Yy A
N'TOINN NDWTN TNW NITD

MNAYYY AayTin

info@cbs.gov.il http://www.cbs.gov.il 02-6521340 'D{79

y"un 71782 n 0wy
2010 vonixa 18
193/2010

(nnana ma o) 14.3 % 7w any 12010 r-2"9x D'YTIN 'ATYYNA 1IXTD

April-June 2010: 14.3% increase in the Growth Rate of Manufacturing Production
(based on trend data)
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D”"” Figure 1. Manufacturing production index
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Indices Figure 3. Manufacturing production index, trend data, by technology intensive
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* The last three trend estimates are subject to substantial revisions
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Table 1: Manufacturing production, indices and percentages of change

M"YYN IX"
Manufacturing production
Manan NI'NNY DN D™MIpn DRIN)
Trend" Seasonally adjusted Original data
Py 9% T™ Lhg % TTn Py 9% T™
% Change'” Index % Change'” Index | % Change" | Index
2008 IV 0.5 129.6 0.9 131.0 -1.7 125.6f IV 2008
\% 0.3 130.0 -3.4 126.6 0.0 1256 V
VI 0.0 130.0 3.4 130.9 9.2 137.2| VI
Vil -0.4 129.5 -1.1 129.5 -2.1 134.3] Vi
VI -0.7 128.6 0.6 130.3 -5.5 126.9] VI
IX -0.9 127.4 -5.7 122.9 0.1 127.0f IX
X -1.1 126.0 1.5 124.8 -16.1 106.6] X
XI -1.2 124.5 0.6 125.5 18.0 125.8] Xl
Xl -1.3 122.9 1.3 1271 10.3 138.8] Xl
2009 | -1.2 121.4 -4.6 121.3 -15.6 117.2 I 2009
Il -1.2 120.0 -0.2 1211 -2.6 1141 I
i -0.8 119.0 -2.3 118.3 11.7 127.5] 1
v -0.6 118.3 -0.3 118.0 -19.5 102.6( IV
\% -0.3 118.0 -1.1 116.7 13.9 1169 V
VI 0.2 118.2 2.2 119.3 9.2 127.6| VI
Vil 0.3 118.6 -2.0 116.9 -7.8 117.7] VI
VIII 0.7 119.4 3.1 120.5 0.8 118.7| VI
IX 0.8 120.4 0.0 120.5 2.0 1211 IX
X 0.9 121.5 2.2 123.2 -1.6 119.2 X
XI 1.1 122.8 -1.4 121.5 4.4 124.4| Xl
Xl 1.2 124.3 1.3 123.1 7.8 134.1| Xl
2010 | 1.3 125.9 24 126.1 -9.5 121.3 I 2010
Il 14 127.7 1.0 127.4 -1.1 120.0 I
1l 14 129.5 0.9 128.5 12.2 134.6]
I\ 1.3 131.2 5.3 135.3 -6.5 1258 IV
\% 1.1 132.7 0.1 135.4 8.1 136.0f V
VI 0.9 133.9 -0.9 134.2 5.7 143.7| VI
(1) According to the Henderson Method. .JlorTn now ' Yy (1)
(2) Percent change - each month compared to the previous one. .InTIg NN'? UTIN '3 - 1Y TINK (2)
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Table 2: Manufacturing production (excluding high technology), indices and percentages of
change

(n'2v 271250 X'7%7) 'MrYyn e
Manufacturing production (excluding high technology)
Manan NIM nn DN DRIM
Trend"" Seasonally adjusted Original data
iy % T Py % T iy % T
% Change'” Index % Change'” Index | % Change| Index

