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ABSTRACT:

The changing world economic order has been shifting in
favour of the third world countries and India is poised to
edge past the USA by 2040 to become the world’s
second largest economy in terms of purchasing power
parity. The SAP under the belt of the IMF has succeeded
in promoting globalization across the world which is
having a direct positive bearing on Human development
Indicators. The present study considers the impact of
financial globalization on human development, across
India, Japan and Singapore which have similar stylized
features and have gone through the IMF SAP in recent
past.
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RESUMEN:

El cambiante orden econdmico mundial ha ido
cambiando a favor de los paises del tercer mundo e
India esta lista para superar a los EE. UU. Para 2040 y
convertirse en la segunda economia mas grande del
mundo en términos de paridad de poder adquisitivo. El
SAP bajo el cinturén del FMI ha logrado promover la
globalizacion en todo el mundo, lo que esta teniendo
una influencia positiva directa en los Indicadores de
desarrollo humano. El presente estudio considera el
impacto de la globalizacion financiera en el desarrollo
humano, en India, Japdén y Singapur, que tienen
caracteristicas estilizadas similares y han pasado por el
SAP del FMI en el pasado reciente.

Palabras clave: globalizacién financiera, desarrollo
humano, analisis de regresion, prueba t
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Financial Globalization simply refers to the expansion of economic transactions across national
boundaries. It happens when in expectations of increased level of investments, foreign capital is
allowed in a country and it follows certain principles like; First, it has increased the capital
available to developing countries, which potentially enhances their ability to grow faster using
their own allocated resources; at the same time, it increasing the mobility of capital which can
also lead to greater volatility that is very costly for growth. Second, capital flow is unequally
distributed by region and country, thus skewing the patterns of growth. There is also an
unequal distribution of capital within countries by geographic area, sector wise, type of firm,
and social groups, creating a division between haves and haves not. Third, government
attempts to extract the benefits from the globalization of capital, while limiting the costs which
is possible than usually thought. In this context, it has been proved that the source of many
problems is local rather than global, and the experience of several countries indicates that
'Heterodox' policies can be followed. Finally change of policy at the global, regional, and
national levels could improve the picture just sketched out. (Corporate author, p35, NU. CEPAL.
Division de Desarrollo Economic). Hence, Financial Globalization had become changed the real
phenomenon around the developed and developing countries only in the late nineties. Hence,
according to PwC, E7 economic countries comparing Brazil, china, India, Russia and Turkey
would grow at an annual average rate of almost 3.5% over the next 34 years, compared to just
1.6% for the advanced G7 nations of Canada, France, Germany, Italy, Japan, the UK and the
USA (TheTimes of India, Feb8, 2017). Based on this analysis, it was either as a precautionary
measure for achieving consistency in economic development or as a cure to financial crisis that
the liberalization process got adopted by the developing and emerging economies of the world.
Through financial globalization, the great leading international financial institutions like World
Bank and International Monetary Fund (IMF) have helped a lot for the financial empowerment
of developing countries for their survival, especially in India 1991 economic crisis. And like
India many other countries including Japan, Singapore and Mexico etc. also became
beneficiaries of IMF funds in order to recover from financial crisis and real financial growth.
Financial Globalization brought investible funds from the surplus to deficit regions of the world
promoting cross country integration. Through the movement of capital, goods and technology
the countries could develop in a holistic manner. Several socio-cultural human development
indicators like Inflation, consumer prices, Final consumption expenditure, Life expectancy at
birth, Adolescent fertility rate, Birth rate, Death rate, Trade (% of GDP), Mortality rate, infant
(per1,000 live births), Number of infant deaths, Exports of goods and services (% of GDP) got
upgraded because of Financial Globalization. This enhanced the quality of human resources and
it is extremely vital since the human resources constitute the ultimate basis for the wealth of
nations. Capital and natural resources are passive factors of production whereas human beings
are the active agents. They accumulate capital, exploit natural resources, build social, economic
and political organization, and carry forward national development. In a nutshell, the country
which is unable to develop the skills and knowledge of its people and utilize them effectively in
the national economy will not be able to develop anything (Harbison, 1973, p.3). The present
study has been conducted with the broad objective to measure the impact of financial
globalization and its impact on human development and consequently human resources. For
this purpose, India, Japan and Singapore have been taken as the sample countries. Results
from the tests of hypothesis and regression analysis using dummy variables of the proposed
study suggest that after Financial Globalization most of the selected human development
indicators in these countries have upgraded significantly.

2. Rationale of the Study

It is believed that the world could see growth of globalization in actual sense only since the
mid-1980s under the leadership of developed countries like UK and USA. It has helped cross
country flow of finance, trade and production for sustainable development of the different
economic indicators of the participating countries. In this connection, there are studies that
give necessary information that human-capital growth has positive impact on national output




and economic growth. Various indicators of human development i.e. gross total capital
formation, total stock of human capital and total government expenditure on education
significantly determine the economy’s output (Eigbiremolen, O.G., & Anaduaka. U. S., 2014).
Ohlin-Heckscher also emphasized that the US economy became developed by putting more
force in the human capital rather than physical capital. Development of human capital helps to
increase export and upgrade different economic indicators in the country (Gary S Becker,
1962). Globalization however has many dimensions like social, political and economic. It can
bring long-run equilibrium relationship between variables like Gross Domestic Product (GDP),
financial integration, human resource development and trade openness (Nwakanma, P.C. &
Ibe.E,R.C.,2014). The components of globalization are GDP, industrialization and the Human
Development Index (HDI). The GDP is the market value of all finished goods and services
produced within a country’s borders in a year and serves as a measure of a country’s overall
economic output. Industrialization is a process that is driven by technological innovation;
effectuate social change and economic development by transforming a country into a
modernized industrial or developed nation. And the Human Development Indicators (HDI) is the
normalized measure of life expectancy, education, literacy, standard of living, physician & GDP
per capita for countries worldwide. Hence, economic development being the main agenda
behind economic liberalization in any country, HDI becomes ideally the best way of representing
it. That is why in the present study some of the human development indicators have been
taken into account to assess the success of financial globalization in the sampled countries.

