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Abstract

The shift of labour out of the agricultural sector and into the manufacturing and services sectors seems to be an important factor
in explaining why some countries are so much richer than others. Therefore, understanding not only the driving mechanisms and
forces behind the process of structural change but also how these mechanisms interact and reinforce each other becomes crucial. In
the present work, we develop an agent-based model (ABM) where structural change is driven by income and relative prices effect.
The income effect is generated by the assumption of a simple non-homothetic hierarchical demand structure where consumers spend
their wealth following a particular priority ordering. The relative prices effect results from different sectoral productivity growth
rates. The model is capable of theoretically replicating the dynamics of structural change where labour is reallocated across the
three macro-sectors of agriculture, manufacturing and services. We have calibrated the model’s parameters, so that the artificial
employment share trajectories would match those of Sweden for the period of 1890-2010. The results suggest that, the income
and relative prices effect are complementary in generating a process of structural change of the type experienced by developed
economies. If some assumptions regarding agents’ behaviour and sectoral relative conditions are respected, the model shows that
it possible to theoretically yield structural changes in an agent-based model focusing only on first principles such as tastes and
technologies.
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1. Introduction

One of the most complex questions in all of economic theory is why some countries are so much richer than others.
This question is particularly challenging as the factors that make a country rich may vary not only across countries
but also within countries across time. Factors and conditions that once benefited a particular nation’s development
might neither be present or effective at a different time nor have the same effect on different economies. There is a
consensus that the large heterogeneity that we see today in countries’ income per capita is the result of a combination
of endogenous and exogenous factors.

In his Nobel lecture, Simon Kuznets summarized six characteristics of modern economic growth that emerged from
his analysis based on conventional measures of national product and its components: population, labour force, and the
like. The third of his six characteristics states that:

“The rate of structural transformation of the economy is high. Major aspects of structural change include the shift
away from agriculture to non-agriculture pursuits, and, recently, away from industry to services; a change of the
scale of productive units, and a related shift from personal enterprise to impersonal organization of economic
firms, with a corresponding change in the occupational status of labor.” (Kuznets, 1973, p. 248)

Simon Kuznets was among the first economists to empirically describe the process of structural change. Some of the
early empirical studies are Fischer (1939), Clark (1940), Kuznets (1957), Chenery (1960). Since then, much effort has
been done in order to reconstruct historical data and provide a more comprehensive picture of this process. Important
contributions were made by Maddison (1987), Syrquin (1988), Kaelble (1997), Dennis and Iscan (2009), Buera and
Kaboski (2012), Broadberry et al. (2013) and Herrendorf et al. (2014) and many others.!

Structural change can be defined as the reallocation of labour and other resources across the agriculture, manu-
facturing, and services sectors. A broader definition, however, would also encompass the changes in the structure of
production and employment within and between all sectors” of the economy as well as the emergence of new sectors
and the disappearance of old ones (Gabardo et al., 2017). The decline in the share of employment in the agricultural
sector and the process of industrialization have dramatically transformed the economic landscape in today’s developed
nations. These processes have not only changed the size and share of sectors in those economies, but also the size of
their cities and ultimately their people’s way of life.

Looking at the data, it is possible to identify some common economic features among poor countries and among rich
countries. Regarding the common features of poor countries, Caselli (2005) observes that they have a much lower labour
productivity in agriculture, a somewhat lower labour productivity outside agriculture, and a larger share of employment
in the sector that — on average — is less productive. Among the common features of rich countries, in spite of the many
idiosyncrasies in trends among them, there is a large body of evidence showing that structural change in these countries
is characterized by a systematic fall in the share of labour allocated to agriculture over time, by a steady increase
in the share of labour in services, and by a hump-shaped pattern for the share of labour in manufacturing (Gabardo
et al., 2017). This pattern shows that, rich countries went first trough a period of industrialization as labour shifts
from agriculture to manufacturing, followed by a period of de-industrialization as labour shifts from manufacturing to
services.

According to Herrendorf et al. (2014), there is an association between increases in GDP per capita with declines in
the employment share of agriculture, and corresponding rises in those of services. As a country develops, the relative
contribution of agriculture to both total employment and GDP declines, the contribution of services rises in both
respects and the contribution of manufacturing first expands and then contracts following a hump shape (Herrendorf
etal., 2014). This pattern of sectoral labour reallocation can be seen in Fig. 1, that plots the sectoral employment shares
for selected countries.

The evidence presented by Herrendorf et al. (2014) indicates that, most of today’s high income countries went
trough a dramatical shift in sectoral employment. There are basically two reasons that make economists believe that

! The list of contributions is too large for it to be included in its entirety.

2 In the literature, a sector is often equivalent to an industry. Thus, it is possible to say that the manufacturing sector is composed of several
manufacturing industries. As in Herrendorf et al. (2014), we use the term manufacturing to refer to activities neither classified as agriculture nor as
service.
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Fig. 1. Shares of total employment for selected countries between 1884 and 2015. Data source: Herrendorf et al. (2014) and Bolt and van Zanden
(2014).

this pattern of labour reallocation out of agriculture and into manufacturing and services, although not sufficient, is
a necessary condition of the process of growth. First, per capita demand for agricultural goods is relatively price and
income inelastic at high levels of income. Second, the presence of a dominant fixed factor in agricultural production
(land) limits the ability of the agricultural sector to absorb labour in the face of growing population levels (Foster and
Rosenzweig, 2007). Therefore, understanding the causes not only of the labour reallocation out of agriculture but also
out of the manufacturing and into the services is of great importance in order to explain why some countries are so
much richer than others.

1.1. The sources of structural change

Despite its prominence and substantial empirical macroeconomic literature, in a theoretical perspective the study of
structural change has been given less attention than that of economic growth. Only in the last decades that the subject
of structural change has gained more prominence and has become a relevant research area.’ The existing literature
has advanced several explanations to account for the process of structural change experienced by developed countries.
Here we present three channels or explanations (Dennis and Iscan, 2009, p. 187):

1. A version of Engel’s Law operating on employment shares: as incomes rise, agriculture sheds labour due to the low
income elasticity of demand for farm goods;

2. Aversion of Baumol’s (1967) “cost disease”: relatively faster productivity growth in agriculture pushes farm workers
to produce complementary non-farm goods;

3. Different factor intensities in production: agricultural production is more conducive to rapid capital deepening,
which in turn pulls labour into the more labour intensive non-farm sector.

These three explanations or channels seek to account for the process of structural change by means of different
mechanisms. The first explanation is based on demand factors, while the second and third are based on supply factors.
The first channel, also called the income or utility-based explanation, relies on differences in income elasticities of
demand across sectors. This explanation goes back to Fisher (1935) and Clark (1940), who applied Engel’s law to the
demand for manufacturing goods.

Proponents of the utility-based explanation, have suggested that if one assumes non-unitary expenditure elasticities
of demand (non-homothetic preferences), changes in income lead to changes in expenditure shares and to labour
reallocation across sectors even if relative prices are constant. The utility-based explanation is consistent with Engel’s

3 Kriiger (2008), Matsuyama (2008), Silva and Teixeira (2008) and Gabardo et al. (2017) review the literature on structural structural change.
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law,* which is not only valid for basic or necessity goods but is a more general law of consumption.” Many authors rely
on this channel to explain the process of structural change, including Matsuyama (1992), Echevarria (1997), Laitner
(2000), Kongsamut et al. (2001), Gollin et al. (2002) and Foellmi and Zweimiieller (2008).

The second and third channels rely on changes in relative prices. These changes affect sectoral expenditure and
employment shares whenever the elasticity of substitution across sectors is different from one. In the second channel,
relative prices change as a result of differential productivity growth across sectors. This explanation goes back to
Baumol (1967) and was formalized by Ngai and Pissarides (2007), which assert that structural change results from
differences in the rates of total factor productivity across sectors. These differences cause changes in relative prices
which induce the reallocation of labour across sectors.

In the third channel, relative prices change as a result of changes in the relative prices and supply of inputs if sectors
factor’s intensities in production are different. In this case, one can generate structural transformation via relative prices
change even if technological change is neutral (Herrendorf et al., 2014). This last mechanism is found for instance in
Caselli and Coleman (2001) and Acemoglu and Guerrieri (2008). In Caselli and Coleman (2001), skilled and unskilled
workers are the two inputs of interest, while in Acemoglu and Guerrieri (2008) the two inputs are capital and labour.
The former argue that as a result of a decrease in the cost of education in the first half of the 20th century, there was
an increase in the relative supply of skilled workers which decreased the relative price of non-agricultural goods, and
moved resources out of agriculture. The later allows for differences in sectoral capital intensities. The authors show
that an increase in the capital-to-labour ratio leads to differential capital deepening across sectors.

Despite the fact that the mainstream literature has restricted its attention to either the supply or the demand side
explanations of structural change, Boppart (2014) provides empirical evidence that both drivers, the income and the
relative prices effect are relevant. By combining non-homothetic preferences and differential TFP growth rates, he
is able to develop one explanation of how the process of structural change can be driven by income and the relative
prices effect simultaneously. Since both explanations describe the same phenomenon, their integration, despite being
a natural step, is a theoretical challenge for analytical models.

