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1 Introduction 

Viet Nam is an economy in transition. Central planning is gradually giving way to a more market-
based economic system. The country officially embarked on this transformation in 1986 and 
significant change has taken place since the early 1990s. After 30 years of change, Viet Nam has 
achieved remarkable results in both economic growth and poverty reduction. Average annual 
growth rates recorded their highest levels during the first decade of reform while poverty 
reduction was also at its most significant during the 1990s. The average annual growth rate of 
this period was about 7.4 per cent and the poverty headcount ratio fell from 58.2 per cent in 
1992 to 25 per cent in 2000. The second decade of reform from 2000 to 2010 saw more radical 
moves towards market economic principles and an opening up in terms of international trade, 
including membership of the World Trade Organization (WTO) in 2007. Growth rates 
continued to be high and a further reduction in the poverty headcount ratio to about 12 per cent 
by 2012 was recorded. Recently, economic growth has tapered off, and the average annual 
growth rate was about 6.0 per cent during 2012–15. Several studies1 suggest that Viet Nam needs 
to change its economic growth model in order to develop sustainably into the future.  

This study aims to investigate the process of structural transformation and change in the 
Vietnamese economy during the intensive reform period from 2000 to 2012. While 12 years is a 
relatively short period, it nevertheless represents, in the Vietnamese, context a significant stage in 
Viet Nam’s socio-economic history. This is an epoch in which Viet Nam experienced 
comprehensive structural transformation after a decade of high growth that was characterized by 
a change in the economic management principles and the lifting of the United States’ (US) 
embargo.2 Specific policy moves included, first, in 2000 a major change in Viet Nam’s business 
environment with the introduction of an enterprise law, which eased the entrance of private 
firms into business. As a result, the number of firms increased markedly. Within 12 years, the 
number of new firms increased more than eight times to 346,777 in 2012. Second, during the first 
decade of the new millennium Viet Nam made a series of bold moves in terms of international 
economic integration. It started with the Viet Nam-US Free Trade Agreement (FTA) in 2000, 
which had a profound impact on the economy. Viet Nam also became a member of the WTO in 
2007 and committed to various FTAs. Third, better economic performance helped move the 
country from low-income to lower-middle income status. Viet Nam officially reached lower 
middle income status in 2008 when the GDP per capita increased to US$1,154 from US$920 in 
2007. On this background, we provide a detailed analysis of change to add in-depth insight into 
the process of structural transformation over the last 30 years. Together with the work by Tarp 
et al. (2003) this provides a solid basis for outlining the implications for the next period of Viet 
Nam’s development. As such, we offer illuminating insights into key features of a successful case 
of structural transformation in a low income and open economy from which much can likely be 
learnt for other countries in transition. 

We apply various analytical tools, ranging from Input-Output multipliers to decomposition of 
Social Accounting Matrix (SAM) multipliers over time and structural change decomposition 
methods. The study makes use of SAM data for Viet Nam for the years 2000 and 2012, and the 
latter was generated as part of the background analytical work. 

                                                 

1
 See for example World Bank and Ministry of Planning and Investment of Viet Nam (2016), World Bank (2016), 

Ohno (2009), and Tho (2013). 

2
 See Appendix A for further information on the process of change in Viet Nam during 1986–2015. 
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The results confirm that Viet Nam has indeed experienced significant structural transformation 
in the economy over the last several decades. The economy has industrialized rapidly and is now 
much less dependent on natural resources. The analysis also shows that Viet Nam has managed 
to exploit abundant labour and comparative advantages in agricultural products and has 
benefitted from international economic integration. The expansion of external demand, mainly 
through institutional changes associated with trade liberalization, has been a major driver of 
output growth.3 The country has moreover managed to take advantage of being a ‘latecomer’ in 
upgrading its production capacity through imports. Importantly, structural transformation has 
been broad-based, resulting in rapid poverty reduction.4 The analysis suggests that it is time for 
Viet Nam to make concerted efforts aimed at transforming its economic growth model toward a 
more sustainable one which does not rely so much on expanding inputs from the production 
factors capital and labour. Technological upgrading has played a relatively modest role in 
structural transformation so far. The advantages of low labour costs have however started 
running out of steam and more technological upgrading will be required. The benefits of external 
demand extension can strengthen internal economic integration and technological upgrading 
further, and productivity dynamism is needed to sustain growth in the future. We conclude that 
Viet Nam needs to apply a more proactive and aggressive approach in terms of these two aspects 
to overcome being caught in a ‘middle income trap’ as suggested by Tho (2013). 

Section 2 briefly discusses the two SAMs used. Sections 3 to 6 proceed with an analysis of 
structural changes in the Vietnamese economy between 2000 and 2012, taking a gradual 
approach. We start by reporting on a set of headline ratios, which is followed in Section 4 by a 
comparison of multipliers between the two years. The multipliers and the comparison thereof 
provide insights into the changing interindustry structure of the economy. In Section 5 we 
expand our analysis by including the household income expenditure loop. This is done by 
examining a decomposition of SAM multipliers for the two years and changes therein over time. 
The final piece of analysis attempts to tackle a decomposition of structural change directly. In 
order to do so, we convert the data of one of the SAMs into the prices of the other so as to 
eliminate price effects when examining change and its decomposition. A discussion of the 
deflation process can be found at the start of Section 6 after which several decomposition 
approaches are introduced together with their results. We conclude with a summary and policy 
recommendations. 

2 Social Accounting Matrix data 

We introduce a new Social Accounting Matrix (SAM) for Viet Nam, benchmarked on the year 
2012 (CIEM and UNU-WIDER 2016). A SAM is an economy-wide data set that captures flows 
of products and the circulation of money reflecting the initial income distribution and structure 
of industries and economic institutions of an economy in a certain year. In doing so, a SAM 
presents an overall picture as well as reveals the structural features of the economy. A SAM can 
also serve as the data input for policy analysis with multiplier and computable general 
equilibrium (CGE) models in order to analyse structural change and economic policy 
recommendations.5  

                                                 

3
 See also Abbott et al. (2009). 

4
 See Arndt et al. (2012) for further background. 

5
 See Sadoulet and de Janvry (1995) for a general introduction and CIEM and UNU-WIDER (2016) for specific 

details on Viet Nam. 
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The 2012 SAM for Viet Nam is based on the most recent enterprise survey data, which is for the 
year 2012 and used by the General Statistics Office of Vietnam (GSO) (2015a) in constructing a 
2012 Supply Use Table (SUT) (GSO 2015a). This is combined with the Viet Nam Household 
Living Standard Survey (VHLSS) for 2012 GSO (2015b) in order to add social features. 
Additional data was obtained from the Ministry of Finance (MoF) (Ministry of Finance 2015) of 
Viet Nam on state budget revenue and expenditure for the year 2012 and from the State Bank of 
Viet Nam (SBV) for data on the 2012 Balance of Payment. Importantly and compared to the 
previous SAM for the year 2011 (see CIEM 2014), information on the structure of the economy 
embedded in the SUT was updated from 2007 to 2012; the VHLSS was updated from 2010 to 
2012; and there is more detail in terms of activities and commodities. 

The 2012 SAM for Viet Nam is a square data-matrix of 344 x 344 dimensions. It covers 164 
activities and commodities; 11 factors of production, of which six are labour categories classified 
by geography (urban–rural) and education attainment levels (primary, secondary, and tertiary), 
two types of capital (agricultural and non-agricultural), land, livestock and fish; two types of 
enterprises (agricultural and non-agricultural); 20 types of households, classified along three 
dimensions, i.e., urban–rural; agricultural and non-agricultural; and five income quintiles, from 
the poorest (quintile 1) to the richest (quintile 5), and five types of taxes: activity tax, factor tax, 
sales tax, import tax, and direct tax. A macro view of this SAM, including the 2012 current price 
macro values, data source, derivation (where required), and dimension of submatrices is shown 
in Table 1.  

For the purposes of analysing change in the structure of the Vietnamese economy in the 2000s 
we use in addition a 2000 SAM for Viet Nam (Jensen et al. 2004). Both SAMs can be aggregated 
to a common set of accounts. We select a limited number of 24 activities and commodities (out 
of 89 common in both) in order to keep the analysis manageable while maintaining some level of 
detail for policy relevance, see Table B1 of Appendix B. For the decomposition of SAM 
multipliers (Section 5), factors and households are aggregated to the level of urban and rural. 
This is the only common categories consistently available. For the multiplier and decomposition 
of structural change analysis (Sections 4 and 6, respectively), labour and households are 
aggregated to a single category. 

The 2000 SAM requires some adjustment in order to line it up correctly with the 2012 SAM. In 
particular, we converted household subsistence expenditure to market expenditure and moved 
the distribution of margins from their source activities (trade and transport services) to the 
matching commodities. 

Employment data is available for a limited number of 20 activities from GSO. This data only 
goes back to 2005. Further back, employment data is available for agriculture, mining, industry 
and ‘others’. Disaggregation for the year 2000 is based on shares from Population Census data 
for the year 1999, as reported by McCaig and Pavcnik (2013: 52–3). Further disaggregation of 
some services industries (trade and accommodation, transport and communication services and 
community, social, personal, and government services) for the year 2000 was achieved using 
wage earnings shares. This implies that the same wage rates apply for these sectors. 
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Table 1: 2012 Macro SAM for Viet Nam (bill. VND current prices) 

  

 Activities 
 
1 

Commodities 
 
2 

Factors 
 
3 

Enterprises 
 
4 

Households 
 
5 

Government 
 
6 

Taxes 
 
7 

Investment 
 
8 

Change in 
stocks 

9 

Rest of the 
World 

10 

Total 
 

11 

Activities 1  Marketed Output: 
8,833,678 (SUT, 

164x164) 

        8,833,678 

Commodities 2 Intermediate Inputs: 
5,889,709 (SUT, 

164x164) 

Transaction costs: 
609,671 (SUT, 

1x165) & (164x1) 

  Marketed 
consumption of 

households: 
2,013,974 (SUT, 

164x20) 

Government 
expenditure: 

192,338 (SUT, 
164x1) 

 Investment 
demand: 

785,363 (SUT, 
164x1) 

Changes in 
stocks: 96,492 
(SUT, 164x1) 

Exports: 
2,596,662 (SUT, 

164x1) 

12,184,208 

Factors 3 Value Added: 889,433 
(SUT, 11x164) 

         2,889,433 

Enterprises 4   Factor income to 
enterprises: 

718,176 (2x11, 
Residual) 

  Transfers to 
enterprises: 

96,738 (MoF, 
2x1) 

   Net foreign 
enterprise 

receipts: 6,450 
(SBV, 2x1) 

821,364 

Households 5   Factor income to 
HH: 2,019,622 
(Sum of labour 

and land, 
disaggregated 
using VHLSS, 

10x11) 

Indirect capital 
payments: 
(337,571 

(Residual, 20x2) 

 Transfers to 
households: 
85,671 (MoF, 

20x1) 

   Net foreign 
remittances: 

159,583 (SBV, 
20x1) 

2,602,447 

Government 6    Revenue from 
non-corporate 
income taxes: 
107,474 (MoF, 

1x2) 

  Revenues from 
taxes: 664,614 

(All taxes 
collected, 1x5) 