2008 IV -0.1 116.7 -1.5 117.6 -8.4 114.9] IV 2008

Vv -0.3 116.3 -4.3 112.5 -1.8 1128 V

VI -0.6 115.6 0.8 113.4 2.4 115.5] VI

Vi -1.0 114.4 2.2 115.9 4.2 120.3] Vi

VIII -1.2 113.0 -2.0 113.6 -6.0 113.1] VIl

IX -1.6 111.2 -2.0 111.3 1.1 114.3| IX

X -1.8 109.2 -1.8 109.3 -15.2 969 X

Xl -2.0 107.0 -0.5 108.7 10.3 106.9] Xl

Xl -2.0 104.9 -4.5 103.8 21 109.1] Xl
2009 | -1.9 102.9 0.5 104.3 -7.0 101.5 I 2009

Il -1.6 101.3 -3.9 100.2 -7.1 94.3 Il

i -1.1 100.2 -1.4 98.8 13.8 107.3] 1

v -0.5 99.7 0.1 98.9 -18.1 879 IV

Vv 0.0 99.7 0.3 99.2 13.9 100.1 \

VI 0.4 100.1 2.5 101.7 5.6 105.7 VI

Vi 0.8 100.9 -2.0 99.7 -4.1 101.4| VI

VIII 1.0 101.9 3.4 103.1 3.9 105.4| VI

IX 1.2 103.1 -0.8 102.3 -4.4 100.8f IX

X 1.2 104.3 2.0 104.3 1.5 1023 X

Xl 1.2 105.6 1.2 105.5 4.5 106.9] Xl

Xl 1.0 106.7 1.3 106.9 5.0 112.2| Xl
2010 | 1.0 107.8 1.5 108.5 -6.2 105.2 I 2010

Il 0.8 108.7 1.3 109.9 -1.9 103.2 Il

i 0.6 109.4 -1.0 108.8 10.8 114.3] 1

\Y 0.5 109.9 0.6 109.5 -11.0 101.7( IV

Vv 04 110.3 0.7 110.3 10.3 1122 V

VI 0.3 110.6 0.3 110.6 2.2 114.7| VI
(1) According to the Henderson Method. .JloTn now ' 7y (1)
(2) Percent change - each month compared to the previous one. .InTI7 N7 UTIN '3 - 'MW TINX (2)
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INDICES OF MANUFACTURING
BASE: 2004 = 100.0

D"YYN TN
100.0 = 2004 :0'0an

'1'Y 'TINNI D'TTA ,A"YYN] 1DV ninwn :3 ni?
Table 3: Employee jobs, indices and percentages of change

DY NNYn
Employee jobs
Manan nIMmIy nn DN DRIM
Trend"" Seasonally adjusted Original data
“hing % T g % TN g % T
% Change'” Index % Change'” Index | % Change" | Index
2008 IV 0.2 111.7 -0.1 111.8 -0.5 110.9] IV 2008
Vv 0.0 111.7 -0.4 111.4 -0.2 110.7] V
VI -0.1 111.6 0.2 111.6 0.8 111.6] VI
Vi -0.1 111.5 -0.2 111.4 0.8 112.5] Vi
Vi -0.3 111.2 -0.3 1111 -0.2 112.3] VIl
IX -0.3 110.9 0.3 111.4 -0.5 111.7] IX
X -0.5 110.4 -0.8 110.5 -0.9 110.7f X
XI -0.5 109.8 -0.2 110.3 -0.3 1104] Xl
Xl -0.6 109.1 -0.6 109.6 -0.6 109.7] Xl
2009 | -0.7 108.3 -1.4 108.1 -1.8 107.7 | 2009
I -0.8 107.4 -0.7 107.3 -0.8 106.8 I
I -0.7 106.6 -0.7 106.5 -0.5 106.3| 1l
\% -0.6 106.0 -0.8 105.7 -1.1 1051 IV
\% -0.6 105.4 -0.4 105.3 -0.4 104.7] V
Vi -0.3 105.1 -0.2 105.1 0.4 105.1] VI
Vi -0.2 104.9 -0.5 104.6 0.5 105.6] Vi
VIiI 0.0 104.9 0.5 105.1 0.7 106.3| VI
IX 0.2 105.1 0.0 105.1 -0.8 105.5( IX
X 0.2 105.3 0.6 105.7 0.5 106.0f X
XI 04 105.7 0.1 105.8 0.0 106.0f Xl
Xl 0.3 106.0 0.2 106.0 0.2 106.2| Xl
2010 | 0.4 106.4 0.3 106.3 -0.4 105.8 I 2010
I 0.5 106.9 0.6 106.9 0.5 106.3 Il
i 0.4 107.3 0.4 107.3 0.8 1071 1
v 0.4 107.7 0.5 107.8 0.0 107.1] IV
\% 0.3 108.0 0.3 108.1 0.4 107.5| V
VI 0.2 108.2 0.3 108.4 0.8 108.4| VI

