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Abstract 

The present paper analyses the contribution of different population sub-groups 
classified by the wealth index quantiles groups to the change in the risk of death in the 
first five years of life in India during 2005-06 through 2019-21. The analysis reveals that 
the poorest and the poorer population sub-groups have primarily contributed to the 
decrease in the risk of death in the first five years of life in India whereas the 
contribution of the contribution of the richest population sub-group has been negative 
during the period under reference. The analysis also reveals that the wealth effects of 
the decrease in under-five mortality in different states of the country are different and, 
in many states, the contribution of the richest population sub-group to the decrease in 
the risk of death in the first five years of life in the state has been negative because of 
the change in the proportionate share of currently married women of reproductive age 
across different population sub-groups and their fertility. The paper emphasises the 
need of reinvigorating the health care services delivery system of the country so as to 
prevent under five deaths which cannot be prevented through the low-cost appropriate 
medical technology.  

 

Introduction 

Wealth effects of under-five mortality are well-known (Biradar et al, 2018; Chao et al, 
2018; Lartey et al, 2016). The probability of death in the first five years of life is the 
highest in the poorest but the lowest in the richest sub-group of the population. The 
decrease probability of death in the first five years of life is also known to be sensitive 
to the level of the probability of death in the first five years of life. The decrease is more 
rapid when the probability of death is high compared to the decrease when the 
probability of death is low. The reason behind the sensitiveness in the decrease with 
the level of the probability of death in the first five years of life is attributed to the 
difference between the structure of the causes of under-five deaths when the 
probability of death is high as compared to when the probability of death is low. The 
causes of under-five deaths may broadly be categorised into two groups – causes of 
death that can be prevented through the low-cost, appropriate medical technology like 
immunisation and oral rehydration therapy and causes of under-five deaths which 
cannot be prevented through the low-cost appropriate medical technology. Following 
the terminology first used by Bourgeois-Pichat (1952), the first group of the causes of 
under-five deaths may be termed as the ‘soft’ rock of under-five mortality while the 
second group of under-five deaths may be termed as the ‘hard’ rock of under-five 
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deaths. The epidemiological transition theory suggests that as the under-five mortality 
decreases, the proportion of under-five deaths which cannot be prevented through the 
low-cost appropriate medical technology decreases while the proportion of under-five 
deaths that cannot be prevented through the low-cost appropriate medical technology 
increases. This essentially means that with the decrease in the probability of death in 
the first five years of life, it becomes increasing difficult to decrease the probability of 
death in the first five years of life further. The decrease in the probability of death in 
the first five years of life is, therefore, slow when the prevailing probability of death in 
the first five years of life is low as compared to when the probability of death in the 
first five years of life is high. Since the probability of death in the first five years of life 
is inversely related to the standard of living, the foregoing discussions imply that the 
relative contribution of the decrease in the probability of death in the first five-years of 
life in the poorest sub-group of the population will be more than the decrease in the 
probability of death in the first five years of life in the richest population sub-group. 
This conclusion ignores the fact that the decrease in the probability of death in the first 
five years of life is not evenly distributed in terms of the difficulty in decreasing the 
probability of death further on the scale of the probability of death in the first five years 
of life. For example, a drop of 10 points from an initial level of the probability of death 
in the first five years of life of 0.080 can be achieved much more easily than an 
equivalent drop from an initial level of the probability of death in the first five years of 
life of 0.035. From the analytical perspective, it is, therefore, important that the uneven 
distribution of the difficulty in further decreasing the probability of death in the first 
five years of life on the scale of the probability of death in the first five years of life is 
taken into account while analysing the relative contribution of the decrease in the 
probability of death in the first five years of life in different population sub-groups.  

The contribution of the decrease in the probability of death in the first five years of life 
in different population sub-groups to the decrease in the probability of death in the 
first five years of life in the population is also influenced by the change in the 
distribution of live births across different population sub-groups. The distribution of 
live births across population sub-groups, in turn, is influenced by the change in the 
proportionate distribution of currently married women of reproductive age across 
different population sub-groups and their fertility relative to the average fertility of all 
currently married women of reproductive age. Like the probability of death in the first 
five years of life, the fertility of currently married women of reproductive age is also 
inversely related to the standard of living – poorest women have the highest fertility 
while the richest women have the lowest fertility, in general. On the other hand, with 
the process of social and economic development, the proportion of currently married 
women of reproductive age in the poorest and the poorer population sub-groups 
decreases while the proportion of currently married women of reproductive age in the 
richest and the richer population sub-group increases. This shift the in the 
proportionate distribution of the currently married women of reproductive age by the 
standard of living or the level of income has implications for the distribution of live 
births across different population sub-groups and hence to the contribution of the 
decrease in the probability of death in the first five years of life in different sub-groups 
of the population to the decrease in the probability of death in the first five years of life 
in the whole population. 
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In this paper, we analyse the wealth effects of the decrease in the probability of death 
in the first five years of life in India during the period 2005-06 through 2019-21 
following a decomposition approach. The analysis is based on the probability of death 
in the first five years of life (5q0) and a transformation of 5q0 which ensures a more even 
distribution of the difficulty in further decreasing 5q0 with the decrease in 5q0. The 
approach that we have used estimates the contribution of the change in 5q0 in five 
population sub-groups in terms of the standard of living – poorest, poorer, middle, 
richer and richest – to the change in 5q0 in the population between 2005-06 and 2019-
21. We find that when the uneven distribution of the difficulty in further decreasing 5q0 
with the decrease in 5q0 is taken into account, the contribution of the change in 5q0 in 
different population sub-groups to the change is 5q0 in the population is different when 
the uneven distribution of the difficulty in further decreasing 5q0 with the decrease in 

5q0 is not taken into consideration.    

The rest of the paper is organised into five sections. The next section of the paper 
describes the data used in the analysis. The analysis is based on the data available from 
the third round (2005-06) and the fifth round (2019-21) of the National Family Health 
Survey. The third section of the paper describes the decomposition methodology used 
in analysing the contribution of the change in 5q0 in different population sub-groups to 
the change in 5q0 in the population between 2005-06 and 2019-21. Findings of the 
analysis are presented in section four of the paper for India and for its selected states. 
The key findings of the analysis are discussed from the policy and the programme 
perspective in the fifth and the last section of the paper. 

