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 Both the developed and developing countries are experiencing substantial changes in their age 
structures with potentially important implications for economic growth.  The timing of the changes varies, 
but essentially every country in the world has experienced or will experience a substantial rise in the share 
of their population concentrated in the working ages.  On its face, this development has a direct, 
favourable effect on per capita income.  Given fixed output per worker, labour force participation rates, 
and unemployment rates, a rise in the share of the working-age population will lead, as a matter of simple 
algebra, to an increase in output per capita – the first demographic dividend. 
 
 The first demographic dividend typically lasts for decades, but it is inherently transitory in nature.  As 
population ageing begins to dominate demographic trends, the share of the population in the working ages 
will decline. The first dividend will turn negative as population growth outstrips growth in the labour 
force.  Eventually, the share of the population in the working ages may be no greater than before the 
dividend period began.  

 
 The same demographic forces that produce an end to the first dividend, however, may lead to a 
second demographic dividend (Mason and Lee, forthcoming).  A key economic challenge for ageing 
populations is to provide for old-age consumption for older persons who typically have substantially 
reduced labour income.  Some societies are trying to meet this challenge by relying on transfer systems – 
either public programmes or familial support systems.  Other societies are responding by increasing their 
saving rates and accumulating greater physical wealth or capital.  It is in this latter response that prospects 
for more rapid economic growth are enhanced.1  Moreover, the second dividend is not transitory in 
nature.  Population ageing may produce a “permanent” increase in capital and thus on per capita income 
(Lee, Mason and Miller, 2001, 2003). 

 
 The renewed interest in the macroeconomic consequences of population change can be traced to new 
evidence that comes in two forms.  First, a series of empirical studies based on aggregate level panel data 
conclude that demographic factors have a strong, statistically significant effect on aggregate saving rates 
(Bloom, Canning and Graham, 2003; Schmidt and Kelley, 1996; Kinugasa, 2004; Williamson and 
Higgins, 2001) and on economic growth (Bloom and Canning, 2001; Bloom and Williamson, 1998; 
Kelley and Schmidt, 1995).  In contrast, earlier studies based on shorter time series found little statistical 
support for strong demographic effects (Kelley, 1988).  Second, detailed case studies of the miracle 
economies of Eastern and South-Eastern Asia provide compelling and consistent evidence that the 
demographic dividend was an important contributor to that region’s economic success (Bloom and 
Williamson, 1998; Mason, 2001b; Mason, Merrick and Shaw, 1999).  Bloom and Williamson (1998) use 
econometric analysis to conclude that about one-third of Eastern and South-Eastern Asia’s increase in per 
capita income was due to the demographic dividend.  Mason (2001a) uses growth accounting methods to 
estimate that the dividend accounted for about one-fourth of the region’s economic growth.  
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 Although age structure variables have predictive power and can “explain” (in the statistical sense) a 
significant portion of economic growth, the relationship between demographic variables and the economy 
is not deterministic. Rather, the economic outcome from demographic change is policy dependent. The 
experience of the Asian Tigers provides very clear evidence in support of this view.  A successful export-
oriented growth strategy produced more than enough jobs to absorb the rapidly growing workforce.  A 
stable macroeconomic environment – until the financial crisis of the late 1990s struck – was attractive to 
investment.  Large-scale pay-as-you-go pension programmes that undermine saving and work incentives 
were avoided. These and other policies worked in concert with demographic change to produce high rates 
of saving and investment, rapid growth in employment, and spectacular economic growth.  In the absence 
of complementary economic policies, the demographic dividend cannot be counted on to produce 
favourable economic results.  

 
 This paper presents a formal approach to quantifying the two demographic dividends drawing on a 
recent paper by Mason and Lee (forthcoming).  Estimates of the first and second demographic dividend 
are constructed for all countries of the world for which the United Nations World Population Prospects 
(2005) provides estimates and projections.  Country estimates are aggregated into appropriate country 
groups and used to compare the experience of the developed and the developing world and to contrast 
important variations within the developing world.2 
  

A.  THE DEMOGRAPHIC DIVIDENDS 
  

 The first demographic dividend arises and dissipates as changes in age structure interact with the life 
cycle of production and consumption.  Children and the elderly produce much less than they consume, 
whereas adults of working age, on average, produce much more than they consume. Countries with heavy 
concentrations of populations in the working ages have an inherent advantage to produce high levels of 
per capita income.  Child and old-age dependency ratios are often used to capture the key features of the 
economic life cycle, but more detailed and precise estimates are becoming available.  Estimated age 
profiles of production and consumption for the United States in 2000 are shown in the upper panel of 
figure 1.  The values are broadly consistent with general characterizations of the economic life cycle, but 
certain features of the United States profiles are striking.  First, the ages of dependency are not very close 
to those often used to delineate the dependent ages (under 15 and 65 or older).  In 2000, United States 
residents under the age of 24 and over the age of 57 were economically dependant in the sense that they 
consumed more than they produced. Estimates for Taiwan Province of China, for example, are quite 
similar – residents under the age of 22 and over the age of 56 consumed more than they produced in 1998 
(Mason and others, 2005).  Second, the estimates in figure 1 imply a gradation of dependency.  Those 
who are 25 or those who are 60 are economically dependant, but to a smaller degree than those who are 
18 or those who are 75.3  

  
 The manner in which the economic life cycle interacts with the age distribution is illustrated in the 
lower panels of figure 1, which display the age distributions of the United States and of Mexico in 1950, 
2000, and 2050.  These two countries, although neighbours, have very different demographic histories.  
Changes in the age distribution of the United States are dominated by the baby boom of 1946 to 1964 and 
its echoes. Changes in the age distribution of Mexico are dominated by fertility decline.  Both are 
influenced by steady improvements in life expectancy.  Although differences are important, both 
countries experienced a significant decline in the share of their populations under the age of 15, and a 
significant rise in the share of the population in the productive ages between 1950 and 2000 – giving rise 
to their first demographic dividends.  Both countries show a clear shift in their population age distribution 
from the productive ages to older ages between 1950 and 2000.  As this change proceeds, the advantage 
derived from having a population concentrated in the productive ages will dissipate as that concentration 
disappears.  
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 Figure 1. Age distribution of production and consumption in the United States in 2000, and age distribution 
of population in the United States and Mexico in 1950, 2000, and 2050 

 

A. Age profiles of production and consumption, United States, 2000
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B. Age distribution of United States population, 1950, 2000 and 2050
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C. Age distribution of Mexico population, 1950, 2000 and 2050
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          Source: Panel A: author’s calculations; Panels B and C: United Nations (2005). 
             NOTE: Values in panel A are relative to average level of production at ages 30-59. See text. 
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 The second demographic dividend arises to the extent that consumers and policymakers are forward-
looking and respond effectively to the demographic changes that are foreseen.  With a rise in the share of 
the elderly population on the horizon, consumption in the future can be maintained only through the 
accumulation of wealth in some form.  One possibility is that individuals and/or firms and governments 
acting on behalf of consumers accumulate capital.  If invested in the domestic economy, the result will be 
capital deepening and more rapid growth in output per worker.  If invested abroad, the result will be an 
improvement in the current account and an increase in national income.  In either case, per capita income 
will grow more rapidly than it would otherwise.  

