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Extending the common baseline model in various dimensions does not fundamentally 
change the low contribution of labor quality to productivity growth in Germany. Labor 
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cation, a negative contribution from a higher share of females and declines in relative 
returns. The contribution of actual labor market experience is lower than suggested by 
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1. Introduction 

Previous studies suggest that improvements in human capital, as measured by labor quality 

growth, have been lower in Germany than in other European countries and in the United States (see 

Card and Freeman, 2004, Jorgenson, 2005 and Schwerdt and Turunen, 2007). Using representative 

microdata from the German Socio-Economic Panel (GSOEP) we improve on previous estimates by 

using an actual labor market experience measure (instead of an age proxy) and by carefully 

considering the impact of German unification on determinants of labor quality. We also provide a 

methodological contribution: empirical approaches relating to what variables should be used and 

how weights should be determined are typically driven by data limitations. We evaluate the 

robustness of our estimates along several of these dimensions. 

 

2. Alternative estimates 

We take the BLS (1993) approach as our baseline. First, we estimate cross-sectional wage 

equations using weighted OLS: 

iZ εηβα +iii +X+=logW     (1) 

The dependent variable is the individual hourly wage. In the baseline model, X includes 

dummies for two education (with secondary education as the omitted category) and five age 

categories (with those between 34 and 45 as the omitted category).PF

3
FP Equation 1 is estimated 

separately for males and females and gender is therefore included as a third characteristic. The right 

hand side includes part-time employment status and sector as control variables in Z.  

We consider three alternatives to this baseline. First, we include a full set of interactions 

among the human capital variables. Fitzenberger and Kohn (2006) find systematic differences across 

cohorts in the evolution of skill wage premia in Germany.PF

4
FP These effects are captured by the 

interaction between age and education in the flexible model. The interacted model is equivalent to 

using mean wages for each group (after controlling for characteristics included in Z), similar to the 

approach in Ho and Jorgenson (1999).  

Second, we replace age with a measure of actual labor market experience. Age is commonly 

used as a proxy for labor market experience when information on actual experience is not available. 

                                                 
P

3
P Education categories include those with lower secondary education (ISCED categories 0-2), upper secondary education 

(3 and 4) and tertiary education (5-6).  
P

4
P Laquesta et al. (2008) argue that a more flexible model is important for measuring labor quality growth in Spain. 
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However, using such a proxy may lead to important biases. The GSOEP includes detailed calendar 

information on main activity that is used to construct a measure of actual experience in full-time 

employment (in months). PF

5
FP Zoghi (2008) constructs actual experience measures for the United States 

and illustrates their impact on labor quality growth. 

Third, we construct measures of labor quality separately for the unified Germany and for 

former West German regions. Both the composition of hours and relative returns are likely to have 

been different in East and West Germany. Recent studies also suggest that these differences may 

persist (see Orlowski and Riphahn, 2008). 

Estimates of labor quality growth are computed by weighting total hours worked with 

weights constructed from the predicted wages from equation (1). Specifically, we construct predicted 

wages tjW ,
~  for each worker group j and year t. Weights are the average of the share of each group in 

total compensation in adjacent years: 

( )1,,, 2
1

−+= tjtjtj sss      (2) 

where  

∑
=

j
tjtj

tjtj
tj HW

HW
s

,,

,,
, ~

~
     (3) 

and H is total hours worked. Change in aggregate labor input is: 

( ) ( )∑ −− =
j tjtjtjtt HHsLL 1,,,1 /ln/ln    (4). 

Finally, growth in labor quality is equal to the difference between growth in aggregate labor 

input and growth in raw hours: 

HLQ lnlnln Δ−Δ=Δ     (5). 

We use GSOEP data from 1984-2007. Our full sample includes 200,482 person-year 

observations with positive hours data. Information on individuals from East Germany are included 

since 1990. Cross-sectional population weights have been used to aggregate hours worked and to 

perform weighted OLS regressions. 

                                                 
P

5
P This measure has been previously used to estimate returns to experience in Germany (see for example, Orlowski and 

Riphahn, 2008). The sample with information on actual experience is somewhat smaller than the total sample. We have 
recomputed all estimates using the smaller sample to confirm that differences in the results are not driven by different 
samples. 
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3. Results 

All four estimates indicate a continuous increase in labor quality in the last 20 years (see 

Figure 1). The average growth rate for the baseline model, 0.32 percent year-on-year, is very close to 

the estimate based on data from the European Labor Force Survey (LFS) (0.27 percent) in Schwerdt 

and Turunen (2007). Our GSOEP based estimate is well below the estimate in Jorgenson (2005) 

(0.52 percent), but above the estimate in Card and Freeman (2004) (0.21 percent).  

