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e [0 B 1) R A RO 2 B A R AL S AL ex o SF W ) b A S e (A A R AR A, 20215 2252,
2021) o ARBR U 3h 1 20 18— A 52 E 7E — AR Y 25 52 SO KT Bk 2 M 037 2 AR 24 Xof SRR X
A RE ST, WAL 2 L 2e 28 PR DL, o A i 3 ) o 4 1) T 2 22 — (AR B 25 i 1), 2019 75 1
HI45,2023; BRAEIR 55, 2023) . BARAUPR I sh IS 7R 25 L+ 4 ) Pk & J 8 i 1 AR 2 0 307
{H 3% 85 7 2 AR B T SO 7 P A, X B0 B i A 8 B3R (Black and Devereux, 2011 ; Jintti and
Jenkins, 2015 ; B 45, 2023) o K 2 B0E 50 HE KR 22 B A it 2 M SO 7 i AL HL
AT A R AN R e 1 B A, R, © A7 SCHR B AT 8l 2 X 42 BRACIER T 3 7K1 3 S R (14 44
/N4

SRR, A BRI 2l 18 0 58 5 vk R E0A3 S PR S < R X AR B At 2l 1 A 24 % AR B U 3l P (Deutscher
and Mazumder,2023)Y . MR PRSI & T AL 5E 2 RFERE b Bk T HACRE I 250 021,
1E18% 2 SCHk P45 212 1 (Solon, 1992 ; Dearden et al., 1997 ; Piketty,2000; Bshlmark and Lindquist,
2006; Chetty et al.,2014; B M3 % ,2023) . Becker and Tomes(1979,1986) 3 JT 61 4 HH i HE 44 | 41
T — B Ak T AR AR BRI Bl 16 i AR BRI A B 2R B ( Intergenerational Income Elasticity , IGE) ,
B A AR AT BORT 5 AR A K B (8109 2R R, ke 2 TR RO B ST 2 B9 7 125 (Black and
Devereux,2011) o BR T 8 F IGE Al 1 AR XA B it 2l 1R Ab L SCHR b Lo 850 FH 1 3 A AR BR Bk AR G 2 2
(Rank—-rank Slope, RRS) F1 i 2 % F2 %0 4 ( Transition Probabilities Matrix, TPM )@, 3% % i 5 3 £ %
Z A AR ATE H 45 B 434 b (9 HE T A X A2 4k, 5 TGE A8 LY 5B % 57 47 iy b #8122 it AR E £k
LR NTTHER ol N ] ﬁifﬁ)ﬁgﬁﬂﬁﬁxﬁi@((]hetty et al.,2014; Nybom and Stuhler, 2016; Fields,
2021) o 2 Xf A BRI 3h P 2 55 — AR PR i sl I AL &, 3 2 07 ¥R A O i sl M 24 X 43 T el PR Sl DA
FEF R B T B A B T Nl . BN, Fields and Ok(1999) 4 Hi iy FO 45 BB 45 i 2 — 4>
AR AR R R Bhattacharya and Mazumder(2011) 42 H 1% J5 18] Bk 7% 35 2K ( Directional
Rank Mobility, DRM) BE % T 2% 1 5T 55 A1 A 1+ 1 FAE MO 20 A1 vh i HE 47 HE AT R W A HEA =
AN E B HE % ; Chetty et al.(2017) 42 i 18 4 X AR PR 1) 13 35 % (Absolute Mobility , AM ) ffif & T
— Atk 2 ARG 3 ACAR A B EE ] 5 Ray and Genicot(2023) WU M\ [n] 378 80 B9 FRE N 0 &,
BE TR e 2 B, 52— AR SR PR ) R Sh AR . MR, 2 X AR B Ui 3l AR X AR B 3 3l
AEAE— € 25 57 T LAARES 18] b 30 20 o0 AR 09 26 %8 i 3 10 e AR BRAR PR ) AR Ak i 32 71, F s | B R
ARPEAE BN G AUBR ) L sl , 76t B UL T AR e G S, SRR A B 7 i e V2R 4 R 19 1
g5, AU B A AR AT T A 1Y & R 31 T 89 A 6 K L BB R R B

Chetty et al.(2017) $2 H (9 AR B 1] 1 30 200 30 E A2 J2 fe i TUAR AR PR U 3l AR o i 5C 1 i 98 07
I, A Y BE T 22 56 Copula A T AU T 75 ik AR 1 00 32 AR B it 2l % 0808 BT 5 9 255K o Chetty et al.
(2017) (R Ec 0 A0 75 vk S B 7 AR H A B IR 03 TR , G0 BA 25 U AR (R AR =807 Ji5 58 B AR RR

