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This paper illustrates the results of two environmentally extended input-output applications based on environmental-economic accounts
concerning the attribution of environmental flows to final demand. First, total (direct and indirect) GHG emissions of the Italian vertically integrated
industries from 1995 to 2008 are presented, including emissions avoided thanks to final and intermediate imports. In this case, the classical IO
domestic technology assumption is conveniently integrated with supplementary data in consideration of the inexistence or non-representativeness
of some primary industries in Italy.

Then, estimates of the Italian material flows in terms of Raw Material Equivalents (RME) for the period 2000-2010 are presented building on
the ongoing Eurostat RME project. RME indicators provide a valuable methodological improvement with respect to the current EW-MFA aggregate
indicators, as they overcome the asymmetry between the heterogeneous parts by which the indicators currently in use are produced (flows from
nature and traded flows).

In order to derive such estimates, the environmental-economic accounting framework is fully exploited: the link between direct and indirect
demand for raw materials on the one hand, and the final use of products on the other hand, is established through Leontief's inter-industry
interdependence model.

The paper also proposes an in-depth analysis of the possible use of demand-based measures in the derivation of productivity indicators,
focussing on resource productivity. In a policy setting where indirect flows are not neglected, raising carbon or resource productivity by transferring
abroad of potential environmental burden is recognised as not being environmentally effective, i.e. as not leading to a reduction of pressures on
a global scale. Moreover, we argue that the indicators used to measure productivity should use figures from National Accounts and from
Environmental Satellite Accounts coherently.
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Introduction. In order to evaluate a product's
sustainability it is always necessary to consider all the
environmental pressures (e.g. materials used or air
emissions) during the whole production process
chain. It does not matter that goods are light and will
eventually create little waste, if in their entire
manufacturing process a lot of residuals (emissions,
waste, etc.) have been produced. We may refer to
this as the life-cycle principle of sustainability (or
dematerialisation). Considering that sustainability is
basically a global long run issue, a corollary of this
principle is that policies must contribute to easing
the burden on the earth as a whole and in a lasting
way. This means that transferring problems from one
country to another does not belong to true
dematerialisation. For example, this happens
whenever delocalisation of production takes place,
and goods formerly produced in country A are
subsequently produced in country B (possibly to be
imported and consumed into country A anyway). So
even if country A does not show waste and emissions

directly deriving from that good's production
anymore, country B does have these waste and
emissions.

Perspectives for addressing environmental pressures
and policy consequences. Environmental pressures
can be analysed following two approaches based on
the Supply and Use tables (SUT) and Input-Output
(IO) tables. In the responsibility of the producer
perspective (direct flows) the pressures are those of
the standard industries, i.e. of the industries defined
as the sets of all statistical units that carry out the same
(main) economic activity. The statistical data on the
environmental pressures by industry made available
by many National Statistical Offices through the
National Accounting Matrix including Environmental
Accounts (NAMEA) framework respond to this
straightforward approach [1].

On the other hand, according to the responsibility
of the final user perspective (total flows) the
environmental pressures are referred to the vertically
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integrated industries, i.e. to the sets of all the
production activities that are directly and indirectly
necessary to obtain the final products [2]. In this case
the focus is, for each industry, on the whole
production chain of its final products only. This is a
broad process involving parts of all the production
system. Therefore, although a vertically integrated
industry takes the name from its final products, it is
in reality something very different from the standard
industry with the same name, being the collection of
very diverse activities. Each of the vertically
integrated activities resulting from the application of
the model is completely autonomous (disjoint) from
the rest of the production system, since it
encompasses all the phases of the production cycle,
from the extraction of natural resources to the final
products, through the production of all intermediate
inputs, including all ancillary activities connected to
commodity transformation and service production.
Its environmental pressures are calculated by
cumulating pressures of all the parts of the standard
industries that contribute to the final result, from the
extraction of the necessary natural resources up to
the delivery of the final product. Indeed, data
responding to the total flows approach may only be
a mathematical artefact, i.e. they are not observable
data but the result of a calculation based on the
NAMEA-like description of the direct pressures,
which is therefore a prerequisite for the calculation
of the total flows through the environmentally
extended Leontievian model, along with the
description of the inter-industry structure provided
by the SUT and IO tables.

In the responsibility of the final user perspective
the total environmental pressures stemming from
national production are merely reclassified according
to their final purposes, the total amount remaining
the same at the domestic economy-wide level.
However, the total flows approach allows to go beyond
the domestic boundaries, since it is possible and
straightforward to extend the application of its logic
to the production of traded products, in order to
focus on all the environmental pressures caused by
final purchases, including the pressures directly
stemming in foreign production systems. In this case
the vertically integrated industries comprise the
pressures embodied in the imported products or
avoided thanks to them.

The choice between the two perspectives mainly
depends on the driving force - production or final
use - one wishes to take as explicit target for policy
and on the scope of the environmental objective.
Under the direct flows approach the environmental

efficiency of the individual (standard) industries is at
centre of attention and the target is the contribution
at the local level given to the environmental pressures
analysed. On the contrary, under the total flows
approach, the question is how the level and
composition of the final uses should change in order
to achieve a given change in the environmental
pressures at the global level.