3. Review of Literature

As per United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), India was ranked 131 in the 2016
Human Development Index (HDI) among the 188 countries and got scored 0.624 which was
placed in medium human development category where as Norway was (0.949 score), Australia
(0.939) and Switzerland (0.939). In addition to the above, the SAARC countries likes; Sri Lanka
(73) and Maldives (105) were placed in “high human development” category, followed by India
(131), Bhutan (132), Bangladesh (139), Nepal (144), Pakistan (147) and Afghanistan (169). As
concerns of BRICS Countries, India ranks lowest among BRICS nations like Russia (49), Brazil
(79), China (90), South Africa (119) and India (131). India related facts: India’s HDI value
increased from 0.428 in 1990 to 0.624 in 2015. In this context, India related facts: India’s HDI
value increased from 0.428 in 1990 to 0.624 in 2015.

In this juncture, as per the report of the International development council suggested in its
report “growth building jobs and prosperity in developing countries” and said that growth of the
country helps people move out the poverty, transforms society, create jobs and subsequently it
can help a lot to drives human development. Qaisar, A., (2000) reiterated the theory of Adam
Smith that country growth is related to division of labor, but he did not link them clearly. After it
Thomas Malthus developed a formal model of a dynamic economic growth process in which he
argued that each country converge towards its stationary per capita income. As per this model,
death rates fall and fertility rate rises when income exceeds the equilibrium, and opposite occur
when incomes are less than that level. In this context, it has been explained that human capital
are paid more attention in the workplace. In the same line, it has been mention in his report on
economic growth and human development by Alejandro Ramirez (1997) that there is
correlation between economic growth and human development which are like two chains. One
is from economic growth to human development, the other, from human development to
economic growth. Especially, public expenditures on health, education, female participation in
the national streamline which determines the strength of the relationship between economic
growth and human development. On the other hand, the investment rate and income
distribution are significant links determining the strength of the relationship running from
development to economic growth.

Also it has been defined by the Amartya Sen (1977) in his paper "Human capital and Human
capability” that the conceptual meanings of Human Capital relates to skill, knowledge and



productivity and human capability helps the individuals to live the lives they choose and
increases the choices they have. He has also linked it to productivity and the ability to lead
better lives by putting emphasis on human capital instead of physical capital. According to
Lucas (1988) defined that a microeconomic model shows that investment on education for
workers significantly affect his/her productivity in the workplace. Along with the belief of
education for improving workers’ productivity, many researchers brought forward the
importance of education and training in the field of human capital (Griliches & Regev, 1995;
Rosen, 1999).

In this connection, Dr. Shasi Tharoor, (Former Education Minister, Govt of India and Member of
parliament) views that there are two types of power generally used by the country for
empowering the economy i.e. hard power and soft power. He cited example of the countries like
Switzerland and Singapore whose economic development became possible due to the soft
power that means spending money for the further development of intellectual and human
capital as per the requirements of the global markets. Hence, a country can focus on the
development of education, hospitals, skill enhancement, global university, GDP, per capital
income of the people and also the higher education. Consequently, it can help the up gradation
in human development indicators. On the other hand, hard power is one that always put
importance on the defense and rigid domestic policies that also prevent inflow of the capital
inside the country development. Here, we may take the example for North Korea; the hard
power has deteriorated the country’s economy backed by restrictions imposed by the United
Nations. Because of this the country is not able to import necessary and essential commodities
basis requirement of its people and the human development indicators are getting severely
affected. Also, here, we may say that due to financial globalization, it has been create big
difference between the real sector and financial sector growth. As a result, if any problems
occurred in the financial sector across the world, its impact directed affected the real sector
economy which negatively influences the human development indicators of the country.

In the same line of thought, A.K. Akabar, (Member of Parliament and journalist) says that for
there are four important principles of a modern economy i.e. democracy, equality of faith,
equality of gender and economic equality. These four pillars can only push overall development
of an economy in modern times. At this juncture, Nirvikar, S., & T. N. Srinivasan., 2002 stated
that financial sector reforms, infrastructure development, privatization, Tax reforms, Reform of
center-state fiscal transfer mechanisms, Local government reforms and Patterns of change in
regional inequality has become the real parameters of development in India. As per the Human
Development Report 2016 in Singapore, it has identifies that national policy is the key
strategies to ensure every human of the country will enable at least basic requirement for
related to the country human development so that it will protect the people interest.

Additionally, the study conducted by Daniel C. & William W. Olney, 2010 has conducted a case
study in USA on Globalization and Investment in Human Capital. The study found that the low-
skilled labor force faced severe competition due to immigration, off shoring, co-sourcing caused
by globalization. As a consequence, to increase the efficiency of human capital in the country,
USA govt. sanctioned huge investments for enhancing the workers efficiency through training
programs. In this juncture, as per the report OECD Economic Surveys (2015), two decade of
the Japan economy has been sluggish the growth and persistent deflation which have reduced
Japanese living standard below the OECD average. In addition to that it has been rising social
spending and in adequate revenues. Further, ageing population of the Japan is putting pressure
for public spending more. As a result, it is pushing while pushing down Japan’s potential growth
rate to around 34 per cent.

