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Abstract 
Whether economic growth is 
good or bad for the reduction of 
poverty and inequality and 
sustainable  development 
outcomes in general depends 
on the specific economic and 
societal contexts within which 
economic growth is taking 
place and the nature of that 
economic growth. Yet, 
discussions about the 
anticipated effects of economic 
growth on poverty and 
inequality are often brought to 
the public sphere without 
sufficient context. The 
stubbornly high levels of 
poverty and inequality in Africa, 
and the continent's current 
lacklustre performance in 
achieving the goals of both the 
Sustainable Development Goals 
(SDGs) and the African Agenda 
2063 despite three decades of 
strong growth performance in 
many African countries, 
illustrate the urgency of moving 
into more comprehensive 
understandings of the relation 
between economic growth and 
poverty and inequality. If we 
aim to propose better plans of 
action to achieve the goals of 
the SDGs and the Africa Agenda 
2063, we need to make explicit 
the different factors that 
modulate the relation between 
economic growth, poverty and 
inequality on the continent.

In this paper, the authors 
illustrate some of the 
complexities associated with 
the relationship between 
economic growth, poverty, and 
inequality in Africa. They show 
that these relations are 
context-specific and highlight 
some of the contextual factors 
that condition these impacts. 
There are few stylised facts, 
and this paper makes the case 
for the importance of 
understanding these 
complexities in each country 
context in order to design more 
effective policies and 
interventions to reduce poverty 
and inequality in that country, 
and then across the continent. 
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1. Introduction

From the second half of the 20th century, economic growth has often been seen as central to economic 
development, with the contested, use of the change of gross domestic product (GDP) as the dominant 
indicator of the development of a society.2 However, the debate on economic growth and poverty and 
inequality reduction has been dominated by very heated positions on whether economic growth is in 
fact “a tide that lifts all boats”,3 or a curse that sinks some people into poverty and deepens inequality. 
This either/or framing has eclipsed the nuances about the importance of the structure of economies, 
and the nature of economic growth in conditioning the processes that bring about different outcomes 
with regards to poverty and inequality.  

More recent debates have focussed on how to attain economic growth that can be inclusive of all, while 
respecting the natural and material boundaries necessary to avert climate breakdown.4 While these 
discussions are crucial on a global scale, they are particularly relevant for Africa. The continent has the 
highest share of the world’s poor,5 and is expected to be home to 85% of the world’s poor by 2030.6 
Considering that Africa (according to some projections) will host almost 4 Billion people, almost 40% of 
the world population by 2100,7 and comprising almost half of the world youth by 2100,8 it is not 
hyperbole to state that the future of poverty in the world hinges on what will happen with poverty in 
the continent.  

The persisting levels of poverty and inequality at regional, national, and local levels are the outcome of 
long-run historical processes where colonialism, corruption (Cross ref – Corruption systems ch), and 
cronyism have co-created and conditioned a situation in which there have been limited opportunities 
for equitable and sustainable development. Consequently, high levels of poverty and inequality remain 
the prevailing conditions in which countries and communities find themselves in Africa and which set 
the stage for the difficult task of trying to achieve the goals set by the SDGs by 2030, and the Africa 
Agenda by 2063.  

Poverty reduction is of primary importance for the future of Africa. However, levels of poverty and 
poverty change interact with existing levels of inequality.9 Millions of livelihoods are already 
precarious,10 often correlated with lower life expectancies,11 lower educational attainment, making the 
lives of millions in the continent unequal and vulnerable to external shocks. Take for example, the 
evidence on gender disparities in the continent presented, that shows stark gendered inequalities 

2 Current debates are challenging the idea of envisioning economic growth or development as a measure of the 
health of a society, for such debates related to economic growth see for example. Briefing: from growth to 
‘beyond growth’ : Concepts and challenges.   
3 Cornia et al., 2017. 
4 De Schutter, O., 2024. 
5 Aikins & du Toit McLachlan, 2022.  
6 Lakner, C., et al., 2022.  
7 UNDESA, 2022. 
8 Rocca, C., & Schultes, I., 2020 ; Lam, D. & Leibbrandt, M., 2023.  
9 Atamanov, A. et al., 2024. 
10  On average, the proportion of African households with a consumption level below 5.5 USD/day was 80% in 
2021. As reported by UNCTAD (2021).  
11 Life expectancy in Africa in 2019 was 56 years.  
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across the continent. These inequalities limit poverty reduction, basic human rights and potentially the 
pathways for equitable development. These inequalities including extremely high inequalities of 
opportunities are important constituent parts of contexts where poverty is widespread.12,13  
 
Poverty and inequality are not homogeneous across the continent, however and, in some areas of the 
continent, the inequalities are more visible, as in the case of the Southern Africa region.14 Despite this 
heterogeneity, there remain significant gaps between the expectations of what life should be, as 
defined in the SDG and AA2063 pledges that countries have made, and what currently is available for a 
significant portion of the continent's inhabitants.  
 
This paper makes the case for the need to move beyond simplistic claims on the relation between 
economic growth, poverty and inequality, and tries to highlight the need for a nuanced assessment of 
these relationships within the African context. We argue that such assessment is more likely to form 
the basis for intervening to support more virtuous relations between growth, poverty and inequality. 
We start by discussing the evidence on the persistence of poverty and inequality in Africa. Then, leaning 
on the “growth, inequality, and poverty triangle” (GIP) presented by Francois Bourguignon as a 
framework, we make explicit the different links and complexities between economic growth, income 
poverty and income inequality.15 We proceed to reflect on how the impact of economic growth on 
poverty and inequality in Africa is influenced by the initial levels of poverty and inequality. Finally, we 
make the case for considering these initial conditions of poverty and inequality when designing 
interventions to effectively reduce poverty and inequality and create pathways for sustainable and 
equitable development.  
 
 

2. The persistence of poverty and inequality in Africa 
 

There is consensus on how poverty and inequality are important barriers to the achievement of any 
developmental goals. It is thus no surprise that poverty is the first goal of the SDGs, and inequality is 
the tenth goal. The first aspiration presented by the AA2063 encompasses both poverty and inequality 
and the need for “inclusive growth”. Any intervention or policy aiming to reduce poverty and 
inequality,16 will inevitably have to deal with the existing barriers.  
 
The challenge of these high levels of poverty and inequalities informs the social and political tensions 
that in some cases will lead to violence, and instability which will be detrimental to any developmental 
gains or their prospects. While apparently obvious, it is important to state that Africa finds itself being 
the region that is most vulnerable to climate shocks, political instability, and geopolitical tensions in the 
planet.17 At least 21 countries in Africa are facing, or at risk of debt distress, bringing the risk of the 

 
12 As Branko Milanovic describes, “less than 1% of Africans have an income above the rich world's median 
income”. https://x.com/BrankoMilan/status/1703475455637008536?s=20 
13 See footnote 9. 
14 Sulla, V. et al., 2022.  
15 Bourguignon, F., 2004.  
16 In this paper when we use the term poverty we refer to income poverty, and when we speak of inequality we 
refer to income inequality.  
17 UN, 2023 a.  
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cessation of the provision of basic public services. The absence of resources to finance the work of 
states, mismanagement, and cronyism compromise the wellbeing of citizens in the continent.  
 
Clearly, achieving lower levels of poverty and inequality remain necessary conditions for more robust 
and resilient societies.18 Yet, we are more than halfway to 2030 and nowhere near achieving the SDG’s 
and the AA2063 goals associated with poverty and inequality.19 Here we take stock of the goals we have 
set with regards to poverty and inequality and the current state of affairs in order to describe the extent 
of the challenge ahead. 
 
2.1 Poverty 
The goals presented by the SDGs, and Africa Agenda 2063 related to poverty were multiple and 
comprehensive (see Table 1). 
 

Table 1. List of SDG goals and the Africa Agenda 2063 related to Poverty 

SDG Goals  Agenda 2063 Goals 

By 2030, eradicate extreme poverty for all people 
everywhere, currently measured as people living on 
less than $1.25 a day. 

 
A high standard of living, quality of life 
and well-being for all citizens.  

By 2030, reduce at least by half the proportion of men, 
women and children of all ages living in poverty in all 
its dimensions according to national definitions. 

 Well educated citizens and skills 
revolution underpinned by science, 
technology, and innovation. 

Implement nationally appropriate social protection 
systems and measures for all, including floors, and by 
2030 achieve substantial coverage of the poor and the 
vulnerable. 

 

Healthy and well-nourished citizens. 

By 2030, ensure that all men and women, in particular 
the poor and the vulnerable, have equal rights to 
economic resources, as well as access to basic services, 
ownership and control over land and other forms of 
property, inheritance, natural resources, appropriate 
new technology and financial services, including 
microfinance. 

 

Full gender equality in all spheres of life. 

By 2030, build the resilience of the poor and those in 
vulnerable situations and reduce their exposure and 
vulnerability to climate-related extreme events and 
other economic, social, and environmental shocks and 
disasters. 

 

Transformed economies. 

Source: Own elaboration based on the Sustainable Development Goals20 and the Africa Agenda 206321 goals 
associated with poverty.  

 
18 Pickett, K., & Wilkinson, R., 2010. 
19 Ibid. 
20 UNDESA, 2024. 
21 AU, 2024. 
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The achievement of these goals has become harder (see Figure 1). As reported by the UNDP, as a result 
of the aftereffects of the COVID-19 pandemic, poverty increased, and is forecasted that by 2030, at 
least 575 million people in the planet will still be living in extreme poverty,22 and it is expected that 492 
million people will be experiencing extreme poverty in Africa by 2030- Africa will hold the majority of 
the world's poor.23 
 
While there was important progress made in the continent by extending the coverage of social 
protection systems during the pandemic,24 this progress departed from contexts in which social 
protection was extremely limited.25 Also, questions have emerged in relation to the sustainability of 
these measures, as globally, more than 80 percent of these measures were short-term in nature.26 In 
addition, the resources available for states to protect their citizens remain limited and are under 
pressure, given that development assistance is declining, and government budgets are strained due to 
increases in debt across the continent.27 

 
Figure 1. 