Notwithstanding the recent contributions, the microeconomic foundations of the transition from an agriculture-
based economy to a diversified industrial and to a services-based economy are still poorly understood. The process of
structural change is a complex phenomenon. Its understanding demands not only the analysis of the microeconomic
behaviour of firms and consumers but also the analysis of the interaction between demand and supply forces that
generate sectoral reallocation of resources.

In a comprehensive review of the subject, Kriiger (2008) observes that in all the theories that he reviewed, tech-
nological progress drives structural change, but it is frequently the demand side that is crucial for determining which
industries grow faster than others and which shrink, and it therefore shapes the direction of structural change. Moreover,
Kriiger (2008) continues and points out that further research, particularly on the feedback effects between structural
change and aggregate growth, deserves much more attention. He suggests that the theoretical explanation of these issues
almost surely requires other means of analysis than used so far and concludes arguing that agent-based computational
models analysed by simulation methods might be an alternative (Kriiger, 2008, p. 357).

In the present work, we make use of the, fairly new methodology of agent based models (ABM), to study the relation
between two of the driving mechanisms of the process of structural change presented above. Agent based models that
integrate growth and structural change are fairly recent in the literature, some examples are Lorentz and Savona (2008),
Ciarli et al. (2010), Ciarli and Lorentz (2010), Ciarli et al. (2012), Lorentz et al. (2016), Ciarli and Valente (2016).
Through the use of agent based models, it is possible to determine how individual decisions give rise to patterns, how
these patterns in turn affect individual behaviour, and the dynamics that emerge from this interaction at the macro level.
Agent-based models allow for a dynamical, more realistic and evolutionary representation of the economic system
(Gribner, 2016), therefore being suitable to exploring the dynamics of growth and structural change.

4 In his famous 1857 article, Ernest Engel produced empirical evidence showing that the poorer a family is, the larger the budget share it spends
on nourishment. This empirical regularity is known as Engel’s law. Ernest Engel’s analysis initially suggested that as income rises, the proportion of
income spent on food falls, even if actual expenditure on food rises. Moreover, he argued that such a change in the composition of demand implies
that, as the economy grows and per capita income increases, new resources can be dedicated to the production of other goods unrelated to food
(Engel, 1857, p. 50). The relation that describe how expenditure on a particular good or service depends on income is called Engel curve.

3 Deaton and Muellbauer (1980) concluded that the vast majority of studies obtains the result that the expenditure share of a product changes
systematically with income.
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We have developed an ABM where structural change is driven by income and the relative prices effects. The income
effect is generate by the assumption of a simple non-homothetic hierarchical demand where consumers spend their
income according to given priorities as in Falkinger (1990, 1994) and Andersen (2001). The relative prices effect results
from different rates of sectoral productivity growth.

We seek to contribute to the literature by theoretically showing the possibility that two of the proposed explanations of
structural change in the literature are complementary in replicating the patterns of employment reallocation experienced
by developed economies.

The model developed here has many limitations and simplifying assumption that will be presented later. We do not
claim that the two drivers explored in this work, the income effect and the relative prices effect, are the only or the
most important sources of structural change. To see more on the mechanisms that can lead to structural change refer
to Dennis and Iscan (2009), Gribner (2016), Gabardo et al. (2017).

The remaining of the article is organized as follows: Section 2 briefly presents the model with its time-line of events.
Section 3 presents a detailed account of the behaviour of the agents. Section 4 explains the simulation procedures and
reports the results. Finally, Section 5 presents our concluding remarks.

2. The model (introduction)

We have built an agent-based model where agents are boundedly rational and follow simple rules of behaviour in
an incomplete and asymmetric information context. The model simulates a closed economy with no government and
no financial sector. The economy described by the model is composed of the following elements:

e A collection of 3 consumption sectors z € [1 : 3] namely agriculture = 1, manufacturing =2 and services =3;

e A collection of firms distributed across the z sectors. Firms use labour as the only input and within each sector,
produce a homogeneous consumption good that satisfies one consumer need;

e A fixed collection of n individuals/workers with homogeneous and fixed skill level. Workers sell their labour force
in exchange of a salary.

Since the main objective of our analysis is the transition of labour across sectors, we have decided to model a pure
labour economy. Although the absence of physical capital may at first seem strange, one needs to be aware that most
“growth” models that give rise to sustained growth are either based on endogenously determined accumulation of
knowledge or exogenously given technological change. Frequently, models built around the accumulation of physical
capital are not capable of generating sustained growth. The present model focuses on the endogenous accumulation
of knowledge by the firms through in house R&D. As firms discover new production techniques, productivity and
income-per-capita increase.

Given that, all firms in all sectors begin the simulation with the same amount of labour, in order to start the economy
with different sectoral employment shares, the initial number of firms is different across sectors. All firms initiate
with the same productivity level and the same financial endowment 75°. The initial financial endowment is used to
hire workers and pay wages in the first simulation period. Throughout the simulation, firms may increase or decrease
their reserves depending on how much profit or loss they realize. Financial constraint can limit the firms’ ability to
increase their workforce. The model assumes the possibility that new firms are created through a process of fission
(see Section 3.1.6).

On the supply side, firm output is determined by variations on the quantity of labour employed, the technology
available, consumers satiation and income and by the level of inventories. Firms devote a portion of their workforce
exclusively to carry out R&D. Technological progress is endogenous and based on a stochastic process, that when
successful, increases the firm’s productivity level.® On the demand side, in each period ¢, consumers observe the prices
charged by a random subset of k’ firms within each sector.

6 In order to keep the model simple, we chose to focus exclusively on productivity increase. However, we acknowledge the vast literature that
shows that the introduction of new consumer products is a necessary condition for economic progress in a market economy, Andersen (2001), Aoki
and Yoshikawa (2002), Saviotti (2001), Saviotti and Pyka (2008), Foellmi and Zweimdiieller (2008).

7 This parameter reflects the degree of imperfect information on the consumers’ side.
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The relative prices effect is generated through a specific parametrization that produces different productivity growth
possibilities across sectors. The income effect is generated through a simple non-homothetic hierarchical demand
structure. In the baseline parametrisation, consumption follows a hierarchical order, starting with agriculture, followed
by manufacturing and ending with services. This hierarchical order establishes that all consumers must consume good
1 (agriculture), good 2 (manufacturing) and good 3 (services) in this specific order. In addition to hierarchical order,
demand is bound by a satisfying quantity of each good (satiation level) that increases at different rates across sectors
with increases in salary.

In order to study the dynamics of the income and the relative prices effect, we have modelled and simulated 4 (four)
scenarios (Baseline, Case 2, Case 3 and Case 4) with different parametrization:

1. The baseline scenario assumes the presence of both effects, the income and the relative prices;

2. Case 2 eliminates the income effect. In this case, the hierarchical consumption order is abandoned and the satiation
level increases at the same rate across sectors;

3. Case 3 eliminates the relative prices effect. In this case, all firms in all sectors have the same productivity growth
possibilities;

4. Case 4 eliminates both effects, the relative prices and the income.

The main objective of simulating different scenarios is to analyse the impact of the income effect and of the relative
prices effect on the trajectory of sectoral employment share. The hypothesis is that, the two explanations of structural
change analysed here are complementary in replicating the sectoral employment shifts experienced by developed
economies.

In the following subsections we firstly describe the sequence of events that takes place at each time step. Subsequently,
we explain the firms and consumers’ behaviour in greater detail.

2.1. Time-line of events

In each period of the simulation, the following sequence of events takes place:

Firms’ expected demand: firms compute their expected demand based on past sales and past expected demand;
Production planning: given their inventory and expected demand, firms determine expected production level;
Firms’ labour demand: firms calculate labour demand for production and for research;
Labour market: workers interact with firms in the labour market. Firms hire or dismiss labour depending on their
labour requirements and financial situation;
Production: firms produce output;
Wages and salaries: the wage rate is calculated and firms pay salaries;
Satiation point: individuals calculate their satiation point for each of the three goods/sectors;
Wealth and price search: individuals calculate their available wealth for consumption and select a subset of firms
from each sector to compare prices and visit;

9. Consumption: individuals and firms interact in the goods market;
10. Profits and inventories: firms calculate current profits/losses, inventories and accumulated profits;
11. Consumer savings: Consumers calculate individual savings;
12. Aggregate Variables: sector and economy level variables are computed.

el s

® oW

3. Agent behaviours

This section details the behaviour of each type of agent.
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3.1. Firm behaviour

3.1.1. Expected sales and expected production
Each period ¢ starts with firms calculating their expected sales s¢, and expected production x{ ,. Expected sales are
computed according to an adaptive scheme given by:

Sip=Si,_1 T o(Si—1—85,_1) (D

where w is an adaptive expectations parameter and s;,—1 is the firm i sales (in units) in the previous period.