  Net foreign 
transfers to the 
government: 
10,267 (MoF, 

1x1) 

782,355 

Taxes 7 Activity Tax: 54,536 
(SUT, 1x164) 

Sales taxes: 
323,567 (SUT, 

1x164) 

Factor taxes: 
11,885 (MoF, 

1x11) 

Corporate 
income taxes: 
228,474 (MoF, 

1x2) 

Personal taxes: 
46,152 (MoF, 

1x20) 

     664,614 

Savings 8    Enterprises 
savings: 
147,846 

(Savings rate 
assumption, 

1x2) 

Household 
savings: 
542,320 

(Residual, 1x20) 

Government 
savings: 
407,608 

(Residual, 1x1) 

   Foreign savings: 
215,920) 

(Residual, 1x1) 

881,854 

Change in 
stocks 

9        Sum of 
Changes in 

Stocks: 96,492 
(SUT, 1x1) 

  96,492 

Rest of the 
world 

10  Imports: 2,417,293 
(SUT, 1x164) 

Net payments to 
foreign owned 

factors of 
production: 

139,750 (SBV, 
1x11) 

       2,557,043 

Total 11 8,833,678 12,184,208 2,889,433 821,364 2,602,447 782,355 664,614 881,854 96,492 2,557,043  

Note: Main data sources or calculations and dimensions are shown in brackets respectively. Source: Authors’ calculations.
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3 Structural change in Viet Nam: headline ratios 

This section presents an analysis of key economy-wide ratios of Viet Nam, extracted from the 
2000 and 2012 SAMs. The basic macroeconomic measures inherent in Table 2 reflect the overall 
process of structural transformation during 2000–12. Some key features include: 

 Viet Nam’s economy has experienced high growth during the past decade, and growth has 
been mainly driven by the extension of production inputs. While the economy grew at 6.8 
per cent annually in the 2000s, it is shown that value added as a share of gross value of 
production has significantly decreased from 41.4 per cent to 32.7 per cent. This decrease can 
mainly be attributed to the decline in the rewards of the production factor capital. The share 
of operating surplus has significantly dropped from 18.6 per cent in 2000 to 11.2 per cent in 
2012 of gross value of production while the labour share remained at around 22 per cent 
during the period. Over the last decade, Viet Nam has benefitted from low wage labour and 
rapid extension of capital relative to GDP. However, these advantages seem to be less 
obvious in the future if labour is expected to become relatively more expensive. Already, the 
share of wage and salaries of value added rapidly increased from 55.0 per cent in 2000 to 65.7 
per cent in 2012 while the share of capital dropped from 45 per cent in 2000 to 34.3 per cent. 
The World Bank and Ministry of Planning and Investment of Viet Nam (2016) found a 
similar trend which may imply that the allocation of capital has been suboptimal, thereby 
depressing returns. This could be a consequence of inefficiency due to poor performance of 
public investment and state-owned enterprises (SOEs), perhaps in labour intensive 
industries, at the cost of the return to capital; and has led to calls for stronger reform in 
public investment and SOEs to move towards higher levels of technology so as to sustain 
growth in the future. 

 Trade liberalization has played an important role in the transformation process. During 
2000–12, Viet Nam signed two major free trade agreements: the Vietnam–US bilateral FTA 
and the WTO membership. As a result, the share of exports in total demand increased from 
18.5 per cent in 2000 to 21.3 per cent. Although imports have been used to extend domestic 
supply and increased rapidly with the opening-up process, it is notable that the share of 
imports to total supply remained at around 19 per cent. Conversely, domestic supply 
maintained a share at around 80 per cent of total supply. This suggests that at least at the 
macro level domestic production was not impacted negatively in spite of the rapid move to 
integrate into the global economy. This is partly due to the fact that the share of gross 
domestic capital formation to GDP has remained a relatively high share of GDP (34 per 
cent) and it is one of the main drivers of the high growth. This was helped by Viet Nam 
being quite active in attracting foreign direct investment (FDI). The FDI sector contributed 
about 14 per cent to 16 per cent (in terms of ownership) to GDP from 2000 to 2012. 
Another factor is that over the period, the establishment of the oil extraction industry and 
petroleum refining has resulted in a significant reduction in the import bill. This is probably a 
one-off change and one would expect a rise in the import share if this analysis were to be 
repeated for a future period starting in 2012. The combined result of these factors—high 
growth and reduced fuel imports—is that the share of imports remained relatively constant 
when comparing the start and the end of the period. 

 Total demand consists of intermediate sales, domestic final demand (household, government 
and investment demand) and exports. There has been a shift towards intermediate sales and 
exports, away from household, government and investment demand. Note that, since the 
SAMs are not in constant prices, the change in ratios reported here can be due to quantity as 
well as price effects. Nevertheless, the increase in intermediate sales, again reported at the 
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macro level, suggests that the outward orientation has been accompanied by a higher level of 
industrial integration. The activities which are the main beneficiaries of this macro-level 
change will be discussed below. 

Table 2: Economy-wide economic ratios, comparing 2000 and 2012 (%) 

 2000  2012 

Value Added/Gross Value of Production 41.4 32.7 

W&S / Gross Value of Production 22.8 21.5 

GOS /Gross Value of Production 18.6 11.2 

GOS/Value Added 45.0 34.3 

W&S/Value Added 55.0 65.7 

Imports/Total Supply 19.4 19.8 

Domestic Supply/Total Supply 80.6 80.2 

Intermediate Sales/Demand 40.1 48.3 

Household Demand/Demand 21.1 16.5 

Government Expenditure/Demand 3.5 1.6 

Investment/Demand 10.1 7.2 

Exports/Demand 18.5 21.3 

Note: W&S is Wages and Salaries, GOS is Gross Operating Surplus, Value Added is measured at Factor Costs, 
Total Supply excludes Margins and Taxes and Demand excludes Redistributed Margins and Change in Stocks. 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

Turning to activity level detail, Table 3 shows that major shifts in the structure of the economy 
over the period include the decline of agriculture as a contributor to GDP, down to 16 per cent 
from 27 per cent, and of mining down from 10.5 per cent to 7.3 per cent. Some labour-intensive 
industries such as textiles, clothing and leather have improved relatively, with the share of this 
sector increasing from 3 per cent to 7.5 per cent. Food processing and beverage industries have 
not seen any significant improvement so far. Actually a slight decrease in its share of GDP was 
experienced for this sector. Other, more capital intensive industries such as metal products and 
electrical machineries as well as services, such as transportation and financial and business 
services, have increased their share. 

Shifts in the patterns of selected final demand components are shown in Table 4. Household 
expenditure during 2000–12 reflects a changing pattern that is typical of countries moving up the 
income ladder, with shifts toward non-food items. The shares of agriculture and food and 
beverages in household expenditure have significantly declined from 16.6 per cent to 12.4 per 
cent and 27.1 per cent to 14.9 per cent, respectively. Interestingly, while textiles, clothing and 
leather increased its share in GDP, it lost ground in terms of household expenditure and exports. 
Significant increases in household expenditure shares are reported for electrical machinery 
(which here includes household appliances), transport services, financial and business services, 
health and education.  

Exports have shifted away from mining and agriculture towards light manufacturing and other 
sectors such as metal products and machinery and transport equipment as well as a number of 
services. A significant increase is reported for metal products, electrical machinery and transport 
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equipment (the latter from a low base); but the general machinery share has dropped. In terms of 
imports, the patterns are reversed for agriculture and mining.  

Table 3: Activity real growth and nominal shares in GDP (at factor costs), comparing 2000 and 2012 

 Average 
Annual % 
change in 

GDP 

Share in 
GDP2000% 

Share in 
GDP2012% 

Agriculture 3.3 26.7 16.0 

Mining -2.9 10.5 7.3 

Food & beverage 7.2 5.5 5.3 

Text, cloth & leather 16.9 3.0 7.5 

Other manufacturing 13.8 1.8 3.0 

Petrol ref & oils 36.6 0.1 0.8 

Chemicals 9.9 1.5 1.5 

Plastic & rubbers 11.5 1.0 1.2 

Non-mental products 8.7 1.7 1.6 

Metal products 20.3 0.8 2.5 

General machinery 17.3 0.3 0.8 

Electrical machines and appliances 21.9 0.8 3.0 

Transport equipment 6.8 1.5 1.1 

Utilities 7.7 3.3 3.0 

Construction 7.7 5.6 6.2 

Trade 6.1 10.4 11.0 

Accommodation, restaurant & tourism 5.0 3.4 3.1 

Transport 13.1 2.1 4.1 

Communication & publications 6.6 2.0 1.5 

Financial & business service 10.0 6.0 9.5 

Health 3.5 1.5 1.3 

Government service 5.7 3.0 2.9 

Education 8.4 3.7 4.0 

Other services -1.0 3.9 1.6 

Note: For calculating GDP growth, it has been deflated using deflators reported in Table B2 of the Appendix. The 
shares are calculated in current prices at factor costs. 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

It is notable that while the share of agricultural exports decreased, its share of imports increased 
rapidly from 1.5 per cent to 8.3 per cent. The reverse applies for transport equipment and 
chemicals. In particular, electrical machinery made a jump in its share of export but its share of 
imports increased significantly too. This reflects that foreign direct investment has poured into 
this industry over the period but mainly in the product assembly stage to take advantage of low 
labour cost in the country.  

As was shown in Table 2, at the economy-wide level, value added declined as a share of gross 
value of production. In Figure 1, it can be seen that amongst industries this pattern is wide-
spread, with agriculture, mining, and some services in particular as the main contributors to this 
economy-wide decline. The value-added decline is less pronounced in manufacturing and 
transport services. Some industries are reporting an increase such as textile, footwear and leather, 
trade, administration services and education. 
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Table 4: Expenditure patterns for selected final demand components, comparing 2000 and 2012 

 Share of HH 
expenditure (%) 

Share of Exports 
(%) 

Share of Imports 
(%) 

 2000 2012 2000 2012 2000 2012 

Agriculture 16.6 12.4 11.1 6.4 1.5 8.3 

Mining 0.0 1.4 21.3 10.1 0.9 3.1 

Food & beverage 27.1 14.9 15.4 17.8 3.4 5.6 

Text, cloth & leather 7.4 2.6 22.3 20.1 13.1 8.4 

Other manufacturing 2.2 4.0 5.6 6.4 7.5 5.6 

Petrol ref & oils 0.6 1.2 0.6 0.1 11.6 10.8 

Chemicals 3.6 1.1 0.6 1.6 11.0 7.8 

Plastic & rubbers 0.4 0.2 0.4 3.5 4.9 5.5 

Non-mental products 0.1 0.3 0.4 2.2 1.8 0.7 

Metal products 0.1 0.2 1.0 4.5 7.7 13.7 

General machinery 0.1 1.2 3.4 1.2 10.1 7.3 

Electrical machines and appliances 0.9 2.7 3.3 17.2 8.5 14.8 

Transport equipment 2.9 2.5 0.6 1.1 7.8 1.8 

Utilities 1.5 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.1 

Construction 0.0 1.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Trade 0.5 1.2 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Accommodation, restaurant & tourism 4.2 4.8 5.7 4.1 1.9 1.0 

Transport 1.2 2.4 2.9 2.1 1.7 0.7 

Communication & publications 0.5 2.6 1.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 