Share of population living on less than USD 2,1528 per day (by country) in 2023 
 

 
Source: Our world in data 

 
 

 
22 UN, 2023 b.  
23 AU/UNECA/AfDB/ UNDP, 2022.  
24 Bhorat, H., 2023.  
25 ILO, 2021.  
26 Ibid. 
27 UNCTAD, 2024. 
28 This value is referred to as the international poverty line.  
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2.2 Inequality 
Looking at the distribution of incomes across the population through the lens of how much of the total 
income is held by the richest 10% of the population, it can be seen that the levels of income or 
consumption inequalities in Africa are high.29 Some regions of the continent (Southern Africa), in fact 
observe the highest levels of inequality across the globe. This panorama has been worsened by the 
impact of the pandemic. Indeed, significant increases in the wealth inequalities have taken place,30 and 
that this increasing divergence is in fact widening the pre-existing gaps within African countries.31 
Average incomes were increasing, potentially leading to decreases in income inequalities in Sub-
Saharan Africa. However, only in 37.9 percent of countries in the region did the incomes of the poorest 
40 percent grow faster than the mean, indicating that such reductions in income inequalities have not 
been realised in most countries.32 The average income increases that reflect economic growth seem to 
have led to increases in income inequalities within and between countries.33,34 
 

Figure 2. 
Income or consumption share of the richest 10% of the population (by country) in 2022 

 

 
Source: Our world in data 

 
The current situation poses challenges to achieving the targets sought by both the SDGs and the Africa 
Agenda 2063 (see Table 2) and compromises the idea of development altogether. Rather, toxic 
synergies between external shocks, instability, poverty and inequality have affected wellbeing in 
different dimensions, compromising the sustainability of societies. 

 
29 Usually, inequality is measured via the Gini index, a measurement of inequality, that measures income 
inequalities by comparing the degree of concentration of income of the different members of a population. This 
index ranges between 0 and 1, 0 meaning complete equality (everyone has the same income) and 1 meaning 
absolute inequality (one person holds all the income and the rest of the population holds no income). Indicators 
such like the Gini index, do not show  
30 OXFAM, 2022 a.  
31 OXFAM, 2022 b.  
32 UNDESA, 2023 b. 
33 Chancel et al., 2023 ; Beegle et al., 2016. 
34 Mahler, D. et al., 2022. 
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Table 2. List of SDG goals and the Africa Agenda 2063 goals related to Inequality 
 

SDG goals related to inequality 
 Africa Agenda 2063 goal areas related to 

inequality 

By 2030, progressively achieve and sustain 
income growth of the bottom 40 percent of 
the population at a rate higher than the 
national average. 

 
A high standard of living, quality of life and 
well-being for all citizens.  

By 2030, empower and promote the social, 
economic and political inclusion of all, 
irrespective of age, sex, disability, race, 
ethnicity, origin, religion or economic or 
other status. 

 

Healthy and well-nourished citizens.  

Ensure equal opportunity and reduce 
inequalities of outcome, including by 
eliminating discriminatory laws, policies and 
practices and promoting appropriate 
legislation, policies and action in this regard. 

 Well educated citizens and skills revolution 
underpinned by science, technology and 
innovation. 

 
Engaged and empowered youth and children. 

Adopt policies, especially fiscal, wage and 
social protection policies, and progressively 
achieve greater equality. 

 
Transformed economies. 

Improve the regulation and monitoring of 
global financial markets and institutions and 
strengthen the implementation of such 
regulations. 

 

Full gender Equality in all spheres of life.  

Ensure enhanced representation and voice 
for developing countries in decision-making 
in global international economic and financial 
institutions in order to deliver more effective, 
credible, accountable and legitimate 
institutions. 

 

Democratic values, practices, universal 
principles of human rights, justice and the 
rule of law entrenched. 

Source: Own elaboration based on the Sustainable Development Goals35 and the Africa Agenda 206336 
associated with poverty and inequality. 

 
These worsening trends help to understand why the global number of refugees from Africa to other 
parts of the world between 2015 and 2022 has surged.37 Inequality plays a significant role in driving 
migration, as individuals seek better opportunities and living conditions. As Branko Milanovic’s 
exemplifies, a Tunisian migrant to France while being in the bottom 20% of the income distribution in 
France will still triple their income after migrating and will have access to greatly improved health and 
education for his offspring.38 In addition, for 2024, out of a forecast of a population of 130 million being 

 
35 See footnote 21. 
36 See footnote 22. 
37 UNHCR, 2023.  
38 Milanovic, B., 2023. 
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forcibly displaced and stateless requiring protection of their human rights, Africa accounts for 38% of 
the total global population requiring protection. People are leaving the continent not necessarily 
because they aspire to become European or North American, but rather because the risk to their lives 
is extremely high and the probability of forging a livelihood is extremely low. From these examples, the 
rationality of the choice of migrants and refugees taking perilous paths to Europe and North America, 
or the growth internal migration of Africans within the continent in the last decade becomes evident.39 
These realities are loud canaries in the coalmine that call us to act decisively and effectively in the 
reduction of different forms of poverty and inequalities. The challenge is complex, as addressing 
poverty and inequality relates to the capacity to the exercise of human rights and directly to the 
provision of opportunities and the removal of barriers that limit the potential of humans in the 
continent.40 To understand this complexity,41 we proceed to present the growth, poverty, and 
inequality triangle (GIP) as a framework.  
 
 

3. Moving past invocations and curses about economic growth, poverty, and 
inequality 

 
In this article we argue that there are multiple channels that lead to different outcomes related to how 
economic growth impacts inequality and poverty. To understand how economic growth impacts 
poverty and inequality, we must identify the conditions under which it leads to different outcomes and 
how these can be represented and measured across diverse context.42  
 
We cannot expect a single figure to surface the structures conditioning the different outcomes with 
regards to poverty and inequality and their relation to economic growth across different contexts. To 
use an analogy, if we want to identify an ailment associated with high temperature, we use a 
thermometer as a tool to help us indicate whether there is fever or not, but to correct the ailment, we 
need to move beyond the indicator, and further our understanding of the patient to propose the 
treatment plan. The previous section presented inequality and poverty indicators to evidence lack of 
progress in line with SDG and African Agenda 2063 goals. While necessary, these do not constitute by 
themselves sufficient tools to bring a prognosis.  
 
The “growth, poverty, and inequality triangle” (GIP) presented by Francois Bourguignon offers one way 
of surfacing and understanding this complexity.43 Figure 3 presents the growth, poverty, and inequality 
triangle (GIP) (see Figure 3) as a framework that makes explicit the different links between economic 

 
39 Shimeles, A., 2010. See also https://worldmigrationreport.iom.int/what-we-do/world-migration-report-2024-
chapter-3/africa   
40 While there is an important discussion differentiating the differences between inequalities of opportunities and 
inequalities of rewards, this discussion, while important, remains beyond the scope of this document. For a 
discussion about this, see https://www.imf.org/en/Blogs/Articles/2019/11/07/the-threat-of-inequality-of-
opportunity  
41 While many dimensions of poverty and inequality (for example, gender inequalities), it remains hard to present 
a detailed quantitative description of all these different dimensions of poverty and inequality in Africa. 
42 Ferreira, F. H., 2010. 
43 Bourguignon, F., 2004.  
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growth, income poverty and income inequality. This framework considers economic growth, poverty, 
and inequality and their different interactions in the contexts in which they take place (see Figure 3).  
 

Figure 3. The Growth, poverty, and inequality triangle 
 

 
Source: Bourguignon, 2004 

  
When the GIP framework speaks of poverty (upper part of the triangle), it refers to the percentage of 
the population living below an income poverty line. When it speaks of economic growth (bottom right 
of the triangle), it refers to the rate of change of the economy, usually measured via the rate of change 
in the gross domestic product of an economy (GDP growth). Finally, the bottom left of the triangle 
depicts the inequality of a country, usually measured via a Gini index of income to measure income 
inequality. 
 
As the framework indicates, poverty can be described as conditioned by both the nature of existing 
inequalities and economic growth; it also illustrates how income inequality and economic growth affect 
each other. Thus, changes in poverty in each society can be described as depending on three things: 1. 
The aggregate income level and economic growth of an economy, 2. the existing inequality structure 
of a country (the distribution), and 3. the changes in inequalities (changes in the distribution). Amongst 
other things, Bourguignon’s triangle highlights the importance of two important factors for 
understanding the relation between economic growth, poverty, and inequality. They are: 1. the nature 
of growth (what is the source of economic growth in an economy), and 2. the initial levels of income, 
poverty and inequality. 
 
According to this framework, in a country with positive economic growth, in a context of stark and 
deepening inequalities, it is extremely unlikely that poverty will decline due to the economic growth. 
On the other hand, in a country with lower levels of initial inequality, economic growth is more likely to 
significantly lower poverty and further reduce inequality. 
 
Bourguignon’s triangle implies that neither economic growth, the size of an economy, nor changing the 
nature of inequalities by themselves are sufficient to change the levels of poverty in a country. In fact, 
evidence from Africa illustrates how economic growth per se (without changes in inequality) is 
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insufficient to reduce poverty.44 This underscores the importance of addressing inequalities as 
inequality mediates not only economic growth, but also the form and possibilities for the reduction of 
poverty. This point is highlighted in practice by how institutions like the World Bank nowadays account 
for inequality as one of its indicators of poverty, i.e., inequality is constitutive of poverty.45  
 
However, many influential narratives and policy discussions seem to assume that economic growth 
always benefits low-income earners. Policy cannot be built based on our more optimistic assumptions. 
Given this, for each country, it is imperative to embed the discussion of economic growth in an 
understanding of the initial levels of income poverty, income inequality and the structure of economies. 
Surfacing this information for different African countries will lead to a better understanding of what 
policies could be implemented to promote economic growth in ways that reduce inequality and 
poverty.46 We proceed to discuss the evidence of the role of economic growth on inequality and poverty 
in Africa.  
 
