
 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
   

  
 

   

   
  

  
   

 

  
 

  

 

 

 
     

 
    

 
 

   

  
 

  

   

  
   

  
 

 

1 May  2015 

BEA Statistics and New Indicators of Economic 

Condition 
By Benjamin R. Bridgman and Bruce T. Grimm 

ECONOMIC statistics play a critical role in answer­
ing important questions posed by the recent eco­

nomic recession. What caused it? Can such slowdowns 
be avoided in the future? Policymakers, businesses, and 
households would benefit greatly from indicators that 
provide early warnings of brewing economic volatility. 

Developing indicators that gauge the condition of 
the economy has long been a central goal of the Bu­
reau of Economic Analysis (BEA). Historically, new 
economic measures have arisen from economic dislo­
cations. In fact, the interest in macroeconomic mea­
surement generated by the Great Depression led to the 
development of BEA’s modern national income and 
product accounts (NIPAs). 

The recession of 2007–2009 prompted BEA to ex­
amine possible new measures to aid in economic poli­
cymaking.1 Continuing in that direction, this article 
explores additional methods by which BEA data can be 
used to generate indicators of emerging imbalances in 
saving, investment, assets, liabilities, and other key 
variables that shed light on business cycles. 

Given the central role of financial disruptions in the 
economic slowdown, economists have focused on the 
links between the financial and real sectors. Empiri­
cally, historical financial crises can have big impacts on 
the real economy (Mitchell 1923; Kindelberger 1978; 
Reinhart and Rogoff 2008, 2009a, 2009b; and Jorda, 
Schularick, and Taylor 2012). Despite a great deal of ef­
fort to link the two, economists have not achieved a 
clear consensus on what indicators one should follow 
(Hall 2010), heightening interest in developing new in­
dicators.2 To avoid duplication with other efforts, 
we emphasize statistical areas in which BEA has 
extensive experience: the integrated macroeconomic 
accounts (IMAs), the NIPAs, the international transac­
tions accounts (ITAs), the regional accounts, and the 

1. See Landefeld and others (2010). 
2. For example, the U.S. Office of Financial Research has made identifying 

and developing such indicators a priority (U.S. Office of Financial Research 
2012). 

industry accounts. 
The IMAs link BEA’s NIPAs with the Federal Re­

serve Board’s financial accounts. The IMAs place real 
activity and associated financial activity on the same 
basis, allowing for easy comparisons. For example, we 
can quickly examine the relationship between residen­
tial investment and the growth of mortgage debt. 

The ITAs link international real activity and finan­
cial activity. BEA has expanded these accounts signifi­
cantly over time. They include information related to 
financial derivatives and the currency denomination of 
cross-border assets, among other items. BEA has also 
expanded its regional and industry accounts recently, 
allowing for a more insightful examination of eco­
nomic conditions that perhaps were not previously 
visible. 

A number of observers have expressed concern that 
well-known gaps in data make developing useful new 
indicators inherently difficult.3 However, in some  
cases, we believe that filling the data gaps does not re­
quire entirely new data products. Instead, existing data 
from different sources can be integrated to create tell­
ing statistics. 

This article proceeds as follows: 
● We examine an area that figured prominently in dis­

cussions of the recession, the housing market, and 
discuss some measures constructed with data from 
the IMAs. 

● We discuss an aggregate economic approach to antic­
ipating economic slowdowns, one that relies on BEA’s 
familiar NIPA aggregates. 

● We look at contagion effects and use BEA data to 
explore whether certain measures of cross-border 

3. A recent report by the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and Finan­
cial Stability Board (FSB) argued that there are a number of gaps in inte­
grated real and financial data (IMF and FSB 2011). The report recommends 
expanding coverage of financial linkages, especially across borders. The 
report also suggested expanding sectoral detail, especially in financial flows 
data, because aggregate data may hide major weaknesses in certain subsec­
tors. 



 

 

 

  
   

 
 

   

  
 

 
    

  

 
 

    
  

    
   

  
 

  

 
 

 

  

  

 
 

   
 

 

 

 

 

 

   
  

 
   

  
   

2 BEA Statistics and New Indicators of Economic Condition May 2015 

activity and measures of regional and industry activ­
ity can indicate weakness in the economy. 

As the economy is complex and evolving, no single 
indicator is likely to be able to predict large disloca­
tions. In addition, implementation of new statistical 
programs aimed at early warning signals will require 
statistical agencies to grapple with thorny issues. 