As per Abenomics (refers the economic policy introduced by Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo
Abe.) bold monetary policy, flexible fiscal policy and the right growth strategy to revitalize the
economy and end deflation — had an immediate positive effect in 2013, as a result it is
increasing female employment by expanding childcare, reforming aspects of the tax and social
security systems that reduce work incentives for second earners and breaking down labour



market dualism to reduce gender inequality. Further, set out a detailed and credible plan to
constrain government spending and raise revenues so as to achieve the target of a primary
surplus by FY 2020. In this context, it has been stated that any country who adopts the process
of financial globalization is likely be able to impact its human development indicators (Dash. S.
et. all. 2016). The regression results and the results from testing of hypothesis has empirically
proved it that globalization of finance has definitely an impact on human development. It is true
that financial globalization may not work uniformly in all the countries since the stylized
features of the economies differ from country to country.

In the India scenarios, it has been found that human barriers, institutional barriers and telecom
barriers are the real challenges on the path of financial inclusion (Verma, Y., & Garg, 2015).
Authors suggest redesigning of financial literacy program in the country for increasing the
understanding about financial globalization and its impact. Hence, from the review of these
literatures it is evident that there exists an impact of financial globalization on human
development.

4. Research Design:

Financial Globalization can help the developing countries to create new opportunities for
development of their essential HD indicators. Hence, many of the countries open their economy
for foreign investments directly or indirectly so that their basic infrastructure can be developed
and it could help for the country economic prosperity. Further, it can help to the development of
different indicators like increased standard of living, literacy rate, poverty eradication and
mortality rate of the (Angie Mohr, Demand Media, 2016). Today, a majority of world’s
population lives in cities and by the 2050 two-third of world population will reside in urban area
expecting to get better facilities and amenities. Because of it the developing countries like
India, Pakistan and Bangladesh are creating a hub of urban poverty who resides in slum
conditions (Journalists resource, 2014). Additionally, we can also consider the view of the
Economic Times (16th may,2017) that India and Japan will develop strategy for infrastructure
development especially to focus in south East Asia. It is viewed as pushback against china’s
unilateral infrastructure initiatives under the One Belt One Road (OBOR) connecting it with
Europe and Africa. As a result it will help easy for communications between the countries and
further enhance the HD indicators of the countries. In this Juncture, we have determined the
following objectives for the present study:

¢ To find out whether there is any impact of Financial Globalisation on human development indicators
or not.

e To find out whether Financial Globalisation has brought significant change in human development
indicators.

4.1. Sample Design

As discussed earlier, financial globalization in India has happened largely due to the
prescriptions of IMF and World Bank through the IMF structural adjustment programmes. That
is why in order to facilitate a cross country comparison of the analysis, it became necessary to
take countries with similar economic characteristics and the countries chosen for the present
study are India, Japan and Singapore. It is because Japan and Singapore have developed so
rapidly as compared to India due to different reasons. Where as in the present situation, India
has invited to Japan for Infrastructure development with a strategic partner in regional stability
especially to prevent China. In the same line, the relations of India and Singapore have been
constantly increasing in different economic activities since 1991 like Export, Import and FDI. In
addition to that it has been discovered from the review of extant literature that one of the main
objectives of financial globalization is to allow free flow of capital so that it will well establish
economic equality for further development of the countries’ HD indicators. The human
development of any economy is ideally assessed through the following important indicators i.e.



population in the largest city (% of urban population), Life expectancy at birth, household final
consumption expenditure, etc. (current US$), fertility rate, total (births per woman), Adolescent
fertility rate (births per 1,000 women ages 15-19), Birth rate, crude (per 1,000 people), Death
rate, crude (per 1,000 people), Trade (% of GDP), Mortality rate, infant (per 1,000 live births),
Number of infant deaths, Exports of goods and services (% of GDP). The data on these
indicators has been taken from www.worldbank.org.

4.2. Period of Study

Financial globalization in a real sense has started around the beginning of 1990s in India and
subsequently real economic reforms started in Japan and Singapore since 1991 onwards. On
the basis of this fact we have taken 1991 as the year of demarcating a pre globalization and a
post globalization period. We have taken 1969 to 1991, the pre-globalization period and 1991
to 2014, the post-globalization period. Whereas, in the Singapore, we have taken 1962 to
1989, pre globalization period and 1989 to 2014 the post-globalization period

4.3. Techniques of Data Analysis

The first objective of this study is to find out whether there is an impact of financial
globalization on human development indicators or not and in order to fulfill this objective, we
have made a regression analysis. Secondly, the other objective of this study is to find out
whether financial globalization has brought significant change in human development indicators
and in order to fulfill this objective, we have conducted hypothesis testing by using students’t
test.

4.3.1. Regression Analysis

A statistical measure that attempts to determine the strength of relationship between a
dependent variable (usually denoted by Y) & a series of other changing variables (known as
independent variables) is known as regression analysis. The two basic types of regressions are
linear regression which is confined to two variables & multiple regressions which studies more
than two variables at a time. The equation for this forecast is: Y= Dependent variable where as
X= Independent variable which is calculated by determining coefficient of intercept & coefficient
of x variable through regression analysis. Here we have taken financial globalization
represented by dummy variables as the independent variable and the values of selected human
development indicators as the dependent variable. The dummy zero (0) represents that there is
no financial globalization which is applicable for the period from 1969 to1991, where as dummy
one (1) represents that there is financial globalization which is applicable for the period from
1992-2014 in the selected three countries. After denoting the periods by appropriate dummy
values the regression model has been run. For the regression analysis using dummy variables,
MS Excel has been used.

