Editor’s Overview
THIS ISSUE OF THE International Productivity Monitor contains five articles: an introductory piece
dissecting where Canada's productivity problem really lies; an investigation of the relationship
between innovation and productivity in Canadian manufacturing establishments; an examination of
the phenomenon of deindustrialization of the manufacturing sector in the context of Sweden; a
detailed examination of the industry contributions to real GDP growth and labour productivity
growth in Canada and the United States; and an overview of productivity trends in the Canadian
agricultural sector over the last half century.
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