@ ERF BRSNSk R E AR = E R T ARBR 3 #: 7 (Intergenerational Mobility) (Dearden et al.,
1997; Chetty et al., 2014) , “ Y A ¥ 25 ¥ 7 (Income Mobility) (Chetty et al., 2017) | “ 4% Bx Wt A % s 7
(Intergenerational Income Mobility) (Solon, 1992; Chuard and Grassi, 2020; Corak, 2020; Deutscher and
Mazumder,2023) . “ [ L ¥ 8l 1% 7 (Upward Mobility) (Ray and Genicot, 2023 ) % AN [u] () 32 34 , {H R I AC A2 0
FACHI WA B 5 /KT B FEAE WA A 4R BEAT AR DG B R4 87 o AR SC TR TE MR A AR ER 1) | 3
B, B FE S SR R ok 1R R ARG FR A R BR 1) g7, 10 SR BR A ] 1R S #E AT AN I S
[N SR =L 7200 T A AW 7 i ) e S

@ HIEHISCHRFRZ M “ 25 Copula” (Chelly et al.,2017; Berman,2022; Manduca et al.,2024) ,
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] L g Pk E KR R R X — G PR O “ IEFE T #E ¥ 55 Bl 8 (Fading American Dream) ( Chetty
et al.,2017; Katz and Krueger,2017) . 3&F Chetty et al.(2017) 4 8135 P 7 3%, B SCHKIT 1B 55 A [H)
ZL VAR AR B 1 L s R R RN . i, 1980 41 Az BA A 9 4R B 1] L 38 3l R FE IR KR 24
60% (Deutscher and Mazumder, 2023) . Fi + 27 4 39% (Chuard and Grassi, 2020) . Fii # 245 °ky 75% (Liss
el al.,2023) fEE 254 70%( Stockhausen, 2021) . H1E 25k 90% (7 /N F 8RBT, 2021) 6

TEANHT SR, H AT e XS WO 30 1 5 [ 2 5008 4 2, R Y — S8 AR BRI Ui B0 1 [
PR S B th 7 O 28 I A B IR L 30 2w I [ 5, X S [ R R B DL RGR I 50 . 7 24
B, 0 H 2 K i v ) 8 e 2 A SQ SOM AR 7, TRt AR OUE A B 1) BL )2 T B AT S80RE AR (Corake,
2013 ;Mogstad and Torsvik,2023; Manduca et al.,2024) . Chetty et al.(2017) Ak 15 B 2B A0 BR [A)
B B SR AR A 2 B S S5 A DA B A 1 PR A 22 AR DR M B Copula 22 [R] 3R 1E . Berman(2022)
BT 10 B KW & 5 58— 0 ke B AN 1) B 3 B i B WA A3 A B E L X Copula 3 AN i
. Manduca et al.(2024) U AR 415 6 BR [ 52 B9 47 BOR B i — 22 20 T T AR R SCHE . Itk el AR
B 1) b 3 2l 5 0 W] LUK S8 XS Copula I 223K .t T 5 A AR — 7 AR TA) e ACHE 5GP (A 33 2 AR B A X
TSN ) 1 Copula i 7 28 F) 5T 8 45 i 19 9 1) SOUE I 25 508l , T S8 %) Copula Y 2K B8R 45 REAS LA
B B A T AR B 18] 3t 3 1 E — A0 W O 00 o i) R, AN ) ) A O L A
B PR T R O 5 6. A SCTE Berman(2022) 93T E M0 van der Weide et al.
(2024) $2 4L {8 1% bR 280 I 3h B A TS S 25 20805 5 (World Inequality Database , WID ) $2 44t i £ ifij
R 53 A A T 22 AR 7 )2 TH 50 iE 3 F 280 Copula (435 UG 1177 25 9 1T 47 M e fid M v 1
I LUAT L I e i1 DA 15 T AR 125 A 2 BF AR AU BR 1) L s R ¥ F b 4T 1T M G gl
P TRAIE R T