Financial & business service 2.3 9.0 2.3 0.8 3.2 2.9 

Health 1.3 2.7 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.4 

Government service 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Education 3.0 4.3 0.2 0.3 2.0 0.9 

Other services 5.0 2.8 1.4 0.2 0.8 0.2 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

The share of wages and salaries in value added at the activity level is shown in Figure 2. As 
shown earlier in Table 2, overall wages and salaries have maintained their share in value added 
over the period of observation. However, Figure 2 illustrates that this varies somewhat at the 
detailed industry level. The majority of industries, in particular manufacturing experienced an 
increase in the ratio of wages and salaries over value added. This may be due to the minimum 
wage policies, which were applied to non-public sectors during the period of observation. This 
shows that broadly speaking, Vietnamese people in general benefitted from economic growth 
and this may have contributed to the remarkable results in poverty reduction. However, it also 
reflects that labour costs have tended to increase over time and that the advantages of low wage 
labour are becoming less obvious in the years to come.  
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Figure 1: Value added as a share of gross value of production, comparing 2000 and 2012 

 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

Figure 2: Wages and salaries as a share of value added, comparing 2000 and 2012 

 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

We mentioned earlier that the import penetration ratio did not change much from 2000 to 2012. 
In Figure 3 it can be seen that this does not hold at detailed activity level. For agriculture, food 
and beverages it went up, perhaps due shifting expenditure patterns into products that are not 
yet readily available from local suppliers. This may explain the increase in household 
consumption of foreign products of for example dairy products. However, import shares came 
down for textiles, clothing and leather as well as petroleum in particular and for some other 
products. This could indicate a shift away from basic food growing and production towards 
more involved production processes of manufacturing such as chemicals and machinery as well 
as services. Domestic capacity in supplying goods and services other than agriculture and food 
appears to have developed during the period of observation. The converse of this is true for 
domestic supply as a share of total supply. 
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Figure 3: Imports as a share of total marketed supply, comparing 2000 and 2012 

 

Note: Total marketed supply excludes taxes and margins. 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

Figure 4 presents the information about the share of sales (or demand), in particular, the degree 
to which intermediate sales as a share of total demand (excluding changes in stocks and 
redistribution of margins) has changed over the period of observation. The figure shows a 
significant increase in this share for some industries such as agriculture, mining and food 
processing and beverages. This can be attributed to the rising extent of these products being 
used as inputs in downstream industries, hinting at higher degrees of integration. At the same 
time, we also reported earlier that the import penetration of the goods produced by these 
activities had increased significantly. 

Accordingly, there may also be some final demand switching going on from domestic to 
imported sources which then increases the share of intermediate sales. On the other hand, the 
shares of demand for some other activities such as some manufacturing and services have shifted 
away from intermediate sales (indicating less connectivity with other activities). In terms of 
services, the main observation is that demand for communication and financial and business 
services has shifted away from the intermediates towards other components such as household 
and foreign demand. 

This section concludes with the change in the share of exports in total demand. In Figure 5 it can 
be seen that there has been a shift towards exports for a number of manufacturing activities, in 
particular electrical machineries, plastics products, and transport equipment. The change is in the 
opposite direction for mining where resource depletion has restricted exports. The decline in the 
share of exports of agriculture can perhaps amongst other reasons be explained by the increase 
in intermediate sales to the food and beverage sector, where more local agricultural products 
have been processed. 
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Figure 4: Sales of intermediates as a share of total demand, comparing 2000 and 2012 

 

Note: Total demand excludes change in stocks and redistribution of margins. 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

 

Figure 5: Exports as a share of total demand, comparing 2000–12 

 

Note: Total demand excludes change in stocks and redistribution of margins. 

Source: Authors’ calculations.  
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4 Structural change in Viet Nam: multipliers 

As was shown in Table 1, intermediate sales as a share of total demand went up between 2000 
and 2012 suggesting a higher degree of integration at the macro level. However, at the activity 
level, there were mixed results (see Figure 4). To investigate this in more detail we explore 
backward and forward linkage multipliers. While the backward linkage multiplier concept does 
not need further introduction, it should be pointed out here that they all focus just on the 
interactions amongst activities. Thus, in this section we do not endogenize factors of production, 
households or any other institutions in terms of their income and expenditure loop.  

The Supply-Use part of the SAM consists of activities and commodities and we ignore the latter 
in order to focus the analysis on activities. Following Millar and Blair (2009: 197), we create the 
‘total requirements matrix of the industry-demand driven model’, using the ‘industry approach’ 
to examine the backward linkage multipliers. For this we use submatrix B of the Supply-Use 
table that represents intermediate commodity use per unit of activity output and submatrix D 
which reports domestic supply per unit of commodity supplied. The activity by activity total 

requirement matrix can be then calculated as  


 
1

I D B . 

The forward linkages are based on the intermediate sales submatrix of the SAM, in particular 
their shares in total sales. To turn this commodity by activity submatrix into an activity by 
activity matrix of forward linkages, we pre-multiply the Use matrix U of activities’ intermediate 
use of commodities with the above mentioned matrix D (see Millar and Blair 2009: 191) and 

subsequently create a matrix C   1x̂ D U by taking the row coefficients as intermediate sales 

shares (using the inverse of the diagonal matrix of activity output 1x̂ ). The forward linkage 
multipliers are then based on the Gosh model as described by Millar and Blair (2009: 544) and 

can be written as  



1

I C . 

In Figure 6 the backward linkage (open, i.e., excluding the household income and expenditure 
loop) multipliers are ranked for 2000 and then the difference to 2012 is added. On average, it can 
be seen that the economy has become more connected in terms of backward linkages by about 
20 per cent. The activities with the highest increase in their connectivity are: petrol refinery and 
oils, communication services and publishing, agriculture, transport equipment, transport services, 
food and beverages and chemicals. Some of the highest backward linkage multipliers are 
recorded for food and beverages, transport equipment and petroleum as well as communication 
services. This can be explained by firms in the food and beverage industry taking advantage of 
agriculture’s favourable condition. During the 2000s, Viet Nam ranked second in the world 
market in exporting quantity in rice, coffee, and cashew nuts, i.e., processed foods that 
contributed to higher integration and multipliers. Viet Nam also managed to keep protecting its 
domestic market for transport equipment by maintaining high import tariffs. Although these 
tariffs are set to reduce in future under WTO and other FTA arrangements, this policy attracted 
many foreign firms, in particular from Japan, investing in Viet Nam in transport equipment 
industry. 

Agriculture has become more backward connected to the rest of the economy over time. This 
means that demand by agriculture has shown increased backward linkages throughout the 
economic structure over the period of observation. This could perhaps be related to switching to 
‘home grown’ inputs from chemicals and indirectly, petroleum refining and oil exploitation, that 
were previously imported. Also, foreign directed and domestic investment increased in the 
sectors that provided inputs to agriculture such as animal feeds. 
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Both plastic and rubber product producers and chemicals show improved backward linkages. 
Textile, footwear and leather do not seem to have made much gain in this regard, but holds on 
to their relatively high level.  

Figure 6: Backward linkage multipliers for 2000 and the change between 2000 and 2012 

 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

In terms of forward linkages, Figure 7 shows that plastic product, metal products and non-
metallic mineral products had the highest forward linkages in 2000. By 2012 this had changed, 
with petroleum and chemical now taking the lead on the back of the establishment of a 
petroleum refinery industry. The economy also appears to have become more energy intensive, 
with utilities’ forward linkages increasing. Other main increases are recorded for mining (linked 
to crude oil exploration) and agriculture. The latter ties in with our earlier discussion of shifts in 
demand. Similarly, we note a shift away from sales of intermediates for transport equipment, 
communication services, electrical machinery and non-metallic minerals products producers to 
final demand categories such as household expenditure, investment demand and exports (see 
Figure 4). This may explain that, their forward linkage multipliers have declined. 

Using forward and backward linkages in combination, a simple classification of multipliers has 
been proposed by Millar and Blair (2009: 559–60) where each activity multiplier is compared to 
the economy-wide average. If a backward linkage multiplier is higher than the average, the 
activity can be classified as ‘dependent on interindustry supply’ if at the same time its forward 
linkage multiplier is below average as well. Conversely, if the forward linkage multiplier is higher 
than average, the activity can be classified as ‘dependent on interindustry demand’ if at the same 
time the backward linkage is below average. If the activity has backward and forward multipliers 
that are both above average, it is classified as ‘generally dependent’; otherwise the activity is 
classified as ‘generally independent’. An intertemporal comparison offers, according to Millar 
and Blair (2009: 261) a view on how the economy has ‘evolved’. The results are shown in Table 
5. 
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Figure 7: Forward linkage multipliers for 2000 and the change between 2000 and 2012 

 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

Table 5: Classification of backward and forward linkages, 2000 and 2012 

 Classification 2000 Classification 2012 

Agriculture Dependent on Interindustry Demand Generally Dependent 
Mining Generally Independent Dependent on Interindustry Demand 
Food & beverage Dependent on Interindustry Supply Dependent on Interindustry Supply 
Text, cloth & leather Dependent on Interindustry Supply Dependent on Interindustry Supply 
Other manufacturing Generally Dependent Generally Dependent 
Petrol ref & oils Dependent on Interindustry Demand Generally Dependent 
Chemicals Dependent on Interindustry Demand Generally Dependent 
Plastic & rubbers Generally Dependent Generally Dependent 
Non-metal products Generally Dependent Generally Dependent 
Metal products Generally Dependent Dependent on Interindustry Demand 
General machinery Generally Independent Dependent on Interindustry Demand 
Electrical machineries and appliances Generally Dependent Dependent on Interindustry Supply 
Transport equipment Generally Dependent Dependent on Interindustry Supply 
Utilities Dependent on Interindustry Demand Dependent on Interindustry Demand 
Construction Dependent on Interindustry Supply Dependent on Interindustry Supply 
Trade Generally Independent Generally Independent 
Accommodation, restaurant & tourism Dependent on Interindustry Supply Dependent on Interindustry Supply 
Transport Generally Independent Generally Independent 
Communication & publications Dependent on Interindustry Demand Dependent on Interindustry Supply 
Financial & business service Dependent on Interindustry Demand Dependent on Interindustry Demand 
Health Generally Independent Generally Independent 
Government service Generally Independent Generally Independent 
Education Generally Independent Generally Independent 
Other services Generally Independent Generally Independent 

Source: Authors. 

Notable changes in classification are reported for agriculture which was initially dependent on 
inter-industry demand but has increased its backward connection to other activities so that it 
becomes a generally dependent industry. Interestingly, the reversed direction seems to apply for 
quite a number of industries such as metal products, general machinery suggesting a move 
toward more downstream connectivity while the opposite appears to be the case for electrical 
machineries and appliances and transport equipment. These activities’ contribution appears to 
focus more on the demand its products generate through the upstream backward linkage. 
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Backward and forward linkages can also be combined by using the unweighted average of the 

above mentioned input coefficients and the sales coefficients   


    
1

0.5 'I D B C  as a total 

multiplier measure, initially proposed by Hübler (1979) but taken here with adaption from Millar 
and Blair (2009: 559). These multipliers are shown in the Figure 8.  