4.3.2. Student’s t test

We have used the famous student’s t test of paired two samples for means in order to compare
the pre-globalization and post-globalization periods. In simple terms, the t-test compares the
actual difference between two means in relation to variation in the data. The test statistic in the
t-test is known as the t-statistic. The t-test looks at the t-statistic, t-distribution & degrees of
freedom to determine a p value that can be used to determine whether the population means
differ. Here the mandate is to identify whether the mean values of selected human development
indicators in post globalization period are different from that in the pre globalization period. The
hypotheses so formed for the analysis are as follows:

HO: There is no significant difference in the mean values of human development
indicators in the pre and post globalization periods

H1: There is significant difference in the mean values of human development indicators
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in the pre and post globalization periods
We have used MS Excel to conduct the student’s t test.

5. Analysis and Findings

Here, we have taken dummy variables to capture the effect of financial globalization on the
selected HD indicators. The two dummies that has been taken here are ‘0’ that denotes the
zero effect of financial globalization and 1’ that denotes the full effect of financial globalization.
The regression model has been assessed following the prescribed guidelines i.e.

e R square value is desired to be greater than 60%.

e Referring the F Statistic and corresponding p value, the p value should be less than 0.05 (5%) so
that the significance of the model is revealed.

e Sign of the coefficient should follow either the economic theory or expectation or induction, only
then we can say that it is a best fit model.

And for interpreting the results of student’s t test, the p value should be less than 0.05(5%), so

that we can reject the null hypothesis and accept the alternative hypothesis that reflects that

there is significant difference in the mean values of selected human development indicators

between pre and post globalization period.

5.1. India: A Long Way Ahead

First let us analyze the regression results for India. We found that the R square value for the
indicators “Inflation, consumer prices (annual %)"” is less than 60%. Hence, the regressions
models this HD indicators is not nicely fitted. Additionally, F- statistics’ corresponding p-values
is not significant that means since it is more than 5% (See Table-1). It implies that the
regression result for the above indicator is not worthy to explain the impact of financial
globalization. But, for the rest of the indicators since the R square values and p-values are as
per the guidelines, we can conclude that regression model is nicely fitted. In this juncture, we
can say that in a country like India, Financial Globalization is the boon for most of the HD
Indicators and consequently for the overall growth of the country.



Table 1- Regression Results for India

Indicators | MultipleR | R Square | AdiustedR | Coeffici | p g ;i | Significance- |y
Square ents F
1. Inflation, ’ N ‘ - N eninna.
consumer | 0.06574482 [ OOOMRBEY s | 066251 | 02083749 OG0 REIN  O
prices (annual | 23354635 |\ y '0514133 6111774 | 96130735 |~ AT 112
%) e e . 335 e
2. Final
“nS“’;‘?:an 0.96436387 | 0.92999767 | 0.926954099 | 2446656 | 305.56053 | 8.904518774 | 0.161504
CXPENCIUIC, | 9444774 847668 280014 8320 1986616 | 83656E-15 741
etc. (current
USss)
3. Life
expectancy at | 0.85619512 | 073307009 | 0.727509055 | 522215 | 131.82248 | oy cor (s | 1147643
birth, 6662775 4921086 231942 4829 93 ' 83
total (years)
4. Adolescent
fertility rate
(births per 0.85737137 0.734757133 0 720041574 106i950 132.32955 1.6928;11763329 502450
1,000 women
ages 15-19)
5. Birth rate, -
crude (per 0.88987977 0.790;16285 0 TREDDIA0E 33.(.)2?37 181.277632 .5’(/)%%(})36-91;10 1140680
1,000 people) 744
6. Death rate, -
crude (per | 0-83262978 | 0.69327236 |  cocaarnng | 142375 | 10849062 | 6560102383 | & o745
7 2 7692 59 14581E-14
1,000 people) 59
23.79505
7.Trade (% | 0.78725393 | 0.61976875 | | \1o40nn | 11.9637 | 78.238068 | 1199248055 | Jgnorse
of GDP) 4 7 ' 7339 83 0145E-11 ;
8. Mortality
rate, infant )
’ 0.85883596 119.123 | 134.92628 | 1.504080695 | 59.44807
(per o 0.73759922 | 0732132538 | = o0 - 14950E.15 | 6923076
1,000 live o
births)
9. Number of | 0.87943807 | 077341133 | o o0ac | 2758743 | 163.83760 | 4.345690044 | 1155334,
infant deaths | 7805126 3 ' 962 23 55209E-17 | 4615384
6
10. Exports 2758743 -
of goods and | 0.87943807 | 0.77341133 | 0.768690735 og) | 163.83760 | 4.345690044 | 1155334.
services (% | 7805126 2693575 458024 ' 23 55209E-17 | 4615384
of GDP) 6

Source: Researchers’ Calculation using MS Excel

After the regression analysis, the tests of hypothesis using students’t test has been conducted
and the results of t test are supporting the results of regression for India. The null hypothesis
that there is no significant difference in mean values of HD indicators is getting accepted for the
same indicator which was found to be not affected by Financial Globalization i.e. Inflation,



consumer prices (annual %). It implies the Inflation, consumer prices (annual %) has not
changed significantly in the post globalization period. Hence, we can say that there is a long
way ahead for India to go in order to achieve the true fruits of Financial Globalization. Inflation
has long been the common man’s concern about economy. In this context, we say that inflation
is commonly referred as the synonymous index for the price hike of daily commodities. Though
inflation is the most immediate economic parameter to be associated with the hike of price, it

has its long and far reaching effects on the society and social indicators of the country like
India. (S.Jamuna, 2016).