 

4. What do we know about economic growth, poverty, and inequality in Africa? 
 
The impact of economic growth on poverty and inequality reduction in Africa has been less than global 
averages.47 Indeed, the continent and its economies remain characterised as contexts in which the 
effectiveness of economic growth in reducing poverty and inequality is the lowest globally. 48,49  
 
We start by comparing the growth of incomes of Africans in Sub-Saharan Africa between 1990 and 2022 
against global incomes in Figure 4. We use the data from the World Inequality Database (WID) for each 
income group in both 1990 and in 2022 to compare the shares of Sub-Saharan Africa’s population 
income growth against global income groups.50 This indicates that within a global comparison, Africa 
has fared worse in comparison with other regions in the world. This also surfaces the daunting fact that 
African countries are trying to achieve meaningful reductions in poverty and inequality from a base of 
by far the most extreme levels of global poverty and globally high levels of inequality. The income of 
Africans as a share of the global average income for each percentile has worsened across the 
distribution from 1990 to 2022 – see dotted lines. 
 

 

 
44 This is referred to in the development economics literature as the elasticity of growth on poverty, or the 
elasticity of growth on inequality. See Ochi (2023), also see Wu, H., et al., (2024).  
45 Haddad,C. et al., 2024.  
46 Ferreira, et al., 2023. 
47 See footnote 45. 
48 The poverty elasticity of growth is a term used to refer to the reduction in poverty rates associated with a 
change in gross domestic product (GDP) growth rates. 
49 It has been estimated that in a non-African country where 50% of the population is below the poverty line, a 
1% growth rate in the gross domestic product leads to a reduction of 0.53 percentage points a year in the 
incidence of poverty. In contrast, in African countries, the same growth rate in the gross domestic product reduces 
the incidence of poverty by only 0.16 percentage points. See Thorbecke, E. (2023), Fosu (2023), and more recently 
Wu et al., (2024). 
50 The reason we show the shares in 1990 and not 1980 is because between 1980 and 1990, the geographic 
repartition of global incomes evolved only slightly, and the data allow for more precise geographic repartition in 
1990.  
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Figure 4. Share of Africa within global income groups in 1990 and 202251 
 

 

 
Source: Authors’ calculations based on replication files from WID.world 

 
This point is further illustrated by Figure 5, which examines the wealth gains of the population within 
the continent. This illustrates that the top earning 10% of the African population captured 67% of all 
wealth gains in the continent between 1995 and 2021, surpassing the global trends (in which the top 
10% captured 42% of wealth gains in the same period). The bottom 50% of the income earners captured 
only 2.9% of all wealth gains in the continent (in comparison with 5.65% across the world). This 
highlights the skewness of the distribution of benefits and dividends from economic growth with the 
top as the 1% of earners capturing 27% of the total economic growth in the continent.52 
  
  

 
51 This was estimated by looking at the WID data variable “adiincj992” which accounts for average income or 
wealth between two percentiles for adults, comparing the global average and the African average in 1990 and 
2022.The African share within each income group refers to the percentage of average African income or wealth 
in comparison with the global average.  
52 Chancel, 2018. 
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Figure 5. Net wealth growth by decile for the population of Africa and the World between 
1995 and 202153 

 
 

 
Source Authors’ calculations based on data from WID.world 

 
While comparing Africa to the world is important in highlighting the unevenness of the dividends from 
economic growth, it is important to recognise the fact that there are different relationships between 
growth, poverty, and inequality across African countries. The impact of economic growth and 
sometimes negative growth is not always the same. Looking at the relationship between economic 
growth and poverty (see Figure 6) or looking at economic growth and inequality (see Figure 7), illustrate 
the absence of a clear relationship between economic growth, poverty, and inequality across the 
different countries of the continent. 
 
By examining the relationship between the GDP per capita annual growth rate and the change in the 
percentage of poverty headcount ratio (measured as an income of USD $2.15 a day) as a way to 
understand the relation between economic growth and poverty for African countries between 1990 
and 2022,54 we notice that, on average, an increasing GDP per capita is associated with a slight decrease 
in poverty (Figure 6). However, it is important to notice that there are several countries where poverty 

 
53 This was estimated by looking at the WID data of net personal wealth “ahwealj992” of the individuals of 
different percentiles for both Africa and the Global Averages. For this net wealth gains were estimated for both 
deciles in the global average and in Africa.  
54 Exact dates for each country are presented in alphabetical order: Algeria (1995, 2011); Angola (2000, 2018); 
Benin (2003, 2021); Botswana (1993, 2015); Burkina Faso (1994, 2021); Burundi (1992, 2020); Cabo Verde (2001, 
2015); Cameroon (1996, 2021); Central African Republic (1992, 2021); Chad (2003, 2022); Comoros (2004, 2014); 
Congo, Dem. Rep. (2004, 2020); Congo, Rep. (2005, 2011); Cote d’Ivoire (1992, 2021); Djibouti (2013, 2017); 
Egypt, Arab Rep. (1990, 2019); Eswatini (1994, 2016); Ethiopia (1995, 2015); Gabon (2005, 2017); Gambia, The 
(1998, 2020); Ghana (1991, 2016); Guinea (1991, 2018); Guinea-Bissau (1991, 2021); Kenya (1992, 2021); Lesotho 
(1994, 2017); Liberia (2007, 2016); Madagascar (1993, 2012); Malawi (1997, 2019); Mali (1994, 2021); Mauritania 
(1993, 2019); Mauritius (2006, 2017); Morocco (1990, 2013); Mozambique (1996, 2019); Namibia (2003, 2015); 
Niger (1992, 2021); Nigeria (1992, 2018); Rwanda (2000, 2016); Sao Tome and Principe (2000, 2017); Senegal 
(1991, 2021); Seychelles (2013, 2018); Sierra Leone (2003, 2018); South Africa (1993, 2014); Sudan (2009, 2014); 
Tanzania (1991, 2018); Togo (2006, 2021); Tunisia (1995, 2022); Uganda (1992, 2019); Zambia (1991, 2022); 
Zimbabwe (2011, 2019). 
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declined in the context of negative economic growth (Central African Republic, Burundi, Gabon), or that 
in other countries poverty increased in the face of positive economic growth (Kenia, Angola Malawi). 
Understanding the differences in the structure of economies and social policies in such contexts will 
help us to understand better the factors conditioning these different outcomes. 

 
Figure 6. Relationship between growth and poverty in Africa between 1990 and 2022 

(Economic growth measured as the change in GDP per capita annual growth rate, poverty 
measured as poverty headcount ration at $2.15)55 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Sources: World Bank WDI and PovcalNet, authors’ calculations 
 

  
In the case of the relationship between inequality and economic growth (Figure 7), no clear pattern can 
be confirmed by the data. Some countries saw their inequality decline in a context of negative economic 
growth (Gabon, Central African Republic). This reduction in inequality took place in a context in which 
poverty was also reduced, making the case of studying particular cases such as this important to 
understand the context in which these changes took place. Looking at the interaction between the level 
of inequality (measured by the Gini index of incomes or consumption) and economic growth (measured 
by GDP per capita), shows no relation between inequality and economic growth. Our descriptive 
evidence illustrates that there are a number of countries observing inequality reductions in the face of 
positive economic growth and also sufficient countries that saw a higher inequality with positive 
economic growth for the trendline to be almost flat. This points to the possibility that there might be 
other factors at play. 

 
55 For Figure, 6, 7 and 8, we used the data from WDI and PovcalNet, we used the most recent and oldest data 
point for each country accounting for the GDP per capita, Gini, and Poverty Headcount Radio at $2.15 per day. 
Using these two data points for each country we calculated the percentual change for each variable. Whereas we 
are plotting the net percentage changes, we also plotted the annualised percentual changes, observing the same 
trends for these three plots. 
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In sum, the evolution of inequality and economic growth over the recent years shows no clear pattern. 
An analysis of 23 African countries shows that about half the countries experienced a decline in 
inequality while the other half saw an increase in their inequality.56 Similar conclusions have been found 
by other researchers based on an examination of data.57 
 

Figure 7. Relationship between inequality and growth in Africa between 1990 and 2022 
(Inequality measured by Gini, Growth measured by average GDP per capita annual growth 

rate)58 
 

  
 Sources: World Bank WDI and PovcalNet, authors’ calculations 

 
When looking at the relation between inequality reduction and poverty reduction, it seems that they 
are positively associated, poverty reduction is associated with a reduction in inequality levels. However, 
there are several cases in which inequality increased, and poverty was reduced (Ghana, Tanzania and 
Burundi, São Tomé and Principe). There are also cases in which poverty increased, and inequality 
declined (Kenia, Zambia and Comoros).  
 

 
 

  

 
56 Ochi, 2023. 
57 Bhorat H., Oosthuizen M., 2015. 
58 See footnote 56. 



Taking stock of the complexities between economic growth, poverty, and inequality in Africa 
 

SALDRU Working Paper 316 
15  
 

 

Figure 8. Relationship between inequality and poverty in Africa between 1990 and 2022 
(Inequality measured by Gini index, poverty measured by poverty headcount radio at 

$2.15)59 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Sources: World Bank WDI and PovcalNet, authors’ calculations 
 
This heterogeneity makes a crucial point. At best, there is only patchy support for any broad 
generalizations from Africa’s average positive economic growth. The returns to this economic growth 
have been sluggish with regards to its capacity to reduce poverty (Figure 6). In the case of inequality 
reduction, the dividends of economic growth with regards to inequality reduction seem to be minimal 
(Figure 7). But, within the same trends there are countries that notably better than others. This surfaces 
the importance of looking into the nature of the growth and the specific policies or initiatives that were 
implemented in each country. 
 
