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(1) The figure is ranked on the average of employment rates for men and women.

Souce Euros st (online dats code: Ksi_emp_s)
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Income poverty Material deprivation

Income: 17.7%

Material deprivation: 36.7%
Low WI: 19.2%

Total (at least one risk): 46.6%
Total (all combined): 8.1%

Low work intensity

Source: TARKI Monitor estimate
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Success rate as of the 1992 sampled individuals

$

N % % of living
successfully questioned
2682 36.92 45.37

Refuse answering 1480 20.37 25.03
Moved to unknown place 1317 18.13 22.28
Died since finish of HHP 982 13.52 16.61
Died during HHP 371 5.11 6.28
Abroad 89 1.23 1.51
Not able to cooperate 77 1.06 1.30
Temporary away 72 0.99 1.22
Unknown place. not followed 21 0.29 0.36
Other reason out in 2007 174 2.40 2.94
Living 5912 81.38 100.00
Total 7265 100.00




Childhood determinants of education attainment

logistic regression analysis (odds ratios)

# 9

Education attainment of the child

Socio-demo At least graduation Higher education diploma

characteristics El. E2. E3. E4. D1. D2. D3.
model model model model model model model

Highest educ. of parents (ref.: below graduation)

Graduation 7,53 6,10 5,07 4,87 3,88 3,37 2,58

Above graduation 17,76 12,57 10,82 9,42 11,63 9,12 9,03

(T(])?\Itd ||r(1)(;?)me in 1992 @ 470 329 371 3,40

Sex (ref.: male) T 220 215 1,92

Age 0,88 0,88 0,95

Settlement in 1992 (ref.: village)

Town 1,38 1,27 1,69

Budapest 1,62 1,58 0,81

No. of parent(s)

(0 other, 1 lone) 106 0.72

No. of brother/sister (ref.: 1)

0 1,30 0,84

2 0,79 046

3+ 0,60 0,25

Ethnicity

(ref.: non-roma)

N 455 454 454 418 455 454 454

Log pseudo-Likelihood 240,1 231,6 218.,8 196,0 238,2 234,7 219,0

Pszeudo R? 0,199 0,225 0,268 0,288 0,153 0,164 0,220

Significance level 1%, 5%, and

10%.
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Figure by Borsch-Supan 2013
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