.loamn now ' 7y (1)
.InTIg NNI'? UTIN '3 - "' TINK (2)

(1) According to the Henderson Method.
(2) Percent change - each month compared to the previous one.
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INDICES OF MANUFACTURING N"YYN TN
BASE: 2004 = 100.0 100.0 = 2004 :0'0an
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Table 4: Employee jobs (excluding high technology), indices and percentages of change

'Y NNYNn
Employee jobs
Manan nI'miy nin 07N DM
Trend"" Seasonally adjusted Original data
iy % T Py % T iy % T
% Change'” Index % Change'” Index | % Change| Index

2008 IV 0.1 108.2 -0.3 108.3 -0.9 107.3] IV 2008

Vv -0.1 108.1 -0.6 107.6 -0.4 106.9] V

VI -0.1 108.0 0.3 107.9 1.0 108.01 VI

Vi -0.3 107.7 -0.2 107.7 0.9 109.0] Vi

VIII -0.3 107.4 -0.5 107.2 -0.2 108.8] VI

IX -0.4 107.0 0.4 107.6 -0.7 108.0] IX

X -0.6 106.4 -1.1 106.4 -1.3 106.6] X

XI -0.6 105.8 0.0 106.4 -0.2 106.4] Xl

Xl -0.7 105.1 -0.8 105.6 -0.8 105.6] Xl
2009 | -0.8 104.3 -1.4 104.1 -2.0 103.5 I 2009

Il -0.8 103.5 -0.8 103.3 -0.8 102.7 Il

i -0.7 102.8 -0.6 102.7 -0.3 102.4] 1

Y -0.6 102.2 -0.8 101.9 -1.3 101.1] IV

Vv -0.5 101.7 -0.3 101.6 -0.2 1009 V

VI -0.2 101.5 -0.2 101.4 0.7 101.6] VI

Vi 0.0 101.5 -0.3 101.1 0.7 102.3| Vi

VIII 0.1 101.6 0.8 101.9 1.1 103.4| VI

IX 0.2 101.8 0.0 101.9 -1.0 1024 IX

X 0.4 102.2 0.8 102.7 0.6 103.0f X

Xl 0.3 102.5 0.0 102.7 -0.2 102.8| Xl

Xl 0.4 102.9 0.1 102.8 0.2 103.0f Xl
2010 | 04 103.3 0.3 103.1 -0.5 102.5 I 2010

Il 04 103.7 0.6 103.7 0.6 1031 1

1l 04 104 .1 0.3 104.0 0.7 103.8] 1l

v 0.3 104 .4 0.5 104.5 -0.1 103.7( IV

Vv 0.2 104.6 0.2 104.7 0.3 104.0] V

VI 0.2 104.8 0.2 104.9 1.0 105.0] VI
(1) According to the Henderson Method. .JloTn now ' 7y (1)
(2) Percent change - each month compared to the previous one. .InTI7 N7 UTIN '3 - 'MW TINX (2)
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BASE: 2004 = 100.0
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Table 5: Actual work-hours, indices and percentages of change

