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GDP and TFP in Chile: 1960-2003
(Correlation for growth rates = 0.87)
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Figure 1: Net and Gross Job Flow Rates in Manufacturing, 1980-1997
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Table 1: Job Flows Rates in Manufacturing: Summary Statistics

15.7 3.8 8.7 24.5
15.3 5.5 8.4 27.3
31.0 4.5 23.3 39.4
0.4 8.3 -18.6 13.7
31.4 7.6 17.3 49.0
18.7 4.3 13.4 27.3

80........................15.2 22.3 37.5 -7.1 30.4 22.3
81...................13.1 20.3 33.3 -7.2 26.2 20.3
82............................8.7 27.3 36.0 -18.6 17.3 27.3
83............................14.3 15.5 29.8 -1.2 28.6 15.5
84..............................20.5 9.8 30.3 10.6 19.7 20.5
85.............................15.0 8.4 23.3 6.6 16.7 15.0
86.............................18.2 9.8 28.0 8.4 19.6 18.2
87..........................24.5 10.8 35.3 13.7 21.6 24.5
88...........................18.9 12.7 31.6 6.2 25.4 18.9
89..........................23.3 14.8 38.1 8.5 29.6 23.3
90.........................14.5 12.6 27.0 1.9 25.1 14.5
91.........................14.1 10.5 24.6 3.6 21.0 14.1
92..........................16.4 10.5 26.9 6.0 20.9 16.4
93.........................15.9 13.9 29.8 2.0 27.8 15.9
94..........................13.4 12.8 26.2 0.5 25.7 13.4
95...........................14.5 14.4 28.9 0.1 28.8 14.5
96..........................15.6 15.6 31.2 0.0 31.2 15.6
97...........................13.4 16.4 29.8 -3.0 26.8 16.4
98...........................12.3 20.6 32.9 -8.2 24.7 20.6
99...........................12.3 27.1 39.4 -14.7 24.7 27.1
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Figure 2a: Distribution of Plant-Level Job Creation
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Figure 2b: Distribution of Plant-Level Job Destruction
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 TFP and Value added
(all sectors)
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TFP Dispersion
(all sectors)
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TFP Decomposition
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The Distribution of TFP by Plant Status
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Figure 1: Regulation around the World 
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Note: AFR: Africa region, EAP: East Asia and Pacific region, INL: OECD, LAC: Latin America and the Caribbean 

region, MNA: Middle East and North Africa region, SAS: South Asia region 
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Figure 2: GDP per Capita vs.  Regulation Indices 
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Note: *, **, and *** denote significance at the 10%, 5%, and 1% level respectively. 
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Figure 3: Growth of GDP per Capita vs.  Regulation Indices 

ZMB
MDG

GMB

GHA BFA

ZWE

TGO

SLE

MWI

NGACIVZAF

COGNER

SEN

KEN

BWA IDN
PNG

PHL

KOR

THA
MYS

TURISR
SWE

NLDDNK
ITAJPN

NOR
AUS

IRL

USA

CHE

PRT

FRA
ESP

ISL AUT BELCAN GRCFINGBR

NIC
PRY

COL

TTO

CHL

URY

VEN

DOM

ECU

GTM
PERSLV
ARG

BOL

HTI

HND

PANCRI

BRA
MEX

JAM

TUN
EGY SYR

JOR

IRN

MAR

IND

PAK

BGD
LKA

-1
0

-5
0

5
G

ro
w

th
 o

f G
D

P
 p

er
 c

ap
ita

.2 .3 .4 .5 .6 .7
Overall Regulation Index

Correlation: -0.47***

Overall Regulation

 

ZMB
MDG

GMB

GHA BFA

ZWE

TGO

SLE

MWI

NGACIVZAF

COGNER

SEN

KEN

BWA IDN
PNG

PHL

KOR

THA
MYS

TURISR
SWE

NLDDNK
ITAJPN

NOR
AUS

IRL

USA

CHE

PRT

FRA
ESP

ISLAUTBELCAN GRCFINGBR

NIC
PRY

COL

TTO

CHL

URY

VEN

DOM

ECU

GTM
PERSLV
ARG

BOL

HTI

HND

PANCRI

BRA
MEX

JAM

TUN
EGY SYR

JOR

IRN

MAR

IND

PAK

BGD
LKA

-1
0

-5
0

5
G

ro
w

th
 o

f G
D

P
 p

er
 c

ap
ita

0 .2 .4 .6 .8
Product Market Regulation Index

Correlation: -0.46***

Product Market Regulation

 

ZMB
MDG

GHA BFA

ZWE

TGO

SLE

MWI

NGA CIVZAF

COGNER

SEN

KEN

BWA IDN
PNG

PHL

KOR

THA
MYS

TURISR
SWE

NLDDNK
ITAJPN

NOR
AUS

IRL

USA

CHE

PRT

FRA
ESPAUT BELCAN GRC FINGBR

NIC
PRY

COL

TTO

CHL

URY

VEN

DOM

ECU

GTM
PERSLV

ARG

BOL

HTI

HND

PANCRI

BRA
MEX

JAM

TUN
EGYSYR

JOR

IRN

MAR

IND

PAK

BGD
LKA

-1
0

-5
0

5
G

ro
w

th
 o

f G
D

P
 p

er
 c

ap
ita

0 .2 .4 .6 .8
Labor Regulation Index

Correlation: -0.23***

Labor Regulation

 

ZMB
MDG

GMB

GHABFA

ZWE

TGO

SLE

MWI

NGA CIV ZAF

COGNER

SEN

KEN

BWAIDN
PNG

PHL

KOR

THA
MYS

TUR ISR
SWE

NLDDNK
ITAJPN

NOR
AUS

IRL

USA

CHE

PRT

FRA
ESP

ISL AUT BELCANGRCFINGBR

NIC
PRY

COL

TTO

CHL

URY

VEN

DOM

ECU

GTM
PERSLV

ARG

BOL

HTI

HND

PANCRI

BRA
MEX

JAM

TUN
EGY SYR

JOR

IRN

MAR

IND

PAK

BGD
LKA

-1
0

-5
0

5
G

ro
w

th
 o

f G
D

P
 p

er
 c

ap
ita

0 .2 .4 .6 .8 1
Fiscal Burden Index

Correlation: 0.2*

Fiscal Burden

 

Note: *, **, and *** denote significance at the 10%, 5%, and 1% level respectively. 

 

 35