 

Data 

The analysis is based on the third and the fifth rounds of the National Family Health 
Survey (NFHS) in India. The third (2005-06) round of the survey provides full birth 
histories of a nationally representative sample of 124385 currently married women of 
reproductive age (15-49 years). The sample covered 99 per cent of the population of 
the country living in 29 states and Union Territories (Government of India, 2007). The 
fifth (2019-21) round of NFHS, on the other hand, provides full birth histories of a 
nationally representative sample of 724115 currently married women of reproductive 
age and covers the entire country (Government of India, 2021). In both rounds of the 
survey, the wealth status of the women interviewed was assessed based on a composite 
wealth index score constructed from a set of household level assets, amenities, and 
facilities. Based on this composite wealth index score, all currently married women of 
reproductive age have been classified into one of the five wealth index quintiles groups 
– poorest, poorer, middle, richer and richest. Using the full birth history data of the 
currently married women of reproductive age, estimates of the probability of death in 
the first five years of life (U5MR) was prepared for the period five years preceding the 
survey were calculated for each of the five wealth index quintiles groups using the 
CMRJack software for the estimation of child mortality (Pederson and Liu, 2012). In 
addition, fertility of the currently married women of reproductive age (general marital 
fertility rate) in each of the five wealth index quintiles group has also been calculated 
based on the number of live births reported during the five years period preceding the 
survey. These estimates constituted the basic dataset for the present analysis. 
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Methods  

Let u denotes a measure of the risk of death in the first five years of life and ui denotes 
the risk of death in the first five years of life in population sub-group i, i=1 (Poorest), 2 
(Poorer), 3 (Middle), 4 (Richer), and 5 (Richest). Then, we can write, 

𝑢 = 𝛼 + ∑ 𝑤𝑖 ∗ 𝑢𝑖
5
𝑖=1        (1) 

Here wi is the proportion of live births in the population sub-group i to the total live 
births in the population so that.  

∑ 𝑤𝑖 = 15
𝑖=1         (2) 

The value of α in equation (1) should ideally be equal to zero but, practically, there is 
always some difference between u and weighted sum of ui because the standard of living 
of the currently married women of reproductive age is not the only factor that 
determines both 5q0 and the fertility of the currently married women. 

The above formulation suggests that the change in u between two points in time, t2 and 
t1, can be decomposed as 

𝑢2 − 𝑢1 = (𝛼2 − 𝛼1) + ∑ 𝑤𝑖
2 ∗ 𝑢𝑖

25
𝑖=1 − ∑ 𝑤𝑖

1 ∗ 𝑢𝑖
15

𝑖=1    (3) 

𝑢2 − 𝑢1 = (𝛼2 − 𝛼1) + ∑ (𝑤𝑖
2 ∗ 𝑢𝑖

2 − 𝑤𝑖
1 ∗ 𝑢𝑖

1)5
𝑖=1     (4) 

We can write, 

𝑤𝑖
2 ∗ 𝑢𝑖

2 − 𝑤𝑖
1 ∗ 𝑢𝑖

1 =
𝑤𝑖
2∗𝑢𝑖

2−𝑤𝑖
1∗𝑢𝑖

1

ln(
𝑤𝑖
2∗𝑢𝑖

2

𝑤𝑖
1∗𝑢𝑖

1)

∗ ln (
𝑤𝑖
2∗𝑢𝑖

2

𝑤𝑖
1∗𝑢𝑖

1)    (5) 

𝑤𝑖
2 ∗ 𝑢𝑖

2 − 𝑤𝑖
1 ∗ 𝑢𝑖

1 = 𝐿𝑀𝑖 ∗ ln (
𝑤𝑖
2∗𝑢𝑖

2

𝑤𝑖
1∗𝑢𝑖

1)     (6) 

Here  

𝐿𝑀𝑖 =
𝑤𝑖
2∗𝑢𝑖

2−𝑤𝑖
1∗𝑢𝑖

1

ln(
𝑤𝑖
2∗𝑢𝑖

2

𝑤𝑖
1∗𝑢𝑖

1)

       (7) 

is the logarithmic mean (Carlson, 1974). 

Now 

ln (
𝑤𝑖
2∗𝑢𝑖

2

𝑤𝑖
1∗𝑢𝑖

1) = (ln
𝑢𝑖
2

𝑢𝑖
1) + (ln

𝑤𝑖
2

𝑤𝑖
1)      (8) 

If L denotes the number of live births, M denotes the number of currently married 
women of reproductive age and G denotes the general marital fertility rate in the 
population while Li, Mi and Gi denote, respectively, the number of live births, number 
of currently married women of reproductive age and general marital fertility rate in the 
population sub-group i, then, we can write 

𝐿 = 𝑀 ∗ 𝐺        (9) 

𝐿𝑖 = 𝑀𝑖 ∗ 𝐺𝑖        (10) 

Now 
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𝑤𝑖 =
𝐿𝑖

𝐿
=

𝑀𝑖∗𝐺𝑖

𝑀∗𝐺
=

𝑀𝑖

𝑀
∗
𝐺𝑖

𝐺
= 𝑚𝑖 ∗ 𝑔𝑖        (11) 

Here mi is the proportion of currently married women of reproductive age in the 
population sub-group i and gi is the ratio of the general marital fertility rate in the 
population sub-group i to the general fertility rate in the population. Equation (8) can 
now be written as 

ln (
𝑤𝑖
2∗𝑢𝑖

2

𝑤𝑖
1∗𝑢𝑖

1) = (ln
𝑢𝑖
2

𝑢𝑖
1) + (ln

𝑔𝑖
2

𝑔𝑖
1) + (ln

𝑚𝑖
2

𝑚𝑖
1)     (12) 

Substituting, we get 

𝑢2 − 𝑢1 = (𝛼2 − 𝛼1) + ∑ 𝐿𝑀𝑖 ∗ (ln
𝑢𝑖
2

𝑢𝑖
1)

5
𝑖=1 +∑ 𝐿𝑀𝑖 ∗ (ln

𝑔𝑖
2

𝑔𝑖
1)

5
𝑖=1 +∑ 𝐿𝑀𝑖 ∗ (ln

𝑚𝑖
2

𝑚𝑖
1)

5
𝑖=1   (13) 