Differences in the average growth rates across the alternative measures are below 0.1 

percentage point. This supports the view that the simple baseline model is sufficient to describe the 

overall contribution of labor quality to labor productivity growth. This result also confirms those 

from a similar exercise for the United States: Zoghi (2008) finds that the “simplest specification … 

yields results on labor composition … that are quite similar to the more elaborate specifications”. 

The estimates also show a common pattern over time. The late 1980s were characterized by low 

growth, followed by a period of strong growth immediately after unification. Labor quality growth 

has moderated thereafter. PF

6
FP  

While the empirical choices reflected in the alternative estimates are not crucial for overall 

labor quality growth, they do matter for understanding its underlying determinants. Changes in the 

composition of total hours worked in Germany are characterized by three broad trends. First, while 

the shares of total hours worked by education categories were relatively stable until the early 1990s, 

thereafter the share with low (high) education has been declining (increasing). Second, population 

ageing has a strong impact on the composition. Following the increasing share of prime-aged 

workers, the share of workers with 10-20 year of actual labor market experience increased strongly 

in the mid 1990s. The share of those with less than 5 years of actual experience has been declining, 

coinciding with the declining share of young workers. Third, the share of women in total hours 

worked has increased substantially.  

Changes in the weights reflect changes in relative returns. Previous studies suggest that the 

wage distribution across skill groups has been relatively stable over the sample period (for a review, 

see Fitzenberger and Kohn, 2006). However, since the East German wage distribution was more 

compressed than in the West, trends in weights reflect the mixing of the two distributions, as well as 

a gradual adjustment process thereafter. Table 1 presents ratios of imputed wages from equation (1). 

                                                 
P

6
P Alternative measures also show differences. In particular, after the immediate unification period, the index for West 

Germany shows the highest growth rates, whereas the experience based measure shows the lowest growth rates. 
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Focusing on the first and last year, relative returns to education indeed appear relatively stable. 

However, immediately following unification, returns to higher education declined. Relative returns 

increase again in the 2000s, but do not fully reverse the loss. Returns to age have increased and more 

so for the oldest workers. In some contrast, with the exception of those with more than 30 years of 

experience, returns to experience have declined. Finally, the unification appears also to have 

contributed to a permanent decline in the gender gap. Overall the quantitative impact of trends in 

relative returns on labor quality growth is small. Keeping wages fixed at their early 1980s level 

suggests labor quality growth at 0.35 percent for the model based on experience (as opposed to 0.28 

percent with actual wages). 

Table 2 presents a full set of results for the experience based model. The rise in educational 

attainment is the main driver of the increase in labor quality, while increase in experience also 

contributes positively. However, the first order contribution of actual labor market experience is 

approximately half the contribution of age in the baseline index. The contribution of gender is 

negative, dampening labor quality growth on average by almost 0.1 percentage point over the sample 

period. While it is standard to include gender as a determinant, these results suggest -- assuming that 

only a part of the wage differential between men and women reflects productivity -- that the index 

including women may understate actual improvements.  

 

4. Conclusion 

Our results show that going beyond a common baseline model does not fundamentally 

change the measured contribution of labor quality to productivity growth. However, including an 

actual experience measure and exploring differences across West and East Germany helps in 

understanding determinants of labor quality growth. We find that low labor quality growth is mainly 

driven by a relatively low increase in the share of hours worked by workers with higher education 

and a significant negative contribution from a higher share of hours worked by females. Results also 

suggest a lower direct contribution from actual experience than suggested by an age proxy. 