 
 The first and second dividends are formalized in Mason and Lee (forthcoming).  If the effective 
number of consumers is denoted by N and the effective number of producers by L and 
 

( ) ( ) ( , )

( ) ( ) ( , )
a

a

N t a P a t

L t a P a t

α

γ

=

=

∑

∑
                                                                  (1) 

 
where P(a,t) is the population aged a at time t and α(a) and ( )aγ are age-specific coefficients reflecting 
relative levels of consumption and production, respectively.  Output per effective consumer (Y/N) is given 
by: 
  

( ) ( ) ( ) ,
( ) ( ) ( )

Y t L t Y t
N t N t L t

= ×                                                                     (2) 

 
Equation (2) is readily converted from levels to rates of growth by taking the natural logarithm of 

both sides and taking the derivative with respect to time so that:      
 

( ) ( ) ( ) ( ).ny t L t N t y t= − +& && &                                                              (3) 
 
 Thus, the rate of growth in output per effective consumer ( ny& ) is the sum of the rate of growth of the 
support ratio ( ( ) ( )L t N t−& & ) and the rate of growth of output per worker ( y& ).  The first dividend is then 
defined as the rate of growth of the support ratio.  The second dividend operates through productivity 
growth by inducing the accumulation of wealth and capital-deepening as discussed more extensively 
below.  
 

The first demographic dividend 
 
 The support ratio and the first dividend have been calculated for countries of the world for which the 
United Nations Population Division reports estimates and projections by age and sex in its most recent 
release of World Population Prospects (United Nations, 2005).  The support ratios are calculated using 
the production and consumption weights presented in figure 1. The equivalence values for production 
have been scaled to average one for ages 30-59.  Thus, a value of 0.5 indicates that members of that age 
group are 50 per cent as productive as persons aged 30-59. The equivalence values for consumption have 
been scaled so that the 1950 population of the world has a support ratio of 1.0.  A value of 0.9 indicates 
therefore that the effective number of producers per consumer is 90 percent of the world-wide value for 
1950. 
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Figure 2. Support ratio and first demographic dividend in the United States and Mexico 
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 Source: Author’s calculations. 
 
 

 Before turning to regional comparisons, the experience of Mexico and the United States sets the 
stage.  Figure 2 shows the support ratios for both countries and the first demographic dividend calculated 
as the rate of growth of the support ratio for each of the five-year periods following year t.  

 
 The support ratio for the United States in 1950 exceeded 1.1 effective workers per effective consumer 
as compared with a support ratio in Mexico of less than 0.9.  Thus, the United States had a significant 
advantage in 1950—an advantage that is expected to persist until 2015.  During the 1950s and the 1960s, 
the support ratio was deteriorating in both countries because high fertility and, especially in Mexico, 
declining child mortality were leading to an increase in the number of children. The support ratio began to 
rise, in the United States in 1970 and in Mexico in 1975, as a result of fertility decline.   The United States 
support ratio reached its peak in 2000.  In total, the support ratio and hence output per effective consumer 
increased by 12.7 per cent during the thirty-year period.  The Mexican support ratio is projected to reach 
its peak in 2025.  From 1975 to 2025, output per effective consumer in Mexico will increase by 46.4 per 
cent – a gain substantially larger than experienced in the United States.  

 
 The first dividend measures the relationship between changing age-structure and economic growth.  
When the dividend is positive, the support ratio is increasing and, given productivity gains, it leads to 
more rapid growth in output per effective consumer.  On average, output per effective consumer grew by 
an additional 0.4 percentage points per year between 1970 and 2000 in the United States and by an 
additional 0.76 percentage points per year between 1975 and 2025 in Mexico because of changes in age 
structure.  At its peak, the dividend contributed 0.67 percentage points per year to economic growth in the 
United States (1985-1990) and 1.25 percentage points per year to economic growth in Mexico (1995-
2000).    

 
 The similarities and differences between Mexico and the United States are worth emphasizing:  (i) the 
first demographic dividend became positive at about the same time – in the 1970s – in both countries; (ii) 
the period over which the first dividend was positive was shorter in the United States than it is expected to 
be in Mexico – thirty years in the United States versus fifty years in Mexico; (iii) both the total impact 
and the annual impact of the dividend are and will, expectedly, be substantially higher in Mexico than in 
the United States; and, (iv) Mexico gained relative to the United States because it began with a relative 
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disadvantage. The projections for Mexico anticipate that it will eventually catch the United States by 
achieving a support ratio of 1.14 in 2025 as compared with the maximum United States support ratio of 
1.12 in 2000.  As is shown below, similar points of comparison distinguish the developed from the 
developing countries, but the experience of countries within the developing world is quite varied. 

 
 The comparisons presented here focus on eight country groups that have been defined to capture 
commonalities in economics, geography and demography.  The eight groups are the Pacific Islands, 
transitional economies, the Middle East and North Africa, sub-Saharan Africa, Latin America and the 
Caribbean, South Asia, East and South-East Asia, and the industrial countries.  The values presented are 
simple averages of the values for countries belonging to each group.  The appendix provides a full listing 
of the countries belonging to each group.  

   
 The dividend period, that is, the period over which the first dividend is positive, began first in the 
industrial countries in 1970 and, soon thereafter, in the Pacific Islands, the transitional economies, the 
Middle East and North Africa, Latin America and the Caribbean, and East and South-East Asia (figure 3).  
The onset of the first dividend was substantially delayed only in South Asia – to around 1985 – and sub-
Saharan Africa – to around 1995.  

 
 The duration of the first dividend was relatively short in the industrial countries (approximately thirty 
years), and in the transitional economies (almost thirty-four years).4 The duration in other groups of 
countries varies from about forty-seven years in East and South-East Asia to more than sixty years in 
South Asia.  Unfortunately, the durations reported in figure 3 are downwardly biased for some groupings, 
because the dividend period begins prior to 1950 for a few countries and extends beyond 2050 for many 
countries and the data available cover only the 1950-2050 period.  The duration of the dividend for sub-
Saharan Africa, in particular, is affected by the truncation in 2050 and it would be reasonable to expect a 
duration as long or longer for that region as for South Asia. Table 1 provides information about the extent 
to which time series are truncated.  
 