To advance this point, we proceed to briefly reflect on the cases of Ghana, Kenya and South Africa as 
countries that observed positive economic growth in our period of analysis but observed different 
outcomes with regards to inequality and poverty reduction.  
 
Although Ghana experienced significant economic growth and poverty reduction (see Figure 6), fuelled 
largely by a shift from an agrarian economy to a service-dominated one,60 income inequality increased, 
suggesting that not all segments of society benefited from this growth. While there were policies in 
place alongside the expansion of educational infrastructure, disparities in access to these services, 
along with other social services, remained across regions. Whereas extreme poverty declined 
significantly from 18.1% (in 2005/06) to 8.2% (in 2016/17), poverty fell only from headcount ratio 
declined from 28.5% (in 2005/06) to 23.4% (in 2016/17).61 This can be explained by how during this 

 
59 See footnote 56. 
60 Atta-Ankomah et al., 2020. 
61 Ibid, p. 17. 
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period poverty in fact increased in some regions of the country, and highlights how even when people 
move out of extreme poverty, inequality can hinder the extent to which economic growth allows people 
to leave poverty. As economic growth did not translate into a high-quality employment this explains 
why overall wage inequality persisted and increased (see Figure 8). While poverty declined, as chronic 
poverty levels remained high, existing social protection programs were insufficient to prevent 
inequality to increase. 
 
Economic growth in Kenya has been positive but not been sufficient to reduce poverty (see Figure 6 
and 7). Even during periods of relatively high economic growth, and despite decreases in inequality, 
there were increases in poverty. The benefits of growth have not trickled down to the poor and 
vulnerable and dent high levels of inequality. This is partly due to the structure of the Kenyan economy, 
which is still heavily reliant on agriculture and has a large informal sector characterized by low 
productivity and insecure jobs.62 Whereas the Kenyan government has implemented some policies such 
as cash transfers, taxation reforms, and sectoral initiatives in education and health to address poverty 
and inequality, these were not sufficient to enable the poor to build human capital. This illustrates how 
even with positive economic growth that reduces inequality a platform may not be in place to allow the 
most vulnerable to participate and, therefore, to reduce poverty. 
 
South Africa observed some reduction in poverty over a period in which economic growth was positive. 
However, initial inequality levels were among the highest in the world. Given this, despite the political 
changes after the fall of apartheid economic growth did not translate into deep poverty reduction and 
did not dent very high inequalities.63 The historical legacy of spatial marginalisation and overt human 
capital discrimination along with a focus on capital-intensive industries, resulted in a texture of 
economic growth that does not benefit all segments of society (see Figure 8). The South African case is 
important in illustrating the role of the formal labour market, characterized by high unemployment and 
a large wage gap, in restricting opportunities for Black Africans and in hindering inequality reduction. 
While South Africa illustrates the value of social protection systems, like social grants, in mitigating 
poverty, it also illustrates how these are insufficient to address the structural factors driving growing 
inequalities. 
 
As illustrated by the cases of Ghana, Kenya and South Africa, there is a need to acknowledge and 
grapple with the specifics of the relations between economic growth, poverty, and inequality in each 
context. As a start it is necessary to describe in detail the structure of economies that condition the 
nature of economic growth, alongside the level and structure of inequalities and the initial conditions 
regarding poverty. The evidence is clear that these factors condition changes in poverty and inequality 
in response to growth. They define feasible dividends of economic growth in achieving the SDG’s and 
the Agenda 2063 goals in each context. Without such contextualisation, formulaically devising policies 
has proven to be ineffective at best.  
 
 
 

 
62 Kenya National Bureau of Statistics, 2020. 
63 Statistics South Africa, 2019. 
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5. Conclusion 
 
Reducing poverty and inequality remain important objectives in line with the aspirations and goals of 
AA2063 and the SDGs. Unfortunately, Africa continues to be forecasted to be home to 85% of the 
world’s poor by 2030. More recent reports raise the alarm of the inevitability of failing to achieve the 
goals with regards to poverty and inequality reduction in Africa. This sense of alarm raises questions 
about how we should reflect about ways to reduce poverty and inequality.  
 
Statements that economic growth is necessary and sufficient to reduce poverty and inequality, or that 
economic growth is necessarily noxious, both fail to acknowledge the complexities that make poverty 
and inequality persistent across different rates of economic growth. For example, the global hollowing 
of the middle class and the relative increase of incomes of both poor and the rich challenge to an extent 
the claims that economic growth is inevitably bad for the poor, but, at the same time makes clear that 
there have been losers in recent growth processes.64 Indeed, rising inequality during years of positive 
economic growth, challenges the idea that economic growth is a tide that lifts all boats, or put more 
bluntly, challenges the assumption that everyone is in a boat.65 
 
In this paper, we have discussed poverty and inequality reduction in Africa and their relation to 
economic growth. We have described the trends related to income gains and wealth gains in Africa and 
the world to illustrate the unevenness of the African context, including contexts with very and high 
levels of poverty and inequality. We showed that the relations between economic growth, poverty and 
inequality in the African context are varied and complex. This motivates our argument on the need to 
“open the engine bay” and describe the mechanisms that condition the likelihood of Africans leaving 
poverty or reducing their inequalities in relation to different rates of economic growth. There are few 
generalisations. This requires detailed, country specific work. 
 
We have traditionally relied on growing the economy, as central to the prospect of poverty reduction. 
The rationale stems from the point that more resources will allow the financial space to implement 
policies to reduce poverty, and for financing public services and social policies. However, we should not 
confuse means and ends. The Sustainable Development Goals and the Africa Agenda 2063 present 
inclusive economic growth as essential to fulfilling the promise of development. A more nuanced 
approach to policy needs to understand that leaving poverty is not merely a matter of just having 
earnings above a given poverty income threshold but rather being able to join the middle class and 
breaking the categorical barriers to a stable livelihood.66 
 
In Africa, economic growth has bypassed a great deal of people. If this was not the case, the positive 
economic growth rates observed in the last decades should have reduced the levels of poverty and the 
inequalities across the continent significantly more than observed reductions, or at least position states 
and citizens in a better place ahead of the pandemic and the wave of instability that seems to be taking 
a hold in the world since 2020. 
 

 
64 Milanovic B., 2023.  
65 Causa, O., et al., 2014.  
66 See Schotte, et al. (2018), for a discussion on the vulnerability of the middle class, and transient poor.  
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It seems that economic growth that is largely due to the extraction of natural resources has rarely 
achieved wider societal benefits. Rather, the structure of such economies can be characterised by high 
informality, low provision of public services, low industrial production and high levels of extraction of 
mineral resources. In such contexts, very poor people may not cross the poverty line (or even get close 
to it) even when there is positive economic growth, given that they are living in “enclave economies”.67 
This calls for revisiting the ideas of developmental states,68 and the need for devoted statal 
interventions to counterbalance the nature of such systems of maldistribution. 
 
Economic growth can open the potential for poverty and inequality reduction in a specific set of 
circumstances, but economic growth by itself is not a magic wand.  It is unlikely that economic growth 
could have been sufficient to reduce poverty and inequality in countries where lived experiences of 
poverty and inequality and instability and armed conflict seem to be perennial.69,70 Economic growth 
can be pro-poor and inequality reducing, if and only if there are real opportunities that allow the poor 
to participate in and reap the dividends from such economic growth. 
 
Several key conditions must be met for this to happen. Firstly, there must be policies that enable 
equitable access to public services such as education, healthcare, and social services, enabling the poor 
to build their human capital and improve their livelihoods. Secondly, the state should aim to create the 
conditions for some jobs and wage income that are part of economic growth to directly benefit the 
vulnerable. Thirdly, robust social protection systems are necessary to scaffold populations who are 
marginalised within the economy at any point in time and protect those who are vulnerable to 
economic shocks, providing a safety net that lifts people out of poverty and prevents them from falling 
into poverty.  
 
Profiling and understanding the changes to the sectors in the economy that lead to higher poverty and 
inequality reduction outcomes, enable constructive policy attention to be given to the sectors that will 
meet the goals of the AA2063 and the SDGs. In a global landscape that is more cognizant of the needs 
for a just transition and a more sustainable development model, reflecting on policies that incentivize 
inclusive economic growth and lead to equitable outcomes is a necessary starting point.  
 
Proposals and debates are currently underway to chart a new path for growth that can help us to move 
away from the trajectory of high levels of poverty, salient inequalities and environmental degradation 
towards a "greener, safer, better future".71 The world, and Africa now have to move to a new kind of 
growth, one that is socially equitable, and that respects the environmental limits of the planet. Such a 
task is not free of challenges, and opens a whole set of dilemmas, about how such growth can take 
place. Here we have begun the process of assembling evidence to characterise the contexts and policies 

 
67 An enclave economy is a term used to describe an economy in which an industry is based on the export of 
resources or products overseas. Such systems of exploitation and extraction are closed systems and are 
dominated by local and international elites. Singer, H. (1975). 
68 Mkandawire, T., 2001.  
69 Before the pandemic, significant increases in the polarisation of distributions of income -a measure of 
inequality, had been already observed in the continent. See for example, Clementi, F. et al. (2022). High endemic 
poverty and inequality (and increasing inequality – measured by polarisation) thus continue to bear major 
responsibility for the low effectiveness of economic growth in reducing poverty and inequality in Africa. 
70 Ravallion, M., 2020.  
71 United Nations, 2021.  
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that drive poverty and inequality reduction in the unfolding contexts of African countries. Moving 
forward, we need to develop better, country-specific diagnostics that account for the nature of poverty, 
the structure of economies and their inequalities, and particularly their intersections.  
 

