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Table 34.1
Income and expenditure elasticities of calorie demand
Year HH Measure of Countr imati ici
y Estimatio Elast
Author(s) resources Calories studied Methold " (atal\sli:ecf::l);
.g. }I}NDIR{;.‘LCI’)I‘ EISTIMATES (Calculated from food demand equations):
ehrman eolalikar 1987 X Availabilit i
B‘ehrman & Deolalikar 1987 X AvaiI:billi‘t;, }:113:: %%LS 0.77
lE)’gnstrup-Andersen & Caicedo 1978 Y Availability Colombia System (1);18
1t 1983 . X* . o ¢ .
Sahn 1988 X x:ﬂ:g:;gv ge}riglacli(esh Tobit 0.78-0.82
Strauss 1984 X Availability orma Lo Heckit 0.62
y Sierra Leone System 0.82
ﬁ.lé)IRECT ESTIMATES (Calculated from calorie demand equations):
grman 1987 X Availabilit .
Bouis & Haddad 1992 X Ava;lab;l;t));" gﬁf . 28LS 0.41-0.44
Bouis & Haddad 1992 X Availability® phiDnes OLS 0.43
Bouis & Haddad 1992 X Availability® Ph }l;ppgnes 2SLS 0.32
Deaton & Subramanian 1992 X Availability Ind]' ppines FE 0.59
Edirisinghe 1987 X Availability Sri Lank Nonparam 0.45
Qarcia & Pinstrup-Anderson 1987 X Availability Phili My (O)LS 0.56
Timmer & Alderman 1979 X Availability Indogg;?:srural OII:S 8%%0734
Timmer & Alderman 1979 X Availabilit ia- '
Cherni.chovsky & Meesook 1984 X Inlak:-'/l (ligy recall ' :ggggzzi‘:'mban 8%‘3 0o
;Za'val.l?onv ] , 1990 X Intake-7 day recall Indonesia Ol:S 815;1
trauss & Thomas 1990 X Intake-7 day weighed Brazil OLS 0:20
Strauss & Thomas 1990 X Intake-7 day weighed Brazil 2SLS 0.1
Behrman & Deolalikar 1987 X Intake-24 hr recall India 2SLS 0.17°
Behrman & Deotalikar 1987 X Intake-24 hr recall India FE 0.37°¢
Bouis & Haddad 1992 X Intake-24 hr recall Philippines OLS 0.12
Bouis & Haddad 1992 X Intake-24 hr recall Philippines 2SLS 0.08
Bouis & Haddad 1992 X Intake-24 hr recall Philippines FE 0.14
Bouis & Haddad 1992 Y Availability® Philippines OLS 0.11
Bouis & Haddad 1992 Y Availabilitye Philippines 28LS 0.28
! P
Trairatvorakul 1984 Y Availability - Thailand OLS 0.27-0.33
Ward & Sanders.. 1980 Y Availability Brazil OLS 0.24
Ward & Sanders 1980 Y Availability Brazil 2SLS 0.53
von Braun, Puetz & Webb 1989 Y Intake-7 day recall® Gambia OLS 0.37-0.48
Behrman & Wolfe 1984 Y Intake-24 hr recall Nicaragua OLS 0.05
Bouis & Haddad 1992 Y Intake-24 hr recall Philippines OLS 0.03
Bouis & Haddad 1992 Y Intake-24 hr recall Philippines 2SLS 0.09
Wolfe & Behrman 1983 Y Intake-24 hr recall Nicaragua OLS 0.01

Measures of household resources are expenditure (X) or income (Y). Calorie measures are household availability based on food purchases
and changes in stocks of own production (Availability), intake based on food consumption recall for last 7 days (Intake-7 day recall), recall for
last 24 hours (Intake-24 hr recall) or intake weighed prospectively (Intake-weighed). Estimation methods are demand system (System), two
stage least squares (2SLS), fixed effects (FE), Heckman selection (Heckit), OLS (ordinary least squares) or nonparametric (Nonparam).

“Food, not total, expenditure is used.

" Meals to guests & workers removed from availability.

‘ Not significant at S per cent significance level.

