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FIGURE 1.6
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7.0%-7.5% Singapore
6.5%-7.0% Taiwan
6.0%-6.5% South Korea
5.5%-6.0% Hong Kong
5.0%-5.5% Botswana
4.5%-5.0% Thailand
4.0%-4.5% Japan, China, Ireland
3.5%-4.0% Romania, Portugal, Malaysia
3.0%-3.5% Norway, Greece, Spain
2.5%-3.0% United States, France, India, Israel, Brazil, Italy
2.0%—-2.5% United Kingdom, Sweden, Canada, Turkey, Australia
1.5%-2.0% Algeria, Nepal, Zimbabwe, Colombia, Mexico
1.0%-1.5% Philippines, Argentina, Kenya, Ecuador, Jordan
0.5%-1.0% Tanzania, Burkina Faso, Jamaica, Peru:
0.0%-0.5% Benin, Bolivia, Ethiopia, Cameroon
-0.5%-0.0% Venezuela, Senegal, Rwanda, Burundi, Mali
-1.0%—0.5% Nigeria, Chad, Madagascar, Zambia
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Source: Heston, Summers, and Aten (2002).




Growth in output per person
(percent per year)

1948-72 1972-95 | 1995-2000

Canada A 1.8 > 7
France 4.3 1.6
Germany 5.7 2.0

Italy 4.9 2.3

Japan 8.2 2.6

U.K. 2.4 1.8 2.

U.S. 2.2 1.5 ) .9




Real wage (1800s = 100)
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Figure 3.1 English laborers’ real wages, 1209-1809.

Table 3.1 Expenditure Shares of

Laborers before 1800

Category of
expenditure

Share (%)

Food and drink
Grains and starches
Dairy
Mear
Drink
Sugar and honey
Salt and pepper

Clothing and bedding

Heating

Light and soap
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*Bourguignon and Morrison (2002).
FMathematical Note: The mean logarith-
mic deviation is defined as
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FiGURE 3.1

GDP and Capital per Worker, 2000
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FIGURE 2.3
Relationship Between Latitude and Income per Capita !
GDP per capita, 2000 (ratio scale)
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Relationship Between Income per Capitaan

d Population Growth

Population growth rate, 1960-2000 (% per year)
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FiGURE 3.3

Capital's Share of Income In a Cross-S éction of Countries
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