nwyn? Ny niyw
Actual work-hours
Manan nIrmiy in DN DRIM
Trend"" Seasonally adjusted Original data
“hy % Tm “hie % T “he % Tm
% Change'” Index % Change'” Index | % Change" | Index
2008 IV -0.2 110.4 0.5 112.1 -7.9 106.0| IV 2008
\ -0.3 110.1 -3.6 108.1 1.6 107.7 \%
VI -0.3 109.8 0.6 108.8 1.8 109.6| VI
Vi -04 109.4 0.7 109.6 4.8 114.9| VI
VI -0.5 108.9 -0.6 108.9 -7.3 106.5| VIII
IX -0.6 108.2 -0.2 108.7 2.3 109.01 IX
X -0.7 107.4 1.7 106.9 -14.9 92.8 X
Xl -0.9 106.4 0.7 107.6 18.8 110.2| Xl
Xl -1.0 105.3 -2.0 105.4 0.5 110.7| XiIl
2009 | -1.0 104.2 -1.3 104.0 -5.1 105.1 I 2009
Il -1.0 103.2 -1.2 102.7 -3.7 101.2 ]
1 -1.0 102.2 -04 102.3 6.5 107.8| Il
v -0.7 101.5 -2.1 100.2 -18.9 874 IV
\% -0.6 100.9 0.2 100.4 16.0 101.4 \
VI -0.3 100.6 1.1 101.5 3.6 105.01 VI
VI 0.0 100.6 -1.1 100.4 -0.1 104.9| VI
VI 0.1 100.7 1.0 1014 4.7 100.0{ VIII
IX 04 101.1 -0.9 100.5 -1.9 98.1] IX
X 04 101.5 1.0 101.5 -0.1 98.0 X
Xl 0.6 102.1 0.3 101.8 7.9 105.71 Xl
Xl 0.6 102.7 0.9 102.7 2.3 108.1]1 Xl
2010 | 0.6 103.3 1.8 104.5 -2.4 105.5 I 2010
Il 0.6 103.9 -0.3 104.2 -2.7 102.6 ]
1l 0.5 104.4 -0.9 103.3 1.6 104.2]1 1l
v 0.5 104.9 1.4 104.7 -8.5 95.3] IV
\% 0.5 105.4 0.7 105.4 10.5 105.3 \Y
VI 0.3 105.7 0.9 106.3 4.1 109.6] VI

(1) According to the Henderson Method.
(2) Percent change - each month compared to the previous one.

.loamn now ' 7y (1)
.InTIg NNI'? UTIN '3 - "' TINK (2)
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Table 6: Actual work-hours (excluding high technology), indices and percentages of change

nwyn? 2Ty NIYyY
Actual work-hours
Manan NNy Din 0'ipn D1IN)
Trend"" Seasonally adjusted Original data
iy % T Py % T iy % T
% Change'” Index % Change'” Index | % Change| Index

2008 IV -04 106.4 0.3 107.7 -8.2 101.9] IV 2008

\% -04 106.0 -3.2 104.3 2.2 104.1 \%

VI -0.5 105.5 0.6 104.9 1.1 105.2| VI

Vi -0.6 104.9 0.2 105.1 4.3 109.7| VI

VI -0.6 104.3 -0.9 104.2 -5.3 103.9] VI

IX -0.7 103.6 -0.2 104.0 0.6 104.5] IX

X -0.8 102.8 -1.1 102.9 -12.3 91.6 X

Xl -0.9 101.9 04 103.3 14.8 105.2| XiI

Xl -1.0 100.9 -2.4 100.8 -0.1 10511 XiIl
2009 | -0.9 100.0 -0.8 100.0 -4.3 100.6 I 2009

