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ABSTRACT METHODS AND DATA RESULTS

Table 2: Regression results for total income per capita using our independent variables
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f statistics in parentheses
"p<0.10," p<0.05 " p<0.01

CONCLUSION

Our results show a statistically significant and positive relationship

Counteracting Effect:

Negative Hypothesis Channels:

* Mass Production Channel: Idea that mass
production decreases the need for skilled labor,

which may be reflected by lower incomes
(Mitchell, 2001)

between labor productivity and total, personal, and corporate income per
capita. Personal income per capita has the highest coefficient, showing
that workers benefited more from the increase 1n labor productivity than
corporations.