  

Figure 3. Timing of the first demographic dividend in selected regions and groups of countries 

Year

1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

Industrial

Eastern and South-eastern Asia

South Asia
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Sub-Saharan Africa
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Pacific Islands 48.6

33.6

52.3

49.7

47.9

60.7

46.6

29.7

                                            Source: Author’s calculations. 
                                                      NOTE: Values within bars indicate duration (in years) of the first dividend. 
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TABLE 1.  COUNTRIES WITH COMPLETE AND INCOMPLETE FIRST DIVIDEND PERIODS 
              
  Bonus Period 

Region 

Number 
of 

countries   
Started 
before 
1950 

Ended by 
2005 

Ended 
between 
2005-
2050 

Not ended 
by 2050 

Industrial 37  2 31 6 — 
East Asia and Southeast Asia 16  — 1 13 2 
South Asia 7  — — 7 — 
Latin America 46  — 8 37 1 
Sub-Saharan Africa 50  — 2 5 43 
Middle East and North Africa 22  1 1 17 4 
Transitional  28  2 8 20 6 
Pacific Islands 22  1 6 10 — 
       
Total 228  6 57 115 56 
Source: Author's calculations.       

 
 

Figure 4. Duration and total gain from the first demographic dividend 
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      Source:  Author’s calculations based on estimates for 228 countries.   
        NOTE: Values are relative to ratio of expected output per effective consumer at the end to output  
    at the beginning of the first dividend. 
 
 

 
 What are the implications of the duration of the dividend period for the magnitude of the dividend?  
Mexico enjoyed both a longer dividend and a greater annual dividend than the United States, but how will 
the dividends in South Asia and sub-Saharan Africa compare with those in Latin America and East and 
South-East Asia?    
 
 This question is addressed by figure 4, which plots the magnitude of the dividend - the support ratio at 
the end of the dividend period divided by the support ratio at the beginning of the dividend period - 
against the duration of the dividend.  The high and low points plotted for each dividend value represent 
the mean, plus and minus one standard deviation, for each group of countries. 
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Figure 5.  Total gain by duration of the first demographic dividend,  
regional averages 
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    Source:  Author’s calculations.   

NOTE: Values are relative to ratio of expected output per effective consumer at the end 
to output at the beginning of the first dividend. 

 
Figure 6. Average annual gain by duration of the first demographic dividend,  

regional averages 
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Source:  Author’s calculations. 

 
 For countries with a dividend period lasting less than forty years, the total gain from the dividend and 
the duration of the dividend are closely linked.  If the dividend period is only fifteen years, for example, 
the support ratio rises by only 5 per cent from the beginning to the end of the dividend period.  If the 
dividend period lasts thirty-five years, in contrast, the support ratio rises by 25 per cent between the 
beginning and the end of the dividend period.  On average, the transitional economies and the industrial 
countries have relatively short dividend periods with relatively small total gains. 

 
 For countries with a dividend period lasting forty years or more, there is no apparent relationship 
between the magnitude and the duration of the dividend.  The total increase in the support ratio from the 
beginning to the end of the dividend period averaged about 35 per cent and 40 per cent.  Countries with 
slow transitions, mainly those in South Asia and sub-Saharan Africa, can eventually reap a dividend as 
large as countries with rapid transitions, such as those in Latin America and the Caribbean or in East and 
South-East Asia.  However, because the gains are spread over a much longer period, the annual boost to 
economic growth during the transition period is much shorter in the countries with slow fertility declines.    
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 The total gain and the average annual gain for each region are plotted against the average duration for 
the region in figures 5 and 6.  The total gain is lowest for the industrial countries and transitional 
economies – between 15 and 20 per cent.  The developing regions are clustered at a considerably higher 
total gain ranging from a low of 31 per cent for South Asian countries to a high of 40 per cent for 
countries in Latin America and the Caribbean or in the Middle East and North Africa. Note that the total 
gains for South Asia and sub-Saharan Africa are downwardly biased because the population projection to 
2050 does not cover the entire dividend period. The actual values should be located somewhere to the 
northeast of those plotted.   
 
 The country groupings conceal a considerable degree of heterogeneity.  Thus, table 2 presents the 
annual increase in the support ratio and the total increase in the support ratio for the top ten and the 
bottom ten countries.  Only countries with a population exceeding 3 million in 2000 are included in the 
table.  The top ten countries in annual increase are drawn primarily from South-East Asia or the Middle 
East and North Africa.  Singapore ranks first with a first dividend just exceeding 1 per cent per year. 
Jordan ranks second and Viet Nam, third. Among Latin American countries, only Mexico makes the top 
ten. All of the bottom ten countries but Uruguay are European, either industrial countries or transitional 
economies. 
 
 Countries in the Middle East and North Africa have a large presence in the top ten countries because 
of the total increase in their support ratio.  The United Arab Emirates is ranked first with an increase of 64 
per cent.  Nicaragua and Mexico in Latin America are on the list of the top ten. No country from South,  
East or Southeast Asia makes it to the top ten list.  Again, except for Uruguay, the bottom ten consists of 
either industrial countries or transitional economies 
 

The second demographic dividend 
 

 Changes in population age structure also produce a second demographic dividend that depends on 
how the accumulation of wealth is related to population ageing.  First, there are compositional effects.  
During the later stages of the transition to low fertility, a growing share of the population consists of 
individuals who are nearing the completion or who have completed their productive years.  These 
individuals must have accumulated wealth in order to finance consumption in excess of labour income for 
many of their remaining years.  Second, there are behavioural effects.  The rise in life expectancy and the 
accompanying increase in the duration of retirement lead to an upward shift in the age-profile of wealth.    

 
 This wealth can take different forms, however (Lee; 1994a, 1994b).  One possibility is that retirees 
will rely on transfers from public pension and welfare programmes or from adult children and other 
family members.  In this case, individuals are accumulating transfer wealth as a method of financing 
consumption during their retirement years.  A second possibility is that individuals will accumulate 
capital during their working years and that this capital will serve as the source of support during the 
retirement period.  Both of these forms of wealth can be used to deal with the life cycle deficit at older 
ages, but capital also influences economic growth, i.e., the productivity term in the economic growth 
model presented above (equation (3)).  The pro-growth effect of capital accumulation is the source of the 
second demographic dividend.  
 