Total greenhouse gas emissions embodied in Italian
industries' final products and in imports (1995-2008).
Total greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions associated
with Italian economic activities including those
avoided thanks to international trade are calculated
by means of an environmentally extended IO model.
The model analyses direct and indirect emissions
necessary for producing the final products of the
Italian industries (including those activated by final
demand through imported intermediate inputs) as well
as the products imported for final uses [3].

The Italian IO tables are ad hoc integrated in order
to overcome the domestic technology assumption.
Indeed, the information on some industries
(extraction of coal, oil and natural gas, non-energy
minerals) provided by the Italian IO tables is not
representative, as these industries are almost not
present in Italy. For this purpose, the information on
their cost structure is provided by inserting three
virtual industries to the domestic and import matrices,
drawing from other European countries' Eurostat
datasets and representing the missing parts of these
industries.

In order to identify representative and
unrepresentative industries, an analysis of the
imported products has been undertaken for the
period 1995-2008 from the Italian Supply and Use
tables. There are several products - used both as
intermediate consumption for further production
and as final uses - with a large share of imports
from abroad. Within final imports, only five
typologies of products directly used by final users
draw our attention as for their volumes: «Tobacco
products»; «Office machinery and computers»;
«Radio, television and communication equipment
and apparatus»; «Medical, precision and optical
instruments; watches and clocks»; «Motor vehicles,
trailers and semi-trailers». As these products only
integrate Italian production, Italian industries that
produce them are deemed representative of those
production processes. In particular, the structure of
production and the emission intensities of those
industries are representative for those imported
products.
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d
Y+

m
Y the matrix of total final uses by delivering

industry and by category of final demand.
The global-oriented IO model which calculates

the total emissions activated world-wide by the final
demand for Italian and imported products is:

E = <r (I - A)-1> Y .

The actual emissions of the Italian production
system, seen from the perspective of activation by
final demand for domestically produced goods and
services, are reallocated to the vertically integrated
industries according to the domestic flows of
intermediate inputs:

d
E = <r (I - 

d
A)-1> 

d
Y .

The emissions avoided thanks to final imports are
calculated as:

m
E

y 
= <r (I - A)-1> 

m
Y .

The emissions activated by final demand through
intermediate imports are calculated as a residual:

                         m
E

x 
= E - 

d
E - 

m
E

y

                    = <r [(I - A)-1 - (I - 
d
A)-1] > 

d
Y.

Results for GHG emissions of the Italian eco-
nomic activities (1995-2008), based on elaborations
on matrices at current prices, are presented in Table
1. Various indicators have been calculated, reflecting
different meanings of the Italian economy.

Italian indicators in Raw Material Equivalents. Eco-
nomy-wide Material Flow Accounts (EW-MFA)
provides a whole family of holistic material throughput
indicators [4]. Each indicator has its own charac-
teristics and properties, and is therefore suited for
representing different concepts. The following
components are currently provided in the European
Union (EU):

- domestic extraction used (DEU);
- imports (IMP) and exports (EXP) in their simple

weight.
The material resources associated to imported

and exported products are therefore explicitly
excluded.

As regards intermediate imports, coal, crude
petroleum, natural gas and metal ores are the most
important products both for their share in total
intermediate products and for the lack of an
equivalent or representative domestic production.
Actually there are other imported products with a
relevant share, but they do not meet the second
criterion: they are produced in Italy, thus they can
be treated according to the domestic technology
assumption.

As regards activities that are not well represented
in the Italian IO tables, the model is integrated by
using data on the structure of intermediate inputs and
on emission intensities of the same activities in
Norway («Extraction of crude petroleum and natural
gas»; «Mining of metal ores») and Germany («Mining
of coal»), which have been selected on the basis of
the relevance of the imports from these countries
and of data availability.

Building on the very meaning of an IO model, the
three NACE associated with coal, oil, natural gas and
metal ores are split into a domestic and an import
activity - thus adding three rows and columns to our
IO global model - in order to show more clearly
environmental responsibilities. The domestic rows
and columns reflect the information comprised in
the domestic IO table (Italian domestic intermediate
and final demand matrix), as well as the environmental
data refer to the Italian production in those industries.
As regards the import activities, rows show how the
intermediate and final use of the imports of the three
industries are distributed among the other activities
(Italian import intermediate matrix); columns show
the inputs that the three sectors need for their
production process, their outputs and the air
emissions they produce. In this way the total input
coefficients in these three couples of industries
reflect both the domestic and the foreign technology.

*     *     *

Domestic emissions (
d
E) may be written as: total

emissions that would have occurred if all production
steps had been carried out domestically (E) minus
emission avoided thanks to (intermediate and final)
imports (

m
E)1:

d
E = E - 

m
E .