However, well-constructed sets of indicators may be 
able to provide early warnings of where risks are 
emerging, how much cushion the economy has against 
potential shocks, and how much exposure various sec­
tors have to shocks in other sectors. 

Anticipating Shocks: The Housing Market 
The collapse of the housing market was an important 
feature of the 2007–2009 recession. Many observers 
have suggested that leverage played a critical role, as 
too many people took on too much debt. The data 
show, however, that the resulting defaults did not re­
sult from excess leverage alone. While households did 
increase their debt holdings, the debt was secured by 
increasingly expensive real estate. Leverage only began 
to increase after negative shocks in the housing market 
pushed households under water. 

To illuminate these issues, we use various time series 
available from the IMAs, which are available on the 
BEA Web site. 

The household balance sheet was not greatly af­
fected by the prerecession runup in housing prices. 
Households were not taking on historically high rates 
of leverage as measured by the loan-to-value ratio. 
Chart 1 shows the ratio of mortgage debt to real estate 
assets for the household sector. It was not until hous­
ing prices’ appreciation began to slow in 2007 that this 
ratio shows a significant change from prior experience. 
It even declined slightly from 2003 to 2005, the height 
of the housing bubble. The balance sheet did not look 
unusually weak until housing asset prices declined. 
Chart 2 shows a measure of housing price changes, the 
ratio of the change in household real estate values to 
real estate assets. This ratio was growing consistently 
during the early 2000s but then turned strongly nega­
tive. 

How vulnerable was the household sector to shocks 
to housing prices? Some data show signs of increasing 
financial fragility due to the housing boom. Mortgage 
debt grew in concert with housing prices. Chart 3 
shows the ratio of new mortgage debt to household 
saving. This ratio indicates that the household sector 
was taking on significant debt, compared with the 
household sector’s ability to withstand shocks to that 
debt, such as increasing interest rates. Saving is used 
because it measures the ability of the household to pay 

additional charges without reducing consumption. In 
2005 and 2006, there was a large increase in mortgage 
debt. 

Chart 4 shows the ratio of household saving to total 
outstanding mortgage debt. This ratio indicates that 
the runup in new mortgage debt led to a reduced abil­
ity of saving to withstand negative shocks. Household 
saving fell from at least 7 percent of the stock of debt at 
the end of the 1990s to only 2 percent by 2005. As long 
as housing prices were high, homeowners suffering a 
negative shock, such as job loss, could sell their houses 
and get out of the mortgage. When the market for 
houses weakened, however, that no longer held true, 

CharChart 1.t 1. Ratio of MorRatio of Mortgatgagge Debt to Real Estatee Debt to Real Estate 
Assets,Assets, Household SectorHousehold Sector,, 1960–20121960–2012 

Chart 2. Ratio of Change in Household Real Estate 
Values to Total Real Estate Assets, 1960–2012
Chart 2. Ratio of Change in Household Real Estate 
Values to Total Real Estate Assets, 1960–2012 

NOTE. The shaded areas mark the beginning and end of recessions as determined by the 
Business Cycle Dating Committee of the National Bureau of Economic Research. 
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3 May  2015 SURVEY OF CURRENT BUSINESS 

and homeowners had relatively little in saving to cover 
losses should they need to sell. With relatively less in 
saving as a cushion, households were more vulnerable 
to housing price declines. 

Chart 5 shows that mortgage debt as a share of com­
pensation began to increase in the 2000s. This ratio 
has declined since the collapse of the housing market 
but remains well above its 1990s level. 

The collapse in the housing market appears to have 
direct effects on the real economy. The obvious impact 
is that home building declined. The end of the housing 
bubble resulted in a decline of nearly three-fifths in 
real residential investment between a peak in the 
fourth quarter of 2005 and a trough in the second 

CharChart 3.t 3. Ratio of NeRatio of New Morw Mortgatgagge Debt to Householde Debt to Household 
SaSaving,ving, 1960–20121960–2012 

quarter of 2011. Chart 6 shows the ratio of current-
dollar residential housing investment to gross domes­
tic product (GDP). Historically, housing has been 
highly cyclical. Expansions are associated with increas­
ing housing construction, and recessions are associated 
with declines. Recently, this pattern has weakened. In 
the 2001 recession, the ratio of residential investment 
to GDP did not decline. While there was a large expan­
sion of residential investment in the mid-2000s, its 
share of GDP was not much higher than in previous 
peaks. However, the post-bubble decline was much 
larger than in the previous recessions since 1959, even 
in the very deep recession of 1973–75 and the paired 
recessions of 1980 and 1981–82. 