 The second dividend is more complex to estimate than the first dividend, in part because the 
accumulation of wealth is intrinsically forward looking. Individuals accumulate wealth in anticipation of 
future needs to support consumption, to finance bequests, and to respond to other uncertain events. The
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TABLE 2.  ANNUAL AND TOTAL INCREASES IN THE SUPPORT RATIO:  THE  TOP AND BOTTOM 10 COUNTRIES 

Annual increase in the support ratio (%) 
Top 10  Bottom 10 

1 Singapore 1.02  124 France 0.26 
2 Jordan 0.94  125 Croatia 0.26 
3 Viet Nam 0.90  126 Serbia and Montenegro 0.26 
4 Algeria 0.85  127 Bulgaria 0.25 
5 United Arab Emirates 0.83  128 Lithuania 0.23 
6 Thailand 0.82  129 Belgium 0.22 
7 Tunisia 0.79  130 Greece 0.20 
8 Armenia 0.79  131 Hungary 0.20 
9 Syrian Arab Republic 0.79  132 Sweden 0.16 
10 Mexico 0.76  133 Uruguay 0.15 
       

Total increase in the support ratio (%) 
Top 10  Bottom 10 

1 United Arab Emirates 64  124 Italy 6 
2 Syrian Arab Republic 54  125 Georgia 5 
3 Jordan 53  126 Croatia 5 
4 Algeria 53  127 Serbia and Montenegro 5 
5 Yemen 50  128 Bulgaria 5 
6 Tunisia 48  129 Russian Federation 5 
7 Nicaragua 48  130 Uruguay 5 

8 Kenya 48  131 Hungary 4 
9 Mexico 46  132 Lithuania 4 
10 Uzbekistan 46   133 Sweden 3 

Source: Author's calculations.      
NOTE: Includes countries with population of 3 million or more in 2000 and that will complete their dividend period by 2050. 
 
 

analysis presented here emphasizes the life cycle motive, i.e., the accumulation of wealth over the lifetime 
necessary to finance future consumption in excess of future labour income.  The relevant demography is 
captured by the projections of the equivalent numbers of consumers and producers for each cohort. Each 
cohort’s life cycle wealth increases as the future person-years of consumption rise relative to the future 
person-years of production, both appropriately discounted.  

 
 A technical problem is immediately apparent.  Constructing complete life cycle wealth estimates in 
year t requires a population series that extends many decades into the future. These data are not available 
for individual countries.  Moreover, there is enormous uncertainty about long-range population 
projections.  Fortunately, the nature of the economic life cycle provides assistance with this problem.  For 
the most part, capital accumulation is concentrated among older working-age adults who are approaching 
their peak earnings and have completed their child-rearing responsibilities.  Thus, we use the wealth held 
by those age 50 and older to measure the effect of demography on life cycle wealth and the second 
demographic dividend.   

 
 Let N (≤ b,t + x) be the number of effective consumers born in year b or earlier and who are alive in 
year t + x.  Letting b = t – a, where a is age, then N (≤ b,t + x) is the effective number of consumers a 
years or older in year t who are still alive in year t + x. If the relative per capita cross-sectional age profile 
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of consumption is fixed and shifting upward at rate gc, then the total consumption of the cohort born in 

year b or earlier in year t + x is equal to ( ) ( , )cg xc t e N b t x≤ + , where ( )c t  is consumption per effective 
consumer in year t.5 Given discount rate r, the present value of the future lifetime consumption of the 
cohort born in year b t a= −  or earlier is: 
 

( )

0
( ) PVN( , ) ( ) ( , ).c

a
g r x

x
c t b t c t e N b t x

ω−
−

=

< = ≤ +∑                                         (4) 

 
In similar fashion, if the shape of the per capita cross-sectional age profile of production is fixed and 
shifting upward at rate gy, then the total production of the cohort born in year b or earlier at time t + x is 

equal to ( ) ( , )yg xly t e L b t x≤ + where ( )ly t  is production or labour income per effective producer.  The 
present value of the future lifetime production of the cohort born in year b = t – a or earlier is: 
 

( )

0
( ) PVL( , ) ( ) ( , ).y

a
g r xl l

x
y t b t y t e L b t x

ω−
−

=

< = ≤ +∑                                      (5) 

 
In the absence of bequests, the lifetime budget constraint insures that the wealth in year t of those born in 
year b or earlier equals the difference between the present value of future lifetime consumption and future 
lifetime production, i.e.,  
 

( , ) ( ) PVN( , ) ( ) PVL( , ).lW b t c t b t y t b t≤ = ≤ − ≤                                     (6)  
 
Algebraic manipulation yields an expression for the ratio of wealth to total income of workers, 

( , ) ( , ) / ( )lw b t W b t Y t< = < : 
 

( , ) [ ( ) / ( )]PVN( , ) / ( ) PVL( , ) / ( ),lw b t C t Y t b t N t b t L t≤ = ≤ − ≤                         (7)  
 
or, alternatively:  
 

( , ) [ ( ) / ( )]PVN( , ) / ( ) PVL( , ) / ( ).lw b t c t y t b t L t b t L t≤ = ≤ − ≤                          (8) 
 
PVN( , ) / ( )b t L t≤  is the present value of future lifetime effective years of consumption for all persons 
born in year b or earlier per effective producer in year t.  PVL( , ) / ( )b t L t≤  is the present value of future 
lifetime effective years of production of all persons born in year b or earlier per effective producer in year 
t.  
 
 Under golden-rule, steady-state growth6 equation (7) can be readily evaluated: the ratio of 
consumption to labour income is equal to 1 and drops out; the rate of productivity growth and the rate of 
growth of equivalent consumption, gy and gc, are constant and equal to each other.    
 
 The situation is more complex under the dynamic conditions that characterize the current world.  If 
the ratio of wealth to income is rising over time because, for example, it is below its steady-state level, the 
ratio of consumption to labour income will be less than 1 and gc will exceed gy.  In addition, the rate of 
growth of labour income will be varying in response to changes in the capital intensity of the economy. 
Interest rates may be declining as the ratio of wealth to labour income rises.  Whether, and the extent to 
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which, these variables change will depend on whether or not the economy is open or closed to capital 
flows and whether or not it is large enough to influence world capital markets.  To fully incorporate all of 
these complexities would require a detailed, country-specific simulation model.  The calculations here 
abstract from these many complexities and emphasize only the demographic trends. 
    
 To calculate the second dividend, gy and gc are assumed to equal 0.015, the rate of interest, r, to 
equal 0.03, and the ratio of consumption to labour income to equal 1.0.  The ratio of wealth of those 50 
and older to total labour income in the United States is used to approximate the ratio of total wealth to 
total labour income.

7  

 
 The results for 1950 to 2000 are summarized by figure 7, which shows regional averages of the ratio 
of life cycle wealth (of those 50 or older) to output.  In 1950 the wealth output ratios varied from a high of 
2.2 for the industrial countries to a low of 0.5 for the Pacific Islands and sub-Saharan Africa.  All of the 
country groupings in the developing world had wealth ratios below 1.  The transitional economies were in 
an intermediate position with a wealth ratio of 1.6. 

  
 Between 1950 and 2000, the wealth ratios grew substantially in most regions of the world. The 
industrial countries continued to lead with a life cycle wealth ratio exceeding 4 on average in 2000. Sub-
Saharan Africa continued to lag behind, with a life cycle wealth ratio below one. The rapid gains are 
particularly evident for East and South-Eastern Asia and for Latin America and the Caribbean.  