Il -0.9 99.1 -1.2 98.8 -3.6 97.0 Il

i -0.8 98.3 -0.3 98.5 6.9 103.7{ 1

v -0.6 97.7 -1.6 96.9 -17.6 855 IV

\% -04 97.3 -0.1 96.8 14.0 97.5 \

VI -0.2 97.1 1.2 98.0 3.1 100.5] VI

Vi 0.1 97.2 -0.9 97.1 0.0 100.5] VI

VI 0.3 97.5 0.9 98.0 -2.0 98.5] VIl

IX 04 97.9 -0.7 97.3 -3.7 94.9] IX

X 0.5 984 1.2 98.5 1.4 96.2 X

Xl 0.6 99.0 0.0 98.5 55 101.5] Xl

Xl 0.6 99.6 1.1 99.6 2.5 104.01 Xl
2010 I 0.6 100.2 1.2 100.8 -2.5 1014 I 2010

Il 0.6 100.8 0.3 101.1 -2.2 99.2 ]

i 0.6 1014 -0.9 100.2 2.2 10141 1l

v 0.5 101.9 1.7 101.9 -7.9 934 IV

\% 04 102.3 0.3 102.2 9.6 102.4 \

VI 0.3 102.6 0.9 103.1 3.0 105.5] VI
(1) According to the Henderson Method. .Jlon now ' 7y (1)
(2) Percent change - each month compared to the previous one. .InTI7 N7 UTIN '3 - 'MW TINX (2)
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Table 7: High technology industries, indices and percentages of change

N7y 271100 NI'YYN S NYYYDN X
Manufacturing production. High technology industries
Manan nIny in DI DRIM
Trend"" Seasonally adjusted Original data
“hing % T “inavg % T g % T
% Change'” Index % Change'” Index | % Change" | Index
2008 IV 1.6 154.6 4.6 156.8 -6.8 146.0] IV 2008
Vv 1.2 156.5 -1.8 153.9 2.8 150.1 \%
VI 0.8 157.8 6.9 164.5 19.3 179.0] VI
Vi 0.5 158.6 -5.4 155.6 -9.8 161.4] Vi
VI 0.1 158.8 4.3 162.3 -5.1 153.1] VI
IX -0.1 158.6 -10.6 145.1 -1.1 1514 IX
X -0.2 158.3 6.5 154.5 -17.3 125.2] X
XI -0.3 157.8 2.2 157.9 29.5 162.1] Xl
Xl -0.3 157.3 8.9 171.9 20.9 196.0] Xl
2009 | -0.3 156.8 -10.5 153.9 -24.8 147.3 I 2009
I -0.4 156.1 4.7 161.2 3.3 152.2 I
I -0.5 155.3 -3.4 155.7 9.2 166.2| |l
\% -0.5 154.6 -0.8 154.5 -21.1 131.1] IV
\% -0.5 153.9 -2.6 150.5 13.9 1493 V
VI -0.3 153.5 1.9 153.3 13.6 169.6| VI
Vi -0.1 153.3 -2.2 150.0 -12.1 149.1] Vi
VIiI 0.1 153.4 2.6 153.9 -3.2 144.3| VI
IX 0.2 153.7 1.0 155.5 11.0 160.2| IX
X 0.5 154.5 2.5 159.4 -5.2 1518 X
XI 0.8 155.8 -4.5 152.3 4.2 158.1| Xl
Xl 1.3 157.8 1.3 154.3 115 176.3] Xl
2010 | 1.8 160.7 3.6 159.9 -13.7 152.2 I 2010
I 2.2 164.3 0.8 161.2 0.0 152.2 Il
i 25 168.4 3.1 166.2 13.9 173.4]1 1l
v 24 172.4 11.3 184.9 -0.7 172.2] IV
\% 21 176.1 -0.6 183.8 5.5 181.7] V
VI 1.6 179.0 -2.2 179.7 9.9 199.6] VI

(1) According to the Henderson Method. .JlorTn now ' Yy (1)

(2) Percent change - each month compared to the previous one. .InTIg NNI'? UTIN '3 - "' TINK (2)
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Table 8: Medium-high technology, indices and percentages of change