CharChart 5.t 5. Ratio of MorRatio of Mortgatgagge Debt to Compensatione Debt to Compensation 
ofof EmploEmployyees,ees, 1960–20121960–2012 

NOTE. The shaded areas mark the beginning and end of recessions as determined by the 
Business Cycle Dating Committee of the National Bureau of Economic Research. 
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Chart 6. Ratio of Residential Investment to GDP,
1959–2011
Chart 6. Ratio of Residential Investment to GDP, 
1959–2011 

NOTE. The shaded areas mark the beginning and end of recessions as determined by the 
Business Cycle Dating Committee of the National Bureau of Economic Research. 
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This fall in housing investment has hurt overall in­
vestment. Chart 7 shows the ratio of net investment to 
net production. Part of gross investment just replaces 
capital lost to deprecation. (Gross measures are those 
that include depreciation, while net measures remove 
it.) Net measures give a better sense of how much more 
capital will be available for future production. In the 
recent recession, net investment dropped to historic 
lows. Though nonresidential investment has also 
fallen, residential investment has typically been a sig­
nificant portion of total investment, so its collapse had 
a large aggregate impact. 

The collapse of the housing market may also have 
had indirect effects. Recall that falling housing prices 
led to a debt overhang, which in turn can have a nega­
tive impact on consumption. The household has to put 
additional spending into building up equity, which 
cannot be used on consumption. Dynan (2012) finds 
that households with the largest fall in house prices cut 
their consumption the most. Falling house prices can 
also reduce household consumption by reducing 
household wealth. Case, Quigley, and Shiller (2012) 
find evidence of this effect in the most recent recession, 
but not in previous recessions. 

Housing is not the only potential area for debt to 
have an impact on the household balance sheet. Some 
observers have suggested that innovations in credit 
products led to increased leverage in markets outside 
the residential housing market. However, the leverage 
issues  appear  to  be  largely  confined  to  the  residential 
housing sector. Chart 8 shows the ratio of short-term 
loan liabilities to disposable personal income. This ra­
tio gives a sense of how much consumption other than 
housing was financed by credit. Although the ratio in­
creased in the 1990s, it remained stable through the 

CharChart 7.t 7. Ratio of Net InRatio of Net Investment to Net Prvestment to Net Production,oduction, 
1960–20111960–2011 

housing boom and bust.4 Therefore, it does not appear 
that households leveraged their consumption expendi­
tures significantly. 

Although the amount of leverage has not increased 
in the most recent years, there is evidence of increasing 
credit use from 1983 to 2006. Chart 9 shows the ratio 
of credit services used by households—the imputation 
of financial services furnished without payment and 
explicit fees for financial services—to disposable per­
sonal income. This ratio has increased over time, 
though it has tended to drop during recessions. 

4. Another source of leverage that many people were concerned about was 
the use of home equity loans to fund nonhousing consumption. The data in 
the IMAs only show total mortgage levels and flows. They do not allow us 
to distinguish what share of mortgage debt was used in this way. 

CharChart 8.t 8. Ratio of ShorRatio of Short-Tt-Term Loan Liabilites toerm Loan Liabilites to 
DisposabDisposable Ple Perersonal Incomesonal Income,, Household SectorHousehold Sector,, 
1960–20121960–2012 

NOTE. The shaded areas mark the beginning and end of recessions as determined by the 
Business Cycle Dating Committee of the National Bureau of Economic Research. 
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Chart 9. Ratio of Credit Services to Disposable 
Personal Income, Household Sector, 1960–2011 

NOTE. The shaded areas mark the beginning and end of recessions as determined by the 
Business Cycle Dating Committee of the National Bureau of Economic Research. 
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Anticipating Shocks: An Aggregate
 
Economic Approach
 

One  theory  of  recessions  is  that  if the  economy  is 
growing above its long-run capacity, it is in danger of 
falling into recession.  Like an overworked engine, the 
economy can overheat and break down. 

One approach would be to compare a measure of 
the economy’s potential output with the economy’ ac­
tual output. Chart 10 shows the ratio of the average of 
real GDP and real gross domestic income (GDI) to the 
Congressional Budget Office’s (CBO’s) estimates of 
potential real GDP, a measure of the economy’s capac­
ity. 

