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Parental Leave Taken with Current Child

June smoothed backward, July smoothed forward (15-day moving average).
Source. ASSD, own calculations. Sample restricted to PL-eligible women giving
birth to a child in June 1-30 or July 1-30 of 1990.
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How Does Parental Leave Affect Higher-Order Fertility?

Figure reports the percentage of women who gave birth to at least one ad-
ditional child within three years after giving birth in June or July 1990. June
smoothed backward, July smoothed forward (15-day moving average). Source.
ASSD, own calculations. Sample restricted to PL-eligible women giving birth to a
child in June 1-30 or July 1-30 of 1990.
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Additional Births (“Hazard” and Cumulative Proportion), July 1990 (24 Months
PL) vs. June 1990 (12 Months PL)

Figure reports the additional child hazard, that is, the women giving birth to
an additional child in month ¢ as a proportion of those who have not given birth
to an additional child up to month ¢ (A), and the cumulative proportion of women
giving birth to at least one additional child up to month ¢ (B). Vertical bars indicate
end of automatic renewal (dashed for June 1990 mothers, regular for July 1990
mothers). Source. ASSD, own calculations. Sample restricted to PL-eligible women
giving birth to a child in June 1-30 or July 1-30 of 1990.
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Fig. 2. The effect of REBP on unemployment duration for men: age threshold. Sample restricted to inflow into unemployment the period
8/1989 until 7/1991 (during REBP) and to individuals living in treated region.
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Fig. 3. The effect of REBP on unemployment duration for men: border threshold. Sample restricted to inflow into unemployment the
period 8/1989 until 7/1991 (during REBP) and to individuals aged 50 years or older.
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Fig. 6. Inflow effects due to REBP: men. Age: relative inflow is the ratio of the density of age in the treated region to the density of age in
the control region. Border: relative inflow is the ratio of the density of distance to border in the age bracket 50-53 years to the
corresponding density in the age bracket 4649 years. Sample restricted to inflow into unemployment in the period 8/1989 until 7/1991
(during REBP).



« WHEDHER:

RERROKXEHARSNDEZE (KT

5] — #hiZ 50% Rij 12 D LL 8% - 1058 14N

505 LA E | Hh:

— »
5,7

\

A —@LLEX : 52 81N




RERBROXEIARANDEE (KH)

156 -

£ 130 -

g

5 104 -

S 78 A

2

£

2 521

=

£

g 261 -~ —

g .
0_

46 47 48 49
age (years)
Discontinuity at threshold = 109.645; with std. err. = 4.927.

Fig. 7. The effect of REBP on unemployment duration for women: age threshold. Sample restricted to inflow into unemployment the
period 8/1989 until 7/1991 (during REBP) and to individuals living in treated region.
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Fig. 2. (a) Candidate’s probability of winning election 7+ 1, by margin of victory in election #: local averages and parametric fit. (b)

Candidate’s accumulated number of past election victories, by margin of victory in election #: local averages and parametric fit.
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Fig. 3. (a) Candidate’s probability of candidacy in election 7 + 1, by margin of victory in election : local averages and parametric fit. (b)
Candidate’s accumulated number of past election attempts, by margin of victory in election 7: local averages and parametric fit.



REIEEZETENIZERF
-+ CORBISHAT 310 LeeHHADBR

ETlTL.
LJa 95,

RFmDBFERNILHEER

e LUTD2DODOEMNFDIHFERETT,

B D K=

- SR EH8% B VB E K

30% 5L SR



HEIIEFETENFEFTFH

a

0.70

0.65 A

Local ge

- i olynomial fit
T 0.60
=
2 0554
3
m
o
<
=
%]
Q
o
>

0.30

-0.25 -0.20 -0.15 -0.10 -0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25
Democratic Vote Share Margin of Victory, Election t

0.50 A

045

Vote Share, Election t-1

0.40 A

0.35

0.30 T T ; T T T T T
-0.25 -0.20 -0.15 -0.10 -0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25

Democratic Vote Share Margin of Victory, Election t

Fig. 4. (a) Democrat party’s vote share in election 7+ 1, by margin of victory in election t: local averages and parametric fit. (b)
Democratic party vote share in election ¢ — 1, by margin of victory in election #: local averages and parametric fit.
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Democratic probability of victory in election ¢ — 1, by margin of victory in election #: local averages and parametric fit.
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TABLE 1B—NoOMINAL 2013-2014 ACADEMIC-YEAR SALARIES OF TENURED OR TENURE-TRACK
FULL, ASSOCIATE, AND ASSISTANT PROFESSORS OF ECONOMICS AT PHD-GRANTING UNIVERSITIES,
BY 1995 NATIONAL RESEARCH COUNCIL “TIERS”