 
References 
 
Aikins, E. & du Toit McLachlan J. (2022, July 13). Africa is losing the battle against extreme poverty. ISS 

https://issafrica.org/iss-today/africa-is-losing-the-battle-against-extreme-poverty 
African Union (AU) (2024). Goals and Priority Areas of Agenda 2063. African Union. 

https://au.int/agenda2063/goals  
AU/UNECA/AfDB/UNDP (2022). 2022 Africa Sustainable Development Report. United Nations Development 

Program (UNDP). Addis Ababa: AU/UNECA/AfDB/UNDP. 
https://www.undp.org/sites/g/files/zskgke326/files/2023-01/Africa%20Sustainable%20Development-
Report_2022-PRINT_Inside_Final-05-12-22.pdf  

Atamanov,Aziz; Cuevas,Pablo Facundo; Lebow,Jeremy Aaron; Mahler,Daniel Gerszon. (2024) New Evidence on 
Inequality of Opportunity in Sub-Saharan Africa: More Unequal Than We Thought (English). Policy 
Research working paper; no. WPS 10723; PEOPLE Washington, D.C.: World Bank 
Group. http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/099558203182421649/IDU1a3c568111b02514f9
d19e221936be7486403  

Atta-Ankomah, Richmond; Darko Osei, Robert; Osei-Akoto, Isaac; Ankomah Asante, Felix; Oduro, Abena 
D.;Owoo, Nkechi;Lambon-Quayefio, Monica and Afranie, Stephen (2020). Inequality Diagnostics for 
Ghana- An African Centre of Excellence forInequality Research (ACEIR) Report. Accra: African Centre of 
Excellence for Inequality Research (ACEIR)  

Beegle, K., Christiaensen, L., Dabalen, A., & Gaddis, I. (2016). Poverty in a rising Africa. World Bank. 
https://elibrary.worldbank.org/doi/abs/10.1596/978-1-4648-0723-7  

Bhorat H, and Oosthuizen M (201, January 29). Foresight Africa 2015: The Pursuit of Inclusive Growth in South 
Africa—Constraints and Opportunities. Brookings Institution. 
https://www.brookings.edu/articles/foresight-africa-2015-the-pursuit-of-inclusive-growth-in-south-
africa-constraints-and-opportunities/  

Bhorat H. (2023). Expanding Social Protection in Africa: A Menu of Early Policy Ideas. UNDESA. 
https://social.desa.un.org/sites/default/files/inline-files/UN%20Social%20Protection%20Meeting-
Bhorat2.pdf   

Bourguignon, F. (2004). The poverty-growth-inequality triangle. World Bank working papers. 
documents1.worldbank.org/curated/en/449711468762020101/pdf/28102.pdf 

Causa, O., de Serres, A., & Ruiz, N. (2014). Growth and inequality: A close relationship? Organisation for 
Economic Cooperation and Development. OECD- The OECD Observer, 28. https://web-
archive.oecd.org/2014-10-02/302842-growth-and-inequality-close-relationship.htm    

Chancel (2018). The elephant curve of global inequality and growth. International monetary fund (IMF). 
https://www.imf.org/-/media/Files/Conferences/2018/6th-stats-forum/presentations/session-1-lucas-
chancel-the-elephant-curve-of-global-inequality-and-growth-presentation.ashx  

Chancel, L., Cogneau, D., Gethin, A., Myczkowski, A., & Robilliard, A. S. (2023). Income inequality in Africa, 1990–
2019: Measurement, patterns, determinants. World Development, 163, 106162. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2022.106162  

Clementi, F., Fabiani, M., Molini, V., & Schettino, F. (2022). Is Inequality Systematically Underestimated in Sub-
Saharan Africa? A Proposal to Overcome the Problem. A Proposal to Overcome the Problem (May 25, 
2022). World Bank Policy Research Working Paper, 10058. 



Taking stock of the complexities between economic growth, poverty, and inequality in Africa 
 

SALDRU Working Paper 316 
20  
 

 

https://documents.worldbank.org/en/publication/documents-
reports/documentdetail/099401205242238535/IDU019670e920d49804c210a84d095ebc271eda9  

Cornia, G. A., Odusola, A., Bhorat, H., & Conceição, P. (2017). Income Inequality Trends in sub-Saharan Africa 
Divergence, Determinants and Consequences: Introduction, Motivation and Overview. 
UNDP.  https://ageconsearch.umn.edu/record/267639/?v=pdf 

Daly, H. E. (2014). Beyond growth: the economics of sustainable development. Boston: Beacon Press. 
De Schutter, O. (2024, July 2). Obsession with growth is enriching elites and killing the planet. We need an 

economy based on human rights. https://www.theguardian.com/global-
development/article/2024/jul/02/obsession-with-growth-is-enriching-elites-and-killing-the-planet-we-
need-an-economy-based-on-human-rights-olivier-de-schutter  

Ferreira, F. H. (2010). Distributions in motion: economic growth, inequality, and poverty dynamics. World Bank 
Policy Research Working Paper, (5424). https://documents.worldbank.org/en/publication/documents-
reports/documentdetail/228561468314728723/Distributions-in-motion-economic-growth-inequality-
and-poverty-dynamics  

Ferreira, I. A., Salvucci, V., & Tarp, F. (2023). Poverty, inequality, and growth: trends, policies, and controversies. 
In Handbook of Labor, Human Resources and Population Economics (pp. 1-45). Cham: Springer 
International Publishing. https://link.springer.com/referenceworkentry/10.1007/978-3-319-57365-
6_343-1   

Fosu, A. K. (2023). Progress on Poverty in Africa: The Importance of Growth and Inequality. Journal of African 
Economies, 32(Supplement_2), ii164-ii182. https://doi.org/10.1093/jae/ejac047 

Haddad, Cameron Nadim; Mahler,Daniel Gerszon; Diaz Bonilla,Carolina; Hill,Ruth; Lakner,Christoph; Lara 
Ibarra,Gabriel. (2024). The World Bank’s New Inequality Indicator: The Number of Countries with High 
Inequality. Policy Research working paper; no. WPS 10796; PROSPERITY Washington, D.C.: World Bank 
Group. http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/099549506102441825/IDU1bd155bac16d78143a
f188331f87564a9d6c8  

International Labour Organization -ILO (2021). World Social Protection Report 2020-22. International Labour 
Organization. https://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/world-social-security-report/2020-
22/lang--en/index.htm  

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) (2023). IPCC Sixth Assessment Report- Chapter 9: Africa. 
IPCC. https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar6/wg2/chapter/chapter-9/   

Jackson, T. (2019). The post-growth challenge: secular stagnation, inequality and the limits to growth. Ecological 
Economics, 156, 236-246. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2018.10.010  

Kenya National Bureau of Statistics (2020), Inequality Trends and Diagnostics in Kenya 2020. Nairobi: Kenya 
National Bureau of Statistics. 

Lakner, C., Mahler, D. G., Negre, M., & Prydz, E. B. (2022). How much does reducing inequality matter for global 
poverty?. The Journal of Economic Inequality, 20(3), 559-585. 
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10888-021-09510-w  

Lam, D & Leibbrandt, M. (2023). "Demographic Challenges for Global Labor Markets in the 21st Century, Africa 
in a Changing World," SALDRU Working Papers 303, Southern Africa Labour and Development Research 
Unit, University of Cape Town. 

Lawrence, M., Homer-Dixon, T., Janzwood, S., Rockstöm, J., Renn, O., & Donges, J. F. (2024). Global polycrisis: 
the causal mechanisms of crisis entanglement. Global Sustainability, 7, e6. 
https://doi.org/10.1017/sus.2024.1 

Mahler, D. G., Yonzan, N., & Lakner, C. (2022). The impact of COVID-19 on global inequality and poverty. World 
Bank Policy Research Working Paper, (10198). 
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/0a750f57-7b86-54ca-8fb0-
180e8f6f6ecd/content  

McAuliffe, M. and A. Triandafyllidou (eds.), 2021. World Migration Report 2022. International Organization for 
Migration (IOM): Geneva. https://worldmigrationreport.iom.int/wmr-2022-interactive/  



Taking stock of the complexities between economic growth, poverty, and inequality in Africa 
 

SALDRU Working Paper 316 
21  
 

 

Milanovic, B. (2023). The great convergence: Global equality and its discontents. Foreign Affairs., 102, 78. 
Mkandawire, T. (2001). Thinking about developmental states in Africa. Cambridge journal of economics, 25(3), 

289-314. https://doi.org/10.1093/cje/25.3.289 
Ochi, A. (2023). Inequality and the impact of growth on poverty in sub-Saharan Africa: A GMM estimator in a 

dynamic panel threshold model. Regional Science Policy & Practice, 15(6), 1373-1395. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/rsp3.12707  

OXFAM (2022 a, February 17). In a region brought to its knees inequality kills. OXFAM. 
https://www.oxfam.org/en/blogs/region-brought-its-knees-inequality-kills  

OXFAM (2022 b, May 10). Poverty and extreme inequality worsen in southern Africa as COVID-19 battered 
countries embark on a dangerous austerity path. OXFAM. https://www.oxfam.org/en/press-
releases/poverty-and-extreme-inequality-worsen-southern-africa-covid-19-battered-countries 

Pickett, K., & Wilkinson, R. (2010). The spirit level: Why equality is better for everyone. Penguin books. 
POWERSHIFT Africa (2023, September). Loss and Damage Fund 

being. [Video]. INSTAGRAM. https://www.instagram.com/powershiftafrica/reel/Cxmw7NmKYQg/  

Ravallion, M. (2020). On measuring global poverty. Annual Review of Economics, 12, 167-188. 
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-economics-081919-022924  

Ravallion, M. (2022). Growth Elasticities of Poverty Reduction (No. w30401). National Bureau of Economic 
Research. http://doi.org/10.3386/w30401 

Rocca, C., & Schultes, I. (2020). Africa’s youth: Action needed now to support the continent’s greatest asset. Mo 
Ibrahim Foundation, 2020-08. 

