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This research analyses the axiomatic link among health expenditures, inflation rate, and gross
national income (GNI) per capita concerning the child mortality (CMUS5) rate in D-8 nations,
employing panel data analysis from 1995 to 2014. Utilising conventional panel unit root tests
and linear regression models, we establish that education expenditures, in conjunction with health
expenditures, inflation rate, and GNI per capita, display stationarity at level. Additionally, we
examine fixed effects and random effects estimators for the pertinent variables, utilising metrics
such as the Hausman Test (HT) and comparisons with CCMR correlations. Our data demonstrate
that the CMUS rate in D-8 nations has steadily decreased, according to a somewhat negative linear
regression model, therefore slightly undermining the fourth Millennium Development Goal (MDG4)

of the World Health Organisation (WHO).

I. INTRODUCTION

The fourth Millennium Development Goal (MDG4) of
the World Health Organisation (WHO) was to decrease
under-5 child mortality (USCM) by two-thirds between
1990 and 2015 (WHO). These endeavours have facilitated
the reduction of under-five mortality (U5M) to an esti-
mated 7.6 million in 2010, a decrease from the 9.6 million
reported in 2000, and the first time it has fallen below
10 million (Liu, Johnson, & Cousens 2010). Although
progress has been achieved, recent analyses indicate that
only 10 of the 67 countries with high child mortality (>
40 deaths/1000 live births) are on the right track to meet-
ing the MDG-4 target. In contrast, developing countries
such as Sub-Saharan Africa continue to face this chal-
lenge 2.

In this context, recent decades have seen a substantial
spectrum of research examining the correlation between
child mortality rates (CMRs) and various characteristics,
including parental education, observed globally (Adamou
et al. 2024). A multitude of research have shown the cor-
relation between US5CM and the educational attainment
of mothers and parents. Additionally, IMR has been the
subject of other factors. Typhoid and its severe medica-
tion resistance have significantly contributed to human
mortality. It is projected that over 10 million deaths
are attributable to complexity and drug-resistant threats
to humanity, therefore presenting a significant problem
for policymakers about health expenditures. The NHS
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in the UK expends £1 million annually (Ward et al.,
2025). This investment far exceeds the one allocated to
developing nations such as Pakistan and India annually.
Conversely, economic development (ED) is no longer con-
fined to a continuous rise in certain criteria, such as gross
national income (GNI), while disregarding others. Addi-
tional elements are now seen as fundamental components
of this process; the most significant being enhancements
in health, particularly infant mortality rates (IMRs) and
child mortality rates (CMRs), advancements in educa-
tion, and management of inflation, among others. The
health of children and adolescents is a paramount global
health concern, with infant mortality rates (IMR) and
child mortality rates (CMR) regarded as key indicators
of a nation’s health status (Wang 2002, Wang et al. 2025).