The figure demonstrates that chemicals, petroleum, food and agriculture have relatively high and 
rising total multipliers. Other large increases are recorded for mining and transport, albeit from a 
relatively low base. All other industries report smaller increases except for non-metallic minerals 
producers (sand, cement etc.) which initially reported the highest total multiplier but has come 
down somewhat during the period of observation. It is notable that almost no change in the 
multipliers of the two industries that have the highest shares in total export value, textile, 
clothing, leather and electrical machinery and appliances. The same pattern applied for transport 
equipment industry which has been highly protected. This suggests a failure of Viet Nam to 
achieve the target of increasing domestic contents of transport equipment. On the whole, the 
economy has become more integrated by about 13 per cent which is roughly an unweighted 
average of 20 per cent backward linkage improvement and 7 per cent forward linkage 
improvement. Increased connectivity can therefore be more attributed to backward than to 
forward linkages. 

Figure 8: Total linkage multipliers for 2000 and the change between 2000 and 2012 

 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

A related concept is that of the ‘net output’ multiplier, initially introduced by Oosterhaven and 
Stelder (2002) and turned into a measure by Dietzenbacher (2005) as described by and taken here 
from Millar and Blair (2009: 558–59). The key issue with this measure is whether demand for an 
industry’s (composite) products generates more or less economy-wide output compared to the 
output of the industry itself (that satisfies final demand of all other activities in the economy). If 
it is more, then the activity can be classified as of ‘key importance’. Doing this over time allows 
us to consider how the economic structure has changed. Figure 9 presents the results of such 
calculations. It is shown that transport equipment and electrical machinery are industries where 
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the measure of importance has increased significantly. These two industries have been led by 
FDI, in response to the advantage of low labour cost, attractiveness of the domestic market due 
to living standard improvement and government preferential treatment for FDI.  

Nevertheless, some other important sectors such as food processing and textiles did not make a 
significant improvement. Indeed, the measure for food processing and beverages, which plays an 
important role in agricultural development (and therefore the impact on poverty reduction), 
declined while for some other labour intensive industries such as textiles and clothing the 
measure remained at the same level. Activities such as electricity, transport services and financial 
and business services continue to display low net output multiplier measures. This makes sense 
in the case of electricity—and to some degree as well for services—as final demand for electricity 
requires less direct and indirect output from all activities than electricity’s own output (that is 
required to satisfy final demands for all activities in the economy). 

Figure 9: Net output measures for 2000 and 2012 

 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

5 Structural change analysis: decomposition of SAM multipliers 

Decomposition of SAM multipliers has been undertaken previously for Viet Nam by Roland-
Holst and Tarp (2003). We follow a similar approach albeit at a different level of detail, one that 
is common across the two SAMs at our disposal and with the added dimension of making an 
intertemporal comparison. SAM multiplier decomposition focusses on interactions (in terms of 
monetary flow) within and amongst activities/commodities, factors of production and 
institutions. In order to do so effectively, we expand the SAMs that were used for the multiplier 
analysis in the previous section with a disaggregation of the production factor labour and of 
households into a rural and an urban category. Further disaggregation into common categories 
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for 2000 and 2012 is either not possible or not convenient. We summarize the methodology 
using the notation adopted by Millar and Blair (2009: 522–24). Consider the following SAM 
column coefficient matrix. 

 
 


 
  

0

0 0

0

B C

S V

Y H

     (1) 

In which B includes a (c x a) submatrix of intermediate input coefficients for a activities using c 
commodities as intermediate inputs per unit of activity output in the bottom left-hand corner 
and an (a x c) submatrix showing the supplies by a activities of each c commodity per unit of total 
supply of these commodities in the top right hand corner.6 V is a (v x a) submatrix of v factors of 
production input values for a activities per unit of these activities’ outputs. C is a submatrix of k 
institutions’ expenditure patterns of which the top (a x k) half is zero7 and the bottom half shows 
a (c x k) submatrix of c expenditure shares of total income by each of the k institutions. H is a 
submatrix of (k x k) transfers amongst institutions per unit of each of the k institutions’ income 
and Y is the (k x v) income distribution matrix that maps v factor incomes to k institutions per 
unit of each factor’s total income. S can be broken down into the following two components: 

   
   

 
   
      

0 0 0 0

0 0 0  and 0 0

0 0 0 0

B C

Q R V

H Y

    (2) 

and we derive a matrix T as follows 

 


 
1

T I Q R      (3) 

With matrices Q, R and T we define the Leontief Inverse multiplier matrix of the SAM into three 
components, the ‘own account’ multipliers (M1), the ‘spill-over’ effects (M2) and the ‘feedback’ 
(M3) effects such that 

 


  
1

1 2 3L I S M M M      (4) 

In which  
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3M I T  

                                                 

6
 The supply coefficient matrix is diagonal in the case of our SAMs so that each activity actually only produces one 

commodity. The matrix B also accounts for transaction costs per unit of commodity supplied and the distribution of 
the total transaction costs in terms of the relevant commodities (trade, transport, etc.) in a separate submatrix. 

7
 Since there is no direct final demand for activities. 
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A perhaps more intuitive presentation of this decomposition is in additive form with the ‘own 
account’ multipliers (N1), the ‘spill-over’ effects (N2) and the ‘feedback’ (N3) effects such that: 

 


    
1

1 2 3L I S N N N     (5) 

In which  

1 1N M  

 2 2 3 1 3 1N M M M M M  

 3 3 1 1N M M M  

We employ the additive SAM multiplier decomposition described in equation 5 to investigate 
changes in the structure of the economy between 2000 and 2012. The main components of the 
decomposition are the blocks of:  

 24 activities and 24 commodities 

 Incomes generated by 3 factors (urban and rural labour and capital) 

 Factor incomes distributed to institutions (urban and rural households and enterprises) 

 Household expenditures, and 

 Transfers to other institutions. 

The decomposition identifies: 

 ‘Own’ multiplier effects in and amongst activities/commodities and institutions (there is no 
intra-factor payment) 

 ‘Spill-over’ effects, for example from activities on households via the factor payments, and 

 ‘Feedback’ effects. The latter may occur through activities paying factors which distribute 
factor income to households which is spent by the latter on commodities resulting in higher 
production of activities. 

Among the three, the results show that the ‘own’ multiplier effect (Figure 10) is greater than the 
two others (Figures 11 and 12, respectively).  

Figure 10 shows that the manufacturing sectors and agriculture have above average own 
multipliers (similar to the ‘open’ IO multipliers discussed in the previous section). Most activities 
have higher multipliers in 2012, suggesting more integration amongst them since 2000. Note the 
lower connectivity of the demand for textiles, clothing and footwear activity’s products to the 
other activities and the above average and rising multipliers of accommodation and tourism. 

Petroleum has risen from a low level to one of the highest multipliers due to the establishment 
of petroleum manufacturing in Viet Nam using inputs from domestically exploited crude oil. The 
same trend applies to agriculture where more intense backward linkages could perhaps be related 
to switching to ‘home grown’ inputs from chemicals and indirectly, petroleum refining and oil 
exploitation that were previously imported. The same arguments could be applied to explain the 
improved backward linkages for plastic products and chemicals activities. Other noteworthy 
improvers are transport equipment and communication services. Metal products and financial 
and business services have made relatively modest gains in terms of connectivity to the other 
activities. 
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Figure 10: Own effect activity output multipliers for 2000 and the change between 2000 and 2012 

 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

The spill-over of production activities on urban and rural household income are shown in Figure 
11. It is notable that on average, rural households have benefited more from production 
expansion. The average multiplier for rural households was about 0.42 versus the one for urban 
was 0.33. This finding is in line with the result of the study done by Arndt et al. (2012) using the 
2003 Viet Nam SAM. This also helps explain the success of Viet Nam in poverty reduction, 
where a majority of poor stay in rural areas.  

Nevertheless, it should be noted that the average multiplier tends to decrease over time for both 
rural and urban households, showing that reducing poverty further is becoming more difficult. 
Figure 11 also demonstrates that spill-overs mainly emanate from services, with the public sector 
becoming more dominant although other services have either improved in a limited way or not 
at all. A possible reason is that services in general are characterized by relatively high labour 
intensity in combination with new minimum wage legislation.  

Textiles, clothing and leather is one of the few manufacturing activity that has improved its 
impact on urban household income over the period of observation. In general, growth of three 
industries, textiles, clothing and leather, construction, and trade, created the largest increases in 
spill-overs to household income in both rural and urban areas. 
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Figure 11: Spill over effects from activities on households’ income for 2000 and the change between 2000 and 
2012 

 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

Trade also improves its impact on rural households, suggesting some geographic spreading of 
these activities. Agriculture and food processing remain important contributors to rural 
household income with a lesser important role for urban households. 

Figure 12 suggests that rural household incomes have a relatively higher impact on activities as 
they tend to buy more locally (directly and indirectly). However, the urban households are 
catching up. Overall, there is a modest increase for urban households but rural households offer 
less benefit to production activities in 2012 relative to 2000.  

Agriculture, food and beverage, textiles, clothing and leather and trade services remain the main 
beneficiary activities of the spill-over effects from both household groups. But for all activities 
mentioned, the spill-over has become less intense. As expected, urban household incomes have a 
broader spread of spill-over effects and this is intensifying more than for rural households. The 
main activities that benefit more from household incomes are financial and business services, 
transport, communication services, electrical machinery (which includes appliances) and 
petroleum. The last is evidence of it now being available locally more than in 2000. 

Feedback effects amongst output activities occur through industries’ factor payments which then 
reach households and stimulate further demand for goods and services of production activities. 
In the previous figures we showed that services are the main beneficiaries of spill-over effects 
amongst production activities. It is therefore no surprise that they also feature in the feedback 
effects shown in Figure 13.  
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Figure 12: Spill over effects from households on activities for 2000 and the change between 2000 and 2012 

 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

Figure 13: Activity feedback effects for 2000 and the change between 2000 and 2012 

 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 
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Over time, there is a slight improvement in these effects with mixed results amongst them. 
Construction and related non-metallic minerals are surprising beneficiaries. In the previous 
charts, the spill-over effects of household income on these activities increased from a very low 
base in 2000. This suggests that households have started spending more on home maintenance. 
Other large increases in feedback effects are recorded for textile and clothing and trade services. 

6 Decomposition of structural change 

In addition to comparing ratios and multipliers as presented in earlier sections, a more direct way 
of investigating structural change is to break total changes down into contributions by the 
various components. The most obvious way is to disaggregate total change in output by change 
in final demand and a change in technology. The latter is described by changes in the economic 
structure of the economy as captured by the total requirement matrix discussed in Section 4. 

To undertake a decomposition of structural change with the two SAMs it is necessary that they 
are valued in the same prices. We therefore now briefly discuss the approach taken and this is 
followed by a section that presents a number of types of decompositions of structural change 
and their results. 

6.1 Inflating the 2000 Viet Nam SAM into 2012 prices 

In order to eliminate price effects from structural change that may or may not have occurred 
between two years, it is important to have SAMs that are used for analytical purposes in 
common prices. We select the 2000 SAM to be inflated to 2012 prices.  