 
 The increase in the life cycle wealth to output ratio was not evenly distributed across the second half 
of the twentieth century.  Between 1950 and 1975, the most rapid growth occurred in the industrial 
countries. After 1975, the most rapid growth occurred in the developing world (figure 8).  Particularly 
impressive is the average rate of increase for the countries of East and South-East Asia – just under 3 per 
cent per year between 1975 and 2000.    

 
 As emphasized above, the economic implications of the rise in life cycle wealth induced by 
population ageing depends on the form of wealth.  Intergenerational transfer policy involves the holding 
of a proportion τ(t) of total wealth W(t) as transfer wealth at each point in time, so that the capital stock at 
time t is: 
 

( ) (1 ( )) ( )                  ( ) 1.K t t W t tτ τ= − ≤                                                   (9) 
 
 If proportion of life cycle wealth held is constant, the rate of growth of the capital stock will be equal 
to the rate of growth of wealth.  Likewise, capital deepening will be determined by the rate of growth of 
wealth.  However, if intergenerational transfer policy is undergoing change, and τ(t) changes over time, 
capital deepening will occur more rapidly or more slowly than the underlying change in wealth (Lee, 
Mason and Miller, 2003).  
 
 The relationship between life cycle wealth, capital, and economic growth can be clarified further by 
assuming that output depends on capital and effective labour only and that the production function is 
Cobb-Douglas.8  Under these conditions it is straightforward to show that the growth in output per worker 
is proportional to the growth in the ratio of capital to labour income, k& : 

  

1
y kβ

β
=

−
&&                                                                   (10) 
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Figure 7. Ratio of wealth at ages 50 or over to output, regional averages, 1950 – 2000 
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Source:  Author’s calculations. 
 

 
where β is the elasticity of output with respect to capital (Solow, 1956).  Note that capital deepening in 
this formulation is measured as an increase in capital relative to labour income rather than capital relative 
to labour.  Given a typical value for β of one-third, an increase in the growth rate of ratio of capital to 
labour income by one per cent yields an increase in productivity growth (and growth per effective 
consumer) of 0.5 per cent.  A more general formulation of the production process that incorporates human 
capital does not alter estimates of the effect of capital deepening (Mankiw, Romer and Weil, 1992).  

 
 Estimates of the second dividend are calculated, holding the transfer policy constant, so that the 
growth rates of the capital and life cycle wealth are equal, and assuming that the elasticity of labour 
income with respect to capital is 0.5.  Regional estimates for the 1970-2000 period are presented in table 3 
and compared to estimates of the first dividend for the same period.  The second dividend is positive for 
all regions and substantially larger than the first dividend for the period in question.  In East and South-
East Asia, the second dividend was 1.31 per cent per year in additional income growth – the largest of any 
region.  The second dividend was also very large in the Pacific Islands and in Latin America – 1.15 and 
1.08 per cent per year, respectively. In the Middle East and North Africa, South Asia, and the industrial 
countries, the second dividend was about 0.70 per cent per year.  Only in sub-Saharan Africa was the 
second dividend small at 0.17 per cent per year.  
 
 What path should the second dividend take in the future?  Will it turn negative as the first dividend? 
Or is it likely to persist?  Answering these questions requires longer-term population projections than the 
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Figure 8. Annual growth in the ratio of wealth at ages 50 or over to output, 1950–1975 and 1975–2000 
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TABLE 3.  ESTIMATES OF THE FIRST AND SECOND DIVIDENDS AND THE ACTUAL GROWTH IN GROSS 
DOMESTIC PRODUCT PER EFFECTIVE CONSUMER (GDP/N) 

1970-2000 
. 

Demographic Dividends 
Region 

First  Second  Total 

Actual 
growth in 
GDP/N 

Actual - 
Dividend 

Industrial 0.34 0.69 1.03 2.25 1.22 
East Asia & Southeast Asia 0.59 1.31 1.90 4.32 2.42 
South Asia 0.10 0.69 0.80 1.88 1.08 
Latin America 0.62 1.08 1.70 0.94 -0.76 
Sub-Saharan Africa -0.09 0.17 0.08 0.06 -0.02 
Middle East and North Africa 0.51 0.70 1.21 1.10 -0.11 
Transitional  0.24 0.57 0.81 0.61 -0.20 
Pacific Islands 0.58 1.15 1.73 0.93 -0.79 
Source: Author's calculations.      

 
 
ones employed in this paper, but several studies relying on long-term population projections conclude that 
the second dividend does not turn negative to any important degree (Lee, Mason and Miller, 2003; 
Mason, 2005).  The explanation for this lies in the demographics.  The bulge in the working ages, which 
drives the first dividend, is a transitory feature of demographic transitions. The rising share at older ages, 
which drives the second dividend, is a “permanent” state of affairs. If populations stabilize at replacement 
fertility and high life expectancy, the demand for life cycle wealth will stabilize at a high level.  If life 
expectancy continues to increase and populations continue to age, the demand for life cycle wealth will 
continue to rise.  If the population age distribution stabilizes, the second dividend will be zero. It is 
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possible for the demand for life cycle wealth to overshoot the steady-state level producing periods during 
which the second dividend is negative.  In simulations carried out to date, the overshoot has been modest 
and the period of decline relatively unimportant.  The key point is that population ageing leads to a 
permanent increase in the demand for life cycle wealth.  To the extent this is satisfied by capital 
accumulation, the result is a permanent increase in the capital intensity of the economy and a permanent 
increase in output per worker.   

 
 The complexity of the relationship between the demographic dividends and economic performance is 
brought home by comparing the total dividend to the actual growth of gross domestic product per 
effective consumer (GDP/N).  In three regions, countries were able to achieve economic growth that 
exceeded the demographic dividend.  In the industrial countries and South Asia, GDP/N grew faster than 
the dividend by 1.22 per cent and 1.08 per cent, respectively. In East and South-East Asia, GDP/N grew 
faster by a striking 2.42 per cent per annum (table 3).  

 
 The picture is very different in other parts of the world where per capita output growth was less than 
the dividend.  Latin America and the Pacific Islands, in particular, failed to exploit their demographic 
potentials.  Growth in GDP/N was less than the dividend by 0.76 per cent in Latin America and by 0.79 
per cent in the Pacific Islands.  In sub-Saharan Africa, the transitional economies, and the countries of the 
Middle East and North Africa, growth in output per effective consumer was relatively close to the total 
dividend.  However, one should not, on the basis of this simple comparison, conclude that growth rates in 
these three regions were determined by the sizes of the dividend. 

 
B.  QUALIFICATIONS 

 
 Changes in age structure have potentially very important implications for macroeconomic 
performance.  There are, however, many important caveats and qualifications that should be considered. 

 
 First, all of the analysis presented here is concerned with the relationship between age structure and 
per capita income or variants of per capita income.  However, per capita income is not a reliable indicator 
of welfare and the effects of age structure on per capita income may be quite different than their effects 
on welfare.  