Increasing the share of educated workers and ensuring proper incentives for accumulating labor 

market experience are needed to boost productivity growth in Germany. 
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Figure 1: Alternative estimates 
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Table 1: Relative imputed wages 

 Whole sample West Germany 

 1985 1990 1995 2000 2007 1985 1990 1995 2000 2007

Male 1.40 1.43 1.29 1.29 1.29 1.40 1.39 1.33 1.35 1.32

Age 25-34 1.88 1.65 1.73 1.94 1.93 1.88 1.81 1.72 1.94 1.84

Age 35-44 2.18 1.86 1.99 2.22 2.40 2.18 2.08 2.05 2.28 2.30

Age 45-54 2.09 1.89 2.03 2.25 2.53 2.09 2.16 2.07 2.32 2.46

Age 55-64 2.05 1.66 2.01 2.32 2.52 2.05 1.96 2.01 2.40 2.40

Age 65+ 1.06 1.36 1.82 2.09 2.06 1.06 1.67 1.86 2.10 1.92

Experience 1-5 P

1
P
 1.72 1.83 1.78 1.81 1.73 1.72 1.87 1.72 1.75 1.60

Experience 5-10 P

1
P
 1.99 1.97 2.03 2.03 2.00 1.99 2.09 1.98 1.96 1.83

Experience 10-20 P

1
P
 2.35 2.17 2.21 2.23 2.23 2.35 2.42 2.24 2.23 2.09

Experience 20-30 P

1
P
 2.47 2.25 2.43 2.31 2.44 2.47 2.55 2.45 2.32 2.32

Experience 30+ P

1
P
 2.20 2.06 2.26 2.30 2.44 2.20 2.36 2.29 2.32 2.31

Education Middle 1.40 1.15 1.25 1.32 1.30 1.40 1.36 1.29 1.33 1.24

Education High 1.90 1.46 1.64 1.80 1.81 1.90 1.90 1.76 1.86 1.74
     

Note: Ratios of imputed wages over baseline categories. Baseline categories are Female, Age 15-24, 
Experience 0-1, and Education low. The results from experience categories have been calculated 
from the experience model, the rest are from the baseline model. 
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Table 2: Contributions to labor quality 

   First order Second order Third order 
  Total Sex Experience Education SexExp ExpEdu SexEdu SexExpEdu 
1983 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
1985 101.19 99.77 100.47 100.85 100.28 99.86 100.00 99.96 
1986 101.28 99.56 100.42 101.05 100.56 99.77 100.03 99.90 
1987 100.70 99.53 100.16 100.59 100.54 99.94 100.05 99.89 
1988 100.66 99.38 99.86 100.89 100.67 99.95 100.06 99.85 
1989 100.38 99.19 99.81 100.79 100.76 99.93 100.06 99.84 
1990 101.44 98.68 100.95 102.01 100.39 99.57 99.92 99.93 
1991 102.26 98.92 101.52 101.98 100.39 99.63 99.90 99.94 
1992 103.10 98.83 102.14 102.62 100.37 99.34 99.88 99.94 
1993 103.14 98.73 102.17 102.76 100.44 99.26 99.85 99.94 
1994 103.99 98.81 102.54 103.46 100.38 99.01 99.80 100.00 
1995 104.34 98.82 102.56 103.97 100.36 98.87 99.78 100.01 
1996 104.40 98.78 102.66 104.20 100.29 98.70 99.76 100.04 
1997 104.47 98.80 102.36 104.33 100.36 98.85 99.79 100.00 
1998 104.81 98.71 102.81 104.45 100.33 98.73 99.73 100.06 
1999 104.61 98.62 102.64 104.43 100.37 98.77 99.78 100.04 
2000 105.30 98.58 102.14 105.86 100.41 98.56 99.75 100.05 
2001 105.20 98.40 102.33 105.68 100.49 98.57 99.75 100.03 
2002 105.69 98.40 102.50 106.01 100.51 98.56 99.75 100.01 
2003 106.19 98.26 103.00 106.27 100.47 98.46 99.77 100.01 
2004 106.20 98.08 103.23 106.11 100.54 98.51 99.80 99.99 
2005 105.99 97.92 103.03 106.14 100.69 98.49 99.81 99.98 
2006 106.92 97.95 103.57 106.87 100.60 98.19 99.80 100.01 
2007 106.62 97.94 103.16 106.91 100.64 98.24 99.78 100.02 
         
Average 0.28 -0.09 0.14 0.29 0.03 -0.08 -0.01 0.00 

 



  

 Ifo Working Papers 
 
No. 76 Krenz, S. and W. Nagl, A Fragile Pillar: Statutory Pensions and the Risk of Old-age 

Poverty in Germany, August 2009. 
 
No. 75 Gronwald, M., Jumps in Oil Prices – Evidence and Implications, July 2009. 
 