Since the foundational research by Preston in 1975
and subsequently by Pritchett and Summers in 1996,
it has been established that affluent individuals tend to
be healthier, as evidenced by life expectancy and child
mortality rates within nations (Preston 1975), (Pritch-
ett and Summers, 1996). Furthermore, a strong cor-
relation exists between higher national income and im-
proved health outcomes for the population of that coun-
try. A recent report by (Liang et al. 2018, Adamou
et al. 2024) indicates that mortality rates in neonates
(under 28 days) and infants (under 1 year) are dispro-
portionately elevated, accounting for over two-thirds of
deaths in children under 5 years of age (Rajaratnam et
al. 2010). Ninety percent of these fatalities transpire in
developing nations (Ehret et al. 2017), with the most
elevated newborn mortality rates seen in the resource-
limited countries of sub-Saharan Africa and South Asia
(Childinfo.org: 2013, Shandra et al. 2011), and low-
income countries (Karunarathne et al. 2025).
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Substantial advancements have occurred in the last
twenty years regarding the study of child mortality from
the perspectives of environmental and development eco-
nomics (You et al. 2015, Wang et al. 2025). In ad-
dition to numerous studies from a medical science per-
spective aimed at enhancing maternal and child health,
there are significant health care interventions, such as
skilled birth attendants and measles vaccination, along-
side measures addressing socioeconomic inequities in
middle- to low-income countries (Karunarathne et al.
2025). Furthermore, there is an emphasis on expanding
the coverage of high-impact child survival interventions,
including insecticide-treated bed nets, nutritional sup-
port, care-seeking behaviour, and the treatment of child-
hood diarrhoea and pneumonia. The first category, sig-
nificantly shaped by community infrastructure, encom-
passes: drinking water source, toilet facility type, and
sewage system (Mejia 2024). The second category is sig-
nificantly impacted by the home’s socio-economic sta-
tus; it encompasses flooring material, population density,
cleanliness of the surrounding environment, and the co-
habitation of farm animals and household members. The
extent of this effect across various locations and the role
of other socioeconomic issues, such as income inequality,
has been a topic of continuous discussion in the liter-
ature. Numerous scholars have examined the correla-
tion between income and child mortality via econometric
techniques; nonetheless, the precise nature of this link
remains unresolved (Mejia 2024, Fotio et al. 2024).

In previous years, maternal education has been iden-
tified as a crucial factor influencing child mortality rates
in developing nations Ragina Fuches at all (2010). Emily
et al. have demonstrated (Smith-Greenaway et al. 2013)
the influence of mothers’ formal education at the primary
level on child mortality rate. Their studies indicate that
reading skills contribute to understanding the association
in Nigeria. Data from the demographic and health sur-
vey was utilised. They believe that women’s reading skills
improve significantly in relation to primary education.
Which demonstrates that low reading skills play a vital
role in child mortality. The data utilised comes from the
2003 Nigeria Demographic and Health Survey (NDHD),
encompassing a sample of 12,076 children born to 4,576
women during the period from 1993 to 2003 (Adebayo et
al 2005, Smith-Greenaway et al. 2013).

Various donors and development organisations, in con-
junction with the United Nations and national govern-
ments worldwide, pledged to attain a two-thirds decrease
in under-five death rates from 1990 to 2015, as spec-
ified in the UN Millennium Declaration (Muhamad et
al., 2025). Two critical measures for evaluating progress
towards this target are the under-five mortality rate
(USMR) and the infant mortality rate (IMR) (UN De-
velopment Group, 2003). The main aim of this study
is to record and assess the impact of education in D-
8 nations ((Latif, 2025). D-8, or Developing-8, is an
association dedicated to promoting developmental col-
laboration among Bangladesh, Egypt, Indonesia, Iran,

Malaysia, Nigeria, Pakistan, and Turkey. The D-8 was
formally proclaimed via the Istanbul Declaration at the
Summit of Heads of State/Government on June 15, 1997.
The objectives of the D-8 Organisation for Economic
Cooperation encompass improving the global economic
status of member nations, broadening and creating new
trade possibilities, augmenting participation in interna-
tional decision-making processes, and raising living stan-
dards. D-8 signifies a worldwide framework rather than a
localised endeavour, as seen by the variety of its member
membership. The Organisation for Economic Cooper-
ation (D-8) functions as a platform that does not un-
dermine the bilateral and multilateral obligations of its
member states, stemming from their associations with
other international or regional entities (Igbal et al. 2016,
Igbal et al. 2023, Shah et al. 2020, Khalid et al. 2023,
Selcuk et al. 2025, Balsalobre-Lorente 2025).