 
 Second, calculations of the first and second dividend both assume that the cross-sectional profiles of 
consumption persist into the future.  In a sense, we are assuming that the costs (or benefits) of ageing are 
anticipated and shared across generations in the same manner as they are at present.  Capital accumulation 
rises, transfer programmes expand, families provide more support, and the elderly adjust their needs to the 
demographic realities.  Alternative scenarios are clearly possible.  As the elderly become more numerous, 
they might use their political power to increase their consumption relative to working-age adults and 
children. Taxpayers and families might renege on their intergenerational contracts and solve the ageing 
problem by reducing support for the elderly. The calculations presented here do not capture the costs that 
these possible generational crises would impose on societies.  

 
 Third, the relationship between the demographic dividends and income growth is very policy 
dependent.  This point is emphasized in the introduction but bears repeating.  The first dividend arises in 
part because the working age population is growing rapidly. The economic gains can be realized only if 
employment opportunities expand as rapidly as the numbers seeking new jobs.  The second dividend 
arises in part because prime age adults save more to provide for their retirement.  Their ability or 
willingness to save, however, may be undermined by poorly developed financial markets or overly 
generous publicly funded pension programmes.  The changes in age structure define possibilities but, by 
themselves, do not determine the outcome. 
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TABLE 4.  SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS: DEMOGRAPHIC DIVIDENDS  
BASED ON TAIWAN PROVINCE OF CHINA, 1998 

 
Demographic dividends 

Region 
First  Second  Total 

Actual 
growth in 
GDP/N 

Actual - 
Dividend 

Industrial 0.42 0.70 1.12 2.25 1.13 
East Asia and Southeast Asia 0.66 1.19 1.85 4.32 2.47 
South Asia 0.14 0.58 0.73 1.88 1.15 
Latin America 0.71 1.00 1.71 0.94 -0.77 
Sub-Saharan Africa -0.06 0.11 0.05 0.06 0.01 
Middle East and North Africa 0.57 0.58 1.15 1.10 -0.05 
Transitional  0.30 0.57 0.87 0.61 -0.26 
Pacific Islands 0.63 1.03 1.66 0.93 -0.73 
Source: Author's calculations.      

 
 

TABLE 5. IMPLICATIONS FOR SECOND DIVIDEND OF VARYING SEVERAL ASSUMPTIONS 
          

Region  C/Y=1.0 C/Y=0 .9 a gc=gy=0.02 

Using 
Taiwan 

Province 
of China 
profiles 

Industrial 0.69 0.74 0.69 0.70 
East Asia and Southeast Asia 1.31 1.56 1.29 1.19 
South Asia 0.69 0.85 0.68 0.58 
Latin America 1.08 1.27 1.05 1.00 
Sub-Saharan Africa 0.17 0.26 0.16 0.11 
Middle East and North Africa 0.70 0.91 0.68 0.58 
Transitional  0.57 0.61 0.57 0.57 
Pacific Islands 1.15 1.40 1.10 1.03 
Source: Author's calculations.     
a Growth of consumption is set at 0.017 while growth of productivity at 0.015. 

 
 
 Finally, the calculations presented here require many simplifying assumptions and are based on 
highly stylized models of the economic growth process.  Because of the imprecision and uncertainty 
surrounding the calculations, this paper emphasizes broad regional trends and differences.  Some of the 
assumptions have been subject to sensitivity analysis.  Tables 4 and 5 report these results based on the 
following: (i) using the support ratio on Taiwan Province of China rather the United States; (ii) assuming 
that the initial ratio of consumption to labour income is 0.9 (C/Y=0.9) rather than 1.0; and (iii) assuming 
that both productivity and consumption growth rates are 2 per cent per year (gc=gy=0.02) rather than 1.5 
per cent per year.   None of the broad conclusions or generalizations appears to be sensitive to variation in 
the assumptions. 
 

C.  CONCLUSIONS 
 
 This paper has several objectives. The first is to explain the demographic dividends in a conceptual 
and formal way.  This draws on earlier work that identifies two demographic dividends (Mason and Lee, 
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forthcoming).  The first dividend arises because changes in age structure influence the share of the 
population concentrated in the working ages.  The second dividend arises to the extent that anticipated 
changes in the share of the population concentrated in the retirement ages induce individuals, firms, 
and/or governments to accumulate capital. 

 
 The first dividend is inherently transitory.  Demographic transition around the world has led to an 
increase in the share of the working-age population that has lasted for many decades. But when large 
cohorts of prime age adults pass into their retirement years, the first dividend ends. The share of the 
population in the working ages begins to decline and the first dividend turns negative.  The first dividend 
can have a lasting effect on economic growth if the gains in per capita income are used to create human 
capital by investing in health and education, to accumulate physical capital, to support technological 
innovation, to create growth-inducing institutions, etc. 

  
 The second dividend is permanent in nature because it is driven by the rising share of the elderly in 
our populations.  It is not self-evident that life cycle wealth would necessarily continue to rise as the share 
of the retired population increases.  The estimates presented here do not extend beyond the year 2000 but 
detailed simulations to 2150 show that, for the United States and Taiwan Province of China, life cycle 
wealth stabilizes at a high plateau or continues to increase depending on the mortality assumptions 
employed (Lee, Mason and Miller, 2003). Long-term simulations for India, Japan, and the United States 
using the United Nations long-term population projections show that wealth continues to rise relative to 
income and that the second dividend is positive for the foreseeable future and beyond (Mason, 2005).  
Thus, the second dividend does not turn negative as the demographic transition proceeds.   

 
 The second objective of the paper is to construct estimates of the first dividend from 1950 to 2050 
and of the second dividend from 1950 to 2000 so as to compare and contrast diverse experiences around 
the world.  These calculations support several important generalizations.  First, the demographic 
dividends are potentially quite important throughout the world.  For the 1970-2000 period, the 
demographic dividends – if fully exploited – would have contributed between one and two percentage 
points to growth in income per equivalent consumer in the industrial countries, East and South-East Asia, 
Latin America, the Middle East and North Africa, and the Pacific Islands.  Most of this potential gain 
comes from the second rather than the first dividend.  In every region, the second dividend exceeds the 
first.  In the industrial countries, East and South-East Asia, transitional economies, and Pacific Island 
nations, the second dividend was twice the size of the first dividend.  In South Asia, the second dividend 
amounted to 0.69 percentage points of growth per year as compared with only 0.10 for the first dividend. 

   
 Second, favourable (or unfavourable) demographics do not automatically translate into strong (or 
weak) economic growth.  This is clear on a priori grounds.  In the many ways delineated heretofore,  
policy interacts with demographic change to generate economic outcomes.  This point is reinforced by 
comparing the potential effects of demography with actual economic experience.   For example, between 
1970 and 2000, the combined effects of the first and second dividend were very favourable in East and 
South-East Asia, Latin America, and the Pacific Island nations but, in Latin America and the Pacific 
Islands, economic growth fell well short of the demographic dividends.   

