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Theme 10: Findings
Incorporating Data into the Findings Chapter
Below is the Results section of a secondary research journal article entitled ‘Economic conditions of young adults before and after the great recession’. The graphics have been taken out and moved to the Appendix. 

Task 1
Add appropriate headings to the Results sections (A-D) below:

· Economic Conditions and Prolonged Education
· Employment Trends and Economic Conditions by Gender
· Descriptive Findings
· What is Associated with Being Low-Paid?

Task 2
Choose titles for the graphics in the Appendix:

1. Predicted probability of being low-paid—men
2. Being low-paid and enrollment in school—women. a Not controlling for enrollment in school. b Controlling for enrollment in school
3. Median income and Low-paid income
4. % of Men and women who are considered as low-paid
5. Predicted probability of being low-paid—women
6. Descriptive statistics—weighted by country and year
7. Being low-paid and enrollment in school—men. a Not controlling for enrollment in school. b Controlling for enrollment in school
8. % of Men and women working full-time

Task 3
Insert the graphics from the Appendix into the Results chapter. Choose appropriate places for them and remember to label them appropriately by including Table/Figure numbers and titles. 

Task 4 
In the Results chapter, identify the phrases used to:

a. Refer to particular graphics. 
b. Refer back to research questions, aims or hypotheses.
c. Highlight significant/key findings, e.g. trends or majorities. 
d. Highlight interesting/unexpected findings.
e. Compare/contrast data, e.g. data from different countries.

Task 5 (Secondary Research)
In your Findings chapter, you should bring together data from different sources. Did the authors of the article do that? Check here: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10834-017-9554-3


Results

Section A: 

Table 2 presents characteristics of the selected samples, by country and survey year. The mean age in the sample was approximately twenty-six in all countries, and the proportion of women ranged between 48.1% (Norway in 2004) and 56.2% (Germany in 2007). As expected, the proportion of people reporting a high level of education increased over time, except in Norway, where the proportion with a tertiary education was already high in 2000 (31.3%). The greatest increase was observed in the UK, where 23.7% of the 2000 sample completed tertiary education, rising to 34.5% in 2007 and 32.8% in 2010. The smallest proportion of people with high education in 2010 was reported in Germany (19.2%). Differences across countries could be due to the fact that the expansion of education unfolded in different ways across countries, both its starting point and the rapidity of expansion. Therefore, educational systems were not homogeneous. These differences should be considered when interpreting the results.

As shown in Table 2, the percentage working full-time decreased over time in each country. The magnitude of the change was, however, quite diverse across countries. In the US, UK, and Norway, there was a small decrease from 2000 to 2007, with a larger drop between 2007 and 2010, which was most likely due to the hit of the crisis.

In Germany, there was a very small decline (3%) between 2000 and 2007, but there was almost no change between 2007 and 2010. In Spain, the trend in the percentage of young adults employed full-time was positive from 2000 to 2007, but this figure dropped drastically in 2010 (from 61.1 to 44.6%).

Macro-level employment rates showed almost no change in Germany and Norway between 2000 and 2010, with some fluctuations within the two periods. Both the US and the UK reported an increase in the unemployment rate, from 4 to 9.6% and from 5.9 to 7.8%, respectively. Coherent with the micro-level statistics, Spain was the country that showed the largest deterioration: The unemployment rate went from 11.9% in 2000 to 19.9% in 2010, which was even worse if we consider that the rate was 8.2 in 2007. It is worth noticing that the unemployment rate referred to the entire population in working age, and not only to the age range (22–30) considered in the analysis.


Section B: 

Figures 1 and 2 show the proportion of men and women working full-time and who were defined as low-paid, respectively. Generally, the proportion of young men working full-time decreased over time in all countries. The drop between 2007 and 2010—presumably due to the financial crisis—was quite substantial in the US (− 10.5%) and UK (− 10.2%), and even more in Spain (− 20%). The decrease was less evident in Norway (for which we report the proportion employed) and Germany. The trend was on a negative slope since the beginning of the twenty-first century, but the impact of the recession was very visible. Among young women, the situation was less clear-cut. Everywhere but in Spain the proportion of women working full-time was quite stable, and in the US, UK, and Norway, there was a 5–6% drop after the hit of the recession. In Germany, there was a 2% increase between 2007 and 2010. Spain showed a positive trend from 2000 to 2007—with an increase of almost 10%—but the crisis brought the proportion of women working full-time to a lower level than 2000 (40.3%).

If we look at the proportion of youth defined as low-paid, we observe a very similar trend among men and a quite clear impact of the crisis, especially in Spain, US and UK, where the proportion low-paid increased significantly between 2007 and 2010.

Among women, the trend over time was increasing in all the countries considered here, except for Germany, where there was a decrease from 59.6 to 53.4% between 2000 and 2010.

Section C: 

In this section, the main factors associated with economic conditions of young adults were investigated. Through a set of logistic regressions, the predicted probability of being low-paid was computed depending on the year, country of residence, gender and level of education. The margins reported in Figs. 3 and 4 are based on a regression model that includes the following variables: age, gender, country, year, education, and interaction terms between year and gender, year and country variables, and year and education level.