II. RESEARCH METHODS
A. Data and variables

Panel Data is a dataset that captures the behaviours
of entities across time, where these entities may include
states, wages, child mortality rates, education expendi-
tures, health expenditures, GNI per capita, and inflation,
among others. This type of data is referred to as longitu-
dinal or cross-sectional time-series data (Maddala 2001,
Lo Bue 2024). A panel data set, or longitudinal data set,
typically comprises a time series for each cross-sectional
unit within the dataset, as demonstrated in the current
work. Before empirically estimating the panel model, it
is crucial to evaluate the stationarity of the data from the
D-8 nations; failing to do so increases the likelihood of ob-
taining erroneous findings (Campbell 1991). Numerous
tests exist to evaluate the stationarity of data, includ-
ing the Augmented Dickey-Fuller (ADF) test (Davidson
and MacKinnon, 2004), the Levin, Lin & Chu (LLC)
test (Levin, Lin & Chu 2002), the Im, Pesaran and Shin
W-statistics test (Im, K.S. et al. 2003), the Breitung T-
statistics test (Breitung, 2001, Breitung and Das, 2005),
and the Phillips and Perron test (Phillips, P.C.B., 1988)

The aforementioned test will determine whether the
data is stationary. In the current work, we employ the
renowned Levin, Lin, and Chu (LLC) test (Levin, Lin,
and Chu, 2002) for unit root analysis at the stationary
level. Additionally, we utilise fixed and random effects
models, as well as the Hausman test (Hausman 1978).
Furthermore, we utilise the Pearson correlation coeffi-
cient test to examine the links between the dependent
variables and the CM rate (Pearson, E.S., 1931).

Panel data analysis (PDA) is an extensively used
statistical method leading to applications in numerous
fields of research including for example epidemiology, so-
cial science and econometrics in order to analyse two-
dimensional — typically cross sectional and longitudinal
— panel data (Maddala 2001). The data are usually col-



lected over time and over the same individuals and then a
regression is run over these two dimensions. Multidimen-
sional analysis is an econometric method in which data
are collected over more than two dimensions (typically,
time, individuals, and some third dimension) (Davies and
Lahiri 1995).

In this paper, we consider U5CM rate in D-83
countries as annual discrete time-series data (1994-
2014), which is sourced from the database available at
www.indexmundi.com. For the present panel study, we
are interested to investigate the association among the
dependent variable i.e. child mortality rate (CMR) ver-
sus the dependent variables which are: (i) Education Ex-
penditures, (ii) Health expenditures, (iii) Rate of infla-
tion, and (iv) GNI per capita.

B. The model: panel analysis

A typical panel data regression model can be written
as (Hsiao and Lahiri 1999):

Yi = a+ BXi + €, (1)

where Y is the dependent variable, X is the indepen-
dent variable, o and S are coefficients, where ¢ and ¢
represent individuals and time. The last term is the
error £;; which is often very important in the analysis.
Generally, assumptions about the error term determine
whether one should investigate either ’fixed effects’ or
‘random effects. In a fixed effects model, ¢;; is assumed
to vary non-stochastically over ¢ or t making the fixed ef-
fects model analogous to a dummy variable model in one
dimension. In a random effects model, ¢;; is assumed to
vary stochastically over i or requiring special treatment
of the error variance matrix.

1.  General form of the Model

We model the child mortality (CM) in D-8 countries
as a function of discrete time-dependent variables for the
period of 1995-2014. For our case, Eq. (1) takes the gen-
eral form written as

Y = f(E,H,G,I), (2)

where, in equation (2): (i) the variable E represents the
education expenditures in D-8 countries, whereas (ii) H
accounts for the Health expenditure, (iii) G corresponds
to gross national income (GNI) (per capita), and finally
(iv) I owns the inflation rate as fourth variable, whose
dependence on CM is explored. In order to represent the
combined impact of four variables as defined above, we
define the economic model for CM in D-8 countries as:

C.M = ag + p1(E) + Bo(H) + B3(G) + Ba(1),  (3)

where in the above model, «q is a constant , the coeffi-
cients B; (i =1 — 4) represents the impact of: (1) 51(F)

= Education expenditures, (2) §;(H) = Health expen-
diture, (3) B3(G) = gross national income (GNI) (per
capita), and (4) B4(I) = inflation, respectively, on the
CM in D-8 countries.