𝑢2 − 𝑢1 = (𝛼2 − 𝛼1) + ∑ 𝐴𝑖
5
𝑖=1 + ∑ 𝐵𝑖

5
𝑖=1 + ∑ 𝐶𝑖

5
𝑖=1     (14) 

or 

𝑢2 − 𝑢1 = (𝛼2 − 𝛼1) + ∑ (𝐴𝑖
5
𝑖=1 + 𝐵𝑖 + 𝐶𝑖)     (15) 

where 

𝐴𝑖 = 𝐿𝑀𝑖 ∗ (ln
𝑢𝑖
2

𝑢𝑖
1)        (16) 

𝐵𝑖 = 𝐿𝑀𝑖 ∗ (ln
𝑔𝑖
2

𝑔𝑖
1
)       (17) 

𝐶𝑖 = 𝐿𝑀𝑖 ∗ (ln
𝑚𝑖
2

𝑚𝑖
1)       (18) 

Equation (15) suggests that the change in the risk of death in the first five years of life 
(u) between two points in time can be decomposed into four components - one 
attributed to the change in the risk of death in the first five years of life in different 
population sub-groups (Ai), second attributed to the change in the general marital 
fertility rate in different population sub-groups (Bi), third attributed to the change in 
the proportionate share of currently married women of reproductive age in different 
population sub-groups (Ci), and fourth attributed to the change in other factors that 
influence the risk of death in the first five years of life that is not accounted by the 
standard of living of currently married women of reproductive age. Equation (15) also 
suggests that the contribution of a population sub-group to the change in the risk of 
death in the first five years of life in the population is not determined by the change in 
the risk of death in the first five years of life in the population sub-group alone but also 
by the change in the proportionate share of currently married women of reproductive 
age and the change in the fertility of currently married women of reproductive age. 

Application of equation (15) requires a measure of the risk of death in the first five years 
of life. The most commonly used measure is 5q0. However, as discussed earlier, 5q0 is 
sensitive to uneven distribution of the difficulty in further decrease in 5q0 with the 
decrease in 5q0. It is more appropriate to use a measure that ensures a more even 
distribution of the difficulty in further decrease in the risk of death in the first five years 
of life with the decrease in the risk of death in the first five years of life. Following 
Mosteller and Tukey (1977), such a measure of the risk of death in the first five years of 
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life can be constructed by an appropriate transformation of 5q0. Thus, a transformation 
of 5q0, to be termed as the under-five mortality index (5i0) may be defined as: 

𝑖05 = 1 − 𝑎 ∗ {𝑙𝑛 (
𝑞05

1− 𝑞05

) + 𝑏}      (19) 

The index 5i0 distributes the degree of difficulty in achieving further decrease in 5q0 with 
the decrease in 5q0 more uniformly. Here, the parameters a and b may be determined in 
such a manner that 5i0=0 corresponding to the minimum possible value of 5q0 and 5i0=1 
corresponding to the maximum possible value of 5q0. We assume that 5q0 ranges from a 
minimum possible value of 0.003 to the maximum possible value of 0.025. These limits 
of 5q0 give a=-0.20166 and b=0.84730. If the minimum and maximum possible values 
of 5q0 are changed, the values of the parameters a and b in equation (19) will change. 

We have measured the standard of living of the currently married women of 
reproductive age in terms of the wealth index which is based on household assets and 
utility services. The details of the construction of the wealth index are given elsewhere 
and not repeated here (Rutstein and Johnson, 2004). Based on the distribution of the 
wealth index, currently married women of reproductive age have been classified into 
five sub-groups – poorest (women having wealth index lower than the first quintiles); 
poorer (women having wealth index between first and second quintiles); middle 
(women having wealth index between second and third quintiles); richer (women having 
wealth index between third and fourth wealth quintiles); and richest (women having 
wealth index higher than the fourth quintiles).   

 

Results  

Table 1 gives estimates of 5q0, 5i0, proportionate distribution of currently married 
women of reproductive ages (mi) and the fertility of currently married women of 
reproductive age (GMFRI) in different population sub-groups as revealed through the 
third round (2005-06) and the fifth round (2019-21) of the National Family Health 
Survey. The table also gives estimates of Theil’s inequality index across the five 
population sub-groups in 5q0, 5i0, mi and GMFR. The inequality in 5q0 across the five 
population sub-groups is lower in 2019-21 compared to that in 2005-06 which suggests 
that the decrease in 5q0 has been comparatively faster in the poorest and the poorer 
population sub-groups compared to that in richer and the richest population sub-
groups. However, when the uneven distribution of the difficulty in decreasing 5q0 further 
with the decrease in 5q0 is taken into consideration, the inequality across the five sub-
groups of the population, the inequality in 5i0 shows an increase in 2019-21 compared 
to that in 2005-06. This means that the decrease in the inequality in 5q0 across different 
population sub-groups between 2005-06 and 2019-21 is a reflection of the uneven 
distribution of the difficulty in further decreasing 5q0 with the decrease in 5q0. When the 
effect of the uneven distribution of the difficulty in further decreasing 5q0 with the 
decrease in 5q0 is controlled, the decrease in the risk of death in the first five years of 
life across different population sub-groups in India appears to have diverged. Tables 1 
also suggest that the inequality across the five population sub-groups has also 
decreased in the proportionate distribution of currently married women of 
reproductive age and in fertility of these women. 
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Table 1: Estimates of 5q0, 5i0, GMFR and proportionate distribution of currently married 
women of reproductive age by wealth quintiles in India, 2005-06 and 2019-21. 

Wealth quintiles 5q0 5i0 GMFR Proportion 
of currently 

married 
women of 

reproductive 
age 

 2005-06 
Poorest 0.1005 0.7289 0.1726 0.2297 
Poorer 0.0896 0.7033 0.1382 0.2221 
Middle 0.0719 0.6550 0.1160 0.2032 
Richer 0.0512 0.5821 0.1005 0.1862 
Richest 0.0338 0.4947 0.0750 0.1589 
All 0.0743 0.6622 0.1245 1.0000 
Theil’s inequality index 0.0656 0.0093 0.0381 0.0083 
 2019-21 
Poorest 0.0581 0.6090 0.1131 0.2312 
Poorer 0.0462 0.5605 0.0904 0.2174 
Middle 0.0381 0.5200 0.0785 0.2031 
Richer 0.0301 0.4705 0.0733 0.1879 
Richest 0.0204 0.3897 0.0663 0.1605 
All 0.0408 0.5342 0.0862 1.0000 
Theil’s inequality index 0.0580 0.0112 0.0182 0.0076 

Source: Author 

Table 1 also suggests that the general marital fertility rate (GMFR) has also decreased 
in all the population sub-groups, and the decrease has been the fastest in the poorest 
sub-group of the population but the slowest in the richest population sub-group. Like 

5q0, the difficulty in further decreasing GMFR with the decrease in GMFR is also unevenly 
distributed with the level of GMFR. In the poorest and the poorer sub-groups of the 
population, GMFR decreased by around 34 per cent between 2005-06 and 2019-21 
whereas, in the richest population sub-group, GMFR decreased by only around 12 per 
cent during this period. 