In the following formulae we use: r for the vector
of GHG emission intensities of output by industry;

d
A for the matrix of domestic production direct

coefficients; 
m
A for the matrix of intermediate import

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

1 Matrices are indicated by bold capital letters; vectors by bold lower case letters; scalars by italicized lower case letters. Vectors are rows by definition, so
that column vectors are obtained by transposition, indicated by a prime. A diagonal matrix with the elements of any vector on its main diagonal and all other
entries equal to zero is denoted by angle brackets < >.
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Table 1
Italian GHG emissions ascribable to final demand, 1995-2008

(million tonnes)

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 

451.0 452.1 451.3 461.7 466.7 465.8 459.8 456.5 441.4 

201.6 205.1 197.1 199.8 212.3 217.6 233.2 242.0 229.3 

49.6 47.9 47.6 49.0 52.4 52.5 54.8 56.0 50.4 

152.0 157.2 149.6 150.7 159.9 165.1 178.4 186.1 178.8 

652.6 657.1 648.5 661.5 679.0 683.4 693.0 698.5 670.7 

187.1 189.1 177.0 177.8 192.0 199.4 211.0 219.5 210.7 

465.5 468.0 471.4 483.6 487.0 484.0 482.0 479.0 459.9 

361.0 365.6 365.6 378.9 376.7 378.1 369.0 364.0 354.0 

104.5 102.4 105.8 104.8 110.2 105.9 113.0 115.1 106.0 

603.0 609.3 600.9 612.4 626.6 630.9 638.2 642.5 620.2 

-14.5 -15.9 -20.1 -21.9 -20.3 -18.2 -22.1 -22.6 -18.5 

 
1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 

Actual emissions of Italian production (a) 440.5 429.3 434.1 438.8 439.9 

Emissions ascribable to final imports and activated 

through intermediate imports (m) 183.1 161.0 173.4 176.0 173.7 

of which 

Emissions ascribable to final demand for imported 
products (mf) 38.3 34.6 38.4 40.9 42.6 

Emissions activated through intermediate 
imports (mi-m-mf) 144.7 126.4 135.0 135.1 131.1 

Total emissions ascribable to all final uses (b=a+m) 623.5 590.3 607.5 614.7 613.6 

of which 

Total emissions ascribable to Exports (x) 173.9 162.0 169.6 166.7 160.5 

GHG footprint of domestic final uses 449.7 428.2 438.0 448.0 453.1 

of which 

Total emissions ascribable to Final consumption 

expenditure 351.2 338.8 345.2 353.9 356.9 

Total emissions ascribable to Gross capital 

formation 98.4 89.4 92.7 94.1 96.2 

Emissions ascribable to the final demand for Italian 
products (c=a+mi) 585.2 555.6 569.1 573.8 571.0 

Balance of emissions embodied in trade (x-m) -9.2 1.0 -3.8 -9.2 -13.2 
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In order to derive more comprehensive material
use measures, overcoming the environmental burden
transferring issue, it is necessary to introduce into
the picture the raw materials extracted abroad in
order to satisfy the demand for imported products.
Indicators in Raw Material Equivalents (RME)
express Imports and Exports in terms of the virgin
materials that it is necessary to extract from the natural
environment in order to produce the traded goods
and services. Such indicators do not suffer from the
consequent methodological inconsistency. A
products' RME indicates  the raw materials needed
throughout that product's entire production chain.
The materials required are included in the RME
irrespective of whether they were extracted from
the domestic environment or from the rest of the
world environment. Also, it does not matter where
the materials used to realise an imported product
reach their final state: whether they become waste
or emissions abroad or are incorporated into the
product, they belong to the product and follow it as
it passes from one economy to another. This
approach allows  focussing on a much more complete
subset of the potential environmental pressures
associated to a country's final purchases, by including
waste and emission flows generated abroad from used
extraction, to the extent that they are functional to
national Final consumption expenditure, Gross
capital formation and Exports.

*     *     *

Italian indirect material resource use associated
with Imports, Exports and final domestic uses as well
as EW-MFA indicators in RME, are calculated on
the basis of a model whose ongoing development is
promoted by Eurostat [5].

Eurostat's application has at its core an expanded
hybrid IO model, carried out using conveniently
detailed IO tables of the EU-27, integrated with
physical data. As a matter of fact two main issues were
identified as being crucial: i) the lack of detail
provided by the standard monetary IO tables of the
size 60x60 and ii) the domestic technology
assumption for imported products.

The expansion of the standard IO tables is needed
as most of the product groups comprise too different
products and are not worthy of tracking the flows of
raw materials through the economy. Then a specific
disaggregation of the standard monetary IO table to
the level of 166 products groups was carried out. This
disaggregation especially refers to branches of

extraction of raw materials (agriculture, and mining
and quarrying), to branches of primary processing
of raw materials (food industry, basic metal
production, production of secondary energy
carriers) and to some manufacturing branches (metal
and chemical industries).

Monetary use structures were replaced by physical
use structures in different units for selected product
groups. As a matter of fact monetary use structures
are less suitable for tracking the flows of products
than physical structures as far as raw products and
some primary processed raw products are
concerned: agricultural crops, forestry and fishery
products, fossil energy carriers, metal ores, non-
metallic minerals and materials which are clearly
dominated by one raw material category.