This ratio has exceeded 1.0 before every recession 
since 1950. It nearly always peaked and started to de­
cline before the start of recessions. However, the ratio 
has also peaked and then declined a few times when re­
cessions did not follow soon after the peak. 

Real GDP and GDI are published by BEA quarterly, 
beginning with 1947. The average of GDP and GDI has 
some statistical properties that are compelling; in par­
ticular, the average is somewhat less volatile from quar­
ter to quarter than either measure alone. The 
denominator is the CBO’s quarterly measure of poten­
tial activity (real GDP); it is available beginning in 
1949. 

Although a measure of potential GDP is not cur­
rently published by BEA, the methodology appears to 
be similar to work done at BEA more than two decades 
ago.5 

5. For example, see de Leeuw and others (1980). 

CharChart 10.t 10. Ratio of ARatio of Averaveragge Real GDP and Real GDIe Real GDP and Real GDI 
to Pto Potential Real GDPotential Real GDP,, 1987–20131987–2013 

Predicting Contagion 
Once a shock occurs, its ultimate impact depends on 
how it is transmitted to other parts of the economy or 
to other countries; that is, it depends on contagion. 
The recent recession was notable for being globally 
widespread. Typically, some countries suffer a bad re­
cession while others do not experience a recession at 
all.  The  recessions  that  have  the  biggest  impact  are 
those that spread to every corner of the economy and 
all over the world. As a result, policymakers and others 
are  interested  in  indicators  of  contagion.  In  this  sec­
tion, we examine contagion across borders and across 
domestic sectors using data from BEA’s ITAs, regional 
accounts, and industry accounts. 

Cross-border activity 
The U.S. economy has become more integrated with 
the rest of the world. Such globalization takes on many 
interrelated forms. One example is the increasing im­
portance of international trade as a share of the U.S. 
economy. The ratios of both imports and exports to 
GDP increased from roughly 10 percent in the early 
1990s to about 11 percent for exports and 16 percent 
for imports in the years immediately before the 
2007–2009 recession. 

Another aspect of globalization is the increase in the 
importance of cross-border financial assets in the 
economy. Chart 11 shows the ratio of financial assets 
held across borders to GDP. Both foreign-owned U.S. 
assets and U.S.-owned assets abroad have increased 
substantially relative to GDP. The recent financial crisis 
slowed this growth, but the level of financial integra­
tion has returned to its precrisis levels. 

CharChart 11.t 11. Ratios of CrRatios of Cross-Boross-Border Financial Assetsder Financial Assets 
to GDPto GDP,, 1992–20111992–2011 

NOTE. The shaded areas mark the beginning and end of recessions as determined by the 
Business Cycle Dating Committee of the National Bureau of Economic Research. 

U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis 

1987 89 91 93 9795 99 2001 0503 07 09 11 13 

Ratio 
1.06 

1.04 

1.02 

1.00 

0.98 

0.96 

0.94 

0.92 

0.90 

NOTE. The shaded areas mark the beginning and end of recessions as determined by the 
Business Cycle Dating Committee of the National Bureau of Economic Research. 

U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis 

1992 94 96 98 2000 02 04 06 08 10 11 

Ratio 
1.4 

1.2 

1.0 

0.8 

0.6 

0.4 

0.2 

0.0 

Foreign assets in the United States 
U.S. financial assets abroad 
Foreign-owned U.S. Treasuries 



 

 

  

 

  
  

 

 
    

 

   

 

  
 

 

   
  

  
 

 

 

 

   

 
 

 
    

  
   

 

 
   

   
 

 
   

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

  

6 BEA Statistics and New Indicators of Economic Condition May 2015 

The increasing importance of the global economy 
raises the concern that negative shocks from abroad 
could be transmitted to the United States. Since the 
channels are much larger, foreign shocks that might 
have had minor impact on the domestic economy in 
the past could be very important. 

One area of concern is that the United States has 
persistently run a current-account deficit. The current-
account balance is the difference in income from re­
turns on U.S. investment and sales of goods and ser­
vices abroad (exports) less payments abroad and sales 
of goods and services to Americans (imports). The 
United States has run a current-account deficit since 
the early 1980s. Chart 12 shows the ratio of the cur­
rent-account deficit to GDP, beginning in 1992. 