A number of deflators have been used, including the GDP Deflator, Producer Price Index (PPI), 
Import Price Index, Export Price Index, and the CPI. These deflators have been matched to the 
activities and matching commodities of Table B1 of Appendix B. Details of the matching can be 
found in Table B2. GDP deflators are available for the full period 2000–12, except for 
agriculture which is presented by individual components: agriculture, forestry and fisheries. A 
weighted average for both years is calculated using GDP from the respective SAMs.  

GDP deflators for financial and business services, utilities and other services are calculated in a 
similar way. GDP deflators for manufacturing subsectors are not available and the GDP deflator 
for manufacturing as a whole has been applied. These GDP deflators are used for all 
components of activity level value added (wage earnings and gross operating surplus) as well as 
activity taxes. The latter assumes that the tax rates are the same in current and constant prices. 

PPI deflators are available for a range of activities. A number of weighted averages, as described 
above for the GDP deflators, had to be calculated to match them with the activities in Table B1 
(Appendix B). There are no PPIs for services and we use GDP deflators as a proxy. The PPIs 
are used to inflate the column elements of the Supply Matrix of the SAM. In doing so, the row 
totals can also be calculated which nails gross output for activities down in the common (2012) 
prices. Total demand for intermediate inputs in 2012 prices can then be calculated as the 
difference between gross output and value added for each activity. The PPIs are also used for 
margins and domestic taxes on products which assumes that their respective rates are the same 
in current and constant prices. 

Import and export price deflators are less widely available. A number of commodities listed in 
Table B1 are assigned the same deflator. With the PPIs and import price deflators now assigned, 
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we can calculate total marketed (domestic and imported) supply in 2012 prices which then serves 
as the benchmark for total demand for each commodity. 

The assigned CPIs are used to inflate the domestic demand components, i.e., household demand, 
government expenditure and investment demand. The CPI series also do not have wide coverage 
amongst commodities and some were used for multiple commodities. Export price deflators are 
used to inflate export demand. 

We can now calculate total intermediate sales as a residual, i.e., the difference between total 
demand in 2012 prices (for which the PPIs and the import price deflators were used) and the 
sum of final demand for each commodity (deflated by the CPI and the export price deflators). 

With the above series we inflate all of the 2000 SAM except for intermediate inputs and 
intermediate sales. We have, however, noted above that total intermediate sales for each 
commodity and total intermediate inputs by activity can be calculated as a residual. Consistency 
then requires that the sum of total intermediate sales and the sum of total intermediate inputs 
must be equal. In order to ensure this, we scale the intermediate sales across commodities so that 
their total is the same as total intermediate inputs, with the difference being absorbed by 
investment as a change in inventories/residual.  

Using detailed current 2000 price intermediate inputs as a starting point we then apply a bi-
proportional scaling routine to create a matrix of intermediate inputs in 2012 prices that matches 
the rest of the 2000 SAM. The submatrix of the SAM that reports various transfers amongst 
institutions, direct taxes and savings is derived using current price ratios. To round off the SAM, 
enterprise savings and the current account balance follow as a residual. As a result, we now have 
SAMs for 2000 and 2012, both in 2012 prices. 

6.2 Decomposition of change in output (gross value of production) 

With the data described above we proceed with a number of decompositions in an attempt to 
analyse structural change between 2000 and 2012. We start by focusing on changes in gross value 
of production, followed by changes in value added and employment. Finally, we also consider 
changes in productivity. 

The total change (in gross value of production) can initially be expressed in terms of 
contributions made by changes in technology and changes in final demand. Here, positive 
contributions in change to output due to changes in technology should be interpreted as the 
degree to which interaction amongst activities has increased and leakages out of the domestic 
economy have declined. We follow the approach and notation of Millar and Blair (2009: 593–
621). Gross output in year 2000 and year 2012 can be written as: 

   
 

     
1 1

2000 2000 2000 2012 2012 2012 and x I S f x I S f     (6) 

respectively, in which x is a n x 1 column vector that consists of gross output for a activities at 
basic prices as well as uses at market prices for c commodities and n = a + c. S is a n x n matrix 
that contains a submatrix B of intermediate commodity use per unit of activity output and a 
submatrix D of activity supply per unit of commodity supplied.8 f is a n x 1 column vector of 

                                                 

8
 The matrix S also accounts for transaction costs per unit of commodity supplied and the distribution of the total 

transaction costs in terms of the relevant commodities (trade, transport, etc.). 
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final demand, aggregated across the relevant components (household expenditure, government 
expenditure, investment demand and exports). The first a elements of f are zero since there is no 
direct final demand for activities. The subscripts 2000 and 2012 indicate the years for which our 
SAMs are available. For reasons of convenience we rewrite 6 as: 

   2000 2000 2000 2012 2012 2012 and x L f x L f      (7) 

where L stands for the Leontief inverse, capturing technology, i.e.,  


 
1

I S L 9. The change 

in gross output can now be written as: 

      2012 2000 2012 2012 2000 2000x x x L f L f     (8) 

Since we have two components on the right hand side it is possible to consider decomposition 

of x as change in L and f. Changes in L and f can be weighted in terms of the year 2000 or the 
year 2012 final demands and technologies respectively or a combination thereof. We take an 
unweighted average and derive the decomposition in the following way: 

           2000 2012 2000 2012

Technology Effect Final Demand Effect

1 1

2 2
x L f f f L L     (9) 

In this way, the component that is attributed to changes in technology, L is weighted by the 
unweighted average of the final demands of the initial and final year while the change in the final 
demand component is weighted by the average of the initial and final technologies.  

The results Δx can be expressed in terms of total uses (by commodities) as well as domestically 
produced output (in terms of activities). We are interested in the latter only at this stage.  

The results for this decomposition of change in gross output are shown in the Table 6. Changes 
in output levels are shown in the first tableau and the composition of the change in the second 
tableau. From the top of the second tableau, we learn that the change in economy-wide gross 
output is mainly due to the change in final demand, with changes in technology only contributing 
3.4 per cent. 

Although, final demand is the main driver of change in economy-wide gross output over the 
period of observation, results vary across activities. A number of activities rely solely on final 
demand effects while their technology effects associated with backward linkages to the other 
activities have become less intense. They include mining, textile and clothes, non-metallic 
minerals and all services except transport.  

On the other hand, food and beverages, petroleum, chemicals, metal products, general 
machinery, transport equipment and transport report above average technology effects, although 
for all these activities final demand remains the main source. Thus, for a number of important 
manufacturing subsectors, inter-industry interaction has contributed positively to the change in 

                                                 

9
 The activity by activity part of the matrix L is of most interest to us and can also be calculated as (I – DB)-1 in 

which B is the submatrix of intermediate input coefficients and D the submatrix of supply coefficients. This is 
described by Millar and Blair (2009: 197) as the ‘total requirements matrix of the industry-demand driven model’, 
using the ‘industry approach’. 
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gross output between 2000 and 2012. Each of these activities, except for metal products, were 
shown in Figure 6 as reporting significant increases in their backward linkage multipliers. 

Table 6: Decomposition of change in gross value of production between 2000 and 2012 in contributions by 
changes in technology and changes in final demand 

  Δx Δx Techn Δx FinDem  Δx Δx Techn Δx FinDem 
TotalX 6,028,144 205,300 5,822,844  100.0 3.4 96.6 
      as % of Δx as % of Δx as % of Δx 
01_aagric 709,608 72,607 637,000  100.0 10.2 89.8 
02_aminin 164,817 -179,661 344,479  100.0 -109.0 209.0 
03_af&bev 857,800 292,771 565,028  100.0 34.1 65.9 
04_atcl&l 551,649 -32,036 583,685  100.0 -5.8 105.8 
05_aomanf 389,335 30,812 358,523  100.0 7.9 92.1 
06_apetrl 237,766 162,089 75,676  100.0 68.2 31.8 
07_achems 173,265 80,718 92,547  100.0 46.6 53.4 
08_aplasr 160,878 28,219 132,659  100.0 17.5 82.5 
09_anmmin 85,775 -23,078 108,853  100.0 -26.9 126.9 
10_ametpr 314,634 133,130 181,505  100.0 42.3 57.7 
11_agmach 85,762 39,411 46,351  100.0 46.0 54.0 
12_aemach 464,511 71,743 392,768  100.0 15.4 84.6 
13_atrequ 187,993 43,809 144,184  100.0 23.3 76.7 
14_autils 79,627 7,260 72,367  100.0 9.1 90.9 
15_acnstr 339,323 41,234 298,089  100.0 12.2 87.8 
16_atrade 212,010 -302,750 514,761  100.0 -142.8 242.8 
17_aaccom 142,632 -68,126 210,758  100.0 -47.8 147.8 
18_atrnsp 276,686 72,220 204,465  100.0 26.1 73.9 
19_acomsv 103,989 -14,849 118,838  100.0 -14.3 114.3 
20_af&bsv 331,857 -73,478 405,335  100.0 -22.1 122.1 
21_ahealt 45,943 -38,157 84,101  100.0 -83.1 183.1 
22_agovts 29,334 -63,552 92,886  100.0 -216.7 316.7 
23_aeduca 76,580 -30,689 107,269  100.0 -40.1 140.1 
24_aothsv 6,371 -44,347 50,719  100.0 -696.0 796.0 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

6.3 Further decomposition of change in output (gross value of production) 

Further decomposition of change in final demand into a level effect, a distribution effect and a 
mix effect are considered next. The level effect accounts for changes in final demand due to the 
total amount of all final expenditures, while the distribution effects accounts for changes in the 
shares of total expenditures in the various components of final demand (household demand, 
government expenditure, investment demand and exports). The mix effect accounts for changes 
in the commodity shares of each component of final demand. Following Millar and Blair (2009: 
598–602) we can write: 

      2012 2000 2000 2012 2012 2012 2000 2000f f f ft B d ft B d    (10) 

In which tft  is scalar representing the sum of total final demand of all components (household 

expenditure, exports, etc.) and all commodities in year t. tB  is a (n x k) matrix that includes a (c x 

k) submatrix10 of commodity shares in each of the k final demand component in year t, for 

example, the share of ‘textiles, clothing and leather’ in total exports. td  is a (k x 1) vector which 

shows the share of each final demand component’s total expenditure in total final demand, for 
example, the share of total exports in total final demand. The previous equation can be rewritten 
so as to single out these effects, in the following way:  

                                                 

10
  The (a x k) submatrix of B contains zeros. 
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    (11) 

The gross output that is associated with these three components of final demand changes can be 
determined by post multiplying each component of this equation with the matrix L. The results 
are shown in the Table 7. The format of Table 7 follows that of Table 6 in that the first tableau 
shows changes in absolute values while the second tableau expresses these level changes in terms 
of total final demand change in output. The first column of the table reports the final demand 
effect in terms of output and is the same as the third column of Table 6.  

