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Abstract:Increasingeveryyeartheretirem entagebythesam eam ountas

theincreaseofthelifeexpectancy givesroughlystableratiosofthenum berof

retired to working-age people in industrialized countries. Continuousin
ux

ofim m igrants,below onepercentperyearofthetotalpopulation,isneeded

forthisstabilization.

The increase ofthe life expectancy (atbirth) over the last centuries in

theindustrialized countriesisenorm ous,asseen in Figure1 from W ilm oth’s

Berkeley M ortality Database forSwedish wom en. The nonlinearity ofthis

increase warnsusagainstextrapolating presenttrendsto m ore than a cen-

tury. Nevertheless, the increase ofthe num ber ofolder people is for the

nextfew decadesa ratherpredictable \age quake" and causesgovernm ents

in the industrialized countriesto plan reductionsin pensions and increases

in theretirem entage.In France,theseplanslead to socialunrestin 2003,in

Germ any they are also discussed controversially since fallof2002,in Brazil

thelegislation of2003waspushed through againstprotestdem onstrationsof

tensofthousandsofpublic em ployees,in California public retirem entben-

e�tsm ightin the future becom e available only afteran age coupled to life

expectancy. W e preferto sim ulate the e�ectsofsuch legislation on a com -

puter before they are im posed on m illions ofpeople (Bom sdorf1993 and

2003,Tuljapurkar et al. 2000,Olshansky et al. 2001,  Laszkiewicz et al.

2003).

Ourbasic m ethod wasdescribed by Stau�er(2002)and assum esforthe

adult m ortality function at age x a Gom pertz law �=b = A e
b(x� X ),with

tim e-dependent param eters b ’ 0:1;X ’ 100,where our tim e unit is one

year(M ildvan and Strehler1960,Gavrilov and Gavrilova 1991,Azbel1996,

W achterand Finch 1997).Starting in the year2005,im m igration ofpeople
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250 years of demography: 60+26*tanh[0.013*(Year-1910)] and 82+(Year-2000)/5 for Swedish women

Figure 1: Life expectancy of Swedish wom en, m ostly from de-

m og.berkeley.edu/wilm oth/m ortality. The approxim ation by a straightline

ism uch worse than thatby a hyperbolic tangent.Thusourapproxim ations

which lead roughly to straightlinescan only beused forlim ited tim es.

between theagesof6 and 40 am ountsto a fraction cofthetotalpopulation

each year;c is about halfa percent. Births dim inished drastically around

1970 to 1.4 per wom an and are assum ed to stay at this value,below the

replacem ent value slightly above 2;thusim m igration isneeded to stabilize

thepopulation.Theresultsaregiven by Stau�er(2002).

Now we are interested in the ratio R ofthe num ber ofpeople beyond

average retirem entage xr to the num berofworking-age people and how R

dependson changesin thisretirem entagexr.W orking wasassum ed to start

atage20;thepresentretirem entagewastaken as62.Figure2 sum m arizes

theresulting ratioR from severalassum ptions.Thethreetop curvesassum e

noim m igration.Thetop curveassum estheretirem entagetostayat62.The

second-highestcurveassum esxr to increasefrom 62to64 overan intervalof

24years,startingin 2011,whilethethird curvefrom top assum esan increase
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Figure2: Ratioofretired toworking-agepeoplewithretirem entagechanged

by politicians.

from 62 to 67 overthesam etim einterval;such lawsarepresently discussed

in Germ any. The lowestcurve addshalfa percentim m igration peryearto

them odelgiven by thethird-highestcurve.

Such increases in xr are easily accepted by com puters but not by hu-

m ans. Public acceptance m ightbe higherifthe changesdo notseem to be

arbitrarily im posed by politiciansbutarise m ore unavoidably from nature,

like ageing. The life expectancy L at birth is a widely reported quantity,

and a coupling ofchangesin L to changesin xr appearsm oreplausibleand

thusperhapsm ore acceptable. Though L from cohortlife tablesshould be

better (Bom sdorf2003) than L from period life tables,we take L as that

calculated from them ortalitiesin thegiven yearofthecom putersim ulation,

sincethisL isbestknown to thegeneralpublic.And weuseboth L atbirth

and therem aininglifeexpectancy afterretirem entwhich ism orerelevantfor

�nancing retirem entthan lifeexpectancy atbirth.

Figure 3 showswhathappensif,starting after2010,each yearxr isin-
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Figure3: Ratioofretired toworking-agepeoplewithretirem entagechanged

by changesin lifeexpectancy.

creased by an am ount proportionalto the increase ofL �ve years earlier.

The proportionality factoris1.0 forL atretirem entand 0.6 forL atbirth.

W e see slightperiodic oscillationsnotvisible in Figure2,butotherwise the

results look nice and show the dangerous peak in R around the year 2030

to be ofratherlim ited duration and thus perhaps betterm anageable than

the results ofFig.2. (Im m igration was set atc = 0:0038 to keep the total

population constant in the second halfofthe 21stcentury). Fig. 4 shows

theresulting changein L and xr.

In sum m ary we found in Fig.3 a surprisingly stable though high ratio R

ofpensioneersto working-agepeople,iftheretirem entageiscoupled to the

lifeexpectancy atbirth.
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