Firm i expected production in period # depends on the its expected sales s7 , and on the amount of additional (extra)
output that it wishes to supply in period 7. We assume that all firms want to supply an extra share 8 of expected sales,
as a buffer against unexpected demand swings (Steindl, 1952) and to supply constraints that may lead to consumer
frustration (Lavoie, 1992).® Therefore, expected production is given by:

xi, =+ B)s;, —invg i, )
where inv, ;, is the firm’s inventory, calculated according to:

. x‘;‘l71 — Sit—1 if = 1, 2
invg i = . 3)
0 if z=3,

where x3, , is the firm’s past period total supply of goods, calculated as the sum of past actual production x;,_; and
it—1 past p pply oI g p p .
past inventories, thatis: x7,_| = x;;—1 + invg ;1.

3.1.2. Labour demand and production

Based on expected production x{, and current productivity a; 1, firms determine how many hours of labour for
production they need. Expected labour hours for production is give by: I} = a’xiftl

In addition to labour for production, firms also demand labour for research.l'In the mainstream literature, authors
such as Aghion and Howitt (1992) and Romer (1994) point that the amount of labour time spent in pursuing R&D is
of great importance. According to them, there is a trade-off between production today, which can be increased through
more labour time to production and less to R&D, and production tomorrow, which can be increased through more
labour time devoted to R&D and less to production today. In the model, the expected amount of labour to R&D is

calculated as a variable share of [{} according to:

lff;s = rdsi,,_llif (4)

where the share of labour dedicated to research rds; ; depends on the firm’s market share and on the parameter y, which
is the maximum share of labour dedicated to R&D:

rdsi; = (1 —ms;;—1)y (5)

The firms’ market share ms;; is calculated as sales (units) over total sector sales (units): ms; ; = ;”t When firms
gain market share, they devote a lower percentage of labour to R&D. Total expected labour demand is given by:
lé’ J— leX + l?rS
17t N l’t . l’[. : . . . . . . . .

As a simplifying assumption, there is no wage nor skill differentiation between production or research workers.

Although firms calculate their labour demand in terms of hours of labour, in the labour market they have to think
in terms of workers.” Firms start each period with wf; —1 workers. Throughout period ¢, they have the opportunity to
increase or decrease their workforce. As the model does not have any kind of labour legislation, in order to emulate
the rigidity effect of such a legislation on the labour market, we introduced a limit on the number of workers a firm can

dismiss at a single period . The limit is given by wf;;—16, where § € [0: 1] is a parameter that represents the labour

8 In sectors z={1, 2} the share § is seen as a minimum inventory share, whereas for sector z={3}, which supplies services not storable goods,
the share S is simply a buffer against unexpected demand swings.

9 We refer to as “labour force”, l; 1, the number of hours of labour and as “workforce”, wf;,, the number of workers. As each worker accounts for
wj labour hours, we have that [; , = wf; ,wj.
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market flexibility. The exception to this limit is when the firm is constrained by its financial situation, that is when
s
wi—jwj

< wf;,—1(1 — 8). We can represent a firm’s expected workforce for period ¢ as:

e ac

e { . |:lit ”i.tl] }
wfi, =max min | =, ——— | wf;, (1 =) (6)

Wj wi—1wj

where wj is the working journey, 7$¢

i7—1 s the firm’s financial resources and w;— is the current wage rate (hourly) in
the economy (see Section 3.1.3 for the determination of w;_1).

The expected workforce can be greater or less than the initial period workforce wf;;—1. The firm will seek to hire
workers if wf7, > wf;,_; and fire if wf7, < wf;,_;. Altogether, a firm’s workforce depends on the following factors:
expected labour demand, accumulated profits, total labour availability, the working journey and the nominal wage. It
might be the case that a firm wishes to increase its workforce, but it is unable to due to insufficient financial means or

worker shortage.
The workforce demand dﬂf , that is the number of workers that a firm wishes to add or subtract from its initial
workforce wf;;—1, can be positive or negative according to:

acc

e
min [—(wf$,_, — wfi_), wfi8] if wff, <wfi,_; and —2T > wf, (1-8) (Ta)

wr—1wj
dwf — nq(f{,‘ | ﬂ'aCC 1
t = . e
| m ~ Wi if wfj, <wf;,; and m < wf;,—(1—=23) (7b)
t— t—
wfis — wfis it wfe, > wfi,_, (70)

In Egs. (7a) and (7b) the firm wishes to reduce its workforce (d;‘),f < 0), while in Eq. (7¢) it wants to increase its

workforce (di’wtf > 0). The workforce demand is always rounded to the closest integer. Regarding the execution order,
the simulation determines that the firing process occurs first. That is, all firms that want to reduce their workforce, have
to do so before any firm can hire any worker.

Since the supply of workers is fixed and all firms pay the same wage rate, a random process of firm-worker matching
is carried out. This process is done is cycles. In each cycle, each firm is randomly selected and allowed to hire 1 (one)
worker. The cycles continue until all firms have hired the number of workers they desire, or there are no more workers
to be hired.

In case that, at the end of the cycles, a firm’s actual workforce turned out to be lower than its expected workforce,
thatis wf; , < wff,, the firm devotes [ = (wf; )(rds; )wj hours of labour to R&D and I}, = (wf; Jwj — [}, hours
of labour to production, so that the total actual labour force is: [;; = I + I .

After adjusting their labour force, firms carry out production. Actual production is given by:

Xip = min[xit, x}f‘f‘x] €
where x{* = a;;_11}, is the maximum production capacity, given by the product of the current productivity level
times the firm’s production labour force.

3.1.3. Salary and nominal wage
The nominal wage rate is determined based on the economy’s average productivity:

Ar— A
Wy =Wy | | + ——— 9
Ay

where A; is the economy’s average productivity level. A; is calculated as a weighted average of sectoral productivity
level, with the weight being the share of sector expenditure in total expenditure, while the sectoral productivity level
is computed as a weighted average of the firms’ productivities within each sector weighted by their market share. In
order to simplify the analysis and mitigate the effects of income distribution on consumption, each employed worker

receives an equal salary of: sal; = w;_1 wj_l.
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3.1.4. Mark-up and pricing
Firms’ mark-up are endogenously determined through the following rule: if in the previous period, the share of sold

goods over the total supply of goods ife"' is higher than (1 — B), firms raise their mark-ups by rl'f f , otherwise they

ir—1
. Mark-up'” is calculated according to:

reduce them by rf‘,’w”
up o Sit—1
mk[_l(l + fi,t) if r = (1 — ﬁ)
i,t—1
mk;, = e Siflt—l (10)
mke—1(1 — 7" if —— < (1= p),

i,t—1

down

where ‘L';'t f and 77" are random numbers from a Folded Normal distribution with parameters (i, Oz(up)) and (iis,

O <(down)) Tespectively.
After setting mark-up, firms calculate their selling prices. Prices are set as a non-negative mark-up mk;; over unit

labour costs ;’J’—“ If in the previous period the share of sold units over the supply of goods *:=L is lower than a
t X

i—1" ii—1
threshold ¢, firms change their pricing strategy and apply a large price discount over their prices, so that:

Wy— S —
(1 + mh; ) —— if =l
dit—1 Xit—1
Pir = Wi—1 o Sii—1 (1D
(1 4 mk; ;) (1 =RN;y) if —— <9,

it—1 Xit—1
where ¢ is the minimum selling target share and RN;, is a random number from a Folded Normal distribution with
parameters ((rn, ogn). The price discount is intended at increasing sales and so reducing excessive inventory.

3.1.5. Technological progress and productivity

Technological improvements that raise firms’ productivities affect their unit labour costs and consequently their
prices and profitability. We model technological progress as a stochastic process that depends on the amount of labour
exclusively devoted to research /}}.

The process of innovation is described in the literature as very uncertain (Aghion and Howitt, 1998; Silverberg and
Verspagen, 2005). Therefore, productivity innovation in the present model is set as a two stages stochastic event. The
first stage, defines “success or failure” in the discovery of a new technology. The second stage calculates by how much
the firm’s productivity increases (Valente and Andersen, 2002; Llerena and Lorentz, 2004).

In the first stage, a probability v;; of success in discovering a new technology is computed based on the amount of
labour devoted to R&D, that is:

vip=1—e 5l (12)

where ¢, is a coefficient that regulates the impact of labour dedicated to R&D on the probability of success in each
sector. The firm succeeds when v;;>0;;, where o is a random draw from a uniform distribution on the fixed support
[0, 1]. In the case of success in the first stage, the firm’s productivity increases according to:

aj; = max[a;;—1, FN] (13)

where FN is a random number drawn from a Folded Normal distribution with mean equal to the previous period
productivity a;,— and standard deviation equal to a.e~ P where ®;;=(ai;—10;)"". The parameters 6, and n, are
fixed and set at the sector level.

Despite being an endogenous process, the rate at which firms increase their productivities is influenced by the
parameters {;, oz, 6; and n,. The new production technique a;; is available for use in the next period 7+ 1.

10 Survey data evidence summarized in Fabiani et al. (2006) show that firms in the Euro area mostly set prices according to some mark-up rules.
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3.1.6. Profit, firm entry and exit
After firms and individuals have interacted in the goods market, firms assess their sales and inventories and calculate
current and accumulated profits. Current profit is calculated according to:

it = SitPii—1 — Whi; (14)

where wb;, is the wage bill given by: wb; ; = I; ;w;_1. Accumulate profit is computed as: 7{'{ = 7{S_| + m; ;.
Firms are deleted from the simulation if one of the two conditions occur:

1. 7, < wjw,_: Accumulated profit is less than the salary of 1 (one) worker for a full working journey:;

2. ms;j;—1 <&: The firm’s market share becomes lower than a threshold &.