Some international economists have raised concerns 
about this imbalance. Krugman (2007) and Obstfeld 
and Rogoff (2007), among others, argue that the pro­
cess of balancing will be abrupt and damaging to the 
economy. One way that the current account can be 
brought back into balance is for the U.S. currency to 
depreciate. A depreciated currency means imports be­
come more expensive and exports cheaper. The speed 
at which the currency depreciates makes a big differ­
ence in the impact on the real economy. Rapid declines 
typically lead to recessions. Producers and retailers 
who depend on imported goods suddenly face much 
higher costs. They must search for domestic replace­
ments, which may not yet have sufficient capacity to 
serve them or even to exist. This process of reallocating 
productive resources from import-intensive parts of 
the economy to export-intensive parts can be costly 
and slow. 

On the other hand, if the adjustment is slow, the real 
economy has time to adjust without import users sud-

CharChart 12.t 12. Ratios of Current-Account Deficit and NetRatios of Current-Account Deficit and Net 
ExporExports to GDPts to GDP,, 1992–20111992–2011 

denly being caught short. Bertaut, Kamin, and Thomas 
(2009) argue that the current-account deficit can be 
sustained for decades longer and that the adjustment 
will be slow. 

The financial crisis provides some evidence about 
which way is more likely. The deficit was increasing go­
ing into the period of financial crisis, but it started to 
decline prior to its full onset in 2008 after peaking in 
2006. The deficit has since declined to levels not seen 
since the 1990s. The biggest mover of the current-ac­
count deficit is net exports, or the trade deficit. The 
trade deficit has begun to grow again recently, but in­
creasing income from the rest of the world has kept the 
current-account deficit from growing. 

Interestingly, the U.S. dollar appreciated during the 
initial stages of the international crisis. The U.S. gov­
ernment has an international reputation as reliably 
paying its obligations. During the uncertainty of the 
crisis, investors sought safe assets. U.S. assets are seen 
by investors as being safer than alternative assets 
abroad. This “flight to quality” led to a surge in U.S. 
Treasuries held abroad. Chart 13 shows the ratio of the 
stock of U.S. Treasuries held abroad to GDP. This ratio 
jumped in 2008 as the financial crisis increased the de­
mand for such safe assets. 

While the impact of the financial crisis is evidence 
for the slow adjustment hypothesis, it does not mean 
that the current-account deficit is benign. The deficit 
may flow into other areas of the economy. For in­
stance, Ferrero (2012) argues that it may have helped 
inflate the housing bubble. In addition, previous expe­
rience does not mean investors will not change their 
minds. They may no longer see U.S. assets as reliable as 
they did in the past, leading them to pull out. 

Another way international integration could harm 
the domestic economy is through an increase in cross-

CharChart 13.t 13. Ratio of URatio of U.S..S. TTreasurreasury Securities to GDPy Securities to GDP 

NOTE. The shaded areas mark the beginning and end of recessions as determined by the 
Business Cycle Dating Committee of the National Bureau of Economic Research. 
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border financial asset holdings that might expose the 
domestic financial sector to foreign financial shocks. 

One way foreign shocks can be transmitted is 
through movements in exchange rates. If a financial 
institution holds assets denominated in a foreign cur­
rency and that currency depreciates, the value of that 
asset falls in U.S. dollar terms. Depreciation means that 
the foreign currency buys fewer dollars. So when the 
institution sells the asset and repatriates the returns, 
the transaction generates fewer dollars. 

A measure of the exposure to such risk is the share 
of foreign assets that are denominated in a foreign cur­
rency. As can be seen in chart 14, very little of U.S. fi-

CharChart 14.t 14. Share of UShare of U.S..S. Claims Denominated inClaims Denominated in 
Foreign Currencies bForeign Currencies by Uy U.S..S. Banks and SecuritiesBanks and Securities 
DealerDealerss 
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Cycle Dating Committee of the National Bureau of Economic Research. 
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nancial institutions’ overseas financial assets are 
denominated in foreign currencies. While this share 
has increased, it remains below 10 percent. Movements 
in the exchange rate do not directly affect 90 percent of 
such assets. 

Another measure of foreign exposure is the share of 
assets held as foreign assets. Chart 15 shows foreign as­
sets as a share of U.S. financial assets (regardless of cur­
rency denomination). Again, this share is low but 
growing. 