Schotte, S., Zizzamia, R., & Leibbrandt, M. (2018). A poverty dynamics approach to social stratification: The 
South African case. World Development, 110, 88-103. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2018.05.024  

Singer, H. W. (1975). The distribution of gains between investing and borrowing countries. In The Strategy of 
International Development: Essays in the Economics of Backwardness (pp. 43-57). London: Palgrave 
Macmillan UK. 

Shimeles, A. (2010). Migration Patterns, Trends and Policy Issues in Africa. Abidjan: African Development Bank 
Group. 

Statistics South Africa. (2019). Inequality Trends in South Africa: A Multidimensional Diagnostic of Inequality. 
Pretoria: Statistics South Africa. 

Sulla,V.; Zikhali,P.; Cuevas, P. F. (2022). Inequality in Southern Africa: An Assessment of the Southern African 
Customs Union (English). Washington, D.C.: World Bank Group.  

Thorbecke, E. (2023). The Interrelationships Among Growth, Inequality and Poverty in Africa. Journal of African 
Economies, 32(Supplement_2), ii81-ii86. https://doi.org/10.1093/jae/ejac055 

United Nations (2021). Our common agenda: Report of the Secretary-General. United Nations, 63. United 
Nations. https://www.un.org/en/content/common-agenda-
report/#:~:text=Our%20Common%20Agenda%20contains%20recommendations,equitably%20and%20
sustainably%20for%20all 

United Nations (UN) (2023 a., July19). Ahead of SDG Summit in September, countries commit to scaling up action 
to deliver on the sustainable Development goals. United Nations. 
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/blog/2023/07/press-release-ahead-of-sdg-summit-in-
september-countries-commit-to-scaling-up-action-to-deliver-on-the-sustainable-development-goals/  

United Nations (UN) (2023 b., July 10). World risks big misses across the Sustainable Development Goals unless 
measures to accelerate implementation are taken, UN warns.  United Nations. 
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/blog/2023/07/press-release-world-risks-big-misses-
across-the-sustainable-development-goals-unless-measures-to-accelerate-implementation-are-taken-
un-warns/ 

United Nations Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD). (2021).  Economic Development in Africa 
Report 2021: Reaping the potential benefits of the African Continental Free Trade Area for inclusive 
growth. UNCTAD. https://unctad.org/publication/economic-development-africa-report-2021  



Taking stock of the complexities between economic growth, poverty, and inequality in Africa 
 

SALDRU Working Paper 316 
22  
 

 

UN Trade and Development (UNCTAD) (2024, April 11). Development aid hits record high but falls for developing 
countries. https://unctad.org/news/development-aid-hits-record-high-falls-developing-
countries#:~:text=Despite%20reaching%20record%20levels%20in,more%20than%202.9%20billion%20
people  

United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs (UNDESA) (2022). World population prospects 2022. 
https://population.un.org/wpp/Graphs/Probabilistic/POP/TOT/1834  

United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs (UNDESA) (2023 a). No poverty- Sustainable 
Development Indicators website. United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs. 
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/report/2023/Goal-01/  

United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs (UNDESA) (2023 b). Reduced Inequalities- 
Sustainable Development Indicators website. United Nations Department of Economic and Social 
Affairs. https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/report/2023/goal-10/  

United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs UNDESA (2024). Sustainable Development Goals. 
https://sdgs.un.org/goals 

United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) (2023). Global Trends. Forced Displacement in 2022. 
UNHCR. https://www.unhcr.org/sites/default/files/2023-06/global-trends-report-2022.pdf  

Wu,Haoyu; Atamanov,Aziz; Bundervoet,Tom; Paci,Pierella. (2024). The Growth Elasticity of Poverty: Is Africa Any 
Different? Policy Research working paper; no. WPS 10690; PEOPLE Washington, D.C.: World Bank 
Group. http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/099312502012418681/IDU1e36a6afa14bb414e6
c192e61c45a54f4b453 



ACEIR 
SALDRU, School of Economics
University of Cape Town
Private Bag X1
Rondebosch, 7701
South Africa

Contact:  
Murray Leibbrandt
Tel: +27 21 650 5715
Email:  
murray.leibbrandt@uct.ac.za; 
haajirah.esau@uct.ac.za
www.aceir.org.za

ACEIR – South Africa Node 
SALDRU, School of Economics 
University of Cape Town 
Private Bag X1
Rondebosch, 7701
South Africa

Contact: 
Vimal Ranchhod
Tel: +27 21 650 5715
Email: 
vimal.ranchhod@uct.ac.za 

ACEIR –  Ghana Node 
ISSER, University of Ghana, 
Legon, Accra
Ghana

Contact:
Robert Darko Osei
Email:  rdosei@ug.edu.gh

ACEIR –  Kenya Node 
School of Economics University 
of Nairobi
Kenya

Contact:
Damiano Manda
Email: dkmanda@gmail.com

UNIVERSITY OF NAIROBI

UNIVERSITY 
OF GHANA

http://www.aceir.org.za

	2020_268_Saldruwp-.pdf
	Youth emotional well-being during the COVID-19-related lockdown in South Africa
	Abstract
	1. Introduction
	2. Mental health problems during the COVID-19 pandemic
	3. Methods
	4. Empirical strategy
	5. Empirical findings
	6. Conclusions
	References
	Appendix
	Additional Tables

	2021_275_Saldruwp.pdf
	Murray Leibbrandt1F  and Fabio Andrés Díaz Pabón2F
	Introduction
	Income, wealth and assets
	Categorical inequalities and household composition
	Social mobility and inequality dynamics
	Conclusion
	References


	2021_277_Saldruwp-.pdf
	Acronyms
	1. Introduction
	2. Employment by industry: QLFS estimates 2010-2020
	Table 1: Industry divisions (based on the Standard Industrial Classification (SIC), version 5)
	Figure 1: QLFS Employment by industry, 2010-2020
	Table 2: QLFS Employment by industry: 2010 and 2019/20 (2019Q2-2020Q1), and average growth per annum

	3. The distribution of earnings within industries: QLFS 2010 and 2018 estimates
	Table 3: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2010) – QLFS total employment
	Table 4: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2018) – QLFS total employment
	Table 5: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2010) – QLFS formal employment only
	Table 6: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2018) – QLFS formal employment only

	4. Employment and earnings: QES estimates 2010-2020
	Table 7: QES employment estimates by industry (excl agriculture and domestic service): 2010 to 2019/20
	Table 8: QES estimates of mean monthly earnings by industry (excluding agriculture and domestic service): 2010 and 2019/20

	5. Earnings by industry: QLFS, QES and SNA estimates compared
	Table 9: Estimated annual earnings by industry: QLFS, QES and SNA Compensation of Employees 2010 (in 2020 prices)
	Table 10: Estimated annual earnings by industry: QLFS 2018, QES and SNA Compensation of Employees 2019/20 (in 2020 prices)

	6. Estimated 2010 and 2019/20 earnings distributions, consistent with adjusted SNA earnings by industry estimates
	Table 11: Adjusted SNA Earnings by Industry, based on QLFS 2010 distribution of earnings between employers and employers/self-employed
	Table 12: Adjusted SNA Earnings by Industry, based on QLFS 2018 distribution of earnings between employers and employers/self-employed
	Table 13: Adjusted Employment and Annual Earnings by Industry: 2010 and 2019/20

	7. Conclusions

	Appendix A
	Appendix C
	Appendix D

	2021_277_Saldruwp-.pdf
	Acronyms
	1. Introduction
	2. Employment by industry: QLFS estimates 2010-2020
	Table 1: Industry divisions (based on the Standard Industrial Classification (SIC), version 5)
	Figure 1: QLFS Employment by industry, 2010-2020
	Table 2: QLFS Employment by industry: 2010 and 2019/20 (2019Q2-2020Q1), and average growth per annum

	3. The distribution of earnings within industries: QLFS 2010 and 2018 estimates
	Table 3: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2010) – QLFS total employment
	Table 4: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2018) – QLFS total employment
	Table 5: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2010) – QLFS formal employment only
	Table 6: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2018) – QLFS formal employment only

	4. Employment and earnings: QES estimates 2010-2020
	Table 7: QES employment estimates by industry (excl agriculture and domestic service): 2010 to 2019/20
	Table 8: QES estimates of mean monthly earnings by industry (excluding agriculture and domestic service): 2010 and 2019/20

	5. Earnings by industry: QLFS, QES and SNA estimates compared
	Table 9: Estimated annual earnings by industry: QLFS, QES and SNA Compensation of Employees 2010 (in 2020 prices)
	Table 10: Estimated annual earnings by industry: QLFS 2018, QES and SNA Compensation of Employees 2019/20 (in 2020 prices)

	6. Estimated 2010 and 2019/20 earnings distributions, consistent with adjusted SNA earnings by industry estimates
	Table 11: Adjusted SNA Earnings by Industry, based on QLFS 2010 distribution of earnings between employers and employers/self-employed
	Table 12: Adjusted SNA Earnings by Industry, based on QLFS 2018 distribution of earnings between employers and employers/self-employed
	Table 13: Adjusted Employment and Annual Earnings by Industry: 2010 and 2019/20

	7. Conclusions

	Appendix A
	Appendix C
	Appendix D

	2021_281_Saldruwp.pdf
	1.  The widening of the great divide in Latin America
	2.  Band-aids for haemorrhages: state responses to the pandemic
	3.  Inclusive recovery: how to locate ‘the poor’?
	4. The risks of not acting decisively
	Works Cited

	lrad_gender_master.pdf
	Introduction
	Models of Intrahousehold Allocation 
	The unitary model
	The collective model
	Evidence from other developing countries
	Evidence from South Africa