Panel data analysis has three more-or-less independent
approaches: independently pooled panels; random effects
models; fixed effects models or first differenced models.
The selection between these methods depends upon the
objective of the analysis, and the problems concerning
the exogeneity of the explanatory variables.

(i) Stationary Analysis

This section examines the stationarity of each depen-
dent variable. Panel regressions need that variables be
stable or cointegrated to prevent false outcomes. Con-
sequently, we utilise the Levin, Lin & Chu (LLC) Test
(Levin, Lin & Chu, 2002) for the common unit root pro-
cedure. In Table-1, we present the results of process of
stationary of the concerning data in D-8 countries. We
found that the stationary of data of the variables do not
exist at level in table 1.

This T-statistics tells about the data is while the col-
umn P-value is showing there probability values. The
unit root tells us about the variables are stationary or
non-stationary because of their probability value. In this
study all variables are stationary.

The essence of the application of Levin-Lin-Chu Test
(LLC) are: (i) Null Hypothesis - Hy : 6 = 0, which sug-
gests that panel data is unit root (non-stationary data),
whereas (ii) Alternative Hypothesis H; : Lowp —
valued < 0.05): Reject null Hypothesis: variable is sta-
tionary, which reflects that panel data is not unit root
(i.e. data is stationary).

Table-T allows us to validate the null hypothesis that
the data exhibits a unit root by the conventional ¢ test.
Nearly all variables exhibit stationarity at their levels.
We see that the inflation rate is marginally acceptable
in applied macro panel analysis, with a p-value ranging
from 0.05 to 0.09. Therefore, proceeding with panel re-
gression is warranted. Regrettably, we cannot proceed
since the t-test is only relevant when the underlying time
series is stationary. Alternatively, we may implement a
test conducted by statisticians utilising fixed-effect and
random-effect statistical methodologies, such as Stata
and E-Views. SPSS and Origins software typically pro-
duce results in both tabular and graphical formats. The
tau analysis is referred to as the Fixed-effect test (FET)
in this domain. If data stationarity occurs at a certain
level, it is determined by their probability value, indicat-
ing that the variables are stationary at that level.

Furthermore, panel unit root testing originated from
time series unit root testing. The primary distinction
in time series testing for unit roots is the necessity to
account for the asymptotic behaviour of the time-series
dimension 7" and the cross-sectional dimension N. The
manner in which N and T approach infinity is essen-



tial for ascertaining the asymptotic behaviour of esti-
mators and tests employed for non-stationary panels.
Multiple methods have been documented for addressing
the asymptotics (Robert Kunst’s summary derived from
Chapter 12 of Baltagi) about panel unit root tests.

TABLE I. Panel Unit Root Test Results

Variables name T-statistics p-value

Child mortality -3.2815  0.0005
Education Expenditures -2.5653  0.0052
Health Expenditures -7.3085  0.0000
GNI per capita -3.3089  0.0005
Inflation -1.3760  0.0844

(ii) Fixed Effects Estimator (within estimator)

In Table-II, we assess whether country-specific effects
are random as opposed to fixed. The fixed effect estima-
tor, akin to a first difference, serves as a modification to
eliminate the unobserved random impact before estimat-
ing. There are several methods to remove unobserved
heterogeneity; one such method is to consider a single
exogenous model as:

Yir = P1 X + a; + ugy, (4)

TABLE II. Panel Fix-effect test result

Variables name Coefficient T-test Prob. value

Child mortality 20.94003 -15.31 0.000
Education Expenditures .0515033 0.03 0.978
Health Expenditures  .0021814 3.74 0.000
GNI per capita 1340339  2.24 0.026
Inflation 515.0225 18.28 0.000

where t is time period (1994-2014) (¢t = 1,2,...,T) and
i=1,2,..., N, N is number of observations. We see that
results are very similar to fixed effects. Notably, educa-
tion and income reduce child mortality, whereas Inflation
rate increases child mortality. Moreover, health spending
remains insignificant.

