THE EFFECT TO THE ECONOMIC GROWTH

THE LABOR MIGRATION
S THE STOCK OF THE HUMAN CAPITAL
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Table 1.Economic growth and human capital

The quality of human The stock of human capital
capital
Trade Distribution of Population
Income growth
explanatory
variable (al)(a2) (bl)(b2) 9 (d1)(d2)(d3)
All 14 countries BRICs 12 countries(1) All 14 countries |All 14
countries
R square 0.587835 0.963357 [0.735515 0.594568 0.42383
Constant 1.064469 13.92031 2.25081 12.00544 -6.24337
term
Partial (al)-1.3124 ** _2.02694* f(b1l) 0.05999%* " N(c1)-0.1448** (d1) 0.22509
regression (d2) -0.65372
coefficient (a2) 0.001289 0.04177 || (b2) 0.114036** (d3) -0.06969
R square 0.484794 0.890072 || 0.669394 557711 0.175901
(Adjustment)

\
Data: World Bank,2001-2010. * and ** represent P value under 0.05 and 0.01 respectively.
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Value Added:
ZIVETO MBI 220548 Tk

E| [ COHIE AT, Borjas(2003)iXZ o Hitik /5 1% .
fﬂ%@%‘a‘éﬁ M2 HEAR L 7o D& U THEH,

DRFEKIEEZZE L., [E

OO E 2 B AL D,

Sy
AL

—SBROZITANIVGHEN EES, i, & FEA

73

ETChHoTo,

RFHRET 5,

ONT X R[E

7’/7i’£ﬂ£®#’3 507)>

V(A - ) IS E T2,

PREBA T2 T A5,

E PRIk DS EE L E LT RS

EA3ODATEL X




MODEL & METHOD 2

Model Qualification

Chiswick(1999)Dthe human capital migration model Z3&
RSH ., B EROIGS AL,

- Y —FT VEEY AL, S HEUD
LnY; = Bx; xp; -+ (1)

LnY; - BROMFEERBEFSL (T ANE) TOEEKE

X .. fHAEOETOH#EHERE (unemployment rate and participate

rate in the labor market), #Z & %% (education year) . RkZERHR
(the work experience more than five years as the percentage to.a
whole workers in the certain skill level).
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Table2: Return rate by the immigration between the high and low skilled workers (%)

Corridors in Asia The rate of The rate of

(from to) high-skilled migrants low-skilled migrants

Bangladesh- India 51 82
: Average income -6

llsrs 47 ~hurl AL — 45%

Pakistan-India 36 95

Philippines-USA 55 94

Afghanistan- Iran 8 58

India- USA 51 66

China-USA 52 85

*Considering the large wage gap in India, we focus on 20% group of the poorest in the income groups.
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Model Qualification

INAx 2R TILRA TERD ST m R OB AT 27200 DET L,
Y! =n, + n; Wage;; + nyUnemploy;+ns Inf;, +ep ... (2)

Y ... &fEEE KA (the number of labor immigrant with tertiary
education attainment :the rate of all workers )
Wage... &4 Al (the wage rate (expressed as an hourly increment of
pay)
Unemployment... X3 (Unemployment rate of tertiary education tin
the sending country)
Inf... 4> 712 (Inflation rate in the sending county)
e... fREELIHE
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Model Qualification

ANBIERDO—2LL TRRAZEEZIIRD ANTET L,
Y' =n, + ny Attaing, + n,Work;, + nsMigl;; + nyMigh;.+n< Expo

+e ... (3)
Y ... Growth rate of GDP
Attain... B5EHE ERNR (Attain rate of tertiary education :to all population)
Work ... 5582 ik (Participation rate in labor market)
Migl ... {KEREFE OB E A » 7 (Immigration stock rate of unskilled

workers ;balanced emigrant from immigrant stock)
Migh... 5 DB R A b~ 7 (Immigration stock rate of skilled
workers ;balanced emigrant from immigrant stock)

Expo... TiiGHEKE AV (Rate of Export manufactured products)



RESULT & ANALYSIS 1

Table 3.Regression Results in the comparison with movement of high-skilled workers and
economic condition

Partial regression All countries Low income Lower middle Upper middle
coefficient countries income countries income countries

(a) Wage rate 0.00317* 0.01045%* 0.00151 -0.2525%
(b) Unemployment rate -0.06755 -0.09101 -0.0149%* 0.06176
(c) Inflation rate 0.04237* 0.03960* 0.02913* 0.02342*

0.345612 0.583731 0.367786 0.488601
1.005877 0.83375 0.62403 1.70416

R square 0.22663 0.44497 0.18715 0.27720
(Adjustment)
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RESULT & ANALYSIS 2

Table 4.Regression Results in the comparison with economic growth and human capital

Partial regression coefficient All Low income Lower middle Upper middle
countries countries Income countries income
countries

(a)Attain rate of tertiary education 0.00348 0.00208 0.00752 0.00883
(b) Participation rate in labor market -0.01441%%* 0.0089 0.07435 -0.08047
(c) Immigration rate of unskilled workers 0.04783* 0.03335* 0.00980 0.0610

(d) Immigration rate of skilled workers 0.00372 0.00656 0.06349 0.06656

(e) Rate of Export manufacturing 0.04275%* 0.0194** 0.02633** 0.05814*

R

square 0.70452 0.76033 0.56057 0.52655
Constant t

SESEEEEE _0.22369 -0.8036 -2.14364 LR

Adjustment
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