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II. ANNEXE 

1. STATISTICAL ANNEX 

Table 1 ð Main agricultural indicators and farming productivity in Italy 

Indicator 
Geographical  

area 
Average 
(81-83) 

Average 
(90-92) 

Average 
(00-02) 

UAA: Utilized Agricultural 
Area (.000 ha) 

North 5.466.537,3 5.206.319,5 4.858.125,8 

Centre 3.409.180,3 3.228.130,4 2.881.943,7 

South 6.966.785,9 6.611.448,8 5.472.582,6 

Italy  15.842.503,5 15.045.898,7 13.212.652,1 

AWU: Agricultural Working 
Unit (.000) 

North 985,6 761,4 501,0 

Centre 541,6 320,5 206,7 

South 1.172,1 900,6 630,0 

Italy  2.699,3 1.982,5 1.337,7 

Land Productivity (AAV/UAA) 
- euro 1995 

North 2.112,7 2.297,3 2.937,3 

Centre 1.498,9 1.451,3 1.691,2 

South 1.431,6 1.514,3 1.915,4 

Italy  1.681,1 1.771,7 2.242,2 

Labour Productivity 
(AAV/AWU) - euro 1995 

North 11.718,3 15.709,1 28.480,7 

Centre 9.435,2 14.615,8 23.583,3 

South 8.508,8 11.117,1 16.637,7 

Italy  9.866,5 13.446,3 22.146,4 

UAA: Utilized Agricultural 
Area (.000 ha) 

Objective Competitivenes *  11.190.078,9 10.667.505,6 9.515.606,9 

Objective Convergence * 4.652.424,6 4.378.393,1 3.697.045,3 

AWU: Agricultural Working 
Unit (.000) 

Objective Competitivenes *  1.700,0 1.209,9 792,7 

Objective Convergence * 999,3 772,6 545,1 

Land Productivity (AAV/UAA) 
- euro 1995 

Objective Competitivenes *  1.598,3 1.678,5 2.179,9 

Objective Convergence * 1.880,2 1.998,8 2.402,8 

Labour Productivity 
(AAV/AWU) - euro 1995 

Objective Competitivenes *  10.520,9 14.799,4 26.168,2 

Objective Convergence * 8.753,4 11.327,6 16.297,7 

*In the tables the comparison is between the lagging behind regions (belonging to the Convergence Objective of the EU cohesion policy, for this reason 
called Convergence regions: Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Puglia, Sicily, Sardinia) and all the other Italian regions (belonging to the Competitiveness 
Objective of the cohesion policy: Abruzzi, Molise, Lazio, Umbria, Marche, Tuscany, Emilia-Romagna, Liguria, Lombardy, Piedmont, Val dõAosta, Trento, 
Bolzano, Veneto, Friuli-Venezia Giulia). 

 

Table 2 ð Share of agriculture and food industry in Italian economy 

 
Average 

1981-82-83 
Average 

1990-91-92 
Average 

2000-01-02 

Agricultural Added Value / Total Added Value (%)  5,6% 3,6% 2,8% 

Food Industry Added Value /  Total Added Value (%) 2,7% 2,5% 2,1% 

Agricultural and Food Industry Added Value / Total Added 
Value (%) 8,3% 6,1% 4,9% 

Source: Istat- Regional Economic Accounts 

*In the tables the comparison is between the lagging behind regions (belonging to the Convergence Objective of the EU cohesion policy, for this reason 
called Convergence regions: Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Puglia, Sicily, Sardinia) and all the other Italian regions (belonging to the Competitiveness 
Objective of the cohesion policy: Abruzzi, Molise, Lazio, Umbria, Marche, Tuscany, Emilia-Romagna, Liguria, Lombardy, Piedmont, Val dõAosta, Trento, 
Bolzano, Veneto, Friuli-Venezia Giulia). 
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Table 3 -  Share of added value of agricultural and agro-industry on the total added value by geographic area in Italy (current 
prices average 2000-2002, millions û) 