Professor Associate professor  Assistant professor

Tiers 1 & 2 (ranks 1-15)  $255,100 (10) $187,810 (8) $132,059 (10)
1$28,634] 1$33,948] 1$10,266]

Tier 3 (ranks 16-30) $202,362 (8) $146,699 (8) $120,866 (8)
[$35,8606] ($30,120] ($7,519]

Tier 4 (ranks 31-48) $182,190 (11) $141,214 (12) $114,298 (12)
[$31,323] ($27,279] ($6,698]

Tier 5 (ranks 49+) $145,712 (55) $109,031 (55) $101,104 (53)
[$27,048] [$19,897] [$11,780]

Notes: Numbers of reporting institutions in parentheses; standard deviations in brackets.
Includes salaries of faculty on leave; excludes visiting faculty. Calendar-year salaries con-
verted to academic year by multiplying by 0.818.

AER 20144 May Issue



5—4

« /0T —RCILRIF R TEHDEN - R5t-
@%;I%?é-?—&%ﬁ%&)f:b Atoay
T T X

« INEHEREDH-.VE—TVYN-V0XE
oA T—43,

« ZHDEAN-REH-EEXEZEHHRAELIZ/ATR
)L T—43,

« BXRELCTECHEBEDODNSZEHMRERL
f=. RYFRINRILT—R3EERH B,




T—3 (HiE)

. B OEDHBRE T — A B —T Ik
7 tht/ayﬁ_\\_go

¢« ARTEOHTWARET—EDZEICZIE
B ABIDNRIT—RETELIHZELH
2

« BXICEHIIBFT—RIEIBFENTEN
[ENRIT—RIZTE S,

« TUHRATRIEREHICIEARIILT—F1E
TED,




T—3 (&)

o BT —2DOFAMNAIREELZYDDOHLHDIET

[E5LLY,

» BZAOMIER
- BREARE EFMIAICEADILBZTT —2ZEF R

LY,

s

— X EERLEZ. UNARZFZERINEZEMNSLD

A R [THIS TEIELN,
- EDEAFRFIHNLLEBHEEKLEY. 3

FHEEHRANE

B(TIFDIEMNZB LD, ﬂﬁl)\@ﬁm’&%( HEJTL
[LLIXEZEGEZ M FMICIE MBI,




T—3 (&)

— A= — AR EFHEFIVOFIVGHRIZE S
CBIRFGW |WT—5%F .’C%é:tbfz\i, o

—-FEFERAEIAEENEMTHED. 742X
TEBETIZEREA AN B,
— EUNENDIZINTLVEWNGELHY ., BIZEE
BMNELTWSEENH D,

— T HHERERET—XOFAIZB L
MILHDTULVELY,




7T —3 (fRE)

o BT —RDESITLERT/IARILT—HIE
FIXFKICEARATRESGEN TS,

s NRILT—EATHHIREERZEZEZTE
INTH9 256
— - 550D AD10FEZDEHREFIZS60
BDOANDEBFRETIENT LELLY,




T—3 (HiE)

e NRILT—EANGEWNGEE. ERHEDRED
T. 720Xt 30T7—3%7KHYIZALS
ZEMZULN, HCETEEEDIRED T T
DHEZLHENH S,




2.9

2.7

2.5

2.3

2.1

1.9

1.7

1.5

1.3

11

0.9

RS EERRERES

[ EO N FEE 20 EAYF AEL J

BEA |4 ' ik
Z31x // . t |$

e -

20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49 0.9 . . . . .
20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49
e 1960-64 2 e 1965-69 4 1970-744%

e 1960-64 A e 1965-69 4 1970-74%
s 1975-79 4 cme 1980-84 4

s 197 5-79 A e 1980-84 4

2024 RDFTRZELIELIZGE . BEEFZBEIEEBEEAHEHE]



T—3 (&)

ADINRIVT—FDERER

—EBEFEREREESUT—2ADEE . [Ron=8”IZ
IRZE N EE 20%1E

ROTZRRDIZHEZEIRE

AXo

— ;ﬁfl:%%@iﬁé“JSTAR(is 60%55 &R & [E

T—REEDTULNAN, X
T HEELY,

O

E

)

/)

DHRSD 0% Z HL B



fth, REHIFE

T—3 (&)

o K[ETIXRANDZEE DAL RAEEITS

- ZITUVO ST E R,

— 2 KEDSurvey Research Center

— <3 K= D National Opinion Research Center

— A \AFA M 3L KD Center for Human Resource
Research

« AEBERICEKRESLGELDY. BFTHEED

7+ 1l

Zé;tfﬁb\

O

IRFEZFERL



T—3 (HiE)

