-
tunities to adopt new techniques and methods to im-
prove estimation. However, adoption of new techniques 
makes comparing estimates between successive rounds 
conceptually impossible. It is also evident that PPP 
extrapolation faces many challenges. Conceptually, it 
is impossible to maintain consistency in PPPs simulta-
neously across time and space. Furthermore, political 
constraints are compounding, thus delivering a future 
round with the same approach may be very challenging. 
ICP rounds pose a large burden on economies as they 
require extensive price surveys and detailed national 
accounts expenditures from each economy.

To keep the momentum of the 2011 round, the 
World Bank is conducting follow-up activities, includ-

ing building further synergies between the ICP and 
national statistical programs, improving expenditure-
based GDP and price data in countries and improving 
approaches for building more reliable PPP time series. 
The World Bank is capitalizing on the established 
partnerships with various regional and sub-regional 
agencies to conduct capacity-building activities to 
address data gaps within the ICP. Looking forward, 
the United Nations Statistical Commission has com-
missioned an evaluation of the 2011 ICP round, the 
findings of which will help shape the future of the ICP 
and recommend the way forward. 

Based on the lessons learned from the 2005 and 2011 
rounds, a better approach would be to conduct a 3-year 
rolling benchmark to minimize the burdens of econo-
mies. This approach would entail having fewer expendi-
ture categories, less products, less frequency of collection 
(once a year), and limited geographic coverage with an 
urban/rural price ratio. Methodologies would remain 
constant to improve cross-benchmarks comparability, 
integration with routine national statistics work would 
increase, economies would improve GDP expenditures 
data and harmonize CPIs, and more of the underlying 
price data and metadata would be released. 
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Программа международных сопоставлений (ПМС) представляет собой международный статистический проект для 
оценки паритета покупательной способности (ППС) валют, используемого в качестве конвертера валют при сравнении 
производительности экономик мира. В рамках ПМС каждые пять-шесть лет проводятся обследования для сбора данных о 
ценах и расходах на все товары и услуги, входящие в состав валового внутреннего продукта (ВВП) в мировых экономиках, 
для расчета ППС. ППС позволяет сравнить уровень экономической активности в разных странах, обеспечивая тем самым 
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более детальный взгляд на распределение ресурсов во всем мире. Pаунд ПМС 2011 опирался на опыт успешного проведения 
раунда 2005, который охватил 146 стран. В ходе раунда 2011, в котором приняли участие свыше 190 стран, были введены 
различные методологические усовершенствования, в основном касающиеся методов объединения региональных итогов и 
агрегирования результатов. Сводный отчет и результаты раунда 2011 были опубликованы в апреле 2014 г., более подробные 
результаты - в июне 2014 г. В апрельском релизе присутствуют показатели ППС, уровня цен и реальных расходов для ВВП 
и его основных агрегатов. В итоговом докладе приведен более глубокий анализ показателей ВВП в целом и на душу населе-
ния. Цель настоящей статьи - представить обзор основных методологических новшеств, использованных при проведении 
раунда ПМС 2011, а также полученных результатов и выводов.

Ключевые слова: Программа международных сопоставлений (ПМС), паритет покупательной способности (ППС), цены, 
национальные счета.
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К ЮБИЛЕЮ МАРИНЫ РОМАНОВНЫ ЕФИМОВОЙ

В текущем году, накануне очередного учебного года, статистическая 
научная и педагогическая общественность отметила юбилей доктора эко-
номических наук, профессора, заведующей кафедрой статистики Государ-
ственного университета управления (ГУУ), члена редакционной коллегии 
журнала «Вопросы статистики» Марины Романовны Ефимовой.

М.Р. Ефимова родилась 23 августа 1939 г. В 1962 г. с отличием окончила 
Московский инженерно-экономический институт (с 1998 г. - ГУУ), и с 
1966 г. началась ее научно-педагогическая деятельность на кафедре статис-
тики, которую она возглавила в 1985 г. В 1989 г. ей была присуждена ученая 
степень доктора экономических наук и присвоено звание профессора по 
кафедре статистики. 

В начале 1990-х годов М.Р. Ефимова прошла переподготовку в США 
по программе, организованной Российско-Американским банковским 
форумом в области банковского дела и финансов; принимала активное 
участие в чтении лекций для преподавателей в учебно-деловых центрах 

городов России - Владимира, Екатеринбурга, Калининграда, Ярославля и др. В течение нескольких 
лет являлась экспертом «TACIS productivity initiative programme». 

Высокий профессионализм, организаторские и научно-педагогические способности позволили 
М.Р. Ефимовой в равной мере быть востребованной не только в качестве лектора для студенческой и 
аспирантской аудитории, но и в качестве эксперта в системе подготовки и повышения квалификации 
специалистов, руководителей производства и преподавателей вузов. Под научным руководством Ма-
рины Романовны защищено более 30 диссертаций на соискание ученой степени кандидата и доктора 
экономических наук. Ее ученики успешно трудятся в разных регионах России, странах ближнего и 
дальнего зарубежья, в том числе в Сирии, Ираке, Алжире, Камбодже, Вьетнаме.

За время работы в ГУУ М.Р. Ефимовой опубликовано свыше 70 работ общим объемом более 300 
печатных листов. В их числе учебники «Общая теория статистики», «Социально-экономическая 
статистика», «Социальная статистика», «Финансовые расчеты - пособие для менеджеров», моно-
графия «Статистические методы в управлении производством», курс «Социально-экономическая 
статистика» и др.

Марина Романовна Ефимова является членом Научно-методологического совета Росстата и дис-
сертационных советов ГУУ и МГУ им. М.В. Ломоносова. Имеет Почетную грамоту Федеральной 
службы государственной статистики и знак «Отличник статистики». За долголетний и плодотворный 
труд она была награждена орденом «За заслуги перед Отечеством» II степени (в 2000 г.), в 2005 г. ей 
было присвоено почетное звание «Заслуженный работник высшей школы Российской Федерации», а в 
2006 г. она стала лауреатом Премии Правительства Российской Федерации в области образования. 

Редакционная коллегия и редакция журнала «Вопросы статистики» сердечно поздравляют  Марину 
Романовну Ефимову с юбилеем и искренне желают ей здоровья, благополучия и дальнейших творческих 
успехов на научно-педагогическом поприще.