 
Agricultural 
Added Value 

Agricultural 
Added Value / 
Total Added 
Value (%) 

Food industry 
Added value 

Food Industry 
Added Value /  

Total Added Value 
(%) 

Agricultural and 
Food Industry 
Added Value / 
Total Added 
Value (%) 

North 14.195,56 2,4% 13.856,64 2,3% 4,7% 

Centre 5.191,30 2,1% 4.068,79 1,6% 3,7% 

South 11.033,43 4,5% 5.354,83 2,2% 6,7% 

Italy 30.420,29 2,8% 23.277,33 2,1% 4,9% 

Objective 
Competitiveness * 21.068,31 2,4% 18.795,86 2,1% 4,6% 

Objective 
Convergence * 9.351,98 4,5% 4.484,40 2,1% 6,6% 

Source : Istat- Regional Economic Accounts 
*In the tables the comparison is between the lagging behind regions (belonging to the Convergence Objective of the EU cohesion policy, for this reason 
called Convergence regions: Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Puglia, Sicily, Sardinia) and all the other Italian regions (belonging to the Competitiveness 
Objective of the cohesion policy: Abruzzi, Molise, Lazio, Umbria, Marche, Tuscany, Emilia-Romagna, Liguria, Lombardy, Piedmont, Val dõAosta, Trento, 
Bolzano, Veneto, Friuli-Venezia Giulia). 

 

Table 4 ð Trade balance of agro-food system and the Italian economy ð values in 000 û at current prices 

Agriculture 
Average  
1990-92 

Average  
2000-02 

Average 
2003-04 

Trade balance(Exports-Imports)  -4.342.738 -5.048.913 -5.312.487 

Normalised  balance ((E-I)/(E+I))  -0,50 -0,38 -0,40 

Rate of trade coverage (E/I) 0,34 0,45 0,43 

Export orientation (Exports/Production)  9% 14% 13% 

Import orientation (I/(P+I -E)))  23% 26% 25% 

Food industry    

Trade balance(Exports-Imports)  -4.452.460 -2.722.750 -2.559.942 

Normalised  balance ((E-I)/(E+I))  -0,29 -0,09 -0,08 

Rate of trade coverage (E/I)  0,56 0,84 0,85 

Export orientation (Exports/Production)  33% 59% 56% 

Import orientation (I/(P+I -E)))  47% 64% 60% 

Agro-food balance  

Trade balance(Exports-Imports)  -8.795.198 -7.771.664 -8.068.555 

Normalised  balance ((E-I)/(E+I))  -0,36 -0,18 -0,17 

Rate of trade coverage (E/I) 0,47 0,70 0,71 

Export orientation (Exports/Production)  19% 34% 33% 

Import orientation (I/(P+I -E)))  33% 42% 41% 

Italian economy    

Trade balance(Exports-Imports)  -7.380.976 6.260.966 52.316 

Normalised  balance ((E-I)/(E+I))  -0,03 0,01 0,00 

Rate of trade coverage (E/I) 0,94 1,02 1,00 

Export orientation (Exports/Production)  16% 24% 22% 

Import orientation (I/(P+I -E)))  16% 23% 22% 
Source: ISTAT, Regional Economic Accounts and INEA Il Commercio con l'Estero dei prodotti agro-alimentari - Rapporto 2004. Indicators at current 
prices. 
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Table 5 ð Agricultural,  food industry and non agricultural sectorsõ employment in Italy 

 1995 2002 

 
Agricultural 
employment 

Food 
industry 

employment 

Non 
agricultural 
employment 

Agricultural 
employmen

t 
Food industry 
employment 

Non 
agricultural 
employment 

North  439,40 278,00 10.792,30 370,40 279,30 11.882,70 

Centre 193,80 86,80 4.810,70 175,50 89,40 5.334,80 

South 694,20 126,40 5.054,30 567,20 135,00 5.668,40 

Italy 1.327,40 491,20 20.665,10 1.113,10 503,70 22.895,60 

Objective 
Competitiveness * 734,20 385,00 16.326,00 621,60 391,70 18.032,70 

Objective 
Convergence * 593,20 106,20 4.331,30 491,50 112,00 4.853,20 
Source : Istat- Regional Economic Accounts 