Table 7: Decomposition of change in gross value of production between 2000 and 2012 due to changes in final 
demand broken down into a level, mix and distribution effect 

  Δx FinDem Δx FD      
Level 

Δx FD        
Mix 

Δx FD 
Distrb 

  Δx FD      
Level 

Δx FD        
Mix 

Δx FD 
Distrb 

TotalX 5,822,844 6,109,301 -206,698 -79,759  100.0 104.9 -3.5 -1.4 

  
     as % of 

Δx 
as % of 

Δx 
as % of 

Δx 
as % of 

Δx 
01_aagric 637,000 973,895 -360,106 23,212  100.0 152.9 -56.5 3.6 
02_aminin 344,479 494,864 -229,320 78,935  100.0 143.7 -66.6 22.9 
03_af&bev 565,028 757,467 -266,045 73,607  100.0 134.1 -47.1 13.0 
04_atcl&l 583,685 421,943 -3,006 164,748  100.0 72.3 -0.5 28.2 
05_aomanf 358,523 252,344 95,827 10,351  100.0 70.4 26.7 2.9 
06_apetrl 75,676 91,855 -16,783 604  100.0 121.4 -22.2 0.8 
07_achems 92,547 116,471 -26,960 3,036  100.0 125.9 -29.1 3.3 
08_aplasr 132,659 94,960 19,465 18,234  100.0 71.6 14.7 13.7 
09_anmmin 108,853 129,212 10,944 -31,303  100.0 118.7 10.1 -28.8 
10_ametpr 181,505 152,379 26,130 2,995  100.0 84.0 14.4 1.7 
11_agmach 46,351 39,405 16,102 -9,156  100.0 85.0 34.7 -19.8 
12_aemach 392,768 190,500 165,806 36,463  100.0 48.5 42.2 9.3 
13_atrequ 144,184 101,497 92,852 -50,164  100.0 70.4 64.4 -34.8 
14_autils 72,367 87,019 -10,317 -4,335  100.0 120.2 -14.3 -6.0 
15_acnstr 298,089 509,026 97,794 -308,732  100.0 170.8 32.8 -103.6 
16_atrade 514,761 502,753 -13,011 25,018  100.0 97.7 -2.5 4.9 
17_aaccom 210,758 189,106 5,910 15,743  100.0 89.7 2.8 7.5 
18_atrnsp 204,465 172,204 15,482 16,779  100.0 84.2 7.6 8.2 
19_acomsv 118,838 76,913 55,383 -13,458  100.0 64.7 46.6 -11.3 
20_af&bsv 405,335 328,978 100,677 -24,321  100.0 81.2 24.8 -6.0 
21_ahealt 84,101 70,973 29,993 -16,865  100.0 84.4 35.7 -20.1 
22_agovts 92,886 129,025 11,095 -47,233  100.0 138.9 11.9 -50.9 
23_aeduca 107,269 115,605 20,855 -29,191  100.0 107.8 19.4 -27.2 
24_aothsv 50,719 110,907 -45,464 -14,725  100.0 218.7 -89.6 -29.0 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

It can be seen that at the economy-wide level the final demand effect is dominated by the change 
in levels, with the distribution and mix effect actually taking away from the impact on output 
associated with the overall final demand effect. On the whole, demand shifted towards final 
demand components as well as commodities (produced by activities) that require less output to 
satisfy their demand.  

The activities that contributed most to the mix effect are the more advanced manufacturing 
activities (including electrical machinery which includes appliances) as well as transport 
equipment, construction—possibly due to shifts in investment demand towards residential away 
from machinery—and most services activities, albeit except trade. The mix effect worked against 
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food and agriculture as well as textiles, clothing and leather, suggesting a shift in final demand 
towards other products. Most services activities did not benefit from the distribution effect, 
suggesting that economy-wide demand shifted towards categories that require them relatively 
less, such as exports and investment, away from household and public expenditure. 

6.4 Decomposition of change in GDP (value added) 

While the above decompositions express the results as changes in gross value of production, 
policy makers often prefer to think in terms of value added as this is a more appropriate 
economic measure. For each activity we take value added as a share of gross value of production 
as reported in the SAMs. It is then possible to extend the decomposition of equation 9 into a 
three-way decomposition in which the additional effect of changes in the value added/output 
ratios are also accounted for. This effect then highlights the degree to which the total change in 
value added can be attributed to the activities adding more value per unit of output which can be 
seen as additional to the technology and the final demand effect discussed before. For that we 
can write: 

      2012 2000 2012 2012 2012 2000 2000 2000
ˆ ˆv v v v L f v L f     (12) 

in which v is a vector of value added/output ratios and v̂  a diagonal matrix with the elements of 
v on the main diagonal. The decomposition can be worked out to be: 
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    (13) 

 
The results are shown in Table 8. The most striking conclusion at the economy-wide level is that 
final demand is driving the increase in GDP with negative contributions from the technology 
effect and the value added intensity effect. So, while GDP increased by 103 per cent in real terms 
over the period, the contribution by activities themselves adding value is negative while the 
interaction amongst local industries also had an adverse impact.  

A repeat of this decomposition for wage earnings and gross operating surplus separately, but not 
shown here, suggests that the negative value added intensity effect is mainly due to the latter. 
This is consistent with the lower economy-wide share of gross operating surplus in GDP when 
comparing 2000 to 2012 that was reported earlier (see Table 1). The impact of adding value has 
been negative across a wide range of activities in particular for agriculture, chemicals, and 
transport equipment, accommodation, and transport, health and communications services. It is 
possible that these activities have faced increased competition and as a result, margins have been 
squeezed. 
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Table 8: Decomposition of change in value added between 2000 and 2012 due to changes in value added 
intensity technology, and final demand 

  ch in va vacoeff techeff fdeff ini va level  ch in va vacoeff techeff fdeff 
total 1,496,559 -640,943 -203,518 2,341,020 1,447,411  100.0 -42.8 -13.6 156.4 
        % of Δva % of Δva % of Δva % of Δva 
01_aagric 149,956 -204,721 40,626 314,051 315,620  100.0 -136.5 27.1 209.4 
02_aminin -92,476 -209,946 -149,330 266,800 306,438  100.0 227.0 161.5 -288.5 
03_af&bev 87,636 -62,715 56,481 93,870 67,259  100.0 -71.6 64.4 107.1 
04_atcl&l 185,185 43,295 -7,231 149,121 33,465  100.0 23.4 -3.9 80.5 
05_aomanf 70,172 -10,720 6,711 74,181 18,900  100.0 -15.3 9.6 105.7 
06_apetrl 24,422 -30,935 47,123 8,234 592  100.0 -126.7 193.0 33.7 
07_achems 30,721 -20,572 27,133 24,160 14,618  100.0 -67.0 88.3 78.6 
08_aplasr 26,287 -15,405 8,610 33,082 9,809  100.0 -58.6 32.8 125.8 
09_anmmin 31,087 6,345 -6,287 31,029 18,029  100.0 20.4 -20.2 99.8 
10_ametpr 65,542 -9,021 33,189 41,374 8,014  100.0 -13.8 50.6 63.1 
11_agmach 20,509 -11,953 17,393 15,069 3,538  100.0 -58.3 84.8 73.5 
12_aemach 80,542 -29,021 19,697 89,865 8,221  100.0 -36.0 24.5 111.6 
13_atrequ 18,016 -43,333 19,649 41,700 14,961  100.0 -240.5 109.1 231.5 
14_autils 52,220 -12,789 6,092 58,918 36,666  100.0 -24.5 11.7 112.8 
15_acnstr 106,127 9,893 11,495 84,739 74,356  100.0 9.3 10.8 79.8 
16_atrade 162,595 38,688 -168,409 292,315 156,447  100.0 23.8 -103.6 179.8 
17_aaccom 41,391 -24,339 -34,084 99,814 51,827  100.0 -58.8 -82.3 241.1 
18_atrnsp 93,256 -28,465 34,470 87,252 27,530  100.0 -30.5 37.0 93.6 
19_acomsv 23,794 -29,263 -8,571 61,628 20,640  100.0 -123.0 -36.0 259.0 
20_af&bsv 201,400 -8,476 -47,130 257,005 93,993  100.0 -4.2 -23.4 127.6 
21_ahealt 12,467 -12,218 -22,452 47,137 24,641  100.0 -98.0 -180.1 378.1 
22_agovts 41,003 21,949 -36,945 55,999 43,256  100.0 53.5 -90.1 136.6 
23_aeduca 71,228 13,368 -22,215 80,075 43,544  100.0 18.8 -31.2 112.4 
24_aothsv -6,521 -10,589 -29,533 33,601 55,048  100.0 162.4 452.9 -515.3 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

6.5 Decomposition of change in employment 

It is also possible to decompose the change in employment between 2000 and 2012. In order to 

do so, we replace the value added/output ratios v and v̂  with employment/output ratios e and ê  
respectively in equations 12 and 13. The results are shown in Table 9. 

Table 9: Decomposition of change in employment between 2000 and 2012 due to changes in employment 
intensity, changes in technology and changes in final demand 

  ch in emp emp inp 
coeff eff 

tech eff fd eff ini emp level   ch in emp emp inp 
coeff eff 

tech eff fd eff 

total 13,822 -32,466 -185 46,473 37,600  36.8 -86.3 -0.5 123.6 
        % of ini emp % of ini emp % of ini emp % of ini emp 
01_aagric 157 -23,740 2,948 20,949 24,200  0.6 -98.1 12.2 86.6 
02_aminin -15 -143 -154 282 300  -4.9 -47.6 -51.4 94.1 
03_af&bev 534 -641 454 721 557  95.9 -115.0 81.4 129.4 
04_atcl&l 1,237 -2,078 -241 3,555 1,351  91.5 -153.8 -17.8 263.1 
05_aomanf 779 -1,660 241 2,197 770  101.1 -215.6 31.3 285.4 
06_apetrl 5 -319 318 6 4  121.7 -7,243.3 7,218.2 146.7 
07_achems 63 -196 152 107 88  71.2 -222.9 172.1 122.0 
08_aplasr 94 -135 51 177 61  154.4 -222.7 84.9 292.2 
09_anmmin 234 -44 -77 355 238  98.4 -18.3 -32.5 149.3 
10_ametpr 258 -1,365 935 688 270  95.5 -505.9 346.4 255.0 
11_agmach 30 -270 194 106 44  67.5 -613.6 440.0 241.0 
12_aemach 152 -399 123 428 55  276.4 -724.8 223.9 777.2 
13_atrequ 217 -97 85 229 62  352.2 -157.9 138.4 371.7 
14_autils 133 -46 17 163 104  128.0 -44.5 16.3 156.2 
15_acnstr 2,092 453 190 1,449 1,179  177.5 38.4 16.1 122.9 
16_atrade 3,184 720 -3,360 5,825 3,130  101.8 23.0 -107.4 186.1 
17_aaccom 1,123 -256 -687 2,067 1,014  110.7 -25.3 -67.8 203.8 
18_atrnsp 769 -1,743 821 1,691 729  105.5 -239.0 112.6 231.9 
19_acomsv -189 -1,119 -171 1,101 473  -40.0 -236.8 -36.1 232.9 
20_af&bsv 676 50 -135 761 263  257.3 19.1 -51.3 289.5 
21_ahealt 89 -276 -347 711 394  22.6 -70.0 -88.1 180.6 
22_agovts 784 429 -685 1,040 798  98.2 53.7 -85.8 130.3 
23_aeduca 1,031 100 -366 1,297 737  139.9 13.5 -49.7 176.1 
24_aothsv 385 309 -491 566 780  49.3 39.6 -62.9 72.6 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 
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Unlike with value added in Table 7, we now report changes relative to the initial levels of 
employment. The first observation to make here is that total employment increased by 37 per 
cent over the period as a whole. Growth in employment is entirely driven by changes in final 
demand, as can be seen in the last entry of the first row (123 per cent). The labour productivity 
effect can be seen to have reduced the total demand for labour over this period by 86 per cent 
with a slight decrease in the use of labour due to technology (in terms of interindustry 
interaction) shifting toward industries that require more capital. At the detailed level there are 
only a few exceptions to the negative economy-wide employment input effect. These are mining 
and communication services. This makes sense, as both industries can be characterized as labour 
intensive with relatively limited scope of increase labour productivity.  