B T ARBR AR B A B 25 1 OC TPl AP I B NI AN, B A SCRREE i 3 AR P45 5 AR
PR Bl 2 A LR TR A9 25 46, B T BERR N T N Y 35 K L R (Great Gatshy Curve, & FR
2R 2R ) i AR 2 BV AN - 35 55 AR BR i 3l 1 =22 [] 22 67 18] ¢ 2R (Coark,2013) o w6 % L HE £
WA ALG TR AR g T BEIE i IE Bt B ACR - S5 R B T R ARBR R s pE e v, 3R — A
#1245 ] LA [R] B B SR 45 SR OF 4 (LR P S5 45 5 ) AL 2% oF 45 (AR BR 9 2 M 45 &) (Durlauf et al.,
2022) . SR, w5 2% HE M2 s SR WA ] AR B0 R ot L BV AR P55 5L &R V558 B s Ak, 395 K
Ji& 1) T AR X 38 5 %5 g AR ] b B Bl 2y A AL 2 RN SRR IR A S ALY
HHEAE TS . X R BUE " (Lock—in) 23 XS4 2 Y S BE SR ) FE T 7 AR T E Y 4 T R
Wil o 36 ¢ LU 2R 14 % B A S T LA SCHR I S8 041 14 < kL 23 O Bl L 4 R R T s Y, TR
NG5SR i NP AR T I P 2 S BT IR L © A SOk GE B 5 2% HG it 24 Pl BOR AN R
2k B 25 (I E 5 (Corak , 2013 3 Durlauf and Seshadri, 2018) o [6] 3, iy T8k = A0 Bn e A 7 3h 1 1 B =
Bt X 75 9% F i 2 B AR et (A5 B A LA GR R IRl EROREAS b B R T A T YRR AR X X —
HEMAEHATIUE . 1F U Mogstad and Torsvik (2023) At , LA B S5 AARK B T3 0 i IR A B K, 55
R G 2R P BE X X — PE PR AR BHURE . Ay b, AR SO T 4 T A R A R T X KL R SR AT PG 5
R IHAEA ) K e Wy B2 T A i (R R AIE 22 57

@ X ie Wi 3 2 H Benabou and Ok(2001)4& i Y ) - ¥ ) if 5 & 13 ( Prospect of Upward Mobility, POUM ) i [#]
o POUM RULINN , 3495 FEIE 2 BT LA S8 i 7K1 09 P43 BC O, 2 B A A ATTIA e 3L A B sl R A Bl 2
BEAE IS B A BT 2, S ) Bl .
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AR SCI 1 BR ST BR LG LR = OB TEACRR 1] L 3 3 ok A X AR 0 3 2 80 A U, 5 4%
24 Copula J5 B 6 T ]2 B 28 T RAEAS b A 1 i B 4 v v 0 1 s D7 2 Bk 2 B & 3 R iy AU PR
1] 1 i Bl K- 2 AN [ 28 2 2 5 A A s 18] L WA 30 36 0 3 7 R 5 (D)7 B Oy 4 vl 174 B [ 54
fit b A 56 5 UK HG Mk B AT e B S v R TR R A 1 0K LI R TR] T ik 2 B IR B AR E 28 52 L R AE
EL A7 SCHR LAl AT 25 2 L b 2 008 ODL R, DA A2 BE D 1) 28 152 A R 20 0% 0 A A R = o L it R A7 A
FRAE 22 5 B JEUIA o 22 AR SOOI X A PR O 30 85 Tl A 5 ) i 5 R0 Jg& ) B 2 4 I A/ Sk 5 482 13
R UIE A RS R I EAL S S

. T BEEFARN

1L.RERE LRV ER S EHiTHE

A Becker and Tomes(1979) ity T A1) $£ BTk LA K , SCHk 3= 2238 1 1R Br e A 3k 2R 506 i = A B 3
KV, AL 53]

logV, = BlogY,, + &, (1)

Hep v, My, s RS iR Eh R FRFFARA . pIRELRIBALEFRIA
YOG I 5k B, BB K K BT 8 BF A AR BR U Bl Pk Bk 5, R 2 Bk o B AU BRI BPE R R LS, IR
B 2 AR BRI Bl 56 2R Ho s 2 A B i Bk L HR AR 2 X (o) iy B R R R
g3 B 4 Sy AR ANACACTE & A L BRI 4 A th B HEJP (Chetty et al., 2014) o 3% 86 0 55 J7 ¥k A
JF b e £ 2 A B 8] Y A X3 B 7K OF (Jantti and Jenkins, 2015) o VT 4F 3 2% # JF 4 96 5 LUK B
) ) IS R AV T2 0 G I AW 22 O S G Rt e A i V1 I = Y A v =L QNG - K T
5% 18 Chetty et al.(2017) 2 L, X F— DRI NDSRENEEE PR LR3I R A 0] RIR N