TABLE-2: t Test for India

) Pre Post t- Critical P(T<=1) Level of
Indicators | Globalizati | Globalizati Value: Two . significa | Hypothesis
t-Stat . Two-Tail
on on Tailed nce
1. Inflation,
consumer | 8.0024477 | 7.8178013 0.09266188 | , 63808547 | 0.946557856 |  0.05 Accepted
prices 3 67
(annual %)
2. Final )
consumption | 127196164 | 636077895 2.063898547 | 1.420383700 .
expenditare 7.333453164 0.05 Rejected
' | 222.549 103.679 31807 25615E-07
etc. (current 87093
US$)
3. Life -
52.221548 | 63.697986 2.063898547 | 3.161795021 ,
expectancy 57.50911325 0.05 Rejected
at birth, 2926829 594722 31807 09839E-27
total (years) 84863
4.
Adolescent
fertility rate 11.23486755 | 2.063898547 | 4.827366625 ,
(births per | 10737184 | 58.196296 0.05 Rejected
53499 31807 0853E-11
1,000
women
ages 15-19)
5. B‘;‘h rate, 54.80523663 | 2.063898547 | 9.959454959 .
crude (per | 364778 | 25.09904 0.05 Rejected
1,000 12914 31807 66039E-27
people)
6. Death
rate, crude 18.81483695 | 2.063898547 | 7.130008556 ,
(per 14.38384 8.5226 0.05 Rejected
49659 31807 50918E-16
1,000
people)
11.774526 | 34.996270 ) 2.063898547 | 8.778047735
7. Trade (% 9.705851607 0.05 Rejected
of GDP) 3886529 | 1890556 31807 50017E-10
14324
8. Mortality
rate, infant 56.49461314 | 2.063898547 | 4.832109730 .
(per 120.444 60.732 0.05 Rejected
. 07413 31807 04058E-27
1,000 live
births)
9.Number | 2777869.3 | 1630497.4 | 23.02240438 | 2.063898547 | 7.182903332 ,
of infant 0.05 Rejected
6 8 23512 31807 73011E-18
deaths
10. Exports | 5 )200658 | 16.292522 ) 2.063898547 | 2.382561993 ,
of goods and 10.37521287 0.05 Rejected
services (% | 0793014 | 4365397 31807 3112E-10
of GDP) 82615

Source: Researchers’ Calculation using MS Excel




5.2. Japan: Marching Towards Success

In case of Japan, the regression results show that except one indicator i.e. Inflation, consumer
prices (annual %) in all other cases the R square value is either more than 0.6 or near to it.
Additionally the F statistic p values for all the indicators are significant (See Table 3). Hence, we
can interpret here that financial globalization or financial globalization in Japan has actually
impacted the selected HD indicators.

TABLE: 3- Regression Results for Japan
Indicators Multiple R R Square Adjusted R | Coefficient F-Statistic Significanc X
Square s e-F
. 5.1507783
1. Inflation, consumer 0350192191 0.1226345 | 0.0808552 17 1.9352945 | 2.1013889 | 1.763936
prices (annual %) ' 71 65 8 32 511
2. Final consumption
expenditure, efc. 0.904761608 0.81 2;935 0.81 ;12706 82(3)49’;7;);)891 198.5;928 2.6132E
(current USS) ' 6.45E-18
: 6.04334E-
h L B I 0.6958218 | 06889086 | 76 096861 | 100.65205 3| 5422152
birth, 0.834159342 67
08 08 3 704
total (years)
4. Adolescent fertility
rate 5.0200788
. 0.6303442 | 0.3662611 | 4.1572695 | 27.007170 0.656930
(births per 1,000 0.616721 75 9 65 9668426 7236954E- 435
women 06
ages 15-19)
. 1.2033880 -
T f)“‘lg;’ (Per | 756412 | 0672159 | 0.562435 | ' 4113798133 i | 6944642E- | 5377091
o0 Peop 09 44418365
6. Death rate, crude 3.5333633
(per 0.796711 0.634749 0.626447 6.3434782 | 76.464960 4529363E- gt
61 4719656 024
1,000 people) 11
0.1615834
22.404915 | 2.0269511 | 36065359 | 2.382029
0
7. Trade (% of GDP) 0.209853 0.644038 0.022312 9623596 9851357 38325049
8. Mortality rate, infant 8.0652173 -
(per 0.750322 0.662982 0.55305 91 Sg 1%88%;52 ;292::)35?3%2_ 4.973913
1,000 live births) 09 04347826
9. Number of infant 13774.521 | 43.019611 | 5.0805664 .
deaths 0.703112 0.694367 0.482875 74 6816428 | 4251691E- 1}(;2256‘63;1
08
10. Exports of goods 11.868320 0.897638
and services (% of 0.183227 0.063572 0.011608 ' 9.266184 1.528493 | 64194815
42
GDP) 3
Source: Researchers Calculation using MS Excel