*In the tables the comparison is between the lagging behind regions (belonging to the Convergence Objective of the EU cohesion policy, for this reason 
called Convergence regions: Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Puglia, Sicily, Sardinia) and all the other Italian regions (belonging to the Competitiveness 
Objective of the cohesion policy: Abruzzi, Molise, Lazio, Umbria, Marche, Tuscany, Emilia-Romagna, Liguria, Lombardy, Piedmont, Val dõAosta, Trento, 
Bolzano, Veneto, Friuli-Venezia Giulia). 

 

Table 6 ð Gross fixed agricultural capital investments in Italy 

Gross fixed agricultural capital 
investments/Gross fixed total capital 
investments in the economy (share 

%) 

average (81-83) average (90-92) average (00-02) 

North  23% 26% 39% 

Centre 23% 29% 30% 

South 27% 28% 28% 

Italy 25% 27% 34% 

Objective Competitiveness * 26% 29% 37% 

Objective Convergence * 22% 25% 26% 

    

Rate of change (1995 =100) average (81-83) average (90-92) average (00-02) 

North  89,6 82,2 126,2 

Centre 112,6 110,6 108,3 

South 140,1 117,3 113,7 

Italy 109,6 98,2 119,2 

Objective Competitiveness * 102,5 91,3 119,7 

Objective Convergence * 131,6 119,8 117,5 
Source : Istat- Regional Economic Accounts 
*In the tables the comparison is between the lagging behind regions (belonging to the Convergence Objective of the EU cohesion policy, for this reason 
called Convergence regions: Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Puglia, Sicily, Sardinia) and all the other Italian regions (belonging to the Competitiveness 
Objective of the cohesion policy: Abruzzi, Molise, Lazio, Umbria, Marche, Tuscany, Emilia-Romagna, Liguria, Lombardy, Piedmont, Val dõAosta, Trento, 
Bolzano, Veneto, Friuli-Venezia Giulia). 
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Table 7 ð Gross Domestic Production of Agriculture (GDPA) and internal composition 

 Type of production Average 80-82 Average 90-92 Average 00-02 

North 

Livestock 43% 44% 45% 

Field crops 41% 37% 35% 

Tree crops 12% 15% 16% 

Connected Services 3% 4% 4% 

Total  100% 100% 100% 

Center 

Livestock 31% 26% 27% 

Field crops 49% 50% 42% 

Tree crops 16% 19% 25% 

Connected Services 4% 6% 6% 

Total  100% 100% 100% 

South 

Livestock 19% 18% 20% 

Field crops 42% 43% 40% 

Tree crops 34% 33% 34% 

Connected Services 5% 5% 6% 

Total  100% 100% 100% 

Italy 

Livestock 33% 32% 33% 

Field crops 43% 41% 38% 

Tree crops 20% 22% 24% 

Connected Services 4% 5% 5% 

Total  100% 100% 100% 

Objective 
Competitiveness * 

Livestock 40% 39% 40% 

Field crops 43% 41% 37% 

Tree crops 13% 16% 18% 

Connected Services 4% 4% 5% 

Total  100% 100% 100% 

Objective 
Convergence * 

Livestock 15% 14% 15% 

Field crops 42% 44% 40% 

Tree crops 38% 37% 39% 

Connected Services 5% 5% 6% 

Total  100% 100% 100% 
Source : Istat 

*In the tables the comparison is between the lagging behind regions (belonging to the Convergence Objective of the EU cohesion policy, for this reason 
called Convergence regions: Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Puglia, Sicily, Sardinia) and all the other Italian regions (belonging to the Competitiveness 
Objective of the cohesion policy: Abruzzi, Molise, Lazio, Umbria, Marche, Tuscany, Emilia-Romagna, Liguria, Lombardy, Piedmont, Val dõAosta, Trento, 
Bolzano, Veneto, Friuli-Venezia Giulia). 