No. 74 Lange, T., Return migration of foreign students and the choice of non-resident tuition fees, 

July 2009. 
 
No. 73 Dorn, S., Monte-Carlo Simulations Revised: A Reply to Arqus, July 2009. 
 
No. 72 Hainz, C. and J. Fidrmuc, Default Rates in the Loan Market for SMEs: Evidence from 

Slovakia, June 2009. 
 
No. 71 Hainz, C. and H. Hakenes, The Politician and his Banker, May 2009. 
 
No. 70 Röhn, O., S. Orazbayev and A. Sarinzhipov, An Institutional Risk Analysis of the 

Kazakh Economy, May 2009. 
 
No. 69 Ziegler, C., Testing Predicitive Ability of Business Cycle Indicators, March 2009. 
 
No. 68 Schütz, G., Does the Quality of Pre-primary Education Pay Off in Secondary School? 

An International Comparison Using PISA 2003, March 2009. 
 
No. 67 Seiler, C., Prediction Qualities of the Ifo Indicators on a Temporal Disaggregated Ger-

man GDP, February 2009. 
 
No. 66 Buettner, T. and A. Ebertz, Spatial Implications of Minimum Wages, February 2009. 
 
No. 65 Henzel, S. and J. Mayr, The Virtues of VAR Forecast Pooling – A DSGE Model Based 

Monte Carlo Study, January 2009. 
 
No. 64 Czernich, N., Downstream Market structure and the Incentive for Innovation in Telecom-

munication Infrastructure, December 2008. 
 



  

No. 63 Ebertz, A., The Capitalization of Public Services and Amenities into Land Prices – 
Empirical Evidence from German Communities, December 2008. 

 
No. 62 Wamser, G., The Impact of Thin-Capitalization Rules on External Debt Usage – A Pro-

pensity Score Matching Approach, October 2008. 
 
No. 61 Carstensen, K., J. Hagen, O. Hossfeld and A.S. Neaves, Money Demand Stability and 

Inflation Prediction in the Four Largest EMU Countries, August 2008. 
 
No. 60 Lahiri, K. and X. Sheng, Measuring Forecast Uncertainty by Disagreement: The Missing 

Link, August 2008. 
 
No. 59 Overesch, M. and G. Wamser, Who Cares about Corporate Taxation? Asymmetric Tax 

Effects on Outbound FDI, April 2008. 
 
No. 58 Eicher, T.S: and T. Strobel, Germany’s Continued Productivity Slump: An Industry 

Analysis, March 2008. 
 
No. 57 Robinzonov, N. and K. Wohlrabe, Freedom of Choice in Macroeconomic Forecasting: 

An Illustration with German Industrial Production and Linear Models, March 2008. 
 
No. 56 Grundig, B., Why is the share of women willing to work in East Germany larger than in 

West Germany? A logit model of extensive labour supply decision, February 2008. 
 
No. 55 Henzel, S., Learning Trend Inflation – Can Signal Extraction Explain Survey Forecasts?, 

February 2008. 
 
No. 54 Sinn, H.-W., Das grüne Paradoxon: Warum man das Angebot bei der Klimapolitik nicht 

vergessen darf, Januar 2008. 
 
No. 53 Schwerdt, G. and J. Turunen, Changes in Human Capital: Implications for Productivity 

Growth in the Euro Area, December 2007. 
 
No. 52 Berlemann, M. und G. Vogt, Kurzfristige Wachstumseffekte von Naturkatastrophen – Eine 

empirische Analyse der Flutkatastrophe vom August 2002 in Sachsen, November 2007. 
 
No. 51 Huck, S. and G.K. Lünser, Group Reputations – An Experimental Foray, November 2007. 
 
No. 50 Meier, V. and G. Schütz, The Economics of Tracking and Non-Tracking, October 2007. 



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

  /Description <<
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDF documents with higher image resolution for high quality pre-press printing. The PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Reader 5.0 and later. These settings require font embedding.)
    /JPN <FEFF3053306e8a2d5b9a306f30019ad889e350cf5ea6753b50cf3092542b308030d730ea30d730ec30b9537052377528306e00200050004400460020658766f830924f5c62103059308b3068304d306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103057305f00200050004400460020658766f8306f0020004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d30678868793a3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /FRA <>
    /DEU <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