To be sure, the stature of the U.S. dollar in the global 
economy helps insulate the U.S. economy from inter­
national shocks. The United States accounts for a large 
share of world economic output, which leads to many 
international transactions being denominated in U.S. 
dollars. In some sectors, such as oil, goods are priced in 
dollars even when no U.S. company is a party to the 
transaction. There is a great deal of demand for U.S. 
dollar-denominated assets abroad. Therefore, U.S. 
companies are subject to less currency risk than their 
counterparts abroad. 

Regional and industry activity 
Contagion within subsectors of the economy can also 
be explored using BEA regional and industry data. 

Even in times of broad-based and sustained eco­
nomic growth, some areas of the economy are usually 
in decline. Viewed from this perspective, recessions of­
ten occur when the number of areas and industries in 
decline increases. Indeed, the number of areas and in­
dustries in decline tends to increase before the begin­
nings of recessions. 

The number of states experiencing declines in real 
personal income less transfers can thus be seen as a 
pressure indicator (chart 16). This income measure is a 

CharChart 16.t 16. Number of States Experiencing DecNumber of States Experiencing Declineslines 
in Real Pin Real Perersonal Income Lesssonal Income Less TTransfransferers,s, 2006–20112006–2011 
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quarterly geographic disaggregation of a monthly BEA 
series that is used (along with other monthly mea­
sures) by the Business Cycle Dating Committee of the 
National Bureau of Economic Research (NBER) in de­
termining when cyclical peaks and troughs occur. 

Information to calculate this measure quarterly is 
available for 1947 forward.6 It is a simple count of the 
number of states experiencing declines.7 This count is 
highly volatile from quarter to quarter. There have 
been numerous local peaks and troughs even in peri­
ods of sustained growth in the national economy. For 
example, the number of states in decline exceeded 20 
in one quarter in 1994 and in two quarters in 1995; 
however, the subsequent recession did not occur until 
2001. Typically, the number of states experiencing de­
clines  tends  to  rise  before  recessions,  but  due  to  the 
volatility of counts, it is probably best used in the con­
text of other pressure indicators, such as the ratio of 
real GDP and real GDI to potential real GDP. For ex­
ample, a dip in the fourth quarter of 2008 resulted 
from very sharp decreases in energy prices in that 
quarter. 

To put this measure in context, chart 17 offers a his­
togram of the numbers of states that are experiencing 
declines in real income less transfers in each quarter 
for 1948–2011. Only 13 quarters have no states experi­
encing declines. But 150 quarters have between one 
and nine states experiencing declines, and 50 quarters 

6. The quarterly state-level estimates are published in current dollars, and 
the real estimates are obtained by deflating the current-dollar estimates by 
the published price index for personal consumption expenditures. 

7. The District of Columbia is counted as if it were a state in the state-level 
estimates for our analytical purposes. 
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have between 10 and 19 states experiencing declines. 
Only 3 quarters have 50 to 51 states. Over all the quar­
ters, an average of 13.4 states experienced declines. Us­
ing NBER’s determinations of the cyclical peaks and 
troughs, an average of 9.4 states experienced declines 
in quarters that do not contain recessions, and an aver­
age of 33.4 states experienced declines in quarters that 
do contain recessions. 

The number of industries experiencing declines in 
real value added can be seen as a similar pressure indi­
cator. 

Annual estimates of real value added by industry are 
published by BEA for 1947 forward. A review, which 
include all the 65 two-digit North American Industry 
Classification System industries that make up the U.S. 
economy, indicates that the number of industries in 
decline tends to increase in advance of the beginnings 
of recessions. Annual estimates, however, are of limited 
predictive value, and the number of industries in de­
cline tends to be highly volatile, with some local peaks 
at times that do not immediately precede recessions. 
Quarterly industry value-added estimates are available 
at the level of detail of 21 industries for 2007 forward. 
While the quarterly series might prove a useful pres­
sure measure, the timeliness of these estimates may not 
allow that. 

Both measures face a similar problem: some states 
and industries are much larger components of the U.S. 
economy than others. Also, the specific states or indus­
tries that are declining change from quarter to quarter. 
Weighted numbers would likely be superior to simple 
counts. Measures of trend weights or shares would 
have to be developed to enable such weighted counts. 

Conclusion 
In this article, we discussed how BEA data can be used 
to generate new indicators that might shed additional 
light on critical business cycle dynamics, with an eye 
toward better anticipating major economic disloca­
tions. While no single indicator is likely to able to pre­
dict recessions, well-constructed sets of indicators 
could provide early warning signals, shedding light on 
emerging risks in important asset classes, important 
sectors, and geographic regions. Drawing together fi­
nancial and real statistics into a cohesive whole pro­
vides a more complete picture of potential weakness in 
the economy. 