N"™Y MIYN 2'AI71100 NI'YYN L NUYYN X
Manufacturing production. Medium-high technology industries
Manan nIny in DI DRIM
Trend"" Seasonally adjusted Original data
“hing % T “inavg % T g % T
% Change'” Index % Change'” Index | % Change" | Index
2008 IV 0.4 119.6 -1.1 119.8 -10.3 116.4] IV 2008
Vv 0.3 120.0 -5.1 113.7 -1.5 1146 V
VI 0.2 120.2 4.1 118.4 4.7 120.0] VI
Vi -0.1 120.1 3.8 122.9 6.3 127.6] Vi
Vi -0.4 119.6 -4.0 118.0 -9.2 115.8] VI
IX -0.8 118.7 14 119.7 3.2 119.5( IX
X -1.2 117.3 -0.8 118.7 -10.6 106.8)] X
XI -1.5 115.5 -2.8 1154 6.5 113.7] Xl
Xl -1.8 113.4 0.0 115.4 9.5 124.5] Xl
2009 | -1.9 111.3 -4.1 110.7 -12.0 109.6 | 2009
I -1.7 109.4 -1.9 108.6 -5.4 103.7 I
I -14 107.9 -5.8 102.3 6.3 110.2 1l
\% -0.9 106.9 2.3 104.7 -15.0 93.71 IV
\% -0.4 106.5 1.9 106.7 15.6 108.3| V
VI 0.2 106.7 0.9 107.7 1.5 109.9] VI
Vi 0.6 107.3 -2.4 105.1 -4.8 104.6] Vi
VIiI 0.7 108.1 5.8 111.2 5.2 110.0{ VI
IX 1.0 109.2 -2.1 108.9 -0.9 109.0f IX
X 1.1 110.4 0.7 109.7 -2.0 106.8) X
XI 1.3 111.8 2.0 111.9 5.1 112.3| Xl
Xl 1.2 113.1 0.8 112.8 8.6 122.0( Xl
2010 | 1.2 114.5 1.6 114.6 -7.0 113.5 I 2010
I 1.1 115.8 14 116.2 -2.4 110.8 Il
i 1.0 117.0 -0.3 115.8 10.9 12291 1
\% 0.8 117.9 20 118.1 -10.2 1104 IV
\% 0.7 118.7 0.7 118.9 8.2 1194 V
VI 0.4 119.2 0.2 119.1 2.7 122.6] VI

(1) According to the Henderson Method.
(2) Percent change - each month compared to the previous one.

.Jloamn now ' 7y (1)
.InTIg NNI'? UTIN '3 - "' TINK (2)
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Table 9: Medium-low technology industries, indices and percentages of change

N'NNION NNIYN A'AI71200 NI'YYN 'NMYYN Ixe
Manufacturing production. Medium-low technology industries
Manan NNy Din 0'Ij7Nn D1AIM
Trend"" Seasonally adjusted Original data
“hing % T “inavg % T g % T
% Change'” Index % Change'” Index | % Change" | Index

2008 IV -0.3 1271 -1.5 128.8 -7.2 126.7| IV 2008

\ -0.9 126.0 -6.7 120.2 -5.3 1200 V

\ -1.4 124.2 1.2 121.6 4.4 125.3| VI

Vi -2.0 121.7 0.7 122.5 25 128.4| VI

Vi -2.5 118.7 -1.3 120.9 -7.5 118.8] VI

IX -2.9 115.3 -5.0 114.8 -2.0 116.4| IX

X -3.2 111.6 -2.9 111.5 -14.6 994 X

Xl -3.3 107.9 -2.2 109.0 9.6 108.9] Xl

Xl -3.2 104.5 -7.9 100.4 -3.5 105.1] Xl
2009 | -3.0 101.4 5.5 105.9 -4.6 100.3 I 2009