>y >
A == (2)
Horb L) R REL A Y, > YV N E RPERECH 1AW R 0, X (2) %M T
A=P(v,-Y,>0) (3)

ARG T8 PR AR T % 3 R 208 %8 38 50 A AS T3] £ R B8 B W 5 4k 2 3t 5l ) AL, Bt 255 AT A — 4> Oy 1t #
AN REA WSS A1 20 sk P o BN, AR AR U 3l 1 T 2 A Ak 2 AR A R . IR BT AR
R AMEWCATE B R Y, F0Y, ACBRBR AR R BN p,, A TAUCA R 5 T AT, IR 2 A kE 22 194
Prra B30 100% . 44 AT B IS A e 91 HEAT 5 46, I ARBR 1] B3t 3 28 25 B3R 0%, T
FRBRBRAR IC R BN, 32 B g SRR AR Fp A VRO I AR 7 96 R R AR AR Al . DA ) (1) £
JE2% 08 ACBR ) BB 2R 0% WAt 2 TR Je — R RS i At 2 L BV (R ¥ p (B AE /D G2t S AR
e I AR R AR XS R B K OF ) o

5T AR BRI 3 B Ak 110 1 — A SR BR 1) b 3 3 308 7 AR EE w5 04 SO0 TR AR 8
2 /D RENEIE B B S MOPTAC N I KA o TR SR P, 5 2 DR AR fROUL ] A 100 B A A 5, 1T L — B
oA A B IR, B China Family Panel Studies (CFPS) . China Labor—force Dynamic Survey
(CLDS) % I 7 B4l 28 1 A AT 8 )5 L BE % 1 2 BA B BIF 9 1) 38 A D B AR X AR B IR A
ORARARAE B R S HEAT FRAY A2 BRBAEAS , D ik, AR XA ) 28 Bl 4 ) A 28 . A SCHR
— B HUA TR KAk T KA AT G WOE I SR AR AE A 38 I U A B 2 It # 34 Ax (Panel Study of
Income Dynamics, PSID) DA K Fiig 81 30 a8 4 5 AR A [ 58 o7 (9 N B 5 A 5RO T R Bl o X Tk
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ZHRORETEZEM S, X R EEEREZ .

g bR T EE Sz R A (2) A ) IR RS 2 TR ARUBR B iRl sh KPR TG
eI NI Tﬁ%ﬁ%*cmmamumﬂﬁﬁ%%ammﬂﬁﬁT AT AR 30 B i A 43
Ay 33K — VTR T I vk AR T D0 AR B 1) b U Bl 30 B B A R, LU T AT O AR X A
PR PR WA B R A R AT I o 3 A i) B AR 1) 38 3l 238 19 30 AL 7 1 AT R R o

A= fl r) = Q ()Y C(r, ) drtdr (4)

Hor, e 3 50 AR ACARTE A A WA A TR HER L 07 A Qr 43 AR AR AAC AR A
A5 0 53 L BRI, Q° () R0 Q7 () 43 S 2 1 AR R A AR B A BRI A 3 A o € (.17 ) 2 Copula, JH T %
AR A A AR WA BB G 43 A3 45 S, , Copula 56 B M 1T s T AH XS AR PRI 245 B o 7E 7T 3845 H 553 PRIl
A 43 A Fl Copula B BRARE LT, AR 4 Sklar 72 BE, 3K (4) A2 (2) 58 2 %54 (Sklar, 1959) . HZREWSE
A BRI 5P 3B BRI AR R AN T — TR N AR E 1 22 56 Copula, i BE 2R UK (19 AU 1) 1 i 3l %
X FPAG IO T B AR B AR T X B HE A9 B3R (Chetty et al., 2017 ; Katz and Krueger,2017) . 60, /N
FOEB ML (2021) 18 FH Chinese Household Income Project Survey( CHIP) #l Chinese General Social Survey
(CGSS) Y Iy 4 w1 Bt Al i+ 1 A [R) AR A 3R & H AR 3 B Wi A 2345, i China Health and
Nutrition Survey (CHNS) [ 38 B B8 il 3T T 1982—1984 4F i3 4= BA %) 7~ % 5 HAC AR 2 18] (¥ 4 5
Copula AME T E 1964—1985 4 H EEBA@J BAEBR I Fi s Y Manduca et al.(2024) 3 T 5

