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Appendix



Goodness-of-fit diagnostics: Best practices
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Figure 1. Goodness-of-fit diagnostics for model 1: best practices

Goodness-of-fit diagnostics: Advice
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Figure 2. Goodness-of-fit diagnostics for model 2: advice



Goodness-of-fit diagnostics: Information
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Figure 3. Goodness-of-fit diagnostics for model 3: information

Goodness-of-fit diagnostics: Problem solving
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Figure 4. Goodness-of-fit diagnostics for model 4: problem solving



Table 1. Welfare indicators

Country Benefits in k.ind ) Benefits in c.ash ) Service emphasis Social expenditure Social contributim}
(as PPS per inhabitant) (as PPS per inhabitant) (as % of total benefits) (as % of GDP) (as % of total receipts)

Austria 3421.6 7345.2 31.6 29.40 62.2
Belgium 3089.7 6455.1 324 29.10 59.2
Bulgaria 830.7 1827.9 31.2 17.30 52.1
Croatia 1352.0 2457.5 35.4 28.80 58.7
Cyprus 897.6 3621.4 19.8 21.50 453
Czech Republic 1698.3 33553 33.9 18.60 73.9
Denmark 4307.6 6186.8 40.9 31.10 16.8
Estonia 1184.6 2623.7 31.1 16.20 79.0
Finland 3869.9 6157.8 38.7 31.10 47.2
France 3689.9 6434.7 36.4 32.00 60.2
Germany 4077.2 6465.4 38.7 28.00 64.8
Greece 1058.2 4097.2 20.5 26.10 55.3
Hungary 1309.4 2586.7 333 19.90 69.5
Ireland 2571.2 4319.4 37.5 15.60 38.5
Italy 1902.2 5939.9 243 28.90 49.5
Latvia 790.4 2056.9 27.5 14.60 57.3
Lithuania 1137.8 2240.3 33.8 14.80 75.6
Luxembourg 4367.8 10019.0 30.2 21.60 49.6
Malta 1664.5 2867.7 37.0 17.30 38.5
Netherlands 3675.5 6564.8 36.1 28.40 62.9
Poland 1044.6 3349.5 23.6 18.70 67.2
Portugal 1469.7 3839.6 27.5 24.80 45.3
Romania 785.8 1870.6 29.9 14.30 69.8
Slovakia 1484.8 2714.2 35.2 17.80 68.2
Slovenia 1828.3 3609.4 33.6 23.50 68.2
Spain 1984.0 4220.1 31.8 24.30 55.8
Sweden 4752.7 5271.3 47.6 28.70 47.1
United Kingdom 3069.8 4635.2 40.0 28.60 38.2

Source: EUROSTAT tables: spr_exp fto, spr_exp sum and spr_rec sumt
Note: The data are taken from the year 2016, for which the data was most complete for all indicators and member states.



