Editor’s Overview
THIS 26TH ISSUE OF THE International Productivity Monitor features articles on the following topics:
the role of weak demand in explaining slower productivity growth; the sectoral productivity performance of Ontario industries; the sensitivity of multifactor productivity growth in Canada and the
United States to alternative methodologies and assumptions; the role of measurement issues in
explaining the Canada-U.S. ICT investment gap; the potential contribution of firm-level data to
productivity analysis; and policies to improve government productivity performance.
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