The number of firms in each sector can increase as new firms can be created through a process of fission. Firm
fission is governed by a probability p which follows a Poisson distribution p~Poisson (1), where:

) = ymsi, (15)

When p >0 fission takes place and the firm’s variables are split according to a uniform distribution (aj;ss, bfiss). The
new firm is set up with the same productivity and mark-up as the mother firm. Firms have to wait a minimum of 5
(five) periods in order to be allowed to fission. The same firm can fission more than once over the simulation span.

3.2. Consumer behaviour

After firms have set their prices and paid salaries, the satiation level sat;, for each sector/good is calculated. The
demand side of the model is based on a non-homothetic and hierarchical demand where consumers spend their income
according to given priorities as in Falkinger (1990, 1994) and Andersen (2001). The hierarchical demand establishes
that, each individual will seek to purchase first a satisfactory amount of good 1 (sat;;), then a satisfactory amount of
good 2 (satp,) and finally a satisfactory amount of good 3 (sat3 ).

This notion of consumption hierarchy is described by Pasinetti (1981, 1993). According to Pasinetti, consumption
is ultimately governed by a generalised version of Engel’s Law. The generalised law states that the consumption of
any (basic category of) good cannot be expanded beyond its satiation level. When consumption of a good has become
satiated, consumers turn their attention to the next good higher in the hierarchical ordering of goods according to their
importance in consumption (Andersen, 2001). In the baseline set-up of the model, the satiation level varies across
goods and time. In Cases 2 and 4, the satiations level varies only across time. As a simplification, sat,; does not vary
across individuals.

3.2.1. Satiation level

Empirical works on Engel curves (Moneta and Chai, 2010, 2014; Chai and Moneta, 2012, 2014) show that absolute
demand satiation rarely occurs and that non-satiation is a more frequent outcome. Therefore, in order to avoid absolute
satiation, the satiation level is initially set at sat; o and evolves endogenously following the evolution of salaries sal;:

li_o — sal;_
saty; = satzi [1 +e, (mjalsz“lﬂ (16)
l‘7

where ¢, is the sector satiation coefficient. Differences in the parameter €, across sectors coupled with the hierarchical
nature of the demand generate the income effect.

3.2.2. Income and savings

The number of individuals n* in the economy is fixed and each individual supplies the same quantity of hours of
labour wj and receives the same salary sal;. Saving is not a conscious or planned decision, but the result of one or both
of the following situations:

1. Supply shortage: the consumer is not able to buy all the desired units of one or more goods;
2. Excess wealth: the individual has more resources than needed to purchase the satiation quantity for all of the three
goods.
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As a simplificating assumption, individuals consume out of their wealth. A consumer’s wealth available for con-
sumption is given by:

why, s = sal; +savy 1 h=11,2.. .nh] a7

where savy ;1 is the worker’s accumulated savings given by: savy,;=savy 1 + (Whp; — expp;) and expp; is the indi-
vidual’s total expenditure on all three goods.

3.2.3. Firm selection
After the satiation level and wealth have been calculated, consumption moves to the next step which is price

comparison. Consumers observe the prices charged by a random subset of k5, firms in each sector. This subset is

given by: k; pt = Xz.nl g +» where n Zf , is the total number of firms in each sector and the parameter yj is calculated

according to:

FN

Xeh=1—e€ o (18)

where FN ? , is generated by a Folded Normal distribution with (4, (TX).H Although the parameter yx,j is time
invariant, since the number of firms in each sector ng , may change, the actual number of firms selected «, ; ; may vary
across time. After having selected « 5, firms, individuals sort them by price, from the cheapest to the most expensive.

Each consumer records the identification (id_ ) of the cheapest firm from his individual list for each sector. The
consumer then makes sure to include that firm in his list in the next period. This mechanism of “memory” reinforces

the tendency of market concentration present in the model, as it increases the sales of firms with low prices.

3.2.4. Consumption

At each period ¢, three consumption cycles take place, one for each good. In the cases baseline and 3, consumers
strictly follow the consumption hierarchy described earlier, that is, they only consume good 2 after having consumed
good 1, and only consume good 3 after having consumed good 2. In cases 3 and 4, the hierarchy of consumption is
abandoned and the sequence of consumption is randomly determined in each period 7. Moreover, in cases 3 and 4 the
satiation level sat,; increases at the same rate in all sectors.

In each consumption cycle, consumers are randomly selected and go through the j € [1: k] firms that they have
previously selected and ordered. For each firm j selected, the consumer calculates the amount of goods he wishes and
can afford to purchase. Actual consumption slg’ it is determined according to:

h . U)hh,t
Sz jh,; = Min [ —, satz ;. xit (19)
Pjt—1

h s
2, jht it
and the individual’s sector satiation sat;, are reduced by si’ it units. In addition, the individual’s wealth is reduced

Throughout each cycle, when a consumer makes a purchase of s units from a firm j, the supply of that firm x

by si’ jhaPii—1- Consumers continue visiting their selected firms until one of the following three situations occur:

1. The consumer exhausts his resources;
2. The consumer purchases the satiation amount of that good;
3. The consumer visits all the k5, firms selected.

Consumers can visit each firm of their list only once. There is no guarantee that all consumers will find the desired
quantity of all three goods. There is the possibility that a consumer goes though all the j € [1:«, ] firms and does
not find a single unit available. As Eq. (19) shows, actual consumption is always bound by the satiation quantity, firms
production capacity and individuals’ wealth. The consumer can consume less than the satiation level sat,;, but never
above it.

I The parameter x_, varies across individuals and sectors, that is, each consumer has a distinct price searching strategy from each other, and also
a distinct price searching strategy for each sector.



220 FA. Gabardo et al. / EconomiA 21 (2020) 209-232

Share in total employment ( Baseline ) Share in total employment ( Case 2)

+ Sweden ( 1890 - 2010 + Sweden ( 1890 - 2010

0.6
0.6

0.4
0.4

0.2
0.2

0.0

T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120

Time Time
Agriculture s Manufacturing B8 Services Agriculture mm® Manufacturing B8 Services
Share in total employment ( Case 3) Share in total employment ( Case 4)
et e
+ Sweden (1890 - 2010) o + Sweden (1890 - 2010) o

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0
0.0

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Time Time
Agriculture mms Manufacturing B Services Agriculture mmE Manufacturing B8 Services

Fig. 2. Solid lines are the simulated data in the time span [3:128] of a single run. Shares of total employment for Sweden from 1890 to 2010. Data
source for Sweden: Herrendorf et al. (2014).

4. Simulation and results

The parameters for the baseline scenario were calibrated as to simultaneously replicate the trajectories of the share
of total employment of the three sectors of agriculture, manufacturing and services of Sweden from 1890-2010'? (see
Table A.2). The baseline scenario assumes the presence of both effects, the income and the relative prices. The other
3 scenarios were calibrated using the baseline as a reference point. Cases 2 and 3 eliminate the income effect and the
relative prices effect respectively, whereas case 4 eliminates both effects.

Before we analyse the results of the Monte Carlo experiments, let us take a brief look at the different trajectories
that each of the 4 scenarios is able to produced. For this initial analysis we ran 1 simulation of 130 periods for each
scenario or case. Fig. 2 shows a collection of 4 plots that combines the trajectories of the share of total employment in
all three sectors (agriculture, manufacturing and services) in Sweden from 1890 to 2010 with the respective simulated
trajectories in the time span [3:128]. The initial sectoral shares of total employment are 0.6 for agriculture, 0.22 for
manufacturing and 0.18 for services.

As expected, the trajectories of the baseline set-up (Fig. 2, top-left) are the closest to the data for Sweden in the
period under analysis. In the baseline parametrisation, both effects of income and relative prices are present. Fig. 3
suggest that, in order to replicate the intended trajectories, both effects must be present in a certain way, that is, some
sectoral relative conditions must be respected. In case of the relative prices effect, the sectoral productivity must evolve
in a way so that the productivity in agriculture is higher than that of manufacturing which in turn is higher than that of
services. In case of the income effect, the satiation point must evolve in a way that sat3 ;> satp ; > sat| ;.

In case 2 (Fig. 2, top-right), the only factor determining the trajectories of employment shares are differences in
average productivity growth rates across sectors. In this case, we assume that individuals do not have any particular
preference or need for any of the 3 goods, and that the satiation points evolve at the same rate, that would be the
equivalent of saying that consumers have homothetic preferences. Therefore, in case 2 the relative prices effect alone
is inducing the reallocation of labour across sectors.

12 We have used the data for Sweden as it is one of longest and more complete time-series available for sectoral employment share.
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Fig. 3. Simulated series are averages of 50 monte carlo runs. 95% confidence band in gray, min/max values in light gray.