This product groups are affected by price
differentiation and structural effects. As for the first
issue, a physical use structure is required since
different prices are paid for the same product, i.e.
energy carriers. Structural effects appear where
product groups comprise materials affected by
different uses, i.e. «Other mining and quarrying
products». As a general rule, it has to be assessed
case by case whether physical or monetary use
structures are suitable. When this is the case, physical
use structures should take advantage of all the relevant
information available, leaving the monetary
relationship as the last option.

The Eurostat hybrid IO model combines IO and
Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) approaches. It extends
the IO approach for those products which are
produced domestically with a LCA external module
for those products where no - or negligible - domestic
production is given. Raw materials embodied in
selected imported products (energy carriers, metal
ores and basic metals, up to 60 products) were
estimated by an external approach. Imported LCA
products are treated as being produced by domestic
economy: cumulated material requirements
embodied in these products are incorporated into
the matrix of domestic extraction and specific
changes are carried out in the IO tables (rows and
columns are added for LCA products, imports of
LCA products are set to zero). In this way, in
estimating the RME for export products, the import
of products used to produce export products is taken
into account.

Eurostat provides EU RME import and export
coefficients for the period 2000-2010 in a two-
dimensional matrix per material categories based on
the EW-MFA Questionnaire on the most detailed
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level (52 materials) and per 166 product groups.
Therefore the methodology that Eurostat applies not
only improves the EW-MFA indicator of domestic
material consumption from DMC to RMC, but also
establishes an ecological and economic connection.
As a matter of fact RMC originates from an
environmental-economic framework as it is linked
to the underlying driving forces behind the Leontief's
model and to the environmental impacts thanks to
the detail by material.

*     *     *

In the Italian application, Imports in RME are
calculated by using the average EU coefficients
provided by the model, using the import or export
coefficients from the Eurostat model according to
the affinity between the Italian and the EU trade
patterns. Italian imports are split into their intra-EU
and extra-EU components, and EU level import
coefficients are applied in the RME estimation for
the Italian extra-EU trade, while EU level export
coefficients are applied in the RME estimation for
the Italian intra-EU trade.

Exports and domestic final uses in RME are
estimated by a subsequent modelling application
based on Italian IO tables (59x59 product groups),
made hybrid on the basis of Eurostat's methodology
which has been conveniently integrated by using
additional data such as physical energy accounts and
Material Flow Accounts. The physical inputs to the
economy are domestic extraction used and imports
in RME. Then the standard Leontief calculation is
integrated by replacing monetary use structures of
the following product groups by physical structures
due to the heterogeneity of highly aggregated product
groups:

� CPA 14 «Other mining and quarrying products»2:
this product group comprises both low (sand and
stone) and high (industrial minerals) priced materials
used in domestic production and exported
respectively. Structural effects arise since the
composition within this group varies widely by users
and the IO model would apply the average monetary
use structure for the CPA 14, which entails
overestimation of exports in RME. The physical use
structure (in tonnes) of «Other mining and quarrying
products» builds on the domestic extraction, imports
and exports of material flows of «Non-metallic
minerals» of the Italian EW-MFA accounts.
Domestic extraction minus exports of non-metallic
minerals follows the IO monetary domestic

relationships; imports of non-metallic minerals follow
the IO monetary import relationships;

� CPA 02 «Products of forestry, logging and related
services»: the physical use structure (in tonnes) of
«Products of forestry, logging and related services»
derives from the domestic extraction, imports and
exports of material flows of «Wood and wood
products» of the Italian EW-MFA accounts.
Domestic extraction minus exports of «Wood and
wood products» follows the IO monetary domestic
relationships; imports of «Wood and wood products»
follow the IO monetary import relationships;

� CPA 05 «Fish and other fishing products; services
incidental to fishing»: the physical use structure (in
tonnes) of «Fish and other fishing products; services
incidental to fishing» derives from the domestic
extraction, imports and exports of material flows of
«Wild fish catch, aquatic plants/animals» of the
Italian EW-MFA accounts. Domestic extraction
minus exports of «Wild fish catch, aquatic plants/
animals» follows the IO monetary domestic
relationships; imports of «Wild fish catch, aquatic
plants/animals» follow the IO monetary import
relationships;

� CPA 10 «Coal and lignite; peat»: for establishing
the physical use structure (in tonnes of oil equivalent)
of «Coal and lignite; peat» information is derived
from Istat's Energy Use Tables, which provide energy
uses of production activities (by industry) and
households, and from the Italian National Energy
Balances. The latter source is used to input-output,
imports and exports of coal, lignite and peat;

� CPA 11 «Crude petroleum and natural gas; services
incidental to oil and gas extraction excluding surveying»:
the physical use structure (in tonnes of oil equivalent)
of «Crude petroleum and natural gas; services
incidental to oil and gas extraction excluding
surveying» derives from Istat's Energy Use Tables
(energy uses of crude oil and natural gas by industry
and energy uses of households), and from the Italian
National Energy Balances (output, imports and
exports of crude oil and natural gas);