I -2.4 99.0 -7.9 97.5 -9.5 90.8( |l

1 -1.5 97.5 -0.3 97.2 13.7 103.2| I

Y -0.7 96.8 -0.8 96.4 -16.3 86.4( IV

\Y, 0.1 96.9 -0.5 95.9 12.5 97.2( V

VI 1.0 97.9 4.0 99.7 8.6 105.6| VI

Vil 1.6 99.5 -0.8 98.9 -4.9 100.4] VI

VI 21 101.6 20 100.9 1.8 102.2] VI

IX 24 104.0 21 103.0 -3.2 98.9] IX

X 23 106.4 4.0 107.1 9.0 107.8] X

Xl 21 108.6 1.8 109.0 4.7 112.9] Xl

Xl 1.8 110.6 22 111.4 2.8 116.1| Xl
2010 | 1.4 112.1 1.1 112.6 -8.5 106.2 I 2010

Il 1.1 113.3 1.2 114.0 -0.3 105.9 I

1 0.6 114.0 -1.0 112.9 9.1 11551 I

Y 0.5 114.6 1.2 114.2 -7.3 1071 IV

\Y, 0.3 114.9 0.9 115.2 11.8 119.7f V

VI 0.3 115.2 -0.1 115.1 1.2 121.1] VI
(1) According to the Henderson Method. .JlorTn now ' Yy (1)
(2) Percent change - each month compared to the previous one. .InTIg NNI'? UTIN '3 - "' TINK (2)
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Table 10: Low technology industries, indices and percentages of change

N'NIION N'AI71100 NI'YYN 'NUYYN X"
Manufacturing production. Low technology industries
Manan nIMy Din 0'"Ij7Nn DNIM
Trend'" Seasonally adjusted Original data
“hw % T g % TTn g % T
% Change'” Index % Change' Index % Change'” Index

2008 IV -0.1 105.7 -1.6 106.5 -8.6 103.6f IV 2008

\% -0.1 105.6 -1.5 104.9 1.8 105.5( V

VI -0.2 105.4 -1.3 103.5 -0.9 104.5] VI

VIl -0.4 105.0 2.8 106.4 4.7 109.4] Vi

VI -0.5 104.5 -1.4 104.9 -2.5 106.7] VI

IX -0.7 103.8 -0.9 104.0 29 109.8] IX

X -0.9 102.9 -1.2 102.7 -18.3 89.71 X

XI -1.0 101.9 2.3 105.1 13.5 101.8] Xl

Xl -1.0 100.9 -3.8 101.1 3.1 105.01 Xl
2009 | -0.9 100.0 -1.4 99.7 -6.1 98.6 I 2009

Il -0.8 99.2 -1.2 98.5 -5.9 92.8 Il

i -0.4 98.8 0.1 98.6 18.1 109.6] 1

v -0.3 98.5 -0.2 98.4 -21.4 86.2| IV

\% 0.0 98.5 0.1 98.5 14.4 98.6| V

VI 0.1 98.6 1.9 100.4 5.1 103.6] VI

VIl 0.2 98.8 -2.6 97.8 -2.8 100.7{ VI

VI 0.2 99.0 3.4 101.1 5.4 106.1| VI

IX 0.3 99.3 -2.7 98.4 -7.3 98.4| IX

X 0.3 99.6 0.7 99.1 -3.4 95.1 X

Xl 0.4 100.0 0.1 99.2 3.8 98.71 Xl

Xl 0.4 100.4 0.6 99.8 5.2 103.8] Xl
2010 | 0.5 100.9 1.9 101.7 -3.5 100.2 I 2010

Il 0.3 101.2 1.3 103.0 -3.2 97.0 I

I 0.3 101.5 -1.3 101.7 124 109.0]

v 0.2 101.7 -0.7 101.0 -15.1 925 IV

\% 0.2 101.9 0.5 101.5 10.1 101.8 V

VI 0.0 101.9 0.7 102.2 3.1 105.0f VI
(1) According to the Henderson Method. .JlorTn now ' Yy (1)
(2) Percent change - each month compared to the previous one. .InTIg NN'? UTIN '3 - 1Y TINK (2)
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