(iii) Random Effect Model

Alternatively, the random effects results are shown in
Table III, which indicate that probability values of all ex-
planatory variables are statistically significant at 1% level
of significance and all coefficients shows positive relation-
ship among dependent and all independent variables.

TABLE III. Panel Random-effect test result

Variables name Coefficient T-test Prob. value

Child mortality -21.21041 -15.33 0.000
Education Expenditures .4736304 0.25 0.800
Health Expenditures .0021031 3.55 0.000
GNI per capita 1274093 2.11 0.035
Inflation 520.3752 17.21 0.000

C.M = Bo+ 1 Xit, + B2 Xit, + ...+ BuXir,, +ar +uir (5)

Perhaps the most fundamental difference between fixed
and random effect is of inference. A fixed-effects analysis
can only support inference about the group of measure-
ments (subjects, etc.) you actually have the actual sub-
ject pool you looked at. A random-effects analysis, by
contrast, allows you to infer something about the popu-
lation from which you drew the sample. If the effect size
in each subject relative to the variance between your sub-
jects is large enough, you can guess (given a large enough
sample size) that your population exhibits that effect.

C. Hausman Test

To decide between fixed or random effects you can run
a Hausman test (Hausman 1978, Nourin et al. 2025)
where the null hypothesis is that the preferred model is
random effects vs the alternative the fixed effects (see
Green, 2008, chapter 9). Hausman (Hausman 1978) pro-
vided a specification test that differentiates between the
fixed effects estimator and the random effects estimator.
The Hausman test is designed to facilitate the decision
between fixed and random effects estimations. The Haus-
man test is based on a straightforward concept which may
also be employed to distinguish between fixed effects and
random effects models in panel data (Baltagi 2008b). In
this scenario, Random Effects (RE) is favoured under
the null hypothesis due to its superior efficiency, how-
ever under the alternative, Fixed Effects (FE) is at least
consistent and hence favoured. The Hausman statistic is
developed based on the disparity between the two estima-
tors. The sample distribution of the Hausman statistic
delineates the threshold at which a difference becomes
incompatible with the null hypothesis of accurate speci-
fication. The Hausman test is utilised to determine the
optimum approach between fixed and random effects es-
timators. Primarily, it assesses whether the unique er-
rors (0;) are connected with the explanatory factors, with
the null hypothesis positing that there is no correlation
(Athey 2017).



D. Hypothesis of Hausman test
1. Null hypothesis

The random effects model (REM) is suitable, when the
following equation is suitable (Hausman 1978):

H() : CO’U(UZ‘t,XZ‘t) =0 (6)

2. Alternative Hypothesis

Fixed effects model is suitable, when we have

H1 . COU(Uit,Xit) 7é 0 (7)

TABLE IV. Results of Hausman test

Variables name Coefficient T-states Prob. value

Dependent variable:

Child mortality 515.0225  18.28 0.000
Independent variables:
Education Expenditures - 20.94003 -15.31 0.000
Health Expenditures  .0515033 0.03 0.978
GNI (Per capita) .0021814  3.72 0.000
Inflation .1340339 2.24 0.026

In case of Null hypothesis (Hy), consistency is present
both in fixed and random effects. On the other hand,
in case of Alternative hypothesis (H;) only Spg is con-
sistent. Consequently, if the difference between Spg and
BrE is large then we reject Hy. Moreover, the acceptance
or rejection of the criteria is based on the following con-
ditions: (i) We accept Hy if: Probability value > 5%. (ii)
We reject the Hy if: Probability value < 5%. The above
probability values are less than 5%, so we drop the Hy,
which reflects that fix effect is appropriate to describe the
results present in this paper (Asteriou and Hall, 2021).