The regression results in Japan has been further verified through testing of hypothesis using
student’s t test and the test results revealed that for all most all the HD indicators the null




hypothesis that there is no significant difference in mean values of selected HD indicators in pre
and post globalization period is rejected (See Table 4) instead of Inflation, consumer prices
(annual %). On the basis of these results we can say that Japan has been rapidly marching
towards success of financial globalization in its economy. As a result, Japan HD indicators
consistently upward mark as per international standard due to the Abenomics bold monetary

policy since 1992,

TABLE-4: t Test for Japan

) Pre Post t- Critical P(T<=1) Level of
Indicators Globaliz | Globalizatio | t-Stat | Value:Two | . _ ¢ | significanc | Hypothesis
ation n Tailed e
1. Inflation, consumer | 5.555923 | 0.22968244 | 2.295921 2.58101E-
prices (anmual %) 572 8 482 2.073873058 05 0.05 Accepted
2. Final consumption | 8847700 - 3.7421022
3530085449 . .
expenditure, etc. 91093.49 607.31 29.40194 € 07318523105 S 2920152E- 0.05 Rejected
(current USS) 9 ' 0880688 19
3. Life expectancy at | ;¢ 09686 | 81.5190137 | 28.95196 | 2.0738730583 | >-2108860 .
birth, 3013493E- 0.05 Rejected
108 9 7992548 1561
total (years) 2 19
4. Adolescent fertility
(births per 1,000 ' 565 4.8142 4381998 | 2.073873058 | 008925445 0.05 Rejected
women 485 31
ages 15-19)
5. Birth rate, crude
: 14.37391 | 8.99682159 : - . .
(per A 2.073873058 bl oL 0.05 Rejected
304 9 849 09
1,000 people)
6. Deathrate, crude | 6 343478 | 833180928 | 8.893830 | 2.0738730583 | 2-/208592 .
(per 2937641E- 0.05 Rejected
261 5 0041737 1561
1,000 people) 3 09
22.40491 | 24.7869453 | 1.391306 | 2.0738730583 | 0.1780434 .
0,
I-Tmde (70 oL GDE)S [Sapca e 5 2773338 1561 09447955 0.0 Rejected
5
8. Mortality rate 10.52414 3.9307620
’ 7.786363 | 3.03181818 . .
infant (per 636 5 2157993 £ 07%621,';8370 0232853E- 0.05 Rejected
1,000 live births) 7 10
7.624396
9. Number of infant | 13774.52 | 3517.17391 1.29925E- )
deaths 174 3 311 2.073873058 07 0.05 Rejected
10. Exports of goods -
2.918209 | 9.20639065 . .
and services (% of 079 6 1.352237 | 2.073873058 0 193,(/) 371 0.05 Rejected
GDP) 877

Source: Researchers’ Calculation using MS Excel

5.3. Singapore: An Optimistic View




Singapore is the only country which shown the most optimistic results among the three
sampled countries of the study to find out whether there is an impact of financial globalization
on human development indicators or not. It is because if we will follow the guidelines for
interpreting the regression results, here it has been found that the dummy variables denoted
for financial globalization has shown significant impact on human development indicators of
Singapore. Hence, we can have an optimistic view for Singapore and say that the impact of
financial globalization has been well realized in Singapore in connection with the human
development indicators. It has been proved by the following way, how the Singapore has got
gaining momentum after policy legalization i.e;

A. Medium-term Economic outlook
(forecast, 2013-17 average):

GDP growth (percentage change): 3.1
Current account balance (% of GDP): 18.9
Fiscal balance (% of GDP): 4.2

B. Medium-term plan

Period:2010-20
Theme: High-skilled people, innovative economy and
distinctive global city

Source: OECD Development Centre, MPF-2013, national sources and IMF through structural policy country notes
Singapore

In addition to the above Steps, the Singapore has taken right steps for the Upgrade the skills of
the local workforce which has been helped to the local workers adjust to the changing needs in
the market so that they can remain employable over a longer period .In the same line the govt.
of Singapore sanction huge budget in the 2012 to provide choice based training programmes
for the workers especially keep in mind for the growth of the country SME sector.



TABLE: 5- Regression Results for Singapore

: Multipl Adjusted | Coefficien F- Signific
ncicatons eR S.Square R Square ts Statistic | ance- F X
1. Inflation, 0.1926 | 0.067114 | 0.018597 | 3.5163647 0.1628 -
consumer prices 51 581 553 43 2.004349 10571 1.59152
(annual %) 8725
2. Final
consumption | 0.7524 | 0.666124 | 0.557780 | 50676551 | 67.84993 | 5.3818 | 5067655
expenditure, etc. | 12187 099 331 83 832 SE-11 183
(current USS)
3. Life
expectancy at | 0.8561 | 0.732955 | 0.727820 | 70.320729 | 142.7241 | 1.5761 | 8.47646
birth, 28271 616 147 |9 848 5E-16 | 9738
total (years)
4. Adolescent
(bit;‘:rhtsﬂitgr’ftgoo 0.6634 | 0.640125 | 0.429358 | 20771733 | 40.87787 | 4.5784 | 1, o,
per 1, 1919 022 195 |33 816 9E-08 ;
women 1111
ages 15-19)
5. Birth rate, -
crude (per 0.6954 | 0.683697 | 0.473768 | 217 | 48.71612 | 5.3316 | 9.15925
1,000 people) | 83563 387 49 781 9E-09 | 9259
6. Death rate, -
crude (per 0.7791 | 0.607042 | 0.599486 5'2252259 80.32998 | 3.9641 | 0.68148
1,000 people) | 29617 961 094 722 3E-12 | 1481
7. Trade (% of 302.92911 55.9477
GDP) 0.5488 | 0.601210 | 0.287771 | 55 22.41436 | 1.7313 | 5503
26217 216 951 783 6E-05
8. hﬁl‘;ﬁ:“(ge?te 0.7920 | 0.627397 | 0.620231 | 17.074074 | 87.55888 | 9.7907 | 13.7814
1,000 live births) | 84224 418 983 07 249 3E-13 | 8148
9. Number of | 0.71003 | 0.604156 | 0.494621 | 807.74074 | 52.87182 | 1.82782 | 636.9259
infant deaths 9883 636 187 07 802 E-09 259
10. Exports of
goods and 0.66276 | 0.439263 | 0.428479 | 148.15097 413716
services (% of 9438 328 93 71 40.73515 | 4.76959 | 0494
GDP) 109 E-08