i A R R 00 N T 3 A 5 B AT BOR BN | 8 i S 9 4 SCIBIE sk i AR ) i s, IF S
%?éﬁé%‘ Copula Bl 1145 5 5T [E , & B Chetty et al.(2017) $2 H (43X F1“ Copula 5 31 B WA 2317 #H i
B AU T 45 R S OGBS 0 S5 R AR W HEIE . Manduca et al.(2024) BE— 515
XU AL 5k BE A8 15 Y VA AT RCA AT 45 R B DR R e AR PR ) b 3l R R R A T AR I B
WA A e R, A4 8 A QB Bl 0 28 56 Copula A 233 BUAR B 1) R s R A 38 K AR 5 .

Berman (2022) i fff 58 & B, Y M & 7 A0 A QAR M A Y, F Y B DK R A aE 2 4 A, RD
YV, ~ logN (1,0 02 )RV, ~ logN (ju., o), FHOHIA G HO AT AIGE 2 45 15 M M — 246 TE 45 4015, ELAL B
FHR BN p I ACER 18] B gl m il T

/'L(‘ _/'LI) (5)
Jai - 2p0,0, + 0!

o, @ RARMEIE S R A0 s R X LA B0 52 Bopt al 134Uk ) L sl R, B
FFIA A F 1 BRBC A 73 A B — B FE AT B, LA K5~ AR5 AR A A5 22 8] A AR B AR 56 R 8 p o
AL ACER 18] L3 2l 5 A BEE WA 1K (e, — ) RS, TTREE AUBR AR OC 2 8 p AR E (0 /o))

A=®

® £ 5 Copula 1 B Ky — A XA M P, 3% 50 M v B 505 i AT 55 90 o0 R p, AN M AR A &3 LB,
TEH&U\%&%&%/’E’H&%
@ X H A p KK Pearson M X FZ B .p = Cov(Y,. Y, )00 RIERG) AA=P(Y. -V, >0),H N, -

~N(g, =0l + 0l =2Cov(Y,, ¥,)), LAY, - Y,) = (p, —#,/ (r,(l - 2pg‘) +a? ~N(0,1), LI
N

»

HEP(Y, - ¥, > 0) BT 45K (5),

70



TR TR 20uemm

AL, T8 & Chetty et al.(2017) i 42 Berman(2022) A& 3177 15, ACBR ] 1 0% 8 3R 8 2 i 40
AR 38 PR 53 A DL S 2 22 1) R AR B KT 370 30 2 B4 Y e Sy afE— A B (AR PR i O 2 Bk
AR X 38 3 2 BN TR ) BRI, A5 SCGHAT T WA SRl OAH B 5 Chetty et al.(2017) 14
TE /N FVAR LA (2021) 46 1T 649 22 58 Copula, 37 Al 1 o B A1 SE B A9 AR B ] B0 2 %8 @ 1k T =X
(5), % BE A ) J 0 2 B U il 28 AR B b G 3R B p IRFAR B i) 1 3 B 3R % p (4 SRR @

2. Copula /7%

T T HoAA B AR 5 B S sl X ARRR 1] 1 33, A S 2% Berman(2022) ¥ LB , BLHEAE
S Copula 7 iE #7411 . Copula BREREIE S 4EREHLA = X, ..., X, MBS 010 F(xl, s x,)'ﬁ,ﬁ\:%‘
ERHG A F (x,)s oo F (0, ) HIEERE" . Copula B4 E SUEAE 75— MU L T AR E— £ 0L MR
BC (e, )ow, IBRUERS S0 S F (2,0 ix,) = C(F\(x,)s s F(x,)) Foh , ZIE BB C LR
Copulac Copulafd ¥ T BEALAL 12 22 8] 1Y BT A AR OCHEAR . i HAE A Copula #4) 35 B 5 53 A I AN 77 24T
NG AVEAE M . 2 Copula & LI BRELA R 2, Qn BT K 4 Copula BREL 7% M B Copula PR%R
% A Copula BREUE S . Hd P3RS Copula L 1Y Gumbel Copula 3520 -

Cluy,uy) = exp{-[(=Inu, )’ + (=Inu,)"]""} (6)