	Theoretical Framework 
	Demand functions under the unitary model
	Demand functions under the collective model
	Proportionality Conditions for Pareto Efficiency

	Land Reform, LRAD and Evaluation Data 
	Land reform and LRAD
	Program evaluation data and descriptive statistics
	Descriptive statistics


	Distribution Factors 
	Interaction terms as distribution factors
	Extracting exogeneity in post transfer status

	Empirical Implementation 
	Tests based on an estimation of the standard demand system
	Test based on an estimation of the z-conditional demand system

	Results 
	Income effects: The demand system without distribution factors
	The demand system with distribution factors 
	The z-conditional demand system

	Conclusion 
	References

	2021_287_Saldruwp.pdf
	1 Social stratification and post-school funding thresholds: A dynamic approach to profiling the missing middle
	1.1 Background, objectives and contributions
	1.2 Related literature
	1.2.1 The post-school system and funding policy environment
	1.2.2 Poverty dynamics and class mobility

	1.3 Analytical and empirical frameworks
	1.3.1 Analytical approach
	1.3.2 Empirical strategy

	1.4 Data
	1.5 Empirical application
	1.5.1 Model specification tests
	1.5.2 Effects of covariates on income transitions

	1.6 Structuring stratification around funding thresholds
	1.7 Profiles by funding class
	1.7.1 Household circumstances of the NSFAS eligible
	1.7.2 Household circumstances of the missing middle

	1.8 Caveats and considerations
	1.8.1 Sensitivity to the choice of probability cut-off
	1.8.2 The assumption underlying pooled transitions

	1.9 Concluding remarks

	REFERENCES
	A 


	2023_297_Saldruwp_original.pdf
	Gibson Mudiriza, Joanna Grotte, Ariane De Lannoy, Anda David and Murray Leibbrandt
	1. Introduction
	2. Literature review
	3. Dimensions and indicators of the Youth Labour Market Index for South Africa.
	3.1 Activity state
	3.2 Working conditions
	3.3 Transition
	3.4 Education

	4. Data and Methodology
	4.1 Data sources
	4.2 Method

	5. Empirical results
	5.1 Profiling YLMI in South Africa
	5.2 Robustness checks

	6. Conclusion
	References
	Appendix

	2023_298_Saldruwp.pdf
	Profile of young people not in employment, education
	or training (NEET) aged 15-24 years in South Africa:
	an annual update*

	2023_299_Saldruwp.pdf
	Amnesty International, (2023). 2023: ¿Un año cargado de protestas?. 2023: ¿Un año cargado de protestas? (amnesty.org)

	2023_301_Saldruwp_Abstract.pdf
	Abstract
	2023_301_Saldruwp.pdf
	Background, objectives and contributions
	Using application and enrolment data to better understand learning loss
	The admissions data
	Estimation strategy

	The enrolment data
	Estimation strategy


	Summary statistics
	Applicants
	Enrolments
	The selection process at UCT


	Results and discussion
	What can we learn from the applications data?
	What can we learn from the enrolment data?

	Conclusion
	


	2025_315_Saldruwp.pdf
	2020_268_Saldruwp-.pdf
	Youth emotional well-being during the COVID-19-related lockdown in South Africa
	Abstract
	1. Introduction
	2. Mental health problems during the COVID-19 pandemic
	3. Methods
	4. Empirical strategy
	5. Empirical findings
	6. Conclusions
	References
	Appendix
	Additional Tables

	2021_275_Saldruwp.pdf
	Murray Leibbrandt1F  and Fabio Andrés Díaz Pabón2F
	Introduction
	Income, wealth and assets
	Categorical inequalities and household composition
	Social mobility and inequality dynamics
	Conclusion
	References


	2021_277_Saldruwp-.pdf
	Acronyms
	1. Introduction
	2. Employment by industry: QLFS estimates 2010-2020
	Table 1: Industry divisions (based on the Standard Industrial Classification (SIC), version 5)
	Figure 1: QLFS Employment by industry, 2010-2020
	Table 2: QLFS Employment by industry: 2010 and 2019/20 (2019Q2-2020Q1), and average growth per annum

	3. The distribution of earnings within industries: QLFS 2010 and 2018 estimates
	Table 3: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2010) – QLFS total employment
	Table 4: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2018) – QLFS total employment
	Table 5: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2010) – QLFS formal employment only
	Table 6: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2018) – QLFS formal employment only

	4. Employment and earnings: QES estimates 2010-2020
	Table 7: QES employment estimates by industry (excl agriculture and domestic service): 2010 to 2019/20
	Table 8: QES estimates of mean monthly earnings by industry (excluding agriculture and domestic service): 2010 and 2019/20

	5. Earnings by industry: QLFS, QES and SNA estimates compared
	Table 9: Estimated annual earnings by industry: QLFS, QES and SNA Compensation of Employees 2010 (in 2020 prices)
	Table 10: Estimated annual earnings by industry: QLFS 2018, QES and SNA Compensation of Employees 2019/20 (in 2020 prices)

	6. Estimated 2010 and 2019/20 earnings distributions, consistent with adjusted SNA earnings by industry estimates
	Table 11: Adjusted SNA Earnings by Industry, based on QLFS 2010 distribution of earnings between employers and employers/self-employed
	Table 12: Adjusted SNA Earnings by Industry, based on QLFS 2018 distribution of earnings between employers and employers/self-employed
	Table 13: Adjusted Employment and Annual Earnings by Industry: 2010 and 2019/20

	7. Conclusions

	Appendix A
	Appendix C
	Appendix D

	2021_277_Saldruwp-.pdf
	Acronyms
	1. Introduction
	2. Employment by industry: QLFS estimates 2010-2020
	Table 1: Industry divisions (based on the Standard Industrial Classification (SIC), version 5)
	Figure 1: QLFS Employment by industry, 2010-2020
	Table 2: QLFS Employment by industry: 2010 and 2019/20 (2019Q2-2020Q1), and average growth per annum

	3. The distribution of earnings within industries: QLFS 2010 and 2018 estimates
	Table 3: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2010) – QLFS total employment
	Table 4: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2018) – QLFS total employment
	Table 5: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2010) – QLFS formal employment only
	Table 6: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2018) – QLFS formal employment only

	4. Employment and earnings: QES estimates 2010-2020
	Table 7: QES employment estimates by industry (excl agriculture and domestic service): 2010 to 2019/20
	Table 8: QES estimates of mean monthly earnings by industry (excluding agriculture and domestic service): 2010 and 2019/20

	5. Earnings by industry: QLFS, QES and SNA estimates compared
	Table 9: Estimated annual earnings by industry: QLFS, QES and SNA Compensation of Employees 2010 (in 2020 prices)
	Table 10: Estimated annual earnings by industry: QLFS 2018, QES and SNA Compensation of Employees 2019/20 (in 2020 prices)

	6. Estimated 2010 and 2019/20 earnings distributions, consistent with adjusted SNA earnings by industry estimates
	Table 11: Adjusted SNA Earnings by Industry, based on QLFS 2010 distribution of earnings between employers and employers/self-employed
	Table 12: Adjusted SNA Earnings by Industry, based on QLFS 2018 distribution of earnings between employers and employers/self-employed
	Table 13: Adjusted Employment and Annual Earnings by Industry: 2010 and 2019/20

	7. Conclusions

	Appendix A
	Appendix C
	Appendix D

	2021_281_Saldruwp.pdf
	1.  The widening of the great divide in Latin America
	2.  Band-aids for haemorrhages: state responses to the pandemic
	3.  Inclusive recovery: how to locate ‘the poor’?
	4. The risks of not acting decisively
	Works Cited

	lrad_gender_master.pdf
	Introduction
	Models of Intrahousehold Allocation 
	The unitary model
	The collective model
	Evidence from other developing countries
	Evidence from South Africa

	Theoretical Framework 
	Demand functions under the unitary model
	Demand functions under the collective model
	Proportionality Conditions for Pareto Efficiency

	Land Reform, LRAD and Evaluation Data 
	Land reform and LRAD
	Program evaluation data and descriptive statistics
	Descriptive statistics


	Distribution Factors 
	Interaction terms as distribution factors
	Extracting exogeneity in post transfer status

	Empirical Implementation 
	Tests based on an estimation of the standard demand system
	Test based on an estimation of the z-conditional demand system

	Results 
	Income effects: The demand system without distribution factors
	The demand system with distribution factors 
	The z-conditional demand system

	Conclusion 
	References

	2021_287_Saldruwp.pdf
	1 Social stratification and post-school funding thresholds: A dynamic approach to profiling the missing middle
	1.1 Background, objectives and contributions
	1.2 Related literature
	1.2.1 The post-school system and funding policy environment
	1.2.2 Poverty dynamics and class mobility

	1.3 Analytical and empirical frameworks
	1.3.1 Analytical approach
	1.3.2 Empirical strategy

	1.4 Data
	1.5 Empirical application
	1.5.1 Model specification tests
	1.5.2 Effects of covariates on income transitions

	1.6 Structuring stratification around funding thresholds
	1.7 Profiles by funding class
	1.7.1 Household circumstances of the NSFAS eligible
	1.7.2 Household circumstances of the missing middle

	1.8 Caveats and considerations
	1.8.1 Sensitivity to the choice of probability cut-off
	1.8.2 The assumption underlying pooled transitions

	1.9 Concluding remarks

	REFERENCES
	A 


	2023_297_Saldruwp_original.pdf
	Gibson Mudiriza, Joanna Grotte, Ariane De Lannoy, Anda David and Murray Leibbrandt
	1. Introduction
	2. Literature review
	3. Dimensions and indicators of the Youth Labour Market Index for South Africa.
	3.1 Activity state
	3.2 Working conditions
	3.3 Transition
	3.4 Education

	4. Data and Methodology
	4.1 Data sources
	4.2 Method

	5. Empirical results
	5.1 Profiling YLMI in South Africa
	5.2 Robustness checks

	6. Conclusion
	References
	Appendix

	2023_298_Saldruwp.pdf
	Profile of young people not in employment, education
	or training (NEET) aged 15-24 years in South Africa:
	an annual update*

	2023_299_Saldruwp.pdf
	Amnesty International, (2023). 2023: ¿Un año cargado de protestas?. 2023: ¿Un año cargado de protestas? (amnesty.org)

	2023_301_Saldruwp_Abstract.pdf
	Abstract
	2023_301_Saldruwp.pdf
	Background, objectives and contributions
	Using application and enrolment data to better understand learning loss
	The admissions data
	Estimation strategy

	The enrolment data
	Estimation strategy


	Summary statistics
	Applicants
	Enrolments
	The selection process at UCT


	Results and discussion
	What can we learn from the applications data?
	What can we learn from the enrolment data?