Source: Researchers’ Calculation using MS Excel

The t test results for Singapore is synonymous with the regression results for the country. For
all the human development indicators, the null hypothesis are rejected which means alternative




hypothesis are accepted. It implies that the human development indicators of Singapore in the
post globalization period are significantly different from that of pre globalization period.

TABLE-6: t Test for Singapore

Post t- Critical B
Indicators Pre | Globalizati | t-Stat | Value:Two | ~C ) Levelof 1y thesis
Globalization . Two-Tail significance
on Tailed
1. Inflation
’ 1.9248360 - .
consumer prices 3.516364743 L 2.055529418 | 0.170494426 0.05 Rejected
19 6005
(annual %)
2. Final
. - 2.05552941
CORSITHpEion 5067655183 | 00020194 | g 95327 8 1.04019E-09 0.05 Rejected
expenditure, etc. 99 6499
(current USS)
3. Life expectancy -
at birth, 70.3207299 78'721199 190.109 | 2.055529418 56142728846:3; 0.05 Rejected
total (years) 4254
4. Adolescent
fertility rate 6.4944222
(births per 1,000 | 20.77173333 | 7;3;:4 2.055529418 | 1.24702E-07 0.05 Rejected
women
ages 15-19)
5. Birth rate, crude 14.6014
: 12.540740
(per 21.7 9323 2.055529418 | 4.83132E-14 0.05 Rejected
74
1,000 people)
6. Death rate, crude
’ 4.5444444 . .
(per 5.225925926 ki 2.055529418 | 6.98518E-10 0.05 Rejected
44 069
1,000 people)
) 2.05552941
7. Trade (% of 358.87687 | 8.55250 4.94394E-09 )
GDP) 302.9291123 03 63 8 0.05 Rejected
8. Mortality rate
’ 3.2925925 . .
infant (per 17.07407407 93 119:,‘;3 0 2.055529418 | 1.19271E-11 0.05 Rejected
1,000 live births)
3.48557E-09
9. Number of infant 170.81481 | 8.70713 .
deaths 807.7407407 48 167 2.055529418 0.05 Rejected
10. Exports of - 2.05552941 | 2.18529E-12
goods and services 189.52258 | 12.3563 | 8 0.05 Rejected
(% of GDP) 148.1509771 21 | 4712

Source: Researchers’ Calculation using MS Excel

6. Conclusion

On the basis of above findings it is concluded that any country that adopts the process of
financial globalization is likely be able to impact its human development indicators. The
regression results and the results from testing of hypothesis have empirically proved this fact
that financial globalization has definitely an impact on human development. It is true that
financial globalization may not work uniformly in all the countries since the stylized features of
the economies differ from country to country. In the present study three countries has been




considered and the results are different for each of the country. India has been found as a
country with good impact for financial globalization which affecting the human development
indicators of the economy as well as Japan is in a better position in this connection because of
Abenomics bold monetary policy. Singapore is however the country out of the three sampled
countries that has been found to have accepted financial globalization most properly so that
human development will be important resource for the country development. Therefore a
country like India needs to have better participation and accepted in true sense in the Economy
Internationalization for benefit of human development indicators as well as country economy
development.

7. Limitations of the Study and Scope for Further
Research

One of the major limitations of the present study is that it has considered only three countries
for facilitating cross comparison. Secondly, there are many other sophisticated statistical tools
except regression analysis and student’s test for measuring the impact financial globalization on
human development indicators. Lastly, there are only a few human development indicators only
that have been selected for analysis in the present study. Hence, in this connection there
remains scope for further research by taking more countries in to consideration, more human
development indicators selected and robust techniques for analysis.

References

Akbar, M. 1., (2016). An Insider's View on "Make in India, the initiatives undertaken by the
Indian government to improve economic diversity, financial inclusion and retail participation in
the financial markets retrived from https:// www.youtube.com/ watch?v = Gx09f5IrBBI.

Alejandro, R., Gustayv, R., & Stewart, F., (1997). "Economic Growth and Human Development”,
Economic Growth Center Yale University, Hillhouse Avenue New Haven, CT 06520-8269, PP.1-5.

Angie, M., (2016). Demand Media, the Effects of Economic Globalization on Developing
Countries, retrieved from http://smallbusiness.chron.com/effects-economic-globalization-
developing-countries-3906.html

Corporate Author,, (2015). “Globalization and liberalization: the impact on developing countries”
NU. CEPAL. Divisién de Desarrollo Econdmico,LC/L.1571-P ISBN:9211213134,Macroeconomics
of Development, ECLAC series, p.35. (http://www.cepal.org/en/publications/5427-globalization-
and-liberalization-impact-developing-countries).