Among men, the probability of being low-paid was always lowest among those with tertiary education, as expected. The levels were also quite comparable across countries. However, the trends over time differed across countries, and also showed a different impact of the economic recession. There was an increase in the predicted probability of being low-paid among young men starting in 2004 in US, UK, Germany, and Spain. In Norway this increasing trend started in 2000. There was an increase in the probability of being low-paid also for those with low and medium education (except than in Germany), especially after the crisis, but it is less pronounced than for those with high education. Very interestingly, across all countries, those who showed a larger increase in the probability of being low-paid between 2000 and 2010 were those with high education. This can be due to education expansion over this period of time. Moreover, the probability of being low-paid kept increasing between 2007 and 2010, which can be explained by the high populations of young men with tertiary education in the economic sectors most influenced by this crisis. However, it can also be due to the fact that these young men decided to stay longer in education (possibly going into graduate school), given the unfavorable conditions of the job market.

Figure 4 presents the results for young women: Probability of being low-paid is higher than for men in each education group, but the trends over time and the impact of the crisis are very similar across genders.

Section D: 

As observed in Figs. 3 and 4, the group of young adults that showed the largest increase in the probability of being low-paid between 2000 and 2010 was that of highly educated men and women. Two explanations may be behind this result: On the one hand, it can be that high educated young employees were apart of the economic sectors with a declining performance over time and also got hit hardest by the crisis; on the other hand, it is also possible that young adults—given the lack of jobs—decided to stay in school longer and postpone their entry into the labor market. If including enrollment in school in the logistic regression makes the increase in the probability of being low-paid less marked (especially for those with a high level of education), it means that part of the increase in the probability of being low-paid over time is driven by young men and women staying in school longer, postponing the onset of financial stability.

The top part of Figs. 5 and 6 (part A) reports the analysis shown in Figs. 3 and 4 (without Norway, as there was no information on enrollment in school for 2000, 2004, and 2010), while the bottom part of Figs. 5 and 6 (part B) replicates the analysis including enrollment in school. It is very visible how in every country the increasing trend in the probability of being low-paid for high-educated young adults became much less pronounced. The changes were less marked for those with medium or low levels of education. This confirmed the hypothesis that the greater deterioration in financial conditions for those with high education between 2000 and 2010 was largely explained by their prolonged enrollment in school.
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Country and year Meanage % Female % Inschool % With high % Working Unemploy- N National data source
cducation  full-time  ment rate (%)
us
2000 26.1 510 62 347 66.3 40 22441 CPS
2004 259 50.8 7.5 337 61.0 55 21,093
2007 260 502 7.8 36.6 624 46 21,280
2010 260 49.9 86 387 54.1 96 21,550
UK
1999 26.2 492 143 237 639 59 6038 Family expenditure survey
2004 260 50.9 174 30.1 638 47 6194
2007 259 503 80 345 633 53 5397
2010 260 50.1 103 3238 553 7.8 5619
Norway
2000 26.3 49.0 - 313 723 32 3804  Income distribution survey
2004 262 48.1 - 282 68.9 43 3485
2007 26.1 493 235 326 69.0 25 52,725  Houschold income statistics
2010 260 49.0 - 318 64.2 36 56,141
Germany
2000 262 515 26.5 165 59.7 80 2733 GSOEP
2004 26.0 536 29.0 128 537 105 2454
2007 263 56.2 219 189 56.6 8.7 1921
2010 26.0 554 286 192 56.2 7.1 1997
Spain
2000 26.1 511 185 242 55.1 119 2242 ESECHP
2004 263 490 19.6 238 617 1 4386 EU-SILC
2007 263 489 216 257 61.1 82 3903
2010 263 497 264 259 4.6 199 3274

For Norway the % working full-time reflects only those who state to be employed (no info on hours and weeks of work)
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Medianincome of ~ Currency ~ Low paidincome  Exchange Rate  Low paid
those with a job to USD income in
USD
us
2000 21,000 USD 14,000.0 1.00 14,000.0
2004 22,000 USD 14,666.7 1.00 14,666.7
2007 25000 USD 16,666.7 1.00 16,666.7
2010 25000 USD 16,666.7 1.00 16,666.7
UK
1999 13277 GBP 8851.3 0.62 14,276.3
2004 15432 GBP 10,288.0 0.55 18,705.5
2007 16,800 GBP 11,199.7 0.50 22,3993
2010 16,640 GBP 11,0933 0.65 17,066.7
Norway
2000 213,562 NOK 142,374.7 8.80 16,178.9
2004 234077 NOK 156,051.0 674 23,153.0
2007 281576 NOK 187,717.3 5.86 32,033.7
2010 308983 NOK 205,988.7 6.04 34,104.1
Germany
2000 32,500 DEM 21,666.7 1.80 12,035.0
2004 14426 EUR 96173 0.80 11,963.0
2007 18255 EUR 12,170.0 0.73 16,679.0
2010 17975 EUR 11,9833 0.75 15,8863
Spain
2000 1,362,498 ESP 908,331.7 153.12 59323
2004 9960.0 EUR 6,640.0 0.80 82595
2007 13,5080 EUR 9,005.3 0.73 123418
2010 13,6800 EUR 9,1200 0.75 12,0904

Low-Paid income corresponds to two-thirds of the median income
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