Table 8 ð Main characteristics of the Italian agriculture by geographical area 

 
Italy North Centre South 

Convergence
* 

Farm holding (n.) 2.594.825 641.882 561.087 1.391.856 1.163.272 

% of total  24,7 21,6 53,6 44,8 
Utilised Agricultural Area (hectares, .000) 13.206,3 4.865,9 2.888,9 5.451,6 3.677,7 

% of total  36,8 21,9 41,3 27,8 
Utilised Agricultural Area per farm 

holding (hectares) 5,1 7,6 5,1 3,9 3,1 
 

Utilised Agricultural Area per working 
unit 10,1 9,9 14,2 8,8 6,9 

 
Irrigated area/ Utilised Agricultural Area 

(%) 19,7 34,8 7,4 12,7 15,6 
 

Plain area/ Utilised Agricultural Area (%) 31,9 56,2 7,7 23,1 26,9 
 

Farm holdings with livestock (n.) 675.835 258.603 221.090 196.142 133.896 
% of total  40,3 39,4 14,1 11,5 

Fonte: Istat, 2000 

*In the tables the comparison is between the lagging behind regions (belonging to the Convergence Objective of the EU cohesion policy, for this reason 
called Convergence regions: Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Puglia, Sicily, Sardinia) and all the other Italian regions (belonging to the Competitiveness 
Objective of the cohesion policy: Abruzzi, Molise, Lazio, Umbria, Marche, Tuscany, Emilia-Romagna, Liguria, Lombardy, Piedmont, Val dõAosta, Trento, 
Bolzano, Veneto, Friuli-Venezia Giulia).  
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Table 9 - Weight of single area/total: Italy 

 

 

Table 10 ð Socio-economic characteristics 

 

 

Table 11 ð Characteristics  of Agro-food sector 
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Table 12 ð Other sectors/services 
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3. LIST OF ACRONYMS 

AWU: Agricultural Work Unit 

CAP: Common Agricultural Policy 

CDO: Controlled Designation of Origin 

CGDO: Controlled and Guaranteed Designation of Origin 

CMEF : Common Monitoring and Evaluation Framework 

CMO: Common Market Organisation 

CSF: Community Support Framework 

CSG: Community Strategic Guidelines 

EAFRD : European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development 

EAGF: European Agricultural Guarantee Fund 

EDI : Electronic Data Interchange 

EFF: European Fisheries Fund 

ENPI : European Neighbourhood and Partnership Instrument 

ERDF : European Regional Development Fund 

ESF: European Social Fund 

ESU: Economic Size Unit  

FT : Farm Type 

GAEC: Good Agricultural and Environmental Conditions 

GDP: Gross Domestic Product 

GP: Gross Product at Market Price 

ICT : Information and Communication Technology 

IPA: Instrument of Pre-Accession Assistance 

LAG: Local Action Group within Leader 

LDAF : Less Developed Areas Fund  

LDP : Local Development Plan for Leader Implementation 

LFA: Less Favoured areas 

LRT : Large-scale Retail Trade 

MA : Managing Authority 

NEN : National Evaluation Network for Rural Development 

NMN : National Monitoring Network for Rural Development 

NRN : National Rural Network 

NSF: National Strategy Framework for Cohesion Policy 

NSP: National Strategy Plan 
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NVZ:  Nitrate Vulnerable Zones  

OGM: Genetically Modified Organism  

PDO: Protected Designation of Origin 

PGI: Protected Geographical Indication 

PIGE: Plan for Innovation, Growth and Employment 

PLM : Pollution Level by Macro-determinant (index) 

PO: Producers Organisations 

PPS: Purchasing Power Standard 

QWPSR: Quality Wines P.S.R. 

RDP: Rural Development Programme 

SCI: Site of Community Importance 

SGM: Standard Gross Margins 

SME: Small and Medium Enterprises 

SMR: Statutory Management Requirement 

SPA: Special Protection Area 