� CPA 23 «Coke, refined petroleum products and
nuclear fuels»: the following energy products are
comprised in the physical use structure which
replaces the monetary use structure of CPA 23: coke,
coke oven gas, blast furnace gas, non-energy coal
products, gas work gas, LPG, refinery gas, naphtha,
motor gasoline, jet fuel, diesel oil, fuel oil, petroleum
coke, other non-energy oil products. The physical

2 CPA 14 comprises: stone, sand and clay, chemical and fertilizer minerals, salt, other mining and quarrying products n.e.c. (bitumen and asphalt,
natural; asphaltites and asphaltic rock; precious and semi-precious stones; pumice stone; emery; natural abrasives; other minerals nec).
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use structure (in tonnes of oil equivalent) of «Coke,
refined petroleum products and nuclear fuels»
derives from Istat's Energy Use Tables (energy uses
by industry and energy uses of households of the
above-mentioned energy products), and from the
Italian National Energy Balances (output, imports
and exports of crude oil and natural gas);

� CPA 40 «Electrical energy, gas, steam and hot
water»: the physical use structure (in tonnes of oil
equivalent) of «Electrical energy, gas, steam and hot
water» derives from Istat's Energy Use Tables (energy
uses of electricity by industry and energy uses of
households), and from Terna - the company that
manages energy transmission in Italy - (output,
imports and exports of electricity).

EW-MFA indicators for the Italian economy,
expressed in RME, are synthetically shown in Table
2, next to the corresponding «traditional» indicators
(including direct flows only). These indicators
describe the material flows associated to different
monetary aggregates.

The indicators are presented within a consistent
and systematic origin-purpose framework, which
allows for consideration of the relationships between
different indicators. We can see in this table's top
and bottom halves, respectively:

- materials used to satisfy Italy's final demand, by
extraction, origin and kind of resources (the
materials supply side). Imports in RME as reported
here are, for each year, the synthesis of a table
stemming from the application of the Eurostat
coefficients. The latter table, not shown here,
includes the requirement of each of 52 materials by
166 distinct product groups (goods and services);

- the same materials, re-attributed to their final
use purpose (the materials «demand» side). Final uses
are classified here only by final demand category
(Final consumption expenditure, Gross capital
formation and Exports) and not by product group.
But the model results' dataset comprises, for each
year, 59 product groups, and for each of these, 52
different materials. Moreover, for each material of
each product group, the data are further split by origin
of the virgin material (domestic or foreign). This side
of the account stems from the reallocation of the
materials in the supply side to final demand by
category and of product, i.e. from the application of
the Italian hybrid Leontievian IO model.

A focus on Resource Productivity. Resource Pro-
ductivity (RP) points to the efficiency with which
materials are used in production. This normatively
relevant concept currently guides some important

policy-making processes, especially at the European
level [6, 7, 8] and in Japan where it is used in the
Resource Conservation Policy. The RP concept may
be made operational in a number of ways. It is
defined within the EU Sustainable Development
Strategy as the ratio between Gross Domestic
Product (GDP) and Domestic Material
Consumption (DMC) [9]. This ratio and its changes
through time are meant to provide a clear indication
of economic growth's decoupling from material
resource use.

However the RP indicator adopted by the EU
lacks a great deal in life-cycle perspective: it does
not present the complete picture as this measure does
not account for the raw materials used to produce
traded products. This makes it a doubtful measure
for a country's overall material resource needs.

Indeed, the material resources included in a
country's DMC correspond neither to those
required for generating that country's GDP, nor to
those physically embodied in the products whose
value is measured by that GDP. This is the case for
whichever relevant National Accounting monetary
aggregate one may want to take into account: total
end uses (consumption plus investments plus Exports),
domestic end uses (consumption plus investments),
end uses of domestic production (the part of total
end uses coming from domestic production) or
domestic end uses of domestic production.

Another way to describe this shortcoming is to
say that DMC is not neutral to the localisation of
activities but - due to its components' inherent
asymmetry - it is distorted by the environmental
pressure transfer issue described above. The upstream
indirect material flows of traded products, also
referred to as the «ecological rucksack», are not
included in the picture. As a consequence DMC falls
when - ceteris paribus - a country's activity mix
changes in favour of activities at the production
chain's end. It is no wonder, therefore, that resource-
poor countries, some of which are big importers not
only of raw materials but also of intermediate and
final products, tend to rank high in RP. Symmetrically,
the use of DMC for RP's calculation disadvantages
resource-rich countries in which the initial and most
waste- and pollution-intensive transformation phases
take place.

