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Alapkamat
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Realkamat
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Jovedelmi diszparitasok a vilagban

(A vasarléerd-paritason mért GDP/foglalkoztatott szintje az USA-hoz képest)

Orszéag 1960 2000 Orszéag 1960 2000
USA (275) 1 1 Torokorszag (67) 0,17 0,24
Egyesult-Kiralysag (60) 0,69 0,69 Fulop-szigetek (76) 0,17 0,13
Argentina (37) 0,62 0,40 Egyiptom (64) 0,17 0,21
Franciaorszag (60) 0,6 0,76 Dél-Korea (47) 0,15 0,57
Olaszorszag (58) 0,55 0,84 Bangladesh (131) 0,1 0,1
Dél-Afrika (43) 0,47 0,34 Nigéria (127) 0,08 0,02
Mexiko (97) 0,44 0,38 Indonézia (210) 0,08 0,14
Spanyolorszag (40) 0,4 0,68 Thaifold (61) 0,07 0,2
Irdn (64) 0,3 0,3 Pakisztan (138) 0,07 0,11
Kolumbia (42) 0,27 0,18 India (1016) 0,06 0,1
Japan (127) 0,25 0,6 Kina (1259) 0,04 0,1
Brazilia (170) 0,24 0,3 Etidpia (64) 0,04 0,02
"""" Atlag | 029 | 035

(a tablazatban szereplé 24

orszag)
Atlag (102 orszag) 0,27 0,30 Forrds: Durlauf et.al. (2005, 564.0.)




A relativ GDP/foglalkoztatott eloszlasa
a vilagban (A twin-peaks jelensege)
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Forrds: Durlauf et.al. (2005, 565.0.)



Real Income Growth by Groups, 1993-2010

Bottom 99% Fraction of total
Average Income Top 1% Incomes Incomes Real growth (or loss)
Real Growth Real Growth Growth captured by top 1%
) 2) 3 4)
Full period
1993-2010 13.8% 58.0% 6.4% 52%
Clinton Expansion
1993-2000 31.5% 98.7% 20.3% 45%
2001 Recession
2000-2002 -11.7% -30.8% -6.5% 57%
Bush Expansion
2002-2007 16.1% 61.8% 6.8% 65%
Great Recession
2007-2009 -17.4% -36.3% -11.6% 49%
Recovery
2009-2010 2.3% 11.6% 0.2% 93%

Forrds: Saez (2012)



The Top Decile Income Share, 1917-
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Decomposing the Top Decile US
Income Share into 3 Groups, 1913-
2010
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Top Wealth shares in the US based on
Forbes 400 Wealthiest Americans
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Forrds: Saez (2010) http://emlab.berkeley.edu/users/saez/TabFig2010.xls



The Top Decile Wage Income Share,
1927-2010
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CEO pay (2005 dollars)

CEO Pay versus Average Wage

Income, 1970-2006
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Average Real Income and Consumer
Price Index in the United States, 1913-
2010
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Average Real Income of bottom 99%
and top 1% in the United States, 1913-

Average Bottom 99% Income (2010 dollars)
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29.7 mn
(0.5%)

Figure 1

USD 1 mill USD 89.1 trn (38.5%
The global wealth pyramid 7 e A i g )

Source: James Davies, Rodrige Lluberas
and Anthony Shorrocks, Credit Suisse

Global Wealth Databook 2011

USD 100,000 to 1 million USD 100.6 trn (43.6%)

USD 10,000 to 100,000 USD 33.5 trn (14.5%)

< USD 10,000 USD 7.6t (3.3%)

Total wealth

Wealth range (percent of world)

Number of adults (percent of world population)

Forrds: Global Wealth Report (2011. 1 4. o.)



High Net Worth Individuals by Region
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