In case 3 (Fig. 2, lower-left), we have removed the relative prices effect. As in the baseline scenario, consumers
follow a hierarchical ordering in consumption, and have different income elasticities for each of the 3 goods. Case 3
shows that, even with constant relative prices, if one assumes non-unitary expenditure elasticities of demand, changes
in income lead to changes in expenditure shares (see Fig. 8) and to labour reallocation across sectors.

In case 4 (Fig. 2, lower-right), all sectoral differences both in consumption and in productivity growth rates are
abandoned, the only remaining differences across sectors are the initial conditions. In this case, we can observe that
the sectoral employment shares tend to converge to a single level. Moreover, Fig. 3 shows that in case 4, there is no
significant differences across sectors in the trajectories of the productivity growth rate and of that of the satiation point.

4.1. Monte Carlo analysis

In order to better analyse the differences in the sectoral employment share trajectories among the 4 scenarios, we
have run 50 Monte Carlo simulations of 130 periods for each scenario. The differences in demand and productivity
evolution amongst the 4 scenarios are depicted in Fig. 3.

All the variables at the sectoral level are calculated as weighted averages of the equivalent variables at the firm
level. In simulations with ABM models, since most variables are endogenously determined it is not always possible
to completely isolate the effects under analysis. In our case, we can see in Fig. 2 that in case 3 (bottom third plot from
left to right) that despite having the exact same parametrization for the sectoral productivity growth rates, the sectors
follow slightly different trajectories. This is because the productivity level is being affected by the income effect, that
is, by the hierarchical and non-homothetic aspects of the demand.

Although apparently unexpected, this behaviour seems to be in line with the findings of Kriiger (2008) presented
in the introduction. According to him, in all the theories reviewed, technological progress is the driver of structural
change, but it is frequently the demand side that is crucial for determining which industries grow faster. We see in
Fig. 2, that the effect of technological progress is stronger than that of demand over the employment share trajectories.
In addition, case 3 shows that due to differences in the demand side, the agriculture sector grows slightly faster than
the other sectors, despite the fact that in this scenario all sectors have the same parametrization regarding productivity
growth rates.

If we eliminate both effects (Case 4), we can observe that the differences in the trajectories of the sectoral average
productivities disappears. Interesting to note that in case 2, the trajectories of satiation point are not influenced by
the differences in sectoral productivity growth rates. This happens because the evolution of the satiation point is only
affected by the nominal wage, and thus by the economy’s average productivity.
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Fig. 4. Simulated series are averages of 50 monte carlo runs. 95% confidence band in gray, min/max values in light gray.

4.1.1. Employment share in agriculture

In all 4 scenarios, the share of total employment in agriculture tends to fall over time. However, the Monte Carlo
simulations confirm what Fig. 2 shows, that the speed with which the employment share in agriculture falls varies
greatly amongst the 4 scenarios.

Fig. 4 suggests that changes in the demand structure alone produce only minor effects on the trajectory of the
agriculture employment share while, changes in the sectors productivity growth rates, tend to produce major effects
in its trajectory. This result is not a surprise, as empirical and theoretical studies suggest the existence of a strong
positive relationship between productivity in the agricultural sector and decreases in the employment share in that
sector (Caselli, 2005; Herrendorf et al., 2014). Caselli (2005) also finds that poverty and the share of the working
population employed in agriculture are positively related. Hence, increases in GDP per capita are correlated with
decreases in the employment share in agriculture. The same result is reported in Gollin et al. (2002), which shows that
growth in agricultural productivity is quantitatively important in explaining income per capita growth.

The simulation indicates that the income and the relative prices effects are both relevant in explaining the falling
trend of employment share in agriculture in developed countries. The relative prices effect seems to be stronger than the
income effect, as when we remove that effect in case 3 (Fig. 4 bottom-left), there is a greater change in the agriculture
employment share trajectory than that of case 2 (Fig. 4 top-right) when we remove the income effect. Case 4 (Fig. 4
bottom-right) shows that when both effects are eliminated, the agriculture employment share trajectory is becomes
very distant from the desired one.

4.1.2. Employment share in manufacturing

Regarding the manufacturing sector, Herrendorf et al. (2014) found that employment share tend to follow a hump
shape, increasing for lower levels of development and decreasing for higher levels of development.

Looking at Fig. 5 we can observe a hump shape in cases baseline, 2 and 3. The baseline set-up (Fig. 5 top-left),
by construction is the closest to the real data. Case 2 (Fig. 5 top-right) produces a hump shaped trajectory that peaks
at a lower level than both the baseline and the Sweden data. Case 3 (Fig. 5 bottom-left), despite equal productivity
parametrization across sectors, the model still produces a hump shaped trajectory. Case 4 (Fig. 5 bottom-right), shows
that, once we abandon both effects, the hump shaped trajectory described in the literature disappears.
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Fig. 5. Simulated series are averages of 50 monte carlo runs. 95% confidence band in gray, min/max values in light gray.

The results suggest that both effects are relevant in explaining the hump shaped trajectory of the employment share
in the manufacturing. As for the employment share in agriculture, the relative prices effect seems to be stronger than
the income effect.

4.1.3. Employment share in services

One of the striking features of developed economies is the large size of their service sector. According to Fisher
(1935) and Clark (1940), the income-elasticity for services (which were considered luxuries) is greater than one.
Therefore, as income-per-capita grows, the share of goods in overall demand will decline and that of services will rise.
Because services rank higher in the hierarchy of needs, individuals allocate more resources to services as their incomes
grow. Consequently, wealthier countries have a higher share of service demand and of service employment. We can
assume that today’s share of services employment is higher than in the past because societies demand more services
(Schettkat and Yocarini, 2006).

Regarding the services sector share in total employment, our simulations are in line with the literature. Fig. 6 shows
that, for the services share in total employment, as for the other two sectors, both effects of income and relative prices
appear to be relevant in order to replicate the trajectory observed in developed countries. In case 2 (Fig. 6 top-right),
the trajectory of the employment share is not significantly altered in comparison with the baseline scenario (Fig. 6
top-left). As for case 3 (Fig. 6 bottom-left), we see greater departure from the reference trajectory. Once more we
observe a dominance of the relative prices effect over the income effect. When both effects are abandoned in case 4
(Fig. 6 bottom-right), the trajectory of the services employment share departs completely from that of the baseline’s.

The empirical literature has shown that the productivity in the service sector is in general low. Due to low productivity,
the services sector tends to absorb most of the labour force as economies develop. Already in 1949 Fourastié and
Siegfried (1949) saw in low productivity growth rate of services the hope for employment. Fig. 7 shows that the
higher the productivity growth rate in the services sector, the higher the unemployment rate in the economy. When the
productivity in the services sector is low, as the economy develops that sector tends to absorb most of the workforce.

Lastly, the results show that, when simulating long run variables, even minor changes in key parameters have major
impact on the intended trajectories. Our results provide some (non-exhaustive) evidence to suggest that the effects of
income and relative prices are complementary in generating the process of structural. Moreover, in order to replicate
the long-run trajectory of sector employment share observed in developed countries, sectoral productivity must evolve
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in a way so that the productivity in agriculture is higher than that of manufacturing which in turn is higher than that of
services and the satiation point must evolve in a way that sat3 ;> satp ; > sat ;.

4.1.4. Other sectoral and aggregate variables

There are basically three measures of economic activity at the sectoral level: (1) employment shares; (2) value added
shares; (3) final consumption expenditure shares. Employment shares are typically calculated either by using workers
or hours worked by sector. Sector value added shares and final consumption expenditure shares can be expressed in
current prices (nominal shares) or in constant prices (real shares). Fig. 8 shows the evolution of the employment, value
added and nominal final consumption expenditure shares. We can observe that all three measures of economic activity
at the sectoral level follow very closely within their respective cases.

The model was built based on a demand driven economy, where firms increase production only if they expect
increases in demand. Fig. 9 shows the evolution of sectoral production and consumption. As expected, both variables
evolve very closely. In cases baseline, 2 and 3, due to the income and/or relative prices effect, there is a divergent trend
amongst the sectors. In case 4, since there is no forces favouring any sector, both sectoral production and consumption
tend to converge to a single level.

The literature on economic growth has long agreed that the rate of productivity growth is one of the primary
determinant of an economy’s rate of long-term economic growth and higher wages. Fig. 10 shows that as labour is
shifted towards the service sector, the average productivity and the real GDP growth rate falls. This happens because
the productivity in the services sector is lower than that of the other two sectors.
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Regarding real GDP per capita, Fig. 10 shows that it is higher in cases 3 and 4 than in cases baseline and 2. This is
so due to the fact that the rate of productivity growth in the services sector in those cases are higher than those in cases

baseline and 2.

The trajectories of the average price are within what was expected, given that productivity plays a major role in
determining the firms’ unitary costs. Fig. 11 reports the evolution of average prices for all scenarios. For the baseline
and case 2, where sector productivity growth rates are parametrised to be distinct, we observe that sectoral average
prices follow a similar path. In cases 3 and 4, but specially in case 4 where there is neither income nor relative prices
effect, there is a tendency of convergence among the trajectories. In addition, we observe a much larger volatility in
case 4 as it can be seen by the broader confidence bands in grey. Despite the average price trajectories in cases baseline
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and 2 being similar, their inflation rates are quite distinct. Inflation in case 2 is not only more volatile but it is also
higher on average.