The proportionate share of the currently married women of reproductive age in the five 
population sub-groups has also changed between 2005-06 and 2019-21. The 
proportionate share of the poorest currently married women of reproductive age has 
increased but that of the poorer currently married women of reproductive age has 
decreased. There has been virtually no change in the proportionate share of currently 
married women of reproductive age in the middle wealth index quintiles group, but 
this share has increased in both richer and the richest population sub-groups between 
2005-06 and 2019-21. This change in the proportionate share of the currently married 
women of reproductive age in different population sub-groups, along with the change 
in the fertility of currently married women of reproductive age, has resulted in a change 
in the proportionate share of live births in different population sub-groups and 
influences the contribution of the change in the risk of death in first five years of life in 
different population sub-groups to the change in the risk of death in the population. 
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Table 2: Wealth effects of the change in 5q0 in India, 2005-06 through 2019-21. 
Wealth 
quintiles 

Contribution of the change in U5MR in the wealth quintiles 
attributed to the change in   

5q0 GMFR Proportionate 
share of 
women 

Total contribution 

Poorest -0.0132 -0.0013 0.0002 -0.0144 39.8 
Poorer -0.0103 -0.0009 -0.0003 -0.0115 32.0 
Middle -0.0063 -0.0002 0.0000 -0.0066 18.2 
Richer -0.0033 0.0003 0.0001 -0.0029 8.0 
Richest -0.0014 0.0007 0.0000 -0.0007 2.0 
Total -0.0346 -0.0014 -0.0001 -0.0361 100.0 
Contribution of change in other factors 0.0026  
Total change in 5q0 in the population -0.0335  

Source: Author 

The wealth effects of the change in the risk of death in the first five years of life are 
presented in table 2 when risk of death in the first five years of life is measured in terms 
of 5q0. Almost 40 per cent of the decrease in 5q0 in India between 2005-06 and 2019-21 
the country is accounted by the decrease in 5q0 in the poorest population sub-group 
whereas the poorer population sub-group has accounted for a decrease of 32 per cent. 
This means that the decrease in 5q0 in the poor population has accounted for almost 72 
per cent of the decrease in 5q0 in the country between 2005-06 and 2019-21. By 
contrast, the decrease in 5q0 in the richest population sub-group accounted for only 
around 2 per cent of the decrease in 5q0 whereas the decrease in 5q0 in the richer 
population sub-group has accounted for only around 8 per cent of the decrease in 5q0 
in the country between 2005-06 and 2019-21. In other words, the decrease in 5q0 in the 
rich population of the country accounted for only about 10 per cent of the decrease in 

5q0 in the country between 2005-06 and 2019-21. Finally, the middle-income population 
sub-group has accounted for about 18 per cent of the decrease in 5q0 in the country. 

Table 2 also shows how the change in 5q0, GMFR and the proportionate share of 
currently married women of reproductive age in a population sub-group determine the 
contribution of that population sub-group to the change in 5q0 in the population. The 

5q0 decrease in all population sub-groups, although the magnitude of the decrease has 
been different. In the poorest and in the middle-income population sub-groups, GMFR 
decreased between 2005-06 and 2019-21 but the proportionate share of the currently 
married reproductive age women increased so that the contribution of the change in 

5q0 in the two population sub-group has been less than that determined by the decrease 
in 5q0 and the decrease in GMFR. In the richer and the richest population sub-groups, on 
the other hand, both GMFR and the proportionate share of currently married women of 
reproductive age increased, instead decreased, between 2005-06 and 2019-21 so that 
the contribution of these population sub-groups to the decrease in 5q0 in the country 
has been less than that determined by the decrease in 5q0. This leaves only the poorer 
population sub-group in which both GMFR and the proportionate share of currently 
married women of reproductive age decreased so that the contribution of this 
population sub-group to the decrease in 5q0 in the country has been substantially higher 
than that determined by the decrease in 5q0 in this sub-group of the population. 
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Table 3: Wealth effects of the change in 5i0 in India, 2005-06 through 2019-21. 
Wealth 
quintiles 

Contribution of the change in UMI in the wealth quintiles 
attributed to the change in   

5i0 GMFR Proportionate 
share of 
women 

Total contribution 

Poorest -0.0373 -0.0113 0.0014 -0.0472 35.8 
Poorer -0.0339 -0.0084 -0.0032 -0.0455 34.5 
Middle -0.0253 -0.0024 -0.0001 -0.0278 21.1 
Richer -0.0173 0.0043 0.0008 -0.0122 9.3 
Richest -0.0114 0.0117 0.0005 0.0008 -0.6 
Total -0.1252 -0.0061 -0.0007 -0.1319 100.0 
Contribution of change in other factors 0.0039  
Total change in 5i0 in the population -0.1280  

Source: Author 

When 5i0 is used as the measure of the risk of death in the first five years of life which 
ensures more equal distribution of the difficulty in further reduction in the risk of death 
with the decrease in the risk of death in the first five years of life, the decrease in 5i0 in 
the poorest and the poorer population sub-groups accounted for around 70 per cent of 
the decrease in 5i0 in the country whereas the decrease in 5i0 in the richest and the richer 
population sub-groups accounted for a decrease of less than 9 per cent of the decrease 
in 5i0 in the country (Table 3). Perhaps the most important observation of table 3 is that 
the contribution of the decrease in 5i0 in the richest population sub-group to the 
decrease in 5i0 in the country has negative, albeit marginal. This means that the decrease 
in 5i0 in the richest population sub-group has actually contributed to increasing, not 
decreasing, 5i0 in the country. The reason is that the contribution of the decrease in 5i0 
in the richest population sub-group has not been substantial enough to compensate for 
the contribution of the increase in GMFR and the proportionate share of currently 
married women of reproductive age.  