All this should by no means lead us to refrain from
using DMC, but only from using it uncritically and to
be aware of its limitations as a resource use indicator.
DMC has, on the contrary, an important meaning
which should be acknowledged, and to which
reference should always be made when using it.
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Domestic and global resource use associated with Italian production and consumption, by materials origin and type, and

by materials use purpose (final demand). Italy, 2000-2010
(million tonnes)

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 

n and type 

528.4 577.7 606.4 598.8 573.6 560.3 510.3 463.4 

116.3 138.4 140.2 126.3 122.4 124.2 117.2 115.2 

0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 - 0.7 0.3 0.7 

396.4 423.0 449.9 458.1 437.5 422.7 381.2 334.6 

15.5 16.4 16.3 14.4 13.7 12.7 11.6 12.8 

751.6 756.1 747.1 804.0 833.3 789.5 661.4 765.3 

108.4 108.7 103.8 106.6 113.1 107.8 110.7 119.5 

210.2 217.0 213.5 249.9 251.7 242.5 173.2 223.3 

101.7 96.9 96.7 106.0 117.5 104.9 86.7 105.0 

331.3 333.5 333.2 341.4 351.0 334.4 290.9 317.6 

1280 1334 1354 1403 1407 1350 1172 1229 

877.6 943.8 973.4 980.1 957.3 929.4 822.6 808.2 

349.2 366.0 366.9 381.4 383.7 369.1 312.4 344.8 

e (final demand) 

868.3 894.0 899.8 911.1 893.2 858.5 738.9(a) 731.8(a) 

560.4 569.4 575.1 563.3 552.6 543.7   

502.3 510.6 514.4 503.8 493.7 484.0   

58.2 58.8 60.8 59.5 58.9 59.8   

307.8 324.6 324.7 347.8 340.6 314.7   

411.5 439.7 453.7 491.4 513.5 491.4 432.8(a) 496.9(a) 

1280 1334 1354 1403 1407 1350 1172(a) 1229(a) 

751.3 810.1 833.0 836.7 796.7 773.2 689.5 657.2 

126.3 133.6 140.4 143.4 160.6 156.3 133.1 151.0 

ators: 

222.9 232.4 226.5 237.9 223.1 212.9 179.3 193.8 

340.1 316.4 293.4 312.6 319.8 298.2 228.6(a) 268.4(a) 

Aggregates 2000 2001 2002 

Materials� origin

Domestic natural environment (Direct Used Extraction) 699.5 682.8 615.7 

Biomass 138.2 131.5 134.3 

Metal ores 0.4 0.2 0.3 

Non-metallic minerals 543.8 536.0 465.2 

Fossil energy resources 17.1 15.1 15.9 

Foreign natural environment (Imports in RME) 737.5 745.0 745.3 

Biomass 117.8 109.8 112.6 

Metal ores 201.9 208.9 209.0 

Non-metallic minerals 93.3 100.4 100.7 

Fossil energy resources 324.5 325.9 322.9 

Total Input in RME (RMI) 1437 1428 1361 

of which direct flows (DMI) 
 

of which actually embodied in Imports (direct Imports) 

1033.9 1018.3 955.4 

334.4 335.4 339.7 

Materials� use purpose

Raw Material Consumption (RMC) 975.1 960.3 926.3 

Final consumption expenditure 604.5 605.1 586.1 

            households 547.7 543.4 526.0 

            government and non-profit organizations serving households 56.8 61.7 60.1 

Gross capital formation 370.6 355.3 340.3 

Exports in RME 461.9 467.2 434.4 

RMC + EXPRME = RMI 1437 1428 1361 

of which direct flows (DMC) 910.2 890.6 832.3 

of which actually embodied in Exports (direct Exports) 123.7 127.7 123.1 

Other indica

Physical trade balance 210.7 207.8 216.6 

Physical trade balance in RME 275.6 277.8 310.9 

(a) Estimates based on aggregate data.
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First, let us draw a distinction between the
environmental pressures that the human system exerts
at the material input side - i.e. those immediately due
to resources extraction - on the one hand, and those
it exerts at the material output side - i.e. those
immediately connected to the form taken by the
materials at the end of the annual production and
consumption cycles - on the other hand.

If we look at the materials' economic cycle from
the latter perspective, we see that DMC is equal to
the sum of net addition to stocks, emissions and
wastes, products' dissipative uses and dissipative
losses. In other words, DMC comprises all the used
materials that contribute to a country's environmental
pressures on the material output side, regardless of
whether the materials were extracted domestically
or imported. It is important not to be misled, with
regards to DMC's meaning, by the way it is
calculated. This quantity's real meaning, in fact, is
connected to the output side even if it is calculated
as a sum of inputs. This connection of the two sides
is granted by the law of matter conservation. For
these reasons, DMC would be more correctly
interpreted as a holistic potential pressures indicator
than as a resource use indicator, even though the
latter interpretation currently prevails. Using the
GDP/DMC ratio in a sustainability monitoring
context is not at all wrong in itself, but it is not

appropriate to call it an RP indicator. Rather it should
be called something along the lines of «productivity
of potential pollution».

Table 3 shows three possible alternative
formulations of the RP indicator seen above (the
table referred to the indicators for Carbon
Productivity is provided in the Annex. Mutatis
mutandis, the above RP rationale still holds true for
Carbon Productivity).