	Conclusion
	


	2025_315_Saldruwp.pdf
	Abstract
	1. Introduction
	2. The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development as a new set of global goals
	2.1 From the MDGs to the SDGs: Shifting from targeted goals to a universal and inclusive development agenda
	2.2 Shaping the SDGs: The Role of the Open Working Group and Global Collaboration

	3. The Africa Agenda 2063: Africa's vision for its development
	4. A more inclusive account of the SDGs – the synergies between AA2063 and the SDGs
	References


	2025_316_Saldruwp.pdf
	2020_268_Saldruwp-.pdf
	Youth emotional well-being during the COVID-19-related lockdown in South Africa
	Abstract
	1. Introduction
	2. Mental health problems during the COVID-19 pandemic
	3. Methods
	4. Empirical strategy
	5. Empirical findings
	6. Conclusions
	References
	Appendix
	Additional Tables

	2021_275_Saldruwp.pdf
	Murray Leibbrandt1F  and Fabio Andrés Díaz Pabón2F
	Introduction
	Income, wealth and assets
	Categorical inequalities and household composition
	Social mobility and inequality dynamics
	Conclusion
	References


	2021_277_Saldruwp-.pdf
	Acronyms
	1. Introduction
	2. Employment by industry: QLFS estimates 2010-2020
	Table 1: Industry divisions (based on the Standard Industrial Classification (SIC), version 5)
	Figure 1: QLFS Employment by industry, 2010-2020
	Table 2: QLFS Employment by industry: 2010 and 2019/20 (2019Q2-2020Q1), and average growth per annum

	3. The distribution of earnings within industries: QLFS 2010 and 2018 estimates
	Table 3: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2010) – QLFS total employment
	Table 4: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2018) – QLFS total employment
	Table 5: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2010) – QLFS formal employment only
	Table 6: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2018) – QLFS formal employment only

	4. Employment and earnings: QES estimates 2010-2020
	Table 7: QES employment estimates by industry (excl agriculture and domestic service): 2010 to 2019/20
	Table 8: QES estimates of mean monthly earnings by industry (excluding agriculture and domestic service): 2010 and 2019/20

	5. Earnings by industry: QLFS, QES and SNA estimates compared
	Table 9: Estimated annual earnings by industry: QLFS, QES and SNA Compensation of Employees 2010 (in 2020 prices)
	Table 10: Estimated annual earnings by industry: QLFS 2018, QES and SNA Compensation of Employees 2019/20 (in 2020 prices)

	6. Estimated 2010 and 2019/20 earnings distributions, consistent with adjusted SNA earnings by industry estimates
	Table 11: Adjusted SNA Earnings by Industry, based on QLFS 2010 distribution of earnings between employers and employers/self-employed
	Table 12: Adjusted SNA Earnings by Industry, based on QLFS 2018 distribution of earnings between employers and employers/self-employed
	Table 13: Adjusted Employment and Annual Earnings by Industry: 2010 and 2019/20

	7. Conclusions

	Appendix A
	Appendix C
	Appendix D

	2021_277_Saldruwp-.pdf
	Acronyms
	1. Introduction
	2. Employment by industry: QLFS estimates 2010-2020
	Table 1: Industry divisions (based on the Standard Industrial Classification (SIC), version 5)
	Figure 1: QLFS Employment by industry, 2010-2020
	Table 2: QLFS Employment by industry: 2010 and 2019/20 (2019Q2-2020Q1), and average growth per annum

	3. The distribution of earnings within industries: QLFS 2010 and 2018 estimates
	Table 3: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2010) – QLFS total employment
	Table 4: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2018) – QLFS total employment
	Table 5: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2010) – QLFS formal employment only
	Table 6: Mean earnings and selected earnings quantiles by industry (2018) – QLFS formal employment only

	4. Employment and earnings: QES estimates 2010-2020
	Table 7: QES employment estimates by industry (excl agriculture and domestic service): 2010 to 2019/20
	Table 8: QES estimates of mean monthly earnings by industry (excluding agriculture and domestic service): 2010 and 2019/20

	5. Earnings by industry: QLFS, QES and SNA estimates compared
	Table 9: Estimated annual earnings by industry: QLFS, QES and SNA Compensation of Employees 2010 (in 2020 prices)
	Table 10: Estimated annual earnings by industry: QLFS 2018, QES and SNA Compensation of Employees 2019/20 (in 2020 prices)

	6. Estimated 2010 and 2019/20 earnings distributions, consistent with adjusted SNA earnings by industry estimates
	Table 11: Adjusted SNA Earnings by Industry, based on QLFS 2010 distribution of earnings between employers and employers/self-employed
	Table 12: Adjusted SNA Earnings by Industry, based on QLFS 2018 distribution of earnings between employers and employers/self-employed
	Table 13: Adjusted Employment and Annual Earnings by Industry: 2010 and 2019/20

	7. Conclusions

	Appendix A
	Appendix C
	Appendix D

	2021_281_Saldruwp.pdf
	1.  The widening of the great divide in Latin America
	2.  Band-aids for haemorrhages: state responses to the pandemic
	3.  Inclusive recovery: how to locate ‘the poor’?
	4. The risks of not acting decisively
	Works Cited

	lrad_gender_master.pdf
	Introduction
	Models of Intrahousehold Allocation 
	The unitary model
	The collective model
	Evidence from other developing countries
	Evidence from South Africa

	Theoretical Framework 
	Demand functions under the unitary model
	Demand functions under the collective model
	Proportionality Conditions for Pareto Efficiency

	Land Reform, LRAD and Evaluation Data 
	Land reform and LRAD
	Program evaluation data and descriptive statistics
	Descriptive statistics


	Distribution Factors 
	Interaction terms as distribution factors
	Extracting exogeneity in post transfer status

	Empirical Implementation 
	Tests based on an estimation of the standard demand system
	Test based on an estimation of the z-conditional demand system

	Results 
	Income effects: The demand system without distribution factors
	The demand system with distribution factors 
	The z-conditional demand system

	Conclusion 
	References

	2021_287_Saldruwp.pdf
	1 Social stratification and post-school funding thresholds: A dynamic approach to profiling the missing middle
	1.1 Background, objectives and contributions
	1.2 Related literature
	1.2.1 The post-school system and funding policy environment
	1.2.2 Poverty dynamics and class mobility

	1.3 Analytical and empirical frameworks
	1.3.1 Analytical approach
	1.3.2 Empirical strategy

	1.4 Data
	1.5 Empirical application
	1.5.1 Model specification tests
	1.5.2 Effects of covariates on income transitions

	1.6 Structuring stratification around funding thresholds
	1.7 Profiles by funding class
	1.7.1 Household circumstances of the NSFAS eligible
	1.7.2 Household circumstances of the missing middle

	1.8 Caveats and considerations
	1.8.1 Sensitivity to the choice of probability cut-off
	1.8.2 The assumption underlying pooled transitions

	1.9 Concluding remarks

	REFERENCES
	A 


	2023_297_Saldruwp_original.pdf
	Gibson Mudiriza, Joanna Grotte, Ariane De Lannoy, Anda David and Murray Leibbrandt
	1. Introduction
	2. Literature review
	3. Dimensions and indicators of the Youth Labour Market Index for South Africa.
	3.1 Activity state
	3.2 Working conditions
	3.3 Transition
	3.4 Education

	4. Data and Methodology
	4.1 Data sources
	4.2 Method

	5. Empirical results
	5.1 Profiling YLMI in South Africa
	5.2 Robustness checks

	6. Conclusion
	References
	Appendix

	2023_298_Saldruwp.pdf
	Profile of young people not in employment, education
	or training (NEET) aged 15-24 years in South Africa:
	an annual update*

	2023_299_Saldruwp.pdf
	Amnesty International, (2023). 2023: ¿Un año cargado de protestas?. 2023: ¿Un año cargado de protestas? (amnesty.org)

	2023_301_Saldruwp_Abstract.pdf
	Abstract
	2023_301_Saldruwp.pdf
	Background, objectives and contributions
	Using application and enrolment data to better understand learning loss
	The admissions data
	Estimation strategy

	The enrolment data
	Estimation strategy


	Summary statistics
	Applicants
	Enrolments
	The selection process at UCT


	Results and discussion
	What can we learn from the applications data?
	What can we learn from the enrolment data?

	Conclusion
	


	2025_315_Saldruwp.pdf
	Abstract
	1. Introduction
	2. The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development as a new set of global goals
	2.1 From the MDGs to the SDGs: Shifting from targeted goals to a universal and inclusive development agenda
	2.2 Shaping the SDGs: The Role of the Open Working Group and Global Collaboration

	3. The Africa Agenda 2063: Africa's vision for its development
	4. A more inclusive account of the SDGs – the synergies between AA2063 and the SDGs
	References