It may also be seen from tables 2 and 3 that the marginal contribution of the decrease 
in 5q0 and the negative contribution of the decrease in 5i0 in the richest population sub-
group to the decrease in 5q0 or 5i0 in the country may be attributed to the change in the 
proportionate distribution of currently married women of reproductive age and their 
fertility. The proportion of currently married women of reproductive age in the richest 
population sub-group increased from less than 15.9 per cent in 2005-06 to more than 
16 per cent in 2019-21. On the other hand, although GMFR in the richest population 
sub-group decreased from 0.074 in 2005-06 to 0.066 in 2019-21, yet the GMFR in this 
population sub-group was only about 60 per cent of the GMFR of the country in 2005-
06 but almost 77 per cent of the GMFR of the country in 2019-21 which means that the 
decrease in GMFR in this population sub-group has been slower than the decrease in 
GMFR in the country as a whole during this period. As a result of these changes in the 
proportionate share of the currently married women of reproductive age and their 
fertility, the proportion of live births in the richest population sub-group increased from 
less than 10 per cent to more than 12 per cent between 2005-06 and 2019-21 so that, 
despite the decrease in 5q0 in this population sub-group, the contribution of the 
decrease in 5q0 in this population sub-group to the decrease in 5q0 in the country has 
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been marginal. When 5i0 is used as the measure of the risk of death in the first five years 
of life, the negative contribution of the change in the proportionate share of currently 
married women of reproductive age and their fertility in the richest population sub-
group has been more than the positive contribution of the decrease in 5i0 so that the 
contribution of the decrease in the risk of death in the first five years of life in the 
richest population sub-group to the decrease in 5i0  in the country has been negative, 
not positive.  

Table 4 presents the contribution of the change in 5q0 in different population sub-
groups to the change in 5q0 in selected states of the country while table 5 presents the 
contribution of the change in 5i0 in different population sub-groups to the change in 5i0. 
Although, both 5q0 and 5i0 decreased in all population sub-groups in all the states 
included in the analysis, yet the contribution of different population sub-groups to the 
change in 5q0 and 5i0 in different states has been different. In Chhattisgarh and 
Jharkhand, for example, the change in 5q0 in the poorest population sub-group 
accounted for more than 70 per cent of the change in 5q0 in the state whereas this 
proportion was less than 25 per cent in Andhra Pradesh, Bihar, Gujarat, and Karnataka. 
On the other hand, in all states except Maharashtra and Madhya Pradesh, the 
contribution of the richest population sub-group to the change in 5q0 in the state has 
been less than 10 per cent of the total change. Maharashtra is the only state where 
almost 19 per cent of the change in 5q0 in the state between 2005-06 and 2019-21 is 
attributed to the richest population sub-group whereas Madhya Pradesh is the only 
state where the contribution of the richest population sub-group to the decrease in 5q0 
in the state has been negative meaning that the richest population sub-group in Madhya 
Pradesh contributed to the increase, instead decrease, in 5q0 in the state between 2005-
06 and 2019-21. The reason is that the contribution of the decrease in 5q0 in the richest 
population sub-group of the state was not substantial enough to compensate for the 
negative contribution resulting from the increase in GMFR and the increase in the 
proportionate share of the currently married women of reproductive age in the richest 
population sub-group. 

Table 4 also suggests that the pattern of change in 5q0, GMFR and in the proportionate 
share of the currently married women of reproductive age in different population sub-
groups has been different in different states. In all states, 5q0 decreased in all population 
sub-groups between 2006-06 and 2019-21 with the only exception of Tamil Nadu where 

5q0 increased in the poorest population sub-group during this period. This has, however, 
not been the case with the change in GMFR and the change in the proportionate share 
of currently married women of reproductive age. The GMFR increased in the richest 
population sub-group in all states whereas it decreased in the poorest population sub-
group in all states except Chhattisgarh. In other population sub-groups also, there has 
been no consistent pattern in the change in GMFR across the states of the country. The 
same has been the case with the proportionate share of currently married women of 
reproductive age. In Andhra Pradesh, the proportionate share of currently married 
women of reproductive age decreased in the poorest population sub-group only but 
increased in all other population sub-groups. In Assam, Bihar, and Rajasthan, on the 
other hand, the proportionate share of the currently married reproductive age women 
increased in the poorest population sub-group but decreased in all other population 
sub-groups.  
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Table 4: Wealth effects of the change in 5q0 in selected states of India between 2005-06 
and 2019-21. 
State Wealth 

quintiles 
Contribution of the change in 

5q0 GMFR Proportionate 
distribution of 

women 

Total change 

Andhra Pradesh Poorest -0.0058 -0.0003 -0.0050 -0.0110 24.1  
Poorer -0.0098 -0.0008 0.0003 -0.0103 22.4  
Middle -0.0177 0.0012 0.0003 -0.0161 35.2  
Richer -0.0063 -0.0009 0.0018 -0.0054 11.8  
Richest -0.0041 0.0009 0.0002 -0.0029 6.4  
All -0.0436 0.0002 -0.0024 -0.0458 100.0  
Other factors 

  
0.0000 

 
     

-0.0459 
 

Assam Poorest -0.0331 -0.0069 0.0207 -0.0193 31.9  
Poorer -0.0212 -0.0039 -0.0002 -0.0253 41.8  
Middle -0.0082 -0.0003 -0.0029 -0.0113 18.7  
Richer -0.0032 0.0005 -0.0013 -0.0040 6.6  
Richest -0.0002 0.0002 -0.0007 -0.0006 1.0   

-0.0658 -0.0104 0.0156 -0.0606 100.0      
0.0045 

 
     

-0.0561 
 

Bihar Poorest -0.0228 -0.0020 0.0153 -0.0095 23.4  
Poorer -0.0122 -0.0018 -0.0032 -0.0172 42.6  
Middle -0.0039 -0.0010 -0.0019 -0.0067 16.7  
Richer -0.0027 -0.0001 -0.0020 -0.0048 11.8  
Richest -0.0016 0.0001 -0.0007 -0.0022 5.5   

-0.0432 -0.0047 0.0076 -0.0404 100.0      
0.0014 

 
     

-0.0389 
 

Chhattisgarh Poorest -0.0309 0.0017 -0.0150 -0.0443 75.5  
Poorer -0.0116 0.0003 -0.0008 -0.0121 20.6  
Middle -0.0056 0.0008 0.0029 -0.0019 3.2  
Richer -0.0029 -0.0001 0.0029 -0.0001 0.2  
Richest -0.0011 0.0005 0.0003 -0.0003 0.5   