 
 Third, the experience in the developing countries has been quite distinct from the experience in the 
developed countries and the transitional countries.  The dividend was substantial in the industrial 
countries and the transition economies while it lasted.  However, the duration was much shorter and the 
total gain was much less than in the developing countries.  The greater gains in the developing countries 
reflect the fact that they were greatly disadvantaged in their age structure in 1950. 

 
 Fourth, the experience within the developing world is quite varied.  For many countries, both the first 
and second dividends became important in the 1970s, but in other parts of the world – sub-Saharan 
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Africa, for example – the dividend period is just beginning. The duration and intensity have also varied in 
the developing world.  In East and South-East Asia and Latin America, in particular, the duration of the 
dividend was relatively short and intense.  In other parts of the world – South Asia, for instance – the 
dividend was realized over a more extended period and had a smaller growth effect in any particular year. 

 
 Changes in age structure had an enormous influence on the macroeconomic environment during the 
second half of the twentieth century in both the developed and developing world.  Age structure will most 
likely be an equally important force during the next fifty years.  How economic growth, poverty, and 
other features of the macro-economy are shaped by demographic change will depend, however, on how 
policies and institutions respond to the challenges and opportunities the future holds.  
 
 

_______________ 
 
 

ANNEX 
 

LIST OF COUNTRIES BY COUNTRY GROUPINGS 
 
 
Industrial 
Andorra, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bermuda, Canada, Channel Islands, Denmark, Faeroe Islands, Finland, 
France, Germany, Gibraltar, Greece, Greenland, Holy See, Iceland, Ireland, Isle of Man, Italy, Japan, Liechtenstein, 
Luxembourg, Malta, Monaco, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Saint-Pierre-et-Miquelon, San Marino, 
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, United Kingdom, United States of America 
 
East Asia and Southeast Asia 
Brunei Darussalam, Cambodia, China, China, Hong Kong SAR, China, Macao SAR, Dem. People's Rep. of Korea, 
Dem. Republic of Timor-Leste, Indonesia, Lao People's Dem. Republic, Malaysia, Myanmar, Philippines, Republic 
of Korea, Singapore, Thailand, Viet Nam 
 
South Asia 
Bangladesh, Bhutan, India, Maldives, Nepal, Pakistan, Sri Lanka 
 
Latin America 
Anguilla, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Aruba, Bahamas, Barbados, Belize, Bolivia, Brazil, British Virgin 
Islands, Cayman Islands, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El 
Salvador, Falkland Islands (Malvinas), French Guiana, Grenada, Guadeloupe, Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, 
Jamaica, Martinique, Mexico, Montserrat, Netherlands Antilles, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Puerto Rico, 
Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, St. Vincent and the Grenadines, Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago, Turks and 
Caicos Islands, United States Virgin Islands, Uruguay, Venezuela 
 
Sub Saharan Africa 
Angola, Benin, Botswana, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, 
Comoros, Congo, Côte d'Ivoire, Dem. Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Equatorial Guinea, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Gabon, 
Gambia, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Kenya, Lesotho, Liberia, Madagascar, Malawi, Mali, Mauritania, 
Mauritius, Mozambique, Namibia, Niger, Nigeria, Réunion, Rwanda, Saint Helena, São Tomé and Príncipe, 
Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Somalia, South Africa, Sudan, Swaziland, Togo, Uganda, United Republic of 
Tanzania, Zambia, Zimbabwe 
 
Middle East and North Africa 
Afghanistan, Algeria, Bahrain, Cyprus, Egypt, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Israel, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, 
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Morocco, Occupied Palestinian Territory, Oman, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Syrian Arab 
Republic, Tunisia, United Arab Emirates, Western Sahara, Yemen 
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Transitional 
Albania, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Croatia, Czech Republic, Estonia, 
Georgia, Hungary, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Latvia, Lithuania, Mongolia, Poland, Republic of Moldova, Romania, 
Russian Federation, Serbia and Montenegro, Slovakia, Slovenia, Tajikistan, TFYR Macedonia, Turkmenistan, 
Ukraine, Uzbekistan 
 
Pacific Islands 
American Samoa, Cook Islands, Fiji, French Polynesia, Guam, Kiribati, Marshall Islands, Micronesia (Fed. States 
of), Nauru, New Caledonia, Niue, Northern Mariana Islands, Palau, Papua New Guinea, Pitcairn, Samoa, Solomon 
Islands, Tokelau, Tonga, Tuvalu, Vanuatu, Wallis and Futuna Islands 
 
 

_______________ 
 
 

NOTES 
 
 1 Changes in age structure may have additional important effects (Bloom, Canning and Sevilla, 2002).  Recent 
studies suggest that demographic change may have favourable human capital effects (Jensen and Ahlburg, 2001; 
Montgomery and Lloyd, 1996) although the effects on education are uncertain (Ahlburg and Jensen, 2001; Kelley, 
1996). 
 
 2 Detailed country estimates are available on the author’s website: www2.hawaii.edu/~amason. 
 
 3 Additional information about estimating the economic life cycle is described in detail in www.ntaccounts.org. 
 
 4 The dividend period is defined as the longest time interval during which the dividend is positive.  In the event 
of two periods of equal length, the first period is used.  The duration is the number of years elapsed from the 
beginning of the first period to the end of the last period.  For some countries, the dividend was underway in 1950 
and for other countries, the dividend period was not completed until after 2050.  In these cases, the calculations are 
based on a dividend period beginning in 1950 or ending in 2050.   
 
 5 For the sake of simplicity, it is assumed that the rate of growth of per capita consumption and the interest rate 
are constant.  Although this is a standard steady-state assumption, there is no reason to expect this to be the case 
during periods of transition.  To treat g and r as endogenous is not a tractable alternative without employing a 
detailed, country-specific simulation model (Lee, Mason, and Miller, 2000, 2003).  A more general formulation that 
allows for changing growth rates is provided by Mason and Lee (forthcoming). 
 
 6 Under golden-rule growth the consumption-time profile is at its maximum (Phelps 1965).   
 
 7 As can be seen in Figure 1, labour income substantially exceeds consumption from the mid-twenties.  
However, the preponderance of this surplus for child-rearing adults is devoted to transfers to children rather than to 
capital accumulation.    The calculations of the second dividend depend on the growth rate of wealth rather than the 
level.  Hence, they are unaffected if wealth of those over age 50 is a constant proportion of total wealth.  As 
populations age, wealth of those over age 50 is likely to increase as a proportion of total wealth and, consequently, 
the use of wealth over age 50 probably errs on the side of understating the magnitude of the second dividend.  This 
issue will be explored further in research that is underway.  
 