The technology effect has been beneficial to demand for labour for most manufacturing 
activities, except for textiles, clothing and footwear and non-metallic minerals. For these 
activities, intermediate inputs have directly and indirectly shifted away either towards imports or 
towards less labour absorbing activities (directly and indirectly). This suggests that the increased 
integration that was noted earlier in Section 4 has contributed to higher labour absorption. The 
large increase in petroleum refinery activity’s technology effect is due to its establishment during 
the period of observation (2009) but it is in stark contrast to the employment intensity effect.  

6.6 Decomposition of change in value added and productivity 

Finally, policy makers are keen to understand the role of productivity in economic growth and 
the sources of economy-wide changes in productivity. To analyse this, we employ two simple 
decompositions that do not rely on SAM interindustry interactions. Growth in value added at the 
economy-wide and at the activity level can be decomposed into a productivity effect and an 
employment effect. At the economy-wide level we can write: 

           ,2012 ,2000 ,2012 ,2012 ,2000 ,2000a a a a a a

a a a a a a

V V V P E P E  (14) 

in which Va is value added in activity a, Ea is employment and Pa is productivity, i.e., Va / Ea for 
any given year a. The decomposition can be written as: 

   
           

   
     ,2012 ,2000 ,2012 ,2000

Productivity Effect Employment Effect

1 1

2 2
a a a a a a

a a a a a a

V P E E E P P  (15) 

The productivity effect is the change in productivity given the average employment levels of the 
two years while the employment effect is the change in employment given the average 
productivity levels. 

It is also possible to consider the economy-wide change in productivity itself which can be 
viewed as the sum of a change in activity level productivity given an average composition of 
economic activity (shift effect) and a change in the composition of economic activity given an 
average level of productivity (share effect). 

      
              

 ,2012 ,2000 ,2012 ,2000

Shift Effect Share Effect

1 1

2 2
a a a a a a

a a

P P S S S P P    (16) 
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in which Sa is the share of activity a in total value added, i.e., Va / ΣVa. 

The results in Table 10 suggest that 55.8 per cent of GDP growth can be attributed to higher 
value added per unit of labour while 44.2 per cent is due to increased labour inputs. The change 
in economy-wide productivity itself is 53.4 per cent due to changes in the composition of GDP, 
i.e., higher shares for activities with relatively high productivity, with the rest (46.6 per cent) 
explained by shifts in productivity at the activity level. These sources suggest that industry 
composition has had a significant impact on overall labour productivity, with slightly less 
improvements taking place at the activity level itself. 

Table 10: Decomposition of the economy-wide change in GDP and productivity between 2000 and 2012 

  Level %Share 

Change in GDP 1,496,559 100.0 

Productivity effect 834,845 55.8 

Employment effect 661,714 44.2 

Change in productivity 18.756 100.0 

Shift effect 8.736 46.6 

Share effect 10.020 53.4 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

Table 11 shows some activity level detail. The first tableau focusses on the change in value added 
while the second tableau considers details of the change in productivity. 

In the first tableau of the table it can be seen that relatively large changes in value added are 
recorded for food and beverages, textiles, clothing and footwear, metal products, electrical 
machinery, construction, trade, transport, financial and business services and education. Of the 
large movers in manufacturing, note that textiles and clothing and metal products managed to 
increase value added with a relatively low employment effect, with productivity being the main 
driver. On the other hand, the employment effect is more important than the productivity effect 
for food and beverage and for electrical machinery. This suggests that adding more labour has 
been the main driver of the increase in value added in these activities. Construction’s increase in 
value added is entirely driven by adding more labour; the productivity effect was negative, as is 
the case for the accommodation activity, financial and business services and to a lesser extent 
trade. But it is particularly the case for transport equipment where employment increases have 
outstripped value added increases. This may be related to changes in the mix of the industry 
itself with higher shares for lower value goods such as scooters versus automobiles. 
Communications services is the only industry where productivity increases outstripped 
employment inputs. Note that this is also the case for agriculture and chemicals and related 
industries. 

The second tableau reports on the components of activity level change in productivity. Above 
average combined shift as well as share effects are recorded for a few activities, including 
agriculture, food and beverage, electrical machinery, and transport services. Negative activity 
level productivity contributions (shift effect) are observed for transport equipment, construction, 
accommodation and financial and business services. Low contributions to productivity are also 
recorded by trade, and government. Some of these activities managed positive productivity 
growth due to changes in their shares of total employment given their average level of 
productivity. They include trade, construction and financial services.  
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Table 11: Decomposition of the activity level changes in GDP and activity level changes in 
productivity between 2000 and 2012  

   % ch in va % ch in va  change in share shift 
  ch in va prd eff emp eff  productivity effect effect 
total 1,378,096 50.4 49.6 

 
15.6 9.6 6.0 

   % prd eff % emp eff     
01_aagric 149,956 98.3 1.7   0.7 -2.7 3.4 
02_aminin -92,476 86.0 14.0 

 
-4.0 -2.2 -1.8 

03_af&bev 87,636 19.9 80.1 
 

1.2 0.8 0.4 
04_atcl&l 185,185 63.5 36.5 

 
3.4 0.8 2.6 

05_aomanf 70,172 54.5 45.5 
 

1.2 0.4 0.8 
06_apetrl 24,422 70.4 29.6 

 
0.5 0.1 0.4 

07_achems 30,721 52.4 47.6 
 

0.5 0.1 0.4 
08_aplasr 26,287 29.5 70.5 

 
0.4 0.3 0.2 

09_anmmin 31,087 32.3 67.7 
 

0.5 0.3 0.2 
10_ametpr 65,542 66.8 33.2 

 
1.2 0.3 1.0 

11_agmach 20,509 70.6 29.4 
 

0.4 0.1 0.3 
12_aemach 80,542 45.4 54.6 

 
1.5 0.7 0.8 

13_atrequ 18,016 -117.5 217.5 
 

0.2 0.7 -0.4 
14_autils 52,220 7.3 92.7 

 
0.8 0.7 0.1 

15_acnstr 106,127 -16.6 116.6 
 

1.5 1.9 -0.4 
16_atrade 162,595 1.6 98.4 

 
2.0 2.0 0.1 

17_aaccom 41,391 -28.5 128.5 
 

0.4 0.7 -0.3 
18_atrnsp 93,256 51.2 48.8 

 
1.6 0.6 1.0 

19_acomsv 23,794 179.6 -79.6 
 

0.3 -0.7 1.0 
20_af&bsv 201,400 -12.9 112.9 

 
3.2 3.8 -0.5 

21_ahealt 12,467 50.3 49.7 
 

0.1 -0.1 0.1 
22_agovts 41,003 -2.7 102.7 

 
0.5 0.5 0.0 

23_aeduca 71,228 10.3 89.7 
 

1.1 0.9 0.2 
24_aothsv -6,521 431.2 -331.2 

 
-0.5 0.1 -0.6 

Source: Authors’ calculations. 

7 Summary and policy recommendations 

We have employed several SAM based models to explore structural transformation and change 
in Viet Nam with a focus on the period 2000–12. We built as well on earlier work to provide a 
longer-term perspective, being cognizant of the fact that the Vietnamese economy is a fast 
moving entity. A series of significant changes have taken place in recent years. The overall result 
is that a more integrated and mature economy has evolved, illustrated through a set of specific 
findings to which we now turn.  

Our first finding is that the economy of Viet Nam is rapidly moving away from its dependence 
on natural resources, mining, agriculture and food processing towards more intricately involved 
production activities. This is not to say that agriculture and food related industries have not 
grown as a combination. Together, they have grown at about 2.5 per cent per annum in real 
terms. It is, however, clear that other industries are rapidly taking over and shifting the 
Vietnamese economy in a more diversified direction. While this shift is spearheaded by textiles, 
clothing, leather and footwear, it is also clear that the next generation of more capital intensive 
activities seems to lie in the metal products and general and electrical machinery. This confirms a 
continuous transformation of the economy during the 2000s as compared to the 1990s, see for 
example McCaig and Pavcnik (2013). Surprisingly, the transport equipment industry is not yet 
prominent in the newly emerging patterns of production, although transport services are, as well 
as financial and business services. With the decline of agriculture, further urbanization is 
boosting construction and non-metallic minerals industries. In this regard, Viet Nam has pursued 
a transformation process very much in the expected direction, see Tarp et al. (2003) and Tarp 
(2017). 
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Given the patterns of industry growth it is also no surprise that our next level of analysis, which 
employed various types of multipliers, showed a more integrated economy at the end of the 
period of observation. By making a distinction between backward and forward linkages we 
found that this phase of development is characterized by a bias towards backward linkages, with 
further room for development of forward linkages. This suggests that there should now be 
opportunities to develop the extent to which industries sell intermediate inputs locally. Further 
analysis of trade data may be required to determine whether this can be linked to current regional 
cross-border value chain patterns in which Viet Nam appears to remain in a position of 
supplying intermediate level goods. How to add more value to those supplies is another area in 
need of further investigation.  

We furthermore found that Viet Nam could benefit more from international integration if the 
linkages of some export-oriented products improved such as textiles, clothing and footwear, 
electrical machinery and appliance improve. In particular, special attention should be paid to 
develop further the food processing industry. It has the highest backward linkage in the 
economy, while its share in GDP has been slightly reduced. 

Based on our SAM decomposition analysis, it emerges as well that urbanization may itself be 
contributing to the relative (but not absolute) decline of agriculture. Demand patterns are 
shifting away from food towards higher value goods as is clear from the changing spill-over 
effects from Viet Nam’s production activities. The higher benefits received by rural households 
from the growth process have contributed to the success of Viet Nam in poverty reduction over 
the past decade. This channel of influence may however become less important in times ahead 
and more effort will therefore be needed to further reduce poverty. The lowest hanging fruits 
have been picked, so to speak. 

Our decomposition of structural change took the analysis a step further and confirmed that 
changes in gross value of production, GDP as well and employment were mainly driven by final 
demand as foreseen in a previous study by Tarp et al. (2002). The change in technology 
(interpreted here as the change in industry interaction) only made a minor contribution. This 
implies that integrating into the international economy has driven Viet Nam’s growth over the 
last decade. It would appear that to sustain growth in the future, new policy measures must be 
pursued. The study by the World Bank and Ministry of Planning and Investment of Viet Nam 
(2016) suggests six groups of measures, ranging from private sector development to innovation 
and institutional development, each of which can be considered as potentially contributing to 
strengthening further domestic integration. 

Where technology effects did make a substantial contribution it included activities such as food 
and beverages, petroleum, chemicals, metal products, general machinery, transport equipment 
and transport, although for all these activities final demand remains the main source. Thus, for a 
number of important manufacturing subsectors, interindustry interaction has contributed 
positively to the change in gross output between 2000 and 2012, confirming the higher backward 
linkage multipliers for these activities. 