-0.0521 0.0032 -0.0097 -0.0587 100.0      
0.0016 

 
     

-0.0571 
 

Gujarat Poorest -0.0115 -0.0026 0.0067 -0.0075 17.4  
Poorer -0.0120 -0.0024 0.0032 -0.0112 25.9  
Middle -0.0104 -0.0017 -0.0003 -0.0124 28.9  
Richer -0.0079 -0.0006 -0.0008 -0.0094 21.7  
Richest -0.0029 0.0015 -0.0012 -0.0026 6.1   

-0.0447 -0.0059 0.0075 -0.0431 100.0      
0.0036 

 
     

-0.0395 
 

Jharkhand Poorest -0.0437 -0.0004 -0.0052 -0.0492 72.8 
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State Wealth 
quintiles 

Contribution of the change in 

5q0 GMFR Proportionate 
distribution of 

women 

Total change 

 
Poorer -0.0163 -0.0010 0.0051 -0.0122 18.1  
Middle -0.0046 -0.0002 0.0013 -0.0035 5.1  
Richer -0.0016 0.0003 -0.0007 -0.0020 3.0  
Richest -0.0006 0.0002 -0.0003 -0.0007 1.1   

-0.0669 -0.0010 0.0002 -0.0676 100.0      
0.0033 

 
     

-0.0644 
 

Karnataka Poorest -0.0056 -0.0008 -0.0031 -0.0096 24.3  
Poorer -0.0131 0.0009 -0.0030 -0.0152 38.6  
Middle -0.0091 0.0002 0.0019 -0.0070 17.8  
Richer -0.0073 -0.0002 0.0015 -0.0061 15.4  
Richest -0.0018 0.0002 0.0000 -0.0016 3.9   

-0.0370 0.0002 -0.0028 -0.0395 100.0      
0.0012 

 
     

-0.0383 
 

Madhya Pradesh Poorest -0.0266 -0.0001 -0.0066 -0.0332 54.9  
Poorer -0.0188 0.0004 -0.0028 -0.0212 35.0  
Middle -0.0065 -0.0001 0.0020 -0.0045 7.5  
Richer -0.0035 -0.0001 0.0015 -0.0020 3.4  
Richest -0.0008 0.0008 0.0005 0.0005 -0.8   

-0.0562 0.0011 -0.0053 -0.0605 100.0      
0.0014 

 
     

-0.0591 
 

Maharashtra Poorest -0.0110 -0.0010 -0.0028 -0.0148 53.5  
Poorer -0.0014 0.0009 0.0005 0.0000 0.1  
Middle -0.0064 -0.0002 0.0023 -0.0044 15.8  
Richer -0.0034 -0.0004 0.0005 -0.0033 11.8  
Richest -0.0043 0.0001 -0.0010 -0.0052 18.9   

-0.0265 -0.0006 -0.0005 -0.0277 100.0      
0.0014 

 
     

-0.0262 
 

Odisha Poorest -0.0304 -0.0032 -0.0037 -0.0373 67.1  
Poorer -0.0114 0.0000 0.0030 -0.0083 15.0  
Middle -0.0067 0.0001 0.0003 -0.0063 11.4  
Richer -0.0038 0.0009 -0.0004 -0.0032 5.8  
Richest -0.0006 0.0004 -0.0002 -0.0004 0.7   

-0.0530 -0.0017 -0.0009 -0.0556 100.0      
0.0016 

 
     

-0.0540 
 

Rajasthan Poorest -0.0178 -0.0017 -0.0120 -0.0315 54.5  
Poorer -0.0125 -0.0007 0.0022 -0.0110 19.1  
Middle -0.0103 0.0020 0.0006 -0.0077 13.3  
Richer -0.0083 0.0006 0.0023 -0.0054 9.3 
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State Wealth 
quintiles 

Contribution of the change in 

5q0 GMFR Proportionate 
distribution of 

women 

Total change 

 
Richest -0.0040 0.0013 0.0005 -0.0022 3.8   

-0.0530 0.0016 -0.0064 -0.0578 100.0      
0.0019 

 
     

-0.0559 
 

Tamil Nadu Poorest 0.0005 -0.0026 -0.0050 -0.0071 32.3  
Poorer -0.0048 -0.0013 -0.0001 -0.0062 28.5  
Middle -0.0063 -0.0004 -0.0017 -0.0084 38.3  
Richer -0.0009 0.0012 0.0011 0.0013 -6.1  
Richest -0.0028 0.0005 0.0008 -0.0016 7.1   

-0.0143 -0.0026 -0.0049 -0.0219 100.0      
0.0011 

 
     

-0.0208 
 

Uttar Pradesh Poorest -0.0213 -0.0002 -0.0008 -0.0223 38.0  
Poorer -0.0157 -0.0007 -0.0016 -0.0179 30.5  
Middle -0.0113 -0.0010 -0.0006 -0.0129 22.0  
Richer -0.0060 0.0008 -0.0003 -0.0056 9.5  
Richest -0.0023 0.0010 0.0013 0.0000 0.1   

-0.0566 -0.0001 -0.0020 -0.0588 100.0      
0.0014 

 
     

-0.0574 
 

West Bengal Poorest -0.0208 -0.0046 0.0051 -0.0203 48.4  
Poorer -0.0122 0.0002 0.0002 -0.0117 27.9  
Middle -0.0053 0.0006 -0.0001 -0.0048 11.5  
Richer -0.0038 0.0005 -0.0011 -0.0045 10.7  
Richest -0.0004 0.0002 -0.0005 -0.0007 1.6   

-0.0425 -0.0030 0.0035 -0.0421 100.0      
0.0023 

 
     