They all express an average «value per unit material
flow», but interpret the RP concept in different ways.
The table shows the possible combinations of
numerator and denominator that we deem most
relevant, i.e. the one currently used by the EU
(GDP/DMC), its version using RMEs with regards
to the material flows, and two other ones who have
the characteristic that the numerator and the
denominator are formally coherent with each other.
By «formally coherent» we mean that for each value
component of the numerator (GDP, IMP, EXP), a
corresponding physical flow in RME is represented
(with the same sign) in the denominator (DE, Imports
in RME, Exports in RME). The latter ratios express
a relationship between the two ends of the production
chains: the natural resources extracted from the
environment and used, at one end; the net value of
production emerging from the production chain, i.e.
the value of the products delivered to final demand,

Table 3

Current and alternative indicators for Resource Productivity

at the other end (the reader should keep in mind that
GDP + Imports = Final Consumption +Gross
Capital Formation + Exports). The very reasoning

by vertically integrated sectors that leads to RME
figures for Imports and Exports makes this
coherence something more than just a matter of
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form, as it guarantees that there is a clear functional
relationship between the two ends.

Once RME indicators are considered for
inclusion in the policy-making toolbox, the issue
cannot be reduced to simply substituting DMC in its
current use by its RME version (i.e. RMC). When
going from the current «direct material-flow» type
of indicators to RME indicators, a change of
meaning of the indicators must be explicitly
acknowledged and dealt with.

It should be noted instead that, in the current
debate, the fact that RMC overcomes DMC
components' asymmetry seems to be automatically
considered sufficient to substitute DMC, wherever
it appears, with RMC. However, it is not at all
granted that RMC should replace DMC in all its
uses. The point is that, while DMC has its own
meaning as a holistic potential (domestic) pressure
indicator, RME indicators are comprehensive
resource use indicators for entire national
economies. The latter comprise sectors and
activities which produce for domestic demand as
well as sectors producing for foreign demand.
There is no self-evident reason why the exporting
part of the economy should be excluded, when it
comes to measuring the economy's Resource
requirements and Productivity. Exports value is
indeed included in GDP. Why should Exports RME
be excluded from RP's denominator, then?

Conclusions. The analysis carried out above
highlights some issues in the current understanding of
the policy use of EW-MFA indicators in the RP
context. As a matter of fact a clear distinction between
meanings and roles of different value-per-material-
flow-unit indicators, in relation to different policy
targets is needed.

DMC is a holistic potential pressure indicator. As
such, its most appropriate use is not as a resource
use measure and it does not suffer from the asymmetry
between its components (DE and Imp/Exp). It is per
se a significant sustainability indicator as it addresses,
when related to GDP, the «potential pressure per
GDP», rather than a RP indicator. Moreover,
DMC/GDP is a significant efficiency indicator for
national economies, as it expresses the productivity
of potential pressures.

A value-per-material-flow-unit indicator, genui-
nely expressing Resource Productivity is better
expressed in terms of value per RME unit and is
better referred to the value of the final results of the
production chains, rather than to GDP, since value

generation chains are intrinsically global and the
resource needs of the value added generated in a
given country cannot be disentangled from the
resource needs of the value added generated in other
countries (double counting will always be unavoidable:
each of the subsequent works carried out on the same
material adds value at all steps). On the contrary, the
«final user perspective» is correctly applied to the
products delivered to final uses, the resource
requirements of which can thus be singled out by kind
of use (and also by kind of product).

DMC's formal analogue in RME terms, i.e. RMC,
is not automatically DMC's best substitute for RP
calculation, since RMC excludes a substantial part
of a nation's material resource requirements, namely
those of its exporting activities.

Interesting candidates as RP indicators are:
� Final Domestic Uses/RMC (i.e. Consumption

plus Gross Capital Formation per unit of its own
RME), whose numerator deviates from GDP only
by the commercial balance;

� Total Final Uses/RMI (i.e. Consumption plus
Gross Capital Formation plus exports per unit of its
own RME), which reflects also the RP of the
exporting part of the economy.
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Annex
Table A

Indicators for Carbon Productivity
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Â ñòàòüå ïðåäñòàâëåíû ðåçóëüòàòû ðàñ÷åòîâ äâóõ âàðèàíòîâ ïðèìåíåíèÿ ìîäåëè «çàòðàòû-âûïóñê», ó÷èòûâàþùåé ýêîëîãè-
÷åñêóþ ñîñòàâëÿþùóþ è îñíîâàííîé íà ýêîëîãî-ýêîíîìè÷åñêèõ ñ÷åòàõ, îòðàæàþùèõ âêëþ÷åíèå ýêîëîãè÷åñêèõ ïîòîêîâ â
êîíå÷íûé ñïðîñ. Âî-ïåðâûõ, ïðåäñòàâëåí îáùèé îáúåì âûáðîñîâ (êàê ïðÿìûõ, òàê è íåïðÿìûõ) ïàðíèêîâûõ ãàçîâ âåðòèêàëü-
íî èíòåãðèðîâàííûõ ïðîìûøëåííûõ îòðàñëåé Èòàëèè çà ïåðèîä ñ 1995 ïî 2008 ã., âêëþ÷àÿ è òå âûáðîñû, êîòîðûå íå áûëè
ïðîèçâåäåíû ïî ïðè÷èíå èìïîðòà ïðîäóêòîâ êîíå÷íîãî è ïðîìåæóòî÷íîãî èñïîëüçîâàíèÿ. Â ýòîì ñëó÷àå êëàññè÷åñêàÿ ìîäåëü
"çàòðàòû-âûïóñê", ïðåäïîëàãàþùàÿ ó÷åò îòå÷åñòâåííîé òåõíîëîãèè, õîðîøî èíòåãðèðîâàíà ñ äîïîëíèòåëüíûìè äàííûìè,
ó÷èòûâàþùèìè ôàêòè÷åñêè íå ñóùåñòâóþùèå èëè íå ïðåäñòàâëåííûå â Èòàëèè îòðàñëè ïðîìûøëåííîñòè.