References 
Bertaut, Carol C., Steven B. Kamin, and Charles P. 
Thomas. 2009. “How Long Can the Unsustainable U.S. 
Current-Account Deficit be Sustained?” International 
Monetary Fund (IMF) Staff Paper 56, no. 3. Washing­
ton, DC: IMF, 596–632. 



 

 

 
 

 

  
 

 
  

 

 
 

 
  

 

 

 

 
 

  
  

  

 

 

   

 

9 May  2015 SUR VEY OF CURRENT BUSINESS 

Case, Karl E., John M. Quigley, and Robert Shiller. 
2012. “Wealth Effects Revisited 1975–2012.” Cowles 
Foundation Discussion Paper 1884. New Haven, CT: 
Yale University, December. 

de Leeuw, Frank, Thomas M. Holloway, Darwin G. 
Johnson, David S. McClain, and Charles A. Waite. 
1980. “The High-Employment Budget: New Estimates, 
1955–80.” SURVEY OF  CURRENT  BUSINESS 60 (November): 
13–43. 

Dynan, Karen. 2012. “Is a Household Debt Over­
hang Holding Back Consumption?” Brookings Papers 
on Economic Activity. Washington, DC: Brookings In­
stitution, Spring. 

Ferrero, Andrea. 2012. “House Price Booms, Cur­
rent-Account Deficits, and Low Interest Rates.” Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York Staff Report no. 541. 

Hall, Robert E. 2010. “Why Does the Economy Fall 
to Pieces After a Financial Crisis?” Journal of Economic 
Perspectives 24, no. 4 (Fall): 3–20. 

International Monetary Fund (IMF) Staff and the 
Financial Stability Board Secretariat. 2011. The Finan­
cial Crisis and Information Gaps. Report to the G–20 
Finance Ministers and Central Bank Governors. Wash­
ington, DC: IMF, October 29. 

Jorda, Oscar, Moritz Schularick, and Alan Taylor. 
2012. “When Credit Bites Back: Leverage, Business Cy­
cles, and Crises.” Federal Reserve Bank of San Fran­
cisco Working Paper 2011–27. 

Kindleberger, Charles. 1978. Manias, Panics, and 
Crashes. Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley and Sons. 

Krugman, Paul R. 2007. “Will There Be a Dollar 
Crisis?” Economic Policy 22, no. 7, 435–467. 

Landefeld, J. Steven, Brent R. Moulton, Joel D. Platt, 
and Shaunda M. Villones. 2010. “GDP and Beyond: 
Measuring Economic Progress and Sustainability.” 
SURVEY OF CURRENT BUSINESS 90 (April): 12–25. 

Mitchell, Wesley C. 1923. “Business Cycles and Un­
employment.” In National Bureau of Economic Re­
search, 1923, 5–18. Reprinted as “Business Cycles” in 
Readings in Business Cycle Theory. American Economic 
Association. Homewood, IL: Richard D. Irwin, Inc, 
1951, 43–60. 

Obstfeld, Maurice, and Kenneth Rogoff. 2007. “The 
Unsustainable U.S. Current-Account Position Revis­
ited.” In G7 Current Account Imbalances: Sustainability 
and Adjustment, edited by Richard Clarida, 339–370. 
Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press. 

Reinhart, Carmen M., and Kenneth S. Rogoff. 
2009a. “The Aftermath of Financial Crises.” American 
Economic Review 99, no. 2 (May): 466–472. 

Reinhart, Carmen M., and Kenneth S. Rogoff. 2008. 
“Banking Crises: An Equal Opportunity Menace.” Na­
tional Bureau of Economic Research (NBER) Working 
Paper 14587. Cambridge, MA: NBER, December. 

Reinhart, Carmen M., and Kenneth S. Rogoff. 
2009b. This Time is Different: Eight Centuries of Finan­
cial Folly. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press. 

U.S. Office of Financial Research. 2012. 2012 Annual 
Report. Washington, DC: U.S. Office of Financial Re­
search. 


	BEA Statistics and New Indicators of EconomicCondition
	Anticipating Shocks: The Housing Market
	Anticipating Shocks: An Aggregate
Economic Approach
	Predicting Contagion
	Cross-border activity
	Regional and industry activity

	Conclusion
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