-0.0398 
 

Source: Author 

The scenario is different when 5i0 is used to measure of the risk of death in the first five 
years of life in place of 5q0 (Table 5). In Andhra Pradesh, Chhattisgarh, Karnataka, 
Maharashtra, Rajasthan, and Tamil Nadu, for example, the contribution of the poorest 
population sub-group to the decrease in 5i0 in the state has been negative which means 
that the poorest population sub-group in these states has actually contributed to 
increasing, instead decreasing the 5i0. On the other hand, the decrease in 5i0 between 
2005-06 and 2019-21 in Bihar has been entirely due to the contribution of the poorest 
population sub-group as all the other population sub-groups in the state has 
contributed towards increasing rather than decreasing 5i0 during the period under 
reference. By contrast, the entire decrease in 5i0 in Tamil Nadu is attributed to the 
contribution of the richer and the richest population sub-groups as the contribution of 
the remaining three population sub-groups to the decrease in 5i0 in the state has been 
negative. Table 5 also confirms that the contribution of different population sub-groups 
to the decrease in 5i0 in different states has been different.  
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Table 5: Wealth effects of the change in 5i0 in selected states of India, 2005-21. 
State Wealth 

quintiles 
Contribution of the change in UMI in the wealth 

quintiles attributed to the change in 

5i0 GMFR Proportionate 
distribution of 

women 

Total change 

Andhra Pradesh Poorest -0.0178 0.0034 0.0610 0.0466 -26.2  
Poorer -0.0297 0.0092 -0.0035 -0.0240 13.5  
Middle -0.0590 -0.0158 -0.0045 -0.0793 44.5  
Richer -0.0299 0.0184 -0.0363 -0.0478 26.8  
Richest -0.0318 -0.0346 -0.0073 -0.0738 41.4  
All -0.1682 -0.0195 0.0094 -0.1783 100.0  
Other factors 

  
0.0019 

 
     

-0.1763 
 

Assam Poorest -0.0836 0.0625 -0.1878 -0.2089 113.9  
Poorer -0.0666 0.0470 0.0030 -0.0165 9.0  
Middle -0.0313 0.0050 0.0453 0.0190 -10.3  
Richer -0.0192 -0.0130 0.0361 0.0039 -2.2  
Richest -0.0014 -0.0100 0.0305 0.0191 -10.4   

-0.2020 0.0915 -0.0729 -0.1833 100.0      
0.0040 

 
     

-0.1793 
 

Bihar Poorest -0.0554 0.0173 -0.1332 -0.1713 156.8  
Poorer -0.0326 0.0177 0.0317 0.0167 -15.3  
Middle -0.0115 0.0113 0.0214 0.0212 -19.4  
Richer -0.0099 0.0009 0.0287 0.0196 -18.0  
Richest -0.0083 -0.0020 0.0148 0.0045 -4.1   

-0.1177 0.0451 -0.0367 -0.1092 100.0      
0.0028 

 
     

-0.1064 
 

Chhattisgarh Poorest -0.0655 -0.0125 0.1108 0.0328 -20.8  
Poorer -0.0334 -0.0035 0.0082 -0.0287 18.2  
Middle -0.0166 -0.0087 -0.0329 -0.0583 36.9  
Richer -0.0132 0.0017 -0.0542 -0.0658 41.6  
Richest -0.0087 -0.0172 -0.0122 -0.0380 24.1   

-0.1374 -0.0402 0.0196 -0.1580 100.0      
0.0009 

 
     

-0.1570 
 

Gujarat Poorest -0.0289 0.0236 -0.0602 -0.0655 44.6  
Poorer -0.0305 0.0224 -0.0300 -0.0381 25.9  
Middle -0.0361 0.0241 0.0045 -0.0075 5.1  
Richer -0.0369 0.0125 0.0170 -0.0074 5.0  
Richest -0.0194 -0.0471 0.0381 -0.0285 19.4   

-0.1518 0.0355 -0.0307 -0.1469 100.0      
0.0016 

 
     

-0.1453 
 

Jharkhand Poorest -0.0960 0.0029 0.0398 -0.0534 31.2 
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State Wealth 
quintiles 

Contribution of the change in UMI in the wealth 
quintiles attributed to the change in 

5i0 GMFR Proportionate 
distribution of 

women 

Total change 

 
Poorer -0.0432 0.0092 -0.0490 -0.0830 48.5  
Middle -0.0169 0.0028 -0.0196 -0.0337 19.7  
Richer -0.0082 -0.0057 0.0141 0.0002 -0.1  
Richest -0.0052 -0.0101 0.0142 -0.0012 0.7   

-0.1696 -0.0009 -0.0005 -0.1710 100.0      
-0.0004 

 
     

-0.1714 
 

Karnataka Poorest -0.0165 0.0094 0.0346 0.0275 -15.8  
Poorer -0.0444 -0.0117 0.0411 -0.0151 8.6  
Middle -0.0433 -0.0045 -0.0377 -0.0855 49.1  
Richer -0.0385 0.0052 -0.0340 -0.0674 38.7  
Richest -0.0205 -0.0132 -0.0001 -0.0338 19.4   

-0.1633 -0.0148 0.0039 -0.1742 100.0      
-0.0002 

 
     

-0.1743 
 

Madhya Pradesh Poorest -0.0576 0.0006 0.0496 -0.0075 4.7  
Poorer -0.0458 -0.0039 0.0247 -0.0250 15.8  
Middle -0.0233 0.0012 -0.0292 -0.0514 32.5  
Richer -0.0133 0.0011 -0.0231 -0.0353 22.3  
Richest -0.0048 -0.0218 -0.0125 -0.0391 24.7   

-0.1448 -0.0229 0.0095 -0.1582 100.0      
-0.0013 

 
     

-0.1595 
 

Maharashtra Poorest -0.0293 0.0098 0.0280 0.0085 -6.6  
Poorer -0.0070 -0.0197 -0.0103 -0.0370 28.5  
Middle -0.0327 0.0053 -0.0507 -0.0780 60.2  
Richer -0.0199 0.0095 -0.0141 -0.0246 19.0  
Richest -0.0390 -0.0065 0.0469 0.0014 -1.1   

-0.1279 -0.0016 -0.0001 -0.1297 100.0      
-0.0064 

 
     

-0.1361 
 

Odisha Poorest -0.0719 0.0267 0.0312 -0.0139 7.9  
Poorer -0.0341 0.0001 -0.0346 -0.0686 38.8  
Middle -0.0373 -0.0031 -0.0073 -0.0477 27.0  
Richer -0.0179 -0.0182 0.0077 -0.0284 16.1  
Richest -0.0063 -0.0210 0.0091 -0.0182 10.3   

-0.1675 -0.0155 0.0062 -0.1768 100.0      
0.0062 

 
     

-0.1706 
 

Rajasthan Poorest -0.0451 0.0156 0.1125 0.0829 -43.8  
Poorer -0.0388 0.0077 -0.0258 -0.0568 30.1  
Middle -0.0320 -0.0243 -0.0071 -0.0634 33.5 
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State Wealth 
quintiles 

