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Figure 2.3. Markup Increases, by Country Income Group
(Percent change, cumulative 2000-15)

Markup Increases are concentrated in advanced economies: markups in the
selected emerging markets coverad by the analysis have rigen only slightly.
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Figure 2.8. Markups and Physical Capital Investment
(Percantage pownt change in investment rate)
For the overall sample, the average in finms' markups = with a
0.4 percentage point decrease in the physical capital rwestient rate. For the frms
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markups i asscciated with a dzcreass in the Ewestment rate of 2 perceniage polnts.
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Figure 2.9, Markup Increases, investment, and the Natural
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