* Based on meal-specific recall for every meal over last 7 days.
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OLS EstiMaTES oF DousLe Loc CALORIE AND CALORIE Price REGRESSIONS wiITH OTHER COVARIATES

TABLE 2

LoG CALORIE AVAILABILITY

Loc Price per CaLoRrIE

All Data . Within Village All Data Within Village
() (2) (3) (4)

B [l B Il B [¢] p [¢]
Constant 6.028 (78) 5934 (18)
In PCE 3655 (29) .3407 (27) 3799 (25) 3217 (23)
In household size -.1572 (14) ~.1630 (21) .0839 (6.8) ..0661 (8.4)
rm04 ~-.0967 (2.2) —.1461 (4.1) 1024 (2.3) .1008 (3.3)
rmb59 .0488 (1.2) 0321 (1.0) 0467 (1.2) -.0331 (1.2
rm1014 0891 (1.9) 0612 (1.9) 11200 (2.3) -.0842 (2.9)
rm1555 1636  (5.1) 1634 (5.9) 1700 (4.3) -.1347 (5.0)
rm55 + 1406 (3.0) JA213 (2.8) .1565 (3.6) -.1074 (2.9)
rf04 -.1359 (3.1) —.1869 (4.9) 0460 (1.1) 0742 (2.2)
r£59 0176 (.4) -.0040 (1) 0643 (1.4) -.0476 (1.4)
rf1014 1140 (2.8) 0679 (2.0 1108 (2.7) -.0873 (3.0
rf1,55 0420 (1.6) 0514 (2.1) .0085 (.3) -.0021 .1
Scheduled caste -.0083  (.8) ~-.0179 (2.0) 0020 (.9 -.0071 (.8)
Hindu Olld (D) 0302 (2.1) .0562 (2.6) -.0605 (4.4)
Buddhist 0237 (1.1) .0400 (2.0) .1080 (4.0) ~.0760 (4.0)
Self-employed nonagriculture 0187  (1.0) .0064 (.4) 0270 (L.1) 0079 (5)
Agricultural labor 0433 (2.2) 0222 (1.4) 0837 (3.4) -.0418 (2.7
Nonagricultural labor 0275 (1.1) 0293 (1.5) 0210 (.8) -.0315 (1.7
Self-employed agriculture 0618 (3.5) 0389 (2.7) 0610 (2.8) ~.0118 (.8)
R? 5532 6706 4254 6414
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Figure 1: Wine Production and Wine price
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Wine

1850-1915
log(area) log(yield) log(production)
@) @ 8)
A. Year Dummies, Departement dummies
Phylloxera 0.028 0420 -0.384
(.085) (.093) (.129)
Observations 3334 3241 4231
B.Year dummies, cepartement dummies, trend for high producing regions
Phylloxera 0.128 -0.351 -0.110
(.117) (.093) (.146)
3334 3241 4231
Observations 3334 3241 4231
C.Year dummies, departement dummies, departement trend
Phylloxera -0.106 0374 0419
(.084) (.063) (.108)
3334 3241 4231
Observations 3334 3241 4231



Figure 3: Wine production and height differentials

90 0.007
80 A 0.006
70 - + 0.005
60 A + 0.004
50 A V/\ 0.003
40 - + 0.002
30 - - 0.001
20 A Lo

10 -0.001
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ -0.002

1849 1859 1869 1879 1889 1899 1909

=——wine production
— Height difference




Table 4: Impact of phylloxera on height at 20

Mean height at 20
all years 1852-1894

(1) (2)

A. Year Dummies, Departement dummies

Born in phylloxera year -0.00200 -0.00158
(.00127) (.00099)

Observations 6237 3485

B.Year dummies, departement dummies, trend for |

Born in phylloxera year -0.00185 -0.00184
(.00108) (.00097)
Observations 6237 3485

C.Year dummies, departement dummies, departem
Born in phylloxera year -0.00126 -0.00188

(.00097) (.00094)
Observations 6237 3485




Table 4: Impact of phylloxera on height at 20

Fraction smaller than 1.56m
all years 1852-1894

(3) (4)

A. Year Dummies, Departement dummies

Born in phylloxera year 0.00526 0.00363
(.00469) (.00217)

Observations 6402 3485

B.Year dummies, departement dummies, trend for |

Born in phylloxera year 0.00172 0.00436
(.0039) (.00205)
Observations 6402 3485

C.Year dummies, departement dummies, departem
Born in phylloxera year 0.00315 0.00382

(.00257) (.00175)
Observations 6402 3485