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

(i) Statistics of child mortality (CM) in D-8
countries and dependent variables

1. Formula
The child morality rate (CMR is given by,

D
CMR = —(1000), (8)
N
where, D represents number of deaths between 0-4 years
during the period under consideration, and N live birth
of newborns during the year of calculation.
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FIG. 1. Trends of mortality rate (CMUS5) in D-8 nations:
Data indicates that certain countries exhibit a pronounced
reduction in mortality rates, which are consistently declining
yearly at a rate more rapid than that of other nations.

(ii) Education Expenditures (EE) in D-8 countries

Government expenditure on education (current, capi-
tal, and transfers) is represented as a percentage of GDP.
It encompasses expenditures financed by transfers from
overseas sources to the government. General governance
often denotes local, regional, and central authorities. To
mitigate child mortality, increasing educational expendi-
tures is optimal; yet, in Pakistan, only 2% of GDP is
allocated to this sector. Figure 2A illustrates the edu-
cational costs in D-8. Turkey must augment its educa-
tional spending, particularly in comparison to neighbour-
ing countries. This aspect is crucial for decreasing child
mortality. Minor increments of these expenditures are
not control child mortality as a pleasant manner.

(iii) Health Expenditures (HE) in D-8 countries

Health spending in D-8 nations is shown in Figure 2B.
Total health spending includes direct and tax. Recur-
rent and capital spending make up direct expenditure.
All health products and services excluding health capi-
tal are included in recurrent spending. It relies on the
amount and distribution of these expenditures across the
country. Any marginal increase in public sector health
spending may boost human capital, economic growth,
and child mortality, depending on the human resource
situation (Maruthappu, Ng, Williams, Atun,& Zeltner,
2015).

(iv) GNI per capita in D-8 countries

D-8 nations’ GNI per capita shown in Figure 2C. Ad-
ditionally, the development aims to boost GNP. Our ap-
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proach improves D-8 nations’ criteria to characterise de-
velopment. This article investigates how D-8 GNI (per
capita) skyrockets, reducing child mortality slowly. Ac-
cording to the data, education, health, GNT (per capita),
and inflation all show modest improvement. In D-8 na-
tions, education, health, inflation, and GNI (per capita)
are strongly connected with child mortality. However,
GNTI (per capita) in D-8 is rising and infant mortality is
falling, while all other indicators are behind. Bangladesh
is one of the few nations on track to meet MDG 4 on
child mortality. In recent years and among children over
one month, mortality has dropped rapidly. This lower-
ing rate may not be sustainable and may stop MDG 4
from being achieved. Since newborn mortality accounts
for 57% of total mortality in children under 5, reducing it
has been challenging and sluggish in Bangladesh (Shams
El Arifeen 2015).

(v) Inflation

Inflation is an economic concept denoting a condition
characterised by the general increase in prices of goods
and services within a certain economy. As overall costs
increase, customer purchasing power diminishes. The in-
flation rate denotes the measure of inflation over time.
Figure 2D illustrates the volatile inflation in D-8 na-
tions, where abrupt price change policies have directly
impacted infant mortality. To elucidate these variables
and the D-8 nations, we generate additional graphs to
analyse child mortality in each country as the dependent
variable, with education spending, health expenditure,
GNI per capita, and inflation serving as the independent
factors. Time-series trends of determinants (Health ex-
penditures, education expenditures, GNI per capita, and
inflation rate) influencing the CMUS5 rate for each of the
D-8 countries from 1995 to 2015 are shown in Figure 3.
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FIG. 3. Time-series trends of determinants (Health expenditures, education expenditures, GNI per capita, and inflation rate)
influencing the CMUS5 rate for each of the D-8 countries from 1995 to 2015.