 8 An alternative approach would be to assume a constant rate of return to wealth.  This would be more 
consistent with the assumption that interest rates are established in global markets and not influenced by the amount 
of wealth or capital supplied in an individual economy.  However, this would overstate the effect of increased 
wealth on national income if rates of return to capital decline as the economy’s capital intensity increases.  The 
approach employed here is adopted because it yields more conservative estimates of the income gains associated 
with the second dividend.  A complete general equilibrium economic model, however, would also incorporate the 
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effects of declining interest rates on saving.  This is a drawback of the simple approach employed here, but it should 
also be noted that empirical research usually concludes that saving rates are quite insensitive to changes in interest 
rates. 

 
_______________ 

 
 

REFERENCES 
 
Ahlburg, D. A., and E. R. Jensen (2001). Education and the Eastern and South-Eastern Asian miracle. In Population 

Change and Economic Development in Eastern and South-eastern Asia: Challenges Met, Opportunities Seized,  
A. Mason, ed. Stanford: Stanford University Press, pp. 231-255. 

 
Bloom, D. E., and J. G. Williamson (1998).  Demographic transitions and economic miracles in emerging Asia. 

World Bank Economic Review, vol. 12, No. 3, pp. 419-456.  
 
________, and D. Canning (2001). Cumulative causality, economic growth, and the demographic transition. In 

Population Matters: Demographic Change, Economic Growth, and Poverty in the Developing World, N. 
Birdsall, A. C. Kelley, and S. W. Sinding, eds. Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 165-200. 

 
________, and B. Graham (2003). Longevity and life-cycle savings.  Scandinavian Journal of Economics, vol. 105, 

No. 3, pp. 319-338. 
 
________, and J. Sevilla (2002). The Demographic Dividend: A New Perspective on the Economic Consequences of 

Population Change. Santa Monica, California: RAND.  
 
Jensen, E. R., and D. A. Ahlburg (2001). Child health and health care in Indonesia and the Philippines.  In 

Population Change and Economic Development in Eastern and South-eastern Asia: Challenges Met, 
Opportunities Seized, A. Mason, ed.. Stanford: Stanford University Press, pp. 255-279. 

 
Kelley, A. C. (1988). Economic consequences of population change in the Third World. Journal of Economic 

Literature, vol.  26, No. 4, pp. 16685-11728.  
 
 _____ (1996). The consequences of rapid population growth on human resource development: the case of 

education. In The Impact of Population Growth on Well-Being in Developing Countries, D.A. Ahlburg, A.C. 
Kelley, and K.O. Mason, eds. Heidelberg: Springer-Verlag, pp. 67-138. 

 
________, and R. M. Schmidt (1995).  Aggregate population and economic growth correlations: the role of the 

components of demographic change. Demography, vol. 32, No. 4, pp. 543-555.  
 
Kinugasa, T. (2004). Life expectancy, labour force, and saving, University of Hawaii at Manoa. unpublished Ph.D. 

dissertation. 
 
Lee, R. D. (1994a). The formal demography of population ageing, transfers, and the economic life cycle. In 

Demography of Ageing, L.G. Martin and S.H. Preston, eds.. Washington, D.C.: National Academy Press,       
pp. 8-49. 

 
_____ (1994b). Population, age structure, intergenerational transfers, and wealth: a new approach, with applications 

to the United States.  In The Family and Intergenerational Relations, Journal of Human Resources, P. Gertler, 
ed., pp. 1027-1063. 

 
Lee, R., A. Mason, and T. Miller (2000). Life-cycle saving and the demographic transition in Eastern and South-

Eastern Asia. Population and Development Review, vol. 26 (supplement). 
 



101 

 
  
_______ (2001). Saving, wealth, and population. In Population Does Matter: Demography, Poverty, and Economic 

Growth, N. Birdsall, A.C. Kelley, and S.W. Sinding, eds. Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 137-164. 
 
_______ (2003). From transfers to individual responsibility: implications for savings and capital accumulation in 

Taiwan and the United States. Scandinavian Journal of Economics, vol. 105, No. 3, pp. 339-357.  
 
Mankiw, G., D. Romer, and D. Weil (1992). A contribution to the empirics of economic growth." Quarterly Journal 

of Economics, vol. 107, No. (2), pp. 407-437.  
 
Mason, A. (2001a). Population and economic growth in Eastern and South-Eastern Asia. In Population Change and 

Economic Development in Eastern and South-eastern Asia: Challenges Met, Opportunities Seized, A. Mason, 
ed. Stanford: Stanford University Press, pp. 1-30. 

 
_______ (2001b). Population Change and Economic Development in Eastern and South-eastern Asia: Challenges 

Met, Opportunities Seized. Stanford: Stanford University Press.  
 
_______ (2005).  Demographic dividends: the past, the present, and the future.  Joint International Conference of the 

21st Century COE (Center of Excellence) Program of Kobe University and the Japan Economic Policy 
Association (JEPA), Awaji Yumebutai International Conference Center near Kobe, Japan, 17 – 18 December. 

 
_______ and R. Lee. (forthcoming). Reform and support systems for the elderly in developing countries: capturing 

the second demographic dividend. GENUS. 
 
_______ , T. Merrick, and R. P. Shaw (1999). Population Economics, Demographic Transition, and Development: 

Research and Policy Implications. Washington, D.C.: World Bank Institute. 
 
Mason, A., and others (2005). Population ageing and intergenerational transfers: introducing age into national 

accounts. Paper presented at the Annual Meeting of the Population Association of America, Philadelphia, 30 
March - 2 April.  

 
Montgomery, M. R., and C. B. Lloyd (1996). Fertility and maternal and child health. In The Impact of Population 

Growth on Well-Being in Developing Countries, D.A. Ahlburg, A.C. Kelley, and K.O. Mason, ed. Heidelberg: 
Springer-Verlag, pp. 37-66. 

 
Phelps, Edmund S. (1965).  Second essay on the golden rule of accumulation. American Economic Review,  

55(4):793-814.  
 
Schmidt, R. M., and A. C. Kelley (1996). Saving, dependency and development. Journal of Population Economics, 

vol. 9, No. 4, pp. 365-386. 
 
Solow, R. M. (1956). A contribution to the theory of economic growth. Quarterly Journal of Economic, vol. 70, 

No. 1, pp. 65-94.  
 
United Nations (2005). World Population Prospects: The 2004 Revision. New York: United Nations. CD-ROM-

ST/ESA/SER.A/243. 
 
Williamson, J. G., and M. Higgins (2001). The accumulation and demography connection in Eastern and South-

Eastern Asia.  In Population Change and Economic Development in Eastern and South-eastern Asia: 
Challenges Met, Opportunities Seized, A. Mason, ed. Stanford: Stanford University Press, pp. 123-154. 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


