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2. HISTORICAL PROCESS OF SOCIOECONOMIC TRANSITION
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3. DATA AND METHODS
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4. RESULTS

4-1. Socioeconomic conditions
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4-2. Age and sex structure
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4-3. Age at marriage
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4-4. Migration
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4-5. Admixture pattern
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4-6. Fertility
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4-7. Infant and child mortality
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4-8. Opportunity for natural selection
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5. DISCUSSION
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