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Actual GDP per worker relative to the United States
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Convergence
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TaBLE 6.1

Changes in the Level of Education, 1960-2000

Pettenhgeofﬂwemmpopuhﬁonnﬁm

Average Complete  Complete ~ Complete
Years of No Primary  Secondary Higher

Schooling Schooling  Education Education  Education
Developing 1960 205 64.1 171 25 04
Countries 2000 5.13 344 43.0 14.8 3.0
Advanced 1960 7.06 6.1 729 20.2 3.0
Countries 2000 9.76 3.7 84.6 447 13.0
United States 1960 8.49 2.0 784 31.0 70
2000 12.05 0.8 949 68.1 245

Source: Barro and Lee (2000). Data are for population aged 15 and over.

FIGURE 6.6

Effect of Education on Wages

Wage relative to no schooling (ratio scale)

4

1
i
1
1
I
i
1
]
|
1
l
1
1
T
i
I

-

Bode o e

W
o+
~

P I I T R

9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Years of schooling

e = ==




FIGURE 6.11
Average Years of Schooling Versus GDP per Capita
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FiGURE 6.12
Predicted Versus Aciual Income Relative to the United States

Actual income relative to the Unite& States
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