Despite the fact that firms, within each sector, are perfectly homogeneous at the beginning of the simulation,
heterogeneity emerges as a consequence of the inherent stochasticity that affects both firms and consumers, and of the
cumulative effects that arise from innovation and competition among firms.

The innovation, the consumers’ searching scheme and memory mechanism affect the evolution of market shares.
From an initial situation in which firms’ market shares within sectors are all equal, market concentration within each
sector follow different paths depending on the sector and on the experiment as we can see in Fig. 12. We can observe
that the market concentration in manufacturing initially decreases and then increases in all 4 scenarios. The market
concentration in agriculture increases in all 4 scenarios, though at different rates. Finally, the market concentration in
services falls in cases baseline, 2 and 3 and increases in case 4. In this case, as there is neither income nor relative
prices effect, the market concentration index follows a convergent and increasing trend across the three sectors.

A set of additional relative metrics is presented in Table B.3, which uses the baseline case as a point of comparison.
Most of the reported variables are statistically different in cases 2, 3 and 4 in comparison with the baseline. The
exception is the number of firms, which shows no significant statistical difference across the experiments. Table B.4
in the appendix reports the averages, standard deviation, maximum and minimum values for selected variables in all
4 scenarios.

5. Concluding remark

When one looks at the data, one sees that, on average poor countries have lower labour productivity and a larger
share of employment in agriculture. Historically, the process of growth in developed economies has been accompanied
by the shift of labour out of agricultural and into manufacturing and services. According to the literature, the process of
structural change can be explained by a series of causal factors that include, but are not limited to, differences in income
elasticities and productivity growth rates across sectors. The model developed in the present article was intended at
theoretically replicating the dynamics of structural change where labour is reallocated across the three macro-sectors
of agriculture, manufacturing and services.

By using the data of Sweden as a reference point, we have calibrated the model’s parameters so that the artificial
sectoral employment share trajectories generated by the model would match those of the real data. The model provide
some (non-exhaustive) evidence to suggest that the effects of income and relative prices are complementary in generating
a process of structural. We do not claim that the two effects analysed here are the true or the only determining factors
in the process of structural change. However, we can conclude that, if both effects are present and we assume that the
sectoral productivity evolves in a way that agriculture > manufacturing > services and the satiation point evolves in a
way that services > manufacturing > agriculture, it possible to theoretically yield structural changes in an agent-based
model focusing only on first principles such as tastes and technologies.

Our model can be extended in several directions. However, three extensions are most promising. First, while the
model assumes a fixed number of goods, the introduction of a process of product creation within each macro-sector
would enrich the analysis by allowing the analysis of the reallocation of labour not only across the three macro-sectors
of agriculture, manufacturing and services, but also within them. Second, while our analysis has assumed a uniform
income distribution, the introduction of heterogeneous labour where workers receive different wages is potentially
interesting, as the existence of rich and poor households with different consumption bundles would open up a new
channel through which income inequality could affect growth and structural change. Third, although our analysis
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focused on a closed economy, Araujo and Teixeira (2004), Araujo and Lima (2007) demonstrate that international
trade plays an important role in generating structural change, thus the next natural step would be to consider how
hierarchic preferences and sectoral differential productivities would affect the processes of structural change and
growth in a world with different product specializations.

Appendix A. Parameters values and initial set-up

Tables A.1 and A.2

Table A.1

Model parameters and initial conditions.

Symbol Description Equation Value
Industrial dynamics

(Kzs Or(up)) Folded Normal Distribution parameters (Mark-up) (10) (0,0.001)
(Mrs Oc(down)) Folded Normal Distribution parameters (Mark-up) (10) (0,0.01)
(ILRN> ORN) Folded Normal Distribution parameters (Price) (11) (0.3,0.1)

¢ Minimum selling target share (11) 0.7

B Desired excess production share 2) 0.1

w Adaptive expectations parameter @))] 0.25

8 Maximum labour firing share - 0.2

y Maximum labour share to R&D (®)] 0.1

& Minimum market share - 0.0001

(afiss» byiss) Fission uniform distribution parameters (0.2,0.45)

v Probability of firm fission coefficient (15) 0.2

Labour market and demand

n" Number of Workers/Consumers - 2000

wj Working journey - 8 (h)

€ Demand coefficient (16) See Table A.2
Iy 0x) Folded Normal Distribution parameters () (18) (0,0.5)
Technology

e Coefficient of success in innovation (12) See Table A.2
0 Innovation coefficient (13) See Table A.2
o Innovation coefficient (13) See Table A.2
n Innovation coefficient (13) 1.01

Initial conditions

N(')f Total initial number of firms - 100

n Zf 0 Sector initial number of firms - See Table A.2
Is10 Initial agriculture labour share - 0.6

Isz0 Initial manufacturing labour share - 0.22

Is30 Initial services labour share - 0.18

wo Initial wage rate - 0.5 MU/h)
Yo Initial income per capita - 4

uo Initial unemployment - 0

Po Initial price - 1.11 MU)

ap Initial labour productivity - 0.5(units/h)
mky Initial mark-up - 0.11

uco Initial unit Cost - 1.0 (MU)
rdsg Initial labour share to R&D - 0.1

b7 Initial endowment per firm - 800 (MU)

Iy Initial labour force per firm - 20 (workers)

z
sato

Initial desired demand

See Table A.2
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Table A.2
Sector and experiment value specific parameters and initial conditions.
Symbol Description Eq. Baseline Case 2 Case 3 Case 4

Agri Manu Serv Agri Manu Serv Agri Manu Serv Agri  Manu Serv

n zf 0 Initial number of firms - 60 22 18 60 22 18 60 22 18 60 22 18
satg Initial desired demand (16) 22 23 25 22 23 25 22 23 2.5 22 23 2.5
[ Innovation coefficient (13) 044 058 035 044 058 035 0456 0456 0.456 0.456 0456 0.456
a Innovation coefficient (13) 072 0.16 045 072 0.16 045 044 044 044 044 044 044
¢ Coefficient of success in innovation (12) 04 041 043 04 041 043 0413 0413 0413 0413 0413 0413
€ Demand coefficient (16) 005 025 0.7 033 033 033 005 025 0.7 033 033 033

Appendix B. Experiments comparison table

Tables B.3 and B.4

Table B.3

[A] Agriculture, [M] Manufacturing, [S] Services. Experiments: Performance comparison among the 3 cases (Baseline, Case 2 and Case 3). Averages
for 50 MC runs. p-Value for a two-means ¢ test, Hyp: no difference between scenarios.

Baseline Case 2 Case 3 Case 4
Ratio p-Value Ratio p-Value Ratio p-Value
Real GDP PC 5.972 0.981 0.000 1.103 0.000 1.104 0.000
Nominal GDP PC 6.556 0.988 0.000 1.120 0.000 1.122 0.000
Real GDP growth rate 0.007 1.127 0.000 1.344 0.000 1.212 0.000
Average productivity 0.828 0.988 0.000 1.562 0.000 1.695 0.000
Average productivity growth 0.006 1.078 0.000 2.556 0.000 2.811 0.000
Inflation rate 0.004 1.091 0.000 0.092 0.000 0.025 0.000
Nominal Wage 0.824 0.988 0.000 1.563 0.000 1.696 0.000
Total nominal inventory 245.476 0.858 0.000 1.402 0.000 1.209 0.000
Productivity growth (A) 0.025 0.967 0.000 0.767 0.000 0.738 0.000
Productivity growth (M) 0.010 1.006 0.522 1.841 0.000 1.879 0.000
Productivity growth (S) 0.002 1.038 0.000 8.957 0.000 10.394 0.000
Average price (A) 0.538 1.014 0.014 1.784 0.000 1.933 0.000
Average price (M) 1.112 0.979 0.000 0.975 0.000 0.991 0.078
Average price (S) 1.642 0.987 0.000 0.721 0.000 0.696 0.000
Satiation point (A) 2252 1.143 0.000 1.014 0.000 1.297 0.000
Satiation point (M) 2.590 1.040 0.000 1.081 0.000 1.179 0.000
Satiation point (S) 3514 0.833 0.000 1.308 0.000 0.945 0.000
Effective demand PC (A) 2.210 0.917 0.000 0.964 0.000 1.041 0.000
Effective demand PC (M) 2.033 0.998 0.355 0.984 0.000 1.063 0.000
Effective demand PC (S) 1.730 1.043 0.000 1.421 0.000 1.231 0.000
Sectoral Nominal GDP PC (A) 1.175 0918 0.000 1.745 0.000 2.025 0.000
Sectoral Nominal GDP PC (M) 2.218 0.973 0.000 0.964 0.000 1.070 0.000
Sectoral Nominal GDP PC (S) 3.057 1.024 0.000 0.988 0.066 0.802 0.000
Number of firms (A) 49.562 0.987 0.012 1.027 0.000 1.053 0.000
Number of firms (M) 34.965 0.979 0.148 0.977 0.118 0.980 0.183
Number of firms (S) 31.271 0.954 0.006 0.950 0.005 0.958 0.007
Average markup (A) 0.114 0.994 0.000 1.004 0.000 0.999 0.244
Average markup (M) 0.116 0.999 0.006 1.001 0.001 1.000 0.572
Average markup (S) 0.116 1.001 0.000 1.000 0.917 1.000 0.273
Industry concentration index HH (A) 0.040 0.976 0.074 0.958 0.001 0.817 0.000
Industry concentration index HH (M) 0.043 1.026 0.040 1.030 0.013 1.037 0.006
Industry concentration index HH (S) 0.041 1.031 0.009 1.085 0.000 1.176 0.000




Table B.4
Numbers in brackets indicate the experiment number: [1] Baseline, [2] Case 2, [3] Case 3, [4] Case 4. MC runs = 50/period =4-126.