Further decomposition of changes in final demand suggest as well that changes in expenditure 
patterns worked against food and agriculture as well as textiles, clothing and leather, reflecting a 
shift in final demand towards other products such as services. However, most services activities 
did not benefit from economy-wide shifts towards final demand components that require them 
relatively less, such as exports and investment and away from household and public expenditure. 

The decomposition of change in GDP highlighted the rather counter intuitive observation that 
the contribution by the component that captures value added per unit of output actually made a 
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negative contribution to GDP growth for most activities. Nevertheless, this echoed the initial 
observation that the share of value added in gross value of production had declined over the 
period of observation, while the share of wages and salaries in value added itself had increased. 
Both shifts occurred at the cost of the role of the return to capital. It reflects the rapid expansion 
of the capital stock before and during the period of observation, implying that the returns to 
capital have declined substantially. The same trend has been found in the study by the World 
Bank and the Ministry of Planning and Investment of Viet Nam (2016). So, diminishing returns 
have been at work, likely combined with inefficiency due to poor performance of public 
investment and SOEs. This calls for a stronger reform in public investment and SOEs in Viet 
Nam in order to sustain growth in the future. Tho (2013) argues that without radical reform in 
this respect, Viet Nam will fall into a middle income trap.  

We also showed that while GDP has increased in real terms over the period of observation, the 
contribution by activities themselves adding value, is negative while the interaction amongst local 
industries has also had an adverse impact. The negative impact of adding value occurred for a 
wide range of activities, in particular for agriculture, chemicals, transport equipment, 
accommodation, and transport, health, and communications services. This possibly shows that 
these activities have faced increased competition and as a result, margins have been squeezed, 
which suggests the need to transform further to sustain growth in the future. 

The lack of technological upgrading was also highlighted by the decomposition of structural 
change in employment. While growth in employment is entirely driven by changes in final 
demand, the labour productivity effect was shown to have reduced the total demand for labour 
with a slight decrease in the use of labour due to interindustry interaction, shifting demand 
towards industries that require more capital inputs. However, in order to upgrade the 
technology, improvement in human capital is a necessary condition.  

Our final analysis considered decomposition of the change in GDP by labour productivity and 
labour inputs and a decomposition of change in labour productivity itself. While 55.8 per cent of 
GDP growth can be attributed to higher labour productivity (value added per unit of labour), 
44.2 per cent is due to increased labour inputs. On this account, it would appear that while 
labour input becomes less abundant in the future, labour productivity should play more 
important role to sustain Viet Nam’s growth. The change in economy-wide labour productivity 
itself can significantly (53.4 per cent) be attributed to changes in the composition (shares) of 
GDP, i.e., higher contribution by activities with relatively high levels of productivity, while the 
rest (46.6 per cent) is explained by productivity shifts at the activity level. This suggests that 
changing industry composition was the important driver of growth in overall labour productivity, 
with a lesser contribution by labour productivity improvements taking place at the activity level 
itself. 

We conclude by noting that the various decompositions of structural change suggest that it is 
time for Viet Nam to start considering changing its economic growth model, introducing 
technological upgrading more deliberately. The advantage of low labour costs is starting to taper 
off and more and targeted technology upgrading is required. The benefits of external demand 
extension identified in this study have strengthened internal economic integration and 
technological upgrading, but policy makers should start taking a more proactive and aggressive 
approach in terms of technology. 
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Appendix A: Viet Nam’s economic transition from central planning to a market economy 
during 1986–2015 

Figure A1: Vietnam’s GDP growth rate during economic transition from central planned to market economy 
during 1986–2015 

 

Note: TPP = Trans Pacific Partnership; FTA = Free Trade Area; AEC = Asian Economic Community 

Source: authors’ own workings.  

Appendix B: SAM Details 

Table B1: Activities, Commodities and Other Accounts used in the SAM and Analysis 

  Code Description   Code Description 
1 agric agriculture 13 trequ transprt equipm 
2 minin mining 14 utils utilities 
3 f&bev food & beverage 15 cnstr construction 
4 tcl&l text, cloth & leath 16 trade trade 
5 omanf oth manuf 17 accom acc, rest & touris 
6 petrl petrol ref & oils 18 trnsp transport 
7 chems chemicals 19 comsv comm srv & publ 
8 plasr plast & rubb prods 20 f&bsv fin & bus serv 
9 nmmin n-met min prods 21 healt health 
10 metpr metal prods 22 govts government 
11 gmach gen machinery 23 educa education 
12 emach electr mach & appl 24 othsv other services 
 Code Other Accounts  Code Other Accounts 
1 transac Trade and transport margins 8 fct_tax Direct taxes 
2 all_lab Labour (wages & salaries) 9 dir_tax Import duties 
3 all_cap Capital (gross operating surplus) 10 imp_tax Sales taxes 
4 enterpr Enterprises 11 sal_tax Savings & investment 
5 all_hhd Households 12 sav-inv Changes in stocks 
6 governm Government 13 rofwrld Rest of the world 
7 act_tax Activity taxes    

Source: authors’ selection
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Table B2: Deflators for 2000 (Index with 2012 = 100) and their sources (based on authors’ selection using GSO published data) 

 

Source: see text. 

Index Source Index Source Index Source Index Source Index Source

01_aagric 30.0 Weigthed Agriculture, forestry & 

fishing

25_cagric 32.1 General index for Agriculture 72.1 Food and foodstuff 66.6 Food and foodstuff 26.4 Food

02_aminin 14.0 Mining and quarrying 26_cminin 18.9 Products of mining and 

quarrying

64.6 Fuel. raw material 38.1 Fuel. raw material 36.6 Consumer price index

03_af&bev 41.3 Manufacturing 27_cf&bev 43.9 CPI of Weighted Food and 

foodstuffs & Beverage  and  

cigarette

72.1 Food and foodstuff 66.6 Food and foodstuff 32.4 Weighted Food and foodstuffs & 

Beverage  and  cigarette

04_atcl&l 41.3 Manufacturing 28_ctcl&l 47.3 Weighted sum of Textile 

products, Beverage & Tobacco

93.1 Non - food and non - foodstuff 94.6 Non - food and non - foodstuff 49.8 Garment, footwear, hat

05_aomanf 41.3 Manufacturing 29_comanf 36.0 Weighted sum of Wood, banjo, 

species of bamboo, Paper and 

paper products, Printing and 

service activities related to 

printing & Wardrobe, table, chair 

products

93.1 Non - food and non - foodstuff 94.6 Non - food and non - foodstuff 55.2 Household equipment & goods

06_apetrl 41.3 Manufacturing 30_cpetrl 45.6 Chemical 64.6 Fuel. raw material 38.1 Fuel. raw material 48.2 Transport

07_achems 41.3 Manufacturing 31_cchems 45.6 Chemical 64.6 Fuel. raw material 38.1 Fuel. raw material 55.2 Household equipment & goods

08_aplasr 41.3 Manufacturing 32_cplasr 41.9 Rubber, plastic products 93.1 Non - food and non - foodstuff 94.6 Non - food and non - foodstuff 55.2 Household equipment & goods

09_anmmin 41.3 Manufacturing 33_cnmmin 37.2 Non metal products 64.6 Fuel. raw material 38.1 Fuel. raw material 55.2 Household equipment & goods

10_ametpr 41.3 Manufacturing 34_cmetpr 62.2 Metal 93.1 Machinery. equipment. 

accessory

93.3 Machinery. equipment. 

accessory

55.2 Household equipment & goods

11_agmach 41.3 Manufacturing 35_cgmach 70.6 Machinery and equipment 93.1 Machinery. equipment. 

accessory

93.3 Machinery. equipment. 

accessory

55.2 Household equipment & goods

12_aemach 41.3 Manufacturing 36_cemach 55.8 Electrical equipment 93.1 Machinery. equipment. 

accessory

93.3 Machinery. equipment. 

accessory

55.2 Household equipment & goods

13_atrequ 41.3 Manufacturing 37_ctrequ 74.8 Weighted sum of Trailer and 

motor vehicles & Other transport 

means

93.1 Machinery. equipment. 

accessory

93.3 Machinery. equipment. 

accessory

48.2 Transport

14_autils 37.2 Weighted Electricity, gas, 

stream and air conditioning 

supply & Water supply, 

sewerage, waste management 

and remediation activities

38_cutils 47.3 Weighted sum of Electricity 

power generation and 

distribution & Water supply; 

sewerage and remediation 

activities

73.4 General Import Price Index 60.8 General Export Price Index 36.6 Consumer price index

15_acnstr 32.1 Construction 39_ccnstr 32.1 GDP Deflator of Construction 73.4 General Import Price Index 60.8 General Export Price Index 32.9 Housing & material construction

16_atrade 28.9 Wholesale and retail trade; 

repair of motor vehicles and 

motorcycles

40_ctrade 28.9 GDP Deflator of Wholesale and 

retail trade; repair of motor 

vehicles and motorcycles

73.4 General Import Price Index 60.8 General Export Price Index 36.6 Consumer price index

17_aaccom 27.7 Accommodation and food 

service activities

41_caccom 27.7 GDP Deflator of 

Accommodation and food 

service activities

73.4 General Import Price Index 60.8 General Export Price Index 42.4 Other consumer goods & 

services

18_atrnsp 32.4 Transportation and storage 42_ctrnsp 32.4 GDP Deflator of Transportation 

and storage

73.4 General Import Price Index 60.8 General Export Price Index 48.2 Transport

19_acomsv 40.4 Information and communication 43_ccomsv 40.4 GDP Deflator of Information and 

communication

73.4 General Import Price Index 60.8 General Export Price Index 172.8 Post and Communication

20_af&bsv 28.1 Weiighted Financial, banking 

and insurance activities, Real 

estate activities, Professional, 

scientific and technical activities 

and 

44_cf&bsv 28.1 GDP Deflator of Weiighted 

Financial, banking and 

insurance activities, Real estate 

activities, Professional, scientific 

and technical activities and 

73.4 General Import Price Index 60.8 General Export Price Index 42.4 Other consumer goods & 

services

21_ahealt 24.0 Human health and social work 

activities

45_chealt 24.0 GDP Deflator of Human health 

and social work activities

73.4 General Import Price Index 60.8 General Export Price Index 45.4 Medicaments, health

22_agovts 27.4 Activities of Communist Party, 

socio-political organizations; 

public administration and 

defence; compulsory security

46_cgovts 27.4 GDP Deflator of Activities of 

Communist Party, socio-political 

organizations; public 

administration and defence; 

compulsory security

73.4 General Import Price Index 60.8 General Export Price Index 42.4 Other consumer goods & 

services

23_aeduca 33.6 Education and training 47_ceduca 33.6 GDP Deflator of Education and 

training

73.4 General Import Price Index 60.8 General Export Price Index 47.0 Education

24_aothsv 29.5 Weighted Arts, entertainment 

and recreation & Other service 

activities

48_cothsv 29.5 GDP Deflator of Weighted Arts, 

entertainment and recreation & 

Other service activities

73.4 General Import Price Index 60.8 General Export Price Index 42.4 Other consumer goods & 

services

GDP Deflator PPI Imp Price Deflator Exp Price Deflator CPI