Daniel C. & William W. Olney., (2010). Globalization and Investment in Human Capital,
Department of Economics, University of Colorado at Boulder, 256 UCB, Boulder, CO, 80309-256.

DFID., (1990). “"Growth building jobs and prosperity in developing countries”, Economic growth:
the impact on poverty reduction, inequality, human,
http://www.oecd.org/derec/unitedkingdom/40700982.pdf, PP.7-8.

Eigbiremolen, O.G., & Anaduaka. U. S., (2014). "Human Capital Development and Economic
Growth: The Nigeria Experience”, International Journal of Academic Research in Business and
Social Sciences, Vol. 4, No. Issue 4, DOI:10.6007/ IJARBSS/ v4-i4/749 URL: http://dx.doi.org/
10.6007/ IJARBSS/v4-i4/749.PP.1-9.

Gary, S. Becker,, (1962). “Investment in Human capital,: A Theoretical Analysis”, The Journal of
political Economy , volume 70, Issue 5(2),URL: http//links.jstor.org/ sici= 0022- 3808% 2970%
3A5% 3C9% 3 AITHCAT% 3E2.0C0% 3B2-V, P.40.

Griliches, Z. & Regev, H. (1995). Firm Productivity in Israeli industry 1979-1988. Journal of
Econometrics, PP. 65, 175-203.

Harbison, F. H., (1973). "Human Resources as the Wealth of Nations in Developing country”,
Oxford University Press, p.173. Human Development Report, Singapore” PP.1-8.


http://smallbusiness.chron.com/effects-economic-globalization-developing-countries-3906.html
http://www.cepal.org/en/publications/5427-globalization-and-liberalization-impact-developing-countries
http://www.oecd.org/derec/unitedkingdom/40700982.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/%2010.6007/%20IJARBSS/v4-i4/749.PP.1-9

Lucas, R. (1988). "On the Mechanics of Economic Development”. Journal of Monetary
Economics, 22(1), PP. 3-42.

Mishra, S.K., and Nayak.,P., (2010). “Socio-economic Dimensions of Globalization in India”,
Journal of Managerial Economics, Vol.5, No.1, pp.63-80.

Nirvikar, S., & T. N. Srinivasan., (2002). Indian Federalism, Economic Reform and Globalization,
UC Santa Cruz and Yale University, Revised Draft, P. 4.

Nwakanma,P.C. & Ibe.E,R.C.,(2014). “Globalisation and Economic Growth: An Econometric
Drawing Evidence from Nigeria”, International Review of Management and Business Research,
Vol. 3 Issue.2, pp. 771-777.

Qaisar, Abbas.,(2000). “The Role of Human Capital in Economic Growth: A Comparative Study
of Pakistan and India’, The Pakistan Development Review, 39: 4 Part II (Winter 2000) pp. 451-
473.

Sen, Amartya., (1977) “"Human capital and human capability’, World Development, Vol. 25, Issu
no. 12, http://www.sciencedirect.com/ science/ article/ pii/ S0305-750X(97)10014-6,
doi:10.1016/S0305-750X(97)10014-6, pp.1959-1961.

Tharoor, S., (2016). Keynote @ Harvard Kennedy School & Harvard Business School US, Indian
in transition — opportunities and challenges retrieved from https: // www. youtube.com/ watch?
v= 0z7FIAUxZzO0.

The Economic Times, (2017), “India, Japan Build a Strategic Great Wall”, Countries Joint hands
for infra projects across continents in the backdrops of China’s OBOR, 8th Feb, 2017, BBSR
Edition, Odihsa, India, p.1.

The Times of India, (2017), “"Indian Economy Projected to Overtake US by 2040", 8th Feb,
2017, BBSR Edition, Odihsa, India, p.1.

UNDP (2015). Human Development Report 2015 Work for human development, Briefing note
for countries on the 2015 Human Development Report, pp. 1.-7.

UNDP, (2016). “Human Development for Everyone”, Briefing note for countries on the 2016
Human Development Report. http://hdr.undp.org/sites/all/themes/hdr_theme/country-
notes/IND.pdf

Verma, Y., & Garg, P., (2015). “Pradhan Mantri Jan Dhan Yojana: A step towards eradicating
financial untouchability”, Indian Journal of Finance, volume -10, pp.57- 63.

1. Assistant Professor, Faculties of Dept. of Professional Courses, Gangadhar Meher University, Sambalpur, Odisha,
768004, India, Email: dash.srinibash@gmail.com

2. Former Vice Chancellor of Gangadhar Meher University, Sambalpur & Professor, P.G. Dept of Economics, Sambalpur
University, Sambalpur, Odisha, India, Email: rathsudhansusekha.@gmail.com

3. Assistant Professor, PG. Dept. of Economics , Gangadhar Meher University, Sambalpur, Odisha, 768004, India, Email:
umapati.eco@gmail.com

Revista ESPACIOS. ISSN 0798 1015
Vol. 39 (Number 14) Year 2018

[Index]

[In case you find any errors on this site, please send e-mail to webmaster]


http://www.sciencedirect.com/%20science/%20article/%20pii/%20S0305-750X(97)10014-6
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v
mailto:dash.srinibash@gmail.com
mailto:rathsudhansusekha.@gmail.com
mailto:umapati.eco@gmail.com
file:///Archivos/espacios2017/a18v39n14/in183914.html
mailto:webmaster@revistaespacios.com