(vi) D-8 countries vs Factors of Child Mortality

Previously, we examined the component solely using
D-8 nations data; nevertheless, we will now delineate the
singular nations comprising all factors. This method in-
volves the methodical identification of similar variables,

along with their prevalence and rarity, individually. The
x-axis denotes years, whereas the y-axis represents fac-
tors of D-8 as shown in Fig.3. The aforementioned
graphs demonstrate that GNI per capita is rising annu-
ally, whereas all other metrics remain static due to a
deficiency of health expenditures in these D-8 nations.



All indicators, with the exception of GNI per capita,
lack regulation by an authority of the D-8 nations. The
comparison between Bangladesh and the factors Fig.3a
reveals that although GNI is rising at a steady rate, all
other indicators, including GNI per capita, remain static.
D-8 is functioning according to the established protocol.
These aspects must improve respective sectors to more
effectively address child mortality, hence promoting the
development of Bangladesh. This protection is a cru-
cial initiative to decrease child mortality. The graph for
Egypt (Fig.3b) demonstrates an increase in GNI, but all
other indices are seeing a progressive decline. This form
of reduction does not improve child death rates. Our
finding indicates that Egypt similarly enhances its per-
formance in these areas. Expenditure on education in
D-8 nations is constant.

A. Discussions

This study examined the determinants of child mor-
tality in D-8 countries using panel data techniques. The
panel unit root test results confirm that all variables are
stationary at levels, ensuring the reliability of the esti-
mated fixed- and random-effects models and ruling out
spurious regression concerns.

The empirical findings consistently show that educa-
tion expenditure plays a central role in reducing child
mortality. Both fixed-effect and random-effect estimates
reveal a large and statistically significant negative coeffi-
cient, indicating that increased public investment in ed-
ucation substantially improves child survival outcomes.
This highlights the importance of education in enhanc-
ing health awareness, maternal knowledge, and access to
preventive care.

GNI per capita also exhibits a significant negative re-
lationship with child mortality, suggesting that higher
income levels improve living standards, nutrition, and ac-
cess to essential services. In contrast, inflation is found
to increase child mortality, reflecting the adverse effects
of rising prices on household purchasing power, food se-
curity, and healthcare affordability.

Interestingly, health expenditure does not show a sta-
tistically significant impact in either model. This may
indicate inefficiencies in health spending allocation, un-
equal access to healthcare services, or governance and in-
stitutional constraints within D-8 countries. These find-
ings suggest that merely increasing health budgets may
not be sufficient without improvements in policy imple-
mentation and service delivery.

Overall, the results underscore that education and
economic stability are more effective in reducing child
mortality than health spending alone. Policymakers in
D-8 countries should therefore prioritize education in-
vestment and macroeconomic stability alongside reforms
aimed at improving the efficiency of health sector expen-
ditures.

IV. CONCLUSION

This study analysed the effects of educational spend-
ing, health expenditure, GNI per capita, and inflation
rate on under-five child mortality (USMR) in D-8 nations
from 1994 to 2014 by panel data analysis. Fixed- and
random-effects models were analysed, and the Hausman
test validated the superiority of the fixed-effects specifi-
cation.

The findings demonstrate that educational investment
is the primary factor influencing the reduction of child
mortality, exhibiting a robust and consistent negative
impact across all models. This underscores the essen-
tial function of education in enhancing child health out-
comes via increased awareness, socioeconomic advance-
ment, and access to resources. GNI per capita has a no-
table inverse correlation with child mortality, underscor-
ing the significance of economic expansion in enhancing
living standards and child survival rates.

Conversely, health expenditure does not have a statisti-
cally significant impact, indicating possible inefficiencies
in the distribution of funds and the provision of services.
Inflation is seen to elevate child mortality, indicating its
detrimental effect on household purchasing power and
access to vital products and healthcare services.

The data indicate that investment in education and
wealth growth are more efficacious in decreasing child
mortality than health expenditure alone in D-8 nations.
Policy initiatives should thus prioritise the extension of
education, the stabilisation of the economy, and the en-
hancement of efficiency in healthcare spending (Avelino
et al. 2025).
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