Contribution of the change in UMI in the wealth 
quintiles attributed to the change in 

5i0 GMFR Proportionate 
distribution of 

women 

Total change 

 
Richer -0.0324 -0.0097 -0.0366 -0.0787 41.6  
Richest -0.0243 -0.0343 -0.0144 -0.0731 38.6   

-0.1726 -0.0451 0.0286 -0.1891 100.0      
0.0045 

 
     

-0.1846 
 

Tamil Nadu Poorest 0.0014 0.0289 0.0557 0.0860 -62.6  
Poorer -0.0182 0.0206 0.0023 0.0047 -3.4  
Middle -0.0320 0.0089 0.0371 0.0141 -10.2  
Richer -0.0092 -0.0573 -0.0555 -0.1220 88.9  
Richest -0.0357 -0.0342 -0.0501 -0.1200 87.4   

-0.0937 -0.0330 -0.0105 -0.1373 100.0      
0.0120 

 
     

-0.1253 
 

Uttar Pradesh Poorest -0.0430 0.0013 0.0055 -0.0362 24.8  
Poorer -0.0372 0.0057 0.0133 -0.0182 12.4  
Middle -0.0281 0.0091 0.0058 -0.0133 9.1  
Richer -0.0212 -0.0107 0.0044 -0.0275 18.8  
Richest -0.0100 -0.0174 -0.0236 -0.0510 34.9   

-0.1395 -0.0121 0.0054 -0.1462 100.0      
0.0020 

 
     

-0.1442 
 

West Bengal Poorest -0.0821 0.0741 -0.0817 -0.0897 46.9  
Poorer -0.0619 -0.0052 -0.0049 -0.0720 37.6  
Middle -0.0269 -0.0141 0.0031 -0.0379 19.8  
Richer -0.0195 -0.0104 0.0255 -0.0044 2.3  
Richest -0.0039 -0.0103 0.0268 0.0127 -6.6   

-0.1941 0.0341 -0.0313 -0.1913 100.0      
0.0023 

 
     

-0.1890 
 

Source: Author 

 

Discussion and Conclusions 

The present analysis reveals that the decrease in the risk of death in the first five years 
of life during the period 2005-06 through 2019-21 is primarily attributed to the 
contribution of the poorest and the poorer population sub-groups whereas the 
contribution of the richer and the richest population sub-groups to the decrease in the 
risk of death in the first five years of life has been marginal. There has been a decrease 
in the risk of death in the first five years of life in the richer and the richest population 
sub-groups measured in terms of either 5q0 or 5i0 but most of the contribution of this 
this decrease in the risk of death in the first five years of life is compensated by the 
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negative contribution of the change in the proportionate share of the currently married 
women of reproductive age and their fertility in the richer and the richest population 
sub-groups. The analysis also reveals that when the difficulty in reducing the risk of 
death in the first five years of life with the decrease in the risk of death is distributed 
more equally, the contribution of the decrease in the risk of death in the first five years 
of life in the richest sub-group of the population to the decrease in the risk of death in 
the first five years of life in the country turns negative despite the decrease in the risk 
of death in the first five years of life because of the compositional changes in the 
proportionate share of the currently married women of reproductive age and changes 
in their fertility. A similar situation prevails in many states of the country where the 
decrease in the risk of death in the first five years of life in the richest population sub-
group has not been large enough to compensate for the negative contribution resulting 
from the change in the proportionate share of the currently married women of 
reproductive age and the change in the fertility of these women. The risk of death in 
the first five years of life in the richest population sub-group was quite low even in 
2005-06 which implies that most of the child deaths in this population sub-group were 
due to causes of death which cannot be prevented through the low-cost appropriate 
medical technology like immunisation and oral rehydration therapy. Prevention of these 
deaths require availability of and access to advanced medical technology. However, very 
little is known at present about the causes of under-five deaths in different population 
sub-groups in the country. 

India has traditionally followed the low-cost appropriate medical technology approach 
to prevent avoidable under-five deaths and reduce the risk of death in the first five years 
of life. This approach has been quite successful in preventing those under-five deaths 
which can be prevented through such interventions as immunisation against vaccine 
preventable diseases and prevention of deaths due to dehydration in diarrhoea through 
simple oral rehydration therapy. With the success in the prevention under-five deaths 
through the application of the low-cost appropriate medical technology, the share of 
these under-five deaths is decreasing while the share of those under five death which 
cannot be prevented through the low-cost appropriate medical technology is 
increasing. The present analysis suggests that efforts to prevent under-five deaths in 
the country should go beyond the universalisation of the low-cost appropriate medical 
technology so as to prevent those under-five deaths which are beyond the ambit of the 
low-cost appropriate medical technology. The health care delivery system of the 
country needs to be reinvigorated in this context.  

An important finding of the present analysis is that the wealth effects of the change in 
the risk of death in the first five years of life are not the same in different states of the 
country and, in different states of the country, the decrease in the risk of death in the 
first five years of life in different states has been confined to different population sub-
groups classified on the basis of the wealth index. Bihar and Tamil Nadu are two 
extremes. In Bihar, the entire decrease in the risk of death in the first five years of life 
has been contributed by the poorest population sub-groups whereas, in Tamil Nadu, 
the entire decrease in the risk of death in the first five years of life has been confined 
to the richest sub-group of the population. It appears that there are state specific 
factors that influence the wealth effects of the change in in the risk of death in the first 
five years of life. Identification of these factors is important to ensure that the decrease 
in the risk of death in the first five years of life is distributed across different population 
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sub sub-groups classified by the wealth index more uniformly. There is a need to 
examine the causes of under-five deaths in different population sub-groups in different 
states of the country. 

The analysis also suggests that the uneven distribution of the difficulty in decreasing 
further the risk of death in the first five years of life with the decrease in the risk of 
death must be addressed before analysing the wealth effects of the change in the risk 
of death in the first five years of life. This requires alternate measures of the risk of 
death in the first five years of life than the conventional probability of death in the first 
five years of life. The wealth effects of the change in the risk of death in the first five 
years of life are radically different when the difficulty in reducing the risk of death in 
the first five years of life further with the decrease in the risk of death is not distributed 
more uniformly on the scale of the risk of death in the first five years of life. The present 
paper has used a transformation of the conventional probability of death in the first 
five years of life to distribute, more uniformly, the difficulty in further reducing the risk 
of death in the first five years of life with the decrease in the risk of death.  
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