Avg[l] SD[1] Min[l] Max[1] Avg[2] SD[2] Min[2] Max[2] Avg[3] SD[3] Min[3] Max[3] Avg[4] SD[4] Min[4] Max[4]
Real GDP PC 5.972 0.041 5.862 6.064 5.858 0.077 5.629 5.991 6.589 0.074 6.423 6.774 6.592 0.063 6.410 6.722
Nominal GDP PC 6.556 0.043 6.436 6.639 6.477 0.085 6.231 6.635 7.345 0.082  7.160 7.544 7.358 0.068  7.160 7.506
Real GDP growth rate 0.007 0.000 0.006 0.007 0.007 0.000 0.007 0.008 0.009 0.000 0.009 0.009 0.008 0.000 0.007 0.009
Average productivity 0.828 0.006 0.813 0.839 0.819 0.011 0.788 0.838 1.294 0.047 1.195 1.460 1.404 0.048 1.315 1.508
Average productivity growth 0.006 0.000 0.006 0.007 0.007 0.000 0.006 0.007 0.016 0.001 0.015 0.018 0.018 0.000 0.017 0.019
Inflation rate 0.004 0.000 0.003 0.004 0.004 0.000 0.003 0.004 0.000 0.000  0.000 0.001 0.000 0.000 -0.000 0.000
Nominal Wage 0.824 0.005 0.809 0.835 0.815 0.011 0.784 0.835 1.288 0.047  1.190 1.454 1.398 0.048 1.311 1.499
Total nominal inventory 245476 6.676 229.940 260.933 210.525 8.370 190.717 230.648 344.076 13.708 307.044 373.777 296.718 13.782 265.963 329.152
Productivity growth (A) 0.025 0.001 0.024 0.026 0.024 0.001 0.023 0.025 0.019 0.001 0.017 0.021 0.018 0.001 0.017 0.020
Productivity growth (M) 0.010 0.000 0.009 0.011 0.010 0.000 0.009 0.011 0.018 0.001 0.016 0.019 0.018 0.001 0.017 0.020
Productivity growth (S) 0.002 0.000 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.000 0.002 0.002 0.015 0.001 0.013 0.017 0.018 0.001 0.016 0.020
Average price (A) 0.538 0.015 0.508 0.578 0.545 0.015 0.508 0.580 0.960 0.033  0.893 1.060 1.040 0.036 0.936 1.111
Average price (M) 1.112 0.016 1.074 1.139 1.089 0.017 1.053 1.125 1.084 0.038 1.010 1.172 1.102 0.036  1.039 1.186
Average price (S) 1.642 0.013 1.612 1.672 1.620 0.019 1.567 1.655 1.184 0.035 1.105 1.290 1.143 0.027 1.086 1.201
Satiation point (A) 2.252 0.001 2.250 2.254 2.575 0.011 2.540 2.598 2.284 0.003 2.278 2.294 2.921 0.024 2.874 2.971
Satiation point (M) 2.590 0.004 2.578 2.598 2.692 0.012 2.656 2.716 2.799 0.018 2.760 2.865 3.054 0.026  3.005 3.106
Satiation point (S) 3.514 0.016 3.470 3.546 2.926 0.013 2.887 2.952 4.595 0.103 4.378 4.962 3.319 0.028 3.266 3.377
Effective demand PC (A) 2.210 0.004 2.201 2.217 2.027 0.067 1.876 2.190 2.130 0.009 2.100 2.144 2.300 0.038 2.208 2.363
Effective demand PC (M) 2.033 0.019 1.981 2.071 2.028 0.033 1.957 2.109 2.001 0.025 1.949 2.056 2.161 0.031 2.110 2.216
Effective demand PC (S) 1.730 0.027 1.674 1.809 1.804 0.027 1.743 1.866 2.458 0.072 2.294 2.610 2.130 0.031 2.046 2.190
Sectoral Nominal GDP PC (A) 1.175 0.032 1.112 1.260 1.078 0.044 0.975 1.174 2.050 0.066 1.910 2.250 2.379 0.102 2.148 2.593
Sectoral Nominal GDP PC (M) 2.218 0.037 2.141 2.300 2.158 0.042 2.073 2.241 2.139 0.087 1.975 2.353 2.373 0.091 2.199 2.557
Sectoral Nominal GDP PC (S) 3.057 0.068 2.899 3.208 3.129 0.063 2.958 3.268 3.021 0.117 2.782 3.341 2.453 0.082 2.293 2.617
Number of firms (A) 49.562 1.104 47.574 52721 48.900 1.458 45.508 51.967 50.876 1.079 48336 53.164 52.173 1.188 49.541 55.098
Number of firms (M) 34965 2.382 29.598 40.303 34.242 2.578 26.795 39.172 34.160 2.716 28.533 41.385 34.248 2.937 27975 40.393
Number of firms (S) 31.271 2.570 25475 37.541 29.836 2497 24746 36.516 29.722 2.819 24516 36.680 29.949 2.184 25.844 34.156
Average markup (A) 0.114 0.000 0.113 0.114 0.113 0.000 0.112 0.114 0.114 0.000 0.114 0.114 0.114 0.000 0.113 0.115
Average markup (M) 0.116 0.000 0.115 0.116 0.115 0.000 0.115 0.116 0.116 0.000 0.115 0.116 0.116 0.000 0.115 0.116
Average markup (S) 0.116 0.000 0.116 0.116 0.116 0.000 0.116 0.116 0.116 0.000 0.116 0.116 0.116 0.000 0.115 0.116
Industry concentration index HH (A) 0.040 0.002 0.035 0.046 0.039 0.003 0.035 0.049 0.038 0.002  0.033 0.045 0.033 0.002  0.029 0.039
Industry concentration index HH (M) 0.043 0.002 0.037 0.049 0.044 0.003 0.038 0.052 0.044 0.003  0.037 0.049 0.044 0.003  0.037 0.053
Industry concentration index HH (S)  0.041 0.002 0.036 0.047 0.043 0.003 0.036 0.048 0.045 0.002 0.041 0.049 0.049 0.003  0.044 0.054

0¢C

2ET-60C (020T) 1T V1wouodd / ‘v 12 opivgny "y



FA. Gabardo et al. / EconomiA 21 (2020) 209-232 231
References

Acemoglu, D., Guerrieri, V., 2008. Capital deepening and nonbalanced economic growth. J. Polit. Econ. 116 (3), 467-498.

Aghion, P., Howitt, P., 1992. A model of growth through creative destruction. Econometrica 60 (2), 232-351.

Aghion, P., Howitt, P., 1998. Endogenous Growth Theory. The MIT Press, Cambridge, MA.

Andersen, E.S., 2001. Satiation in an evolutionary model of structural economic dynamics. J. Evol. Econ. 11 (1), 143-164.

Aoki, M., Yoshikawa, H., 2002. Demand saturation-creation and economic growth. J. Econ. Behav. Organ. 48 (2), 127-154.

Araujo, R.A., Lima, G.T., 2007. A structural economic dynamics approach to balance-of-payments-constrained growth. Camb. J. Econ. 31 (5),
755-774.

Araujo, R.A., Teixeira, J.R., 2004. A Pasinettian approach to international economic relations: the pure labor case. Rev. Polit. Econ. 16 (1), 117-129.

Baumol, W.J., 1967. Macroeconomics of unbalanced growth: the anatomy of urban crisis. Am. Econ. Rev. 57 (3), 415-426.

Bolt, J., van Zanden, J.L., 2014. The Maddison Project: collaborative research on historical national accounts. Econ. Hist. Rev. 67 (3), 627-651.

Boppart, T., 2014. Structural change and the Kaldor facts in a growth model with relative price effects and non-gorman preferences. Econometrica
82 (6), 2167-2196.

Broadberry, S., Campbell, B.M., van Leeuwen, B., 2013. When did Britain industrialise? The sectoral distribution of the labour force and labour
productivity in Britain, 1381-1851. Explor. Econ. Hist. 50 (1), 16-27.

Buera, F.J., Kaboski, J.P., 2012. Scale and the origins of structural change. J. Econ. Theory 147 (2), 684-712.

Caselli, F., 2005. Accounting for cross-country income differences. In: Aghion, P., Durlauf, S.N. (Eds.), In: Handbook of Economic Growth, vol. 1.
Elsevier, pp. 679-741, Chapter 9.