ATHEAREDBEVRAELTIAIZEL. 5
& BRB AT HERANLE,
RS- —EBENTOBMOL AL, H

BAHEOHEZITOANE,
ZDEOENRILT—RREEERRZTIROSRC,
NORC, CHRRD K5t 2—MW 2 IENE,




7T —3 (fRE)

i R fE] D AT EBBig Data D ;E AN BRAIZE

SN TLVA,
HL Iy h—RF|FE

DT PRRT —2D

"*ﬁli[k?k@‘&ﬁ%%%ﬁf%# FoTLV5,

BN L

OIF]

=D

ANEFEFEDIRDAD T«

IZBH9 6T —42ZFALTE

XHEICE T ARMBELEXERND ST

#{ToTLVA,




T—3 ()
Y T AT Y B &Y KE )

F -5
—ZLDN(BR-BHLGE)DOTEDREAET—A
—%*L%':Eiﬂgl én %H]fc*T 9
c AENETNHRYEILIYMI—FESIIZEA T 51FHR
e TEDNLDO/NTUMDIEES|IFHEEZ
c EYVIT—ATHOTEREBEDT —R2T0HT

’d’%)ﬁ%gﬁ I EHZLDNHLIEZEFTITDW
EE (XA EETEEY,




T—Z(fHE)

e LT ILN S

o« YT hAREE

W EIFIERICER
HIKDHAHAIRMNoDE

DTHEWGEENZLDO THILEEN D

2,

o ¥ETRYIZIED

« BAREERRIZ
B

9 2 LEHE I RE AN E AR
INANGRERZSHMTILHD

o LAOLBEFRDITELICITFRINLY,



FEDHYHZERRI [ EDE R

e TETUVRIZCED(HMEDLENIZEBZ LN
TALLY,
i K7l 3 Jliﬁéf—ﬁéhfbé FODHT

c~L7°d~%0)’£*5'%’C% OS5 LS NEICE
BT o— M AEZERLTI EREE 1ZH

L\T-$EAXO
CDIIGEHENESLTEFENSIDINZSE
ABDWE,




FEDHYHERRIF[HEDER (ES)

o W1EL3DDIE

EfFELTWLELO TS

MEZBND,
—IETURZHIT EERABATOREZE(FTEHE) EN

- RIETEDAM DEA DR,

—FREDEFRIPBEEINTULELY,
 PEAERGBIE TEILGRD

° Z‘#L%E&%él %IL

B (LALN, RFPTHRT T 44l

\

E5EY LGS,

A=Y (RSP <5
IZHY . ZFNAA—TUICBRINDINE,

EX 2

SNRATMET D

It o



FEDHYHERRIF[HEDER (ES)

« TR, BRTFANBREBEZELOVZDH
ZED2RICIE . DANBDT IL—TTOEFY
EIEDIEE,

e 1ML T7A—TILIGIGEIZIEZIIZarvYIL
TA) ZHNAD TLTEHFHILGLEE
AVHILTA T S1NTHL . FEHILE
ICERIEEH5H. EEOHEITLEEILIZEA
EETHERELFAUEI Y ILTT %

TEDHLNSD,




FEDHYHERRIF[HEDER (ES)

E&%énh\?’ﬂz_fbélﬁ DOL, PRk
FIERRBICR I A2 L(X, FEIEiREL . F/RE

AKEEBZ AL LIOEN-ETHEZRITLS
LNDZEZLTHEULD TIELZELVDY,

o BT - BERDBFZFTAEIFERFT D P REH
SREEWL LT, FALGE T ADONERE,

« AT+ BERINTPhDEIFE DX BN BARE,

. EW Y IVTA4T 1 TIEEFLEEPHhD
FAZEALTULVEOD TIEEUVD,




FROHYAEBERI/EDE R (FES)

— DAY ILTAU T ZHANDOSMERILE

BORBREMIIH->TEH. ERABEDODEXE R
[ZHE{RL TULVELY,

— CDNIOTSMEHIEISAERELLZHO>TLNS,
s MIFDEFEIIBEREMERFT+FELEE
FESNNATRELTOEREZIHSIANE,

o PhDIXEERREFILD LOTELND T, BF BN
ATREGDEIZTEARF D IBEEH,

o COEIFINRMNTEFEIRRELTT DL I7FHEE
< 5B h\tﬁ _\*L%




« SUNOEAE

HHYIZ

- MEE
- T3
_E&/\éljt =2 to)lap"léEHZF‘
. %h%h( DWTIHRRET DR ERZTE

« X7

o 1=1=. IEH:’C%%/\X
Egey (I RN

FEmEE RS R AT

%17
. &YILHE

ERATICIXE

AN

DX AH3EH:

RANH B

‘f&fﬂJdﬁ_-T-_’DL‘—CLF&