Êðîìå òîãî, äàíû îöåíêè ìàòåðèàëüíûõ ïîòîêîâ â Èòàëèè, à èìåííî ñûðüåâûõ ýêâèâàëåíòîâ, çà ïåðèîä ñ 2000 ïî 2010 ã.,
ïîñòðîåííûå â ðàìêàõ ðåàëèçàöèè òåêóùåãî ïðîåêòà Åâðîñòàòà. Èñïîëüçîâàíèå ïîêàçàòåëåé ñûðüåâûõ ýêâèâàëåíòîâ îêàçûâàåò
ïîëîæèòåëüíîå âëèÿíèå íà ìåòîäîëîãèþ ðàñ÷åòà àãðåãèðîâàííûõ ïîêàçàòåëåé òåêóùèõ ñ÷åòîâ ïîòîêîâ ìàòåðèàëîâ â ìàñøòà-
áàõ ýêîíîìèêè (ÑÏÌ-ÌÝ), òàê êàê áëàãîäàðÿ èì ïðåîäîëåâàåòñÿ àñèììåòðèÿ ìåæäó ðàçíîðîäíûìè ÷àñòÿìè, íà îñíîâå êîòî-
ðûõ â íàñòîÿùåå âðåìÿ ñòðîÿòñÿ ýòè àãðåãèðîâàííûå ïîêàçàòåëè (ïðèðîäíûå èñòî÷íèêè è ïîòîêè òîðãóåìûõ òîâàðîâ). Äëÿ
ïîëó÷åíèÿ òàêîãî ðîäà îöåíîê íåîáõîäèìî â ïîëíîé ìåðå èñïîëüçîâàòü ñèñòåìó ýêîëîãî-ýêîíîìè÷åñêèõ ñ÷åòîâ: ñâÿçü ìåæäó
ïðÿìûì è êîñâåííûì ñïðîñîì íà ñûðüå, ñ îäíîé ñòîðîíû, è êîíå÷íûì èñïîëüçîâàíèåì òîâàðîâ - ñ äðóãîé, óñòàíàâëèâàåòñÿ
÷åðåç ìîäåëü ìåæîòðàñëåâîãî áàëàíñà Ëåîíòüåâà.

Â ñòàòüå òàêæå ïðåäëîæåí óãëóáëåííûé àíàëèç âîçìîæíîñòè èñïîëüçîâàíèÿ èçìåðåíèé íà îñíîâå ñïðîñà äëÿ ïîñòðîåíèÿ
ïîêàçàòåëåé ïðîäóêòèâíîñòè, â ÷àñòíîñòè ïîêàçàòåëåé ðåñóðñíîé ïðîäóêòèâíîñòè.

Äåëàåòñÿ âûâîä î òîì, ÷òî ïîëèòèêà, â êîòîðîé ó÷èòûâàþòñÿ íåïðÿìûå ïîòîêè, à óãëåðîäíàÿ èëè ðåñóðñíàÿ ïðîäóêòèâíîñòü
ïîâûøàåòñÿ ïóòåì ïåðåìåùåíèÿ çà ãðàíèöó ïîòåíöèàëüíîé ýêîëîãè÷åñêîé íàãðóçêè, ÿâëÿåòñÿ ýêîëîãè÷åñêè íåýôôåêòèâíîé,
òàê êàê íå ïðèâîäèò ê ñíèæåíèþ âîçäåéñòâèÿ íà îêðóæàþùóþ ñðåäó â ãëîáàëüíîì ìàñøòàáå.

Àâòîðû òàêæå óòâåðæäàþò, ÷òî äëÿ ïîêàçàòåëåé, ïðèìåíÿåìûõ äëÿ èçìåðåíèÿ ïðîäóêòèâíîñòè, ñëåäóåò èñïîëüçîâàòü ñîãëà-
ñîâàííûå äàííûå èç íàöèîíàëüíûõ ñ÷åòîâ è ñàòåëëèòíûõ ýêîëîãè÷åñêèõ ñ÷åòîâ.

Êëþ÷åâûå ñëîâà: ýêîëîãè÷åñêèå ñ÷åòà, òîðãîâëÿ è îêðóæàþùàÿ ñðåäà, ðåñóðñíàÿ ïðîäóêòèâíîñòü, ñûðüåâûå ýêâèâàëåíòû,
âåðòèêàëüíî èíòåãðèðîâàííûå ïðîäóêòû.
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