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Figure 1-3.

Age effects in consumption inequality and education, Thailand

Individual-level data, hh head's age in the range from 19 to 69.
Use 10 rounds from 1986 to 2004, age and cohorts in 2-year intv.
Pooled regression with COHORT fe. and AGE fe.

Other controls: demographic variable (hhsize).

NOB: 76,900 for the more educated; 114,943 for the less educated.

Linear age effects?
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Figure 2-2.
All Pakistan Age effects in consumption inequality and education, Pakistan

0.4 Vertical axis: Coefl. on AGE fle. (Age=20 as reference)

Source: Estimated from Pakistan's PIHS/PSLM data, weighted regression
Individual-level data, hh head's age in the range from 20 to 70.

Using 4 rounds from 1998/99 to 2005/06, age and cohort f.e. in 2-year intv].
Pooled regression with COHORT fle. and AGE f.e.

Other controls: demographic variable (hhsize).

MNOB: 29,628 for the more educated hhs, 26,610 for the less educated hhs.
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All India

Household head with higher education

Figure 3-2.
Age effects in consumption inequality and education, India

Dashed lines show 95% confidence interval.

Horizontal axis=age of the houschold head.

Vertical axis: Coeft. on AGE fe. (Age=18 as reference).

Source: Estimated from India's NSS data, weighted regression
Individual-level data. hh head's age in the range from 18 to 70.

Use 4 rounds from 1983 to 2000, age in 2-year mtvl. Cohorts 1n S-vear intvl,
Pooled regression with COHORT fe. and AGE fe.

NOB: 199477 for the more educated, and 238,128 for the less educated hhs.

Linear age effects?
More sducated Less educated
12.54 #rk B.96 ok
Slope under the linear specification
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? Modeling- and simulation-
based investigation to distinguishing competing”
models.



3) Lo 7-1é.k JAC |gulturéﬂﬁvrbwth aﬂeh
Rural Instltutlonsll\/larkets |n South A5|a

o o =
'u-ri-




Bl HREOLHEEMRY ADER

3. 4K XA TS T oA

\m 20/100T
86/L661
ht Fe/Eaa1
W ™~ 06/6861
T_
0 W 98/5861
—_ = 8 w. T8/1861
o o % € st B
— b | ; ¥
= & &
2 P ™ .__.,
@) 1 ouegst N
e 3
a 44 99/5961 4
N L) o
c oy oosr
8S/LS6T
© - t
+— = e
FS/ESEI
S W 1743 W
=
> % 05/6¥61 3
N—r S H ariskal ..,\.
— ~~ e WL
d h R
o e SE/LEGT
o i }
™ PE/EEGT
n/__ Hw OE/GTOT g
i
1_ =y suszsl o
- e
o ﬁw Py Wit <
o)) X <
_ % |
% 4 FLETET
(Q\ %
Y V 01/6061
H A A 90/5061
ul S~ 0/1061
3 3 8 = = 3 g
= = = = = = 1=
(EVIN) LT QBRI
70/100T
L6/966 T0/1002
86/L661
76/166 !
PE/E66T
L8/986 - 066861
wise N 985861
e 8/1861
LLIOLE  Hi .
= SL/LLET M
wiLe
- % PUELET
[
L9996 g 3 oLesst T
VI ) 3
29/196 11 m 095961
e - 1
16/9¢6 | 19/1961
e 85/L561
e % rS/Es61
Lk/9r6 % Tk
i ive m 9b/SH61
ogg N el %
LE/OES X =
ik w SE/LE6T
cize ﬁ PE/EEET
LTOT6 o) veesl g
K ey B
CUITE N 9Z/5T61 Al
»n o 5
L1/916 H 3 it -
i 3 ST/LT6T +
cille =
< |3 PUETET
L0/906 x/. w 01/6061
wios & 90/5061
= Z g 2 = 2 < L0/1061
_ ) S g % & g 7 z
[§254C £ 20012 X3 09/6¢61] (EVIN) #1I = = = P g = =

(EVIN) LT40F ¥



() = 1965-94

Map 2 4a: srw/ B0 ;
RRBMIC S0 SEA Map Z.4b: srw# /) ED

i R, kLK SRS 5 B 1

1‘_/_‘.
! ., EHEHE
Ty

Last srw
Trend in srw | | no13s80- 0237081
B 0012214 - -0.010000 [ 0237082 - 0 497302
B o.497303 - 0.673721

[ -0.009599 - -0.000001
[ | 0.000000 - 0.010000
I c 010001 - 0.020000
I © 20001 - 0.030000

B 0573722 - 0 848960
I 0 248961 - 0.998200



Map 2.5a: snfg# et m A
(gea)l= S SRR
OEFHE, FLF

Trend in snfg

I 0 015202 - -0.010000
[ -0.0og9es - -0.000001
[T o.0o0000 - 0.010000
I o ciooot - 0017564

T |ofeeE. mems

Map 2.50; snigi fE 1 @il
(gea)l=dish B EBMI

Last snfg

| | oo3s153-0.158151
[P 0158152 - 0 259878
B o.259679 - 0.356867
I o 356668 - D 483741
Il o.485742 - 0 843888



() C )

0.35

N~ T
YN AL\ e
/\l\f/ " j/ \\’—\M
\v/ Ly TR

R e v S e B e e S e S e I o S = I e T . i e R o T e B e o T e e S R e B e S e oo T e e S ol e I e B o G o R e S, o S o

=1-CGR3)

DIV1 (

—— fvorage of Gujranwala and Lyallpur —— Average of Farm—Level Diversification e——iteztcrn British Punjab Total

. rainfall, irrigation, road density, # of
markets, chemical fertilizer availability, wage level, HYV variety, etc. 25