Caselli, F.,, Coleman, W.J., 2001. The U.S. structural transformation and regional convergence: a reinterpretation. J. Polit. Econ. 109 (3), 584-616.

Chai, A., Moneta, A., 2012. Back to Engel? Some evidence for the hierarchy of needs. J. Evol. Econ. 22 (4), 649-676.

Chai, A., Moneta, A., 2014. Escaping satiation dynamics: some evidence from British household data. Jahrbiicher fiir Nationalokonomie und Statistik
234 (2-3), 299-327.

Chenery, H.B., 1960. Patterns of industrial growth. Am. Econ. Rev. 50 (4), 624-654.

Ciarli, T., Lorentz, A.,2010. Product variety and changes in consumption patterns: the effects of structural change on growth. In: 13th Conference
of the International Schumpeter Society. Alborg University.

Ciarli, T., Lorentz, A., Savona, M., Valente, M., 2010. The effect of consumption and production structure on growth and distribution: a micro to
macro model. Metroeconomica 61 (1), 180-218.

Ciarli, T., Lorentz, A., Savona, M., Valente, M., 2012. The role of technology, organisation, and demand in growth and income distribution. In: LEM
Working Paper Series.

Ciarli, T., Valente, M., 2016. The complex interactions between economic growth and market concentration in a model of structural change. Struct.
Change Econ. Dyn. 38, 38-54.

Clark, C., 1940. The Conditions of Economic Progress. McMillan & Co, London.

Deaton, A., Muellbauer, J., 1980. Economics and Consumer Behavior. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge-USA.

Dennis, B.N., Iscan, T.B., 2009. Engel versus Baumol: accounting for structural change using two centuries of U.S. data. Explor. Econ. Hist. 46 (2),
186-202.

Echevarria, C., 1997. Changes in sectoral composition associated with economic growth. Int. Econ. Rev. 38 (2), 431-452.

Engel, E., 1857. Die Produktions-und Consumtionsverhaltnisse des Konigreichs Sachsen. Zeitschrift des Statistischen Bureaus des Koniglich
Sachischen Ministeriums des Innern, 1-54.

Fabiani, S., Druant, M., Hernando, 1., Kwapil, C., Landau, B., Loupias, C., Martins, F., Math, T., Sabbatini, R., Stahl, H., Stokman, A., 2006. What
firms’ surveys tell us about price-setting behavior in the euro area. Int. J. Cent. Bank. 2, 3-47.

Falkinger, J., 1990. On growth along a hierarchy of wants. Metroeconomica 41 (3), 209-223.

Falkinger, J., 1994. An Engelian model of growth and innovation with hierarchic consumer demand and unequal incomes. Ricerche Econ. 48 (2),
123-139.

Fischer, A.G.B., 1939. Primary, secondary and tertiary production. Econ. Record 15 (June), 24-38.

Fisher, A.G.B., 1935. Clash of Progress and Security. Macmillan and Co. Limited, London.

Foellmi, R., Zweimiieller, J., 2008. Structural change, Engel’s consumption cycles and Kaldor’s facts of economic growth. J. Monet. Econ. 55 (7),
1317-1328.

Foster, A.D., Rosenzweig, M.R., 2007. Economic development and the decline of agricultural employment. In: Schultz, P.T., Strauss, J.A. (Eds.),
In: Handbook of Development Economics, vol. 4. Elsevier, pp. 3051-3083, chapter 47.

Fourastié, J., Siegfried, A., 1949. Le grand espoir du XXe siécle: progres technique, progres économique, progres social. Presses universitaires de
France, Paris.

Gabardo, F.A., Pereima, J.B., Einloft, P., 2017. The incorporation of structural change into growth theory: a historical appraisal. EconomiA 18 (3),
392-410.

Gollin, D., Parente, S., Rogerson, R., 2002. The role of agriculture in development. Am. Econ. Rev. 92 (2), 160-164.

Gribner, C., 2016. Agent-based computational models- a formal heuristic for institutionalist pattern modelling? J. Inst. Econ. 12 (1), 241-261.

Herrendorf, B., Rogerson, R., Valentinyi, A., 2014. Growth and structural transformation. Handbook of Economic Growth, vol. 2. Elsevier, pp.
855-941, chapter 6.

Kaelble, H., 1997. Der Wandel der Erwerbsstruktur in Europa im 19. und 20. Jahrhundert. Hist. Soc. Res. 22, 5-28.

Kongsamut, P., Rebelo, S., Xie, D., 2001. Beyond balanced growth. Rev. Econ. Stud. 68 (4), 869—-882.

Kriiger, J.J., 2008. Productivity and structural change: a review of the literature. J. Econ. Surv. 22 (2), 330-363.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0205

232 FA. Gabardo et al. / EconomiA 21 (2020) 209-232

Kuznets, S., 1957. Quantitative aspects of the economic growth of nations: II. Industrial distribution of national product and labor force. Econ. Dev.
Cult. Change 5 (4), 1-111.

Kuznets, S., 1973. Modern economic growth: findings and reflections. Am. Econ. Rev. 63 (3), 247-258.

Laitner, J., 2000. Structural change and economic growth. Rev. Econ. Stud. 67 (3), 545-561.

Lavoie, M., 1992. Foundations of Post-Keynesian Economic Analysis. E. Elgar.

Llerena, P., Lorentz, A., 2004. Cumulative causation and evolutionary micro-founded technical change. Rev. Econ. 55 (6), 1191.

Lorentz, A., Ciarli, T., Savona, M., Valente, M., 2016. The effect of demand-driven structural transformations on growth and technological change.
J. Evol. Econ. 26 (1), 219-246.

Lorentz, A., Savona, M., 2008. Evolutionary micro-dynamics and changes in the economic structure. J. Evol. Econ. 18, 389-412.

Maddison, A., 1987. Growth and slowdown in advanced capitalist economies: techniques of quantitative assessment. J. Econ. Lit. 25 (2), 649.

Matsuyama, K., 1992. Agricultural productivity, comparative advantage, and economic growth. J. Econ. Theory 58, 317-334.

Matsuyama, K., 2008. Structural Change.

Moneta, A., Chai, A., 2010. Retrospectives: engel curves. J. Econ. Perspect. 24 (1), 225-240.

Moneta, A., Chai, A., 2014. The evolution of Engel curves and its implications for structural change theory. Camb. J. Econ. 38 (4), 895-923.

Ngai, L.R., Pissarides, C.A., 2007. Structural change in a multisector model of growth. Am. Econ. Rev. 97 (1), 429-443.

Pasinetti, L.L., 1981. Structural Change and Economic Growth. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.

Pasinetti, L.L., 1993. Structural Economic Dynamic: A Theory of the Economic Consequences of Human Learning. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge.

Romer, P., 1994. The origins of endogenous growth. J. Econ. Perspect. 8 (1), 3-22.

Saviotti, P.P., 2001. Variety, growth and demand. J. Evol. Econ. 11 (1), 119-142.

Saviotti, P.P., Pyka, A., 2008. Product variety, competition and economic growth. J. Evol. Econ. 18 (3-4), 323-347.

Schettkat, R., Yocarini, L., 2006. The shift to services employment: a review of the literature. Struct. Change Econ. Dyn. 17 (2), 127-147.

Silva, E.G., Teixeira, A.A.C., 2008. Surveying structural change: seminal contributions and a bibliometric account. Struct. Change Econ. Dyn. 19
(4), 273-300.

Silverberg, G., Verspagen, B., 2005. Evolutionary theorizing on economic growth. In: Dopfer, K. (Ed.), The Evolutionary Foundations of Economics.
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, pp. 506-539.

Steindl, J., 1952. Maturity and Stagnation in American Capitalism. Blackwell.

Syrquin, M., 1988. Patterns of Structural Change. Handbook of Development Economics, vol. 1. Elsevier, pp. 203-273 (chapter 7).

Valente, M., Andersen, E.S., 2002. A hands-on approach to evolutionary simulation: nelson and winter models in the laboratory for simulation
development. Eletron. J. Evol. Model. Econ. Dyn.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1517-7580(18)30091-2/sbref0325

	Sectoral labour reallocation: An agent-based model of structural change and growth
	1 Introduction
	1.1 The sources of structural change

	2 The model (introduction)
	2.1 Time-line of events

	3 Agent behaviours
	3.1 Firm behaviour
	3.1.1 Expected sales and expected production
	3.1.2 Labour demand and production
	3.1.3 Salary and nominal wage
	3.1.4 Mark-up and pricing
	3.1.5 Technological progress and productivity
	3.1.6 Profit, firm entry and exit

	3.2 Consumer behaviour
	3.2.1 Satiation level
	3.2.2 Income and savings
	3.2.3 Firm selection
	3.2.4 Consumption


	4 Simulation and results
	4.1 Monte Carlo analysis
	4.1.1 Employment share in agriculture
	4.1.2 Employment share in manufacturing
	4.1.3 Employment share in services
	4.1.4 Other sectoral and aggregate variables


	5 Concluding remark
	Appendix A Parameters values and initial set-up
	Appendix B Experiments comparison table
	References