Gumbel Copula PRAL 1 19 0 J2 3L Copula Z %4, % S 405 B AL AR £ 8] 1Y Bk AH 56 1 22 %0 (U0 Sperman
FRAH R R B p,  Kendall BRAR K R A p )FFAE—— XK FR . FIE LR Z LS4 Copula BRAUER A X
Ffi ¥ JiT ( Dalessandro and Peters,2022) . X3k &K %, HU2E BE 0% 4K I AR A R A AR IR A =2 T] 7 Bk
HH R R B B i by 43 A 45 2. R BEE i Copula 7 R AR TR BRI By a3 . BARMEE T O B AR
O B e R 52 Copula 28 B 19 S8, 46 1L 7€ Copula BEHLEL X, Al X, , 35 I — JC B AL AE & 1 4k
J¥ R, IR, ; QXF FARMCA Y, FIAZARMCA Y, TP 5 L 43 Sl B R, R R, T8 X Y, R Y, #E0F , F)
Copula® JE 3" FACHIAAC A AL BRI A 53 45 s @ T HT HEF /5 1 Y Ry ARA R (3) 3B BR 1) L3
R,

EN@ e o )RS iy [ LR o< 2 o N AW T o B e R e ¢ S M T 7 vl | G
H 3z Ad H S X Copula: Gaussian Copula, Gumbel Copula fil Clayton Copula, @I Z5RFEF M, KT
28 Copula J5 ¥l 11 1 45 AT B 4F A RS Al PR R ME B 78 o

3.HERBESHAA

AR SCAE 45 28 B AR PR 2 A B ok H WID. WID #2448 17 4 BR 100 £ 4~ F 5K A ih X1 i
A3 A B s K 8] R 8L OF HBEETESE — AR T #EAT B PR Fe . 7R ST WD 35 HCAY i 8] B5° B2
1 30 4F A A BHAREARSE 1254, 91 228 © A7 SCHR  F 5 30 48 8] [ A I AFEAS X, F X, R
A FARFEARS,

BRI BRI A 53 A A1, Copula J5 85 00 75 FEAC PR A BRAR G R 8. (H 2 AUBR A BR AR OC 2R )
FEXT B4 o B A B R o T A SCHRIN 3525 SR A5 R ] i B AR PR A TR AH 56 28 00— AR 72 1 %)
A O IA 2 0 B A E 58 AR SCRE B AT SCRR T I B 1 17 A4S 22 5% AR B AR PR A BR A G R

S]

Chetty et al.(2017) B9 77 32 o, M XU PR I 31 2500 2 55 Copula; Berman(2022) 8977 3w, AR bR i 31 2 8
T ARBR AR R E p o

PR SRS R S WL E Tk 255 )R 3G (ciejournal.ajcass.com) {4,

R T 31 BR34BT 09 F 240 300 B KR iR M e 2 O E Tk 28 55 )M 3 (ciejournal.ajeass.com) 4.
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RO MR 3 A B2 U A 1 AR X AR UL Bl B AN AL L SR A S BT L T LA 2 - 4R AR B
W AR AR 5% 22 il SR AR

BT WA SRR TR A 56 5, AR 305 I8 R AR 20 m A8 OC 2 HOR AUAURR oA BR AR OC 2R Bk 458
SE Copula Z 8. O A SCHRIE H IR, ZHF R 2 WA T &R R B R B, 207 /918 A
U B M e AR KRR EE L R 0% S i A 1 AR B A X 3 35 PE (Gregg et al., 2017; Wang et al., 2022) .
Blanden (2013) 19 25 [ A1 5 2 W1, 24 A B 1S AR 5 2% B0k L SR IBURE , A BR 203 A7 ¢ R 02 — Ff R 4
P . R 09 2 TR A TR — i 25 (FL 3 TR B 1] b 3t 3l 38 0 Bk A G 28 20 A SOk
XA 2 S AN 2 0 R SR 5 A A R R

AR AT K B & 5 5 A B\ ( Development Economics Research Group of World Bank ) f i1 i
JH1 4= 5K 400 22 A (O IR A 350 H 05T 153 A4 [ 5K XA AR BR 20F T3 K (van der Weide et
al.,2024) , 3 8 T 2 BRAFR 3 31 304 72 (Global Database on Intergenerational Mobility , GDIM) .
PR T 17 A AR R 28 55 I B AR PR A B AT 5C R 805 GDIM 42 i AR PR 0 F A SC R Bz 1)
R

0.6}F

o 1LYy

© il
& 04f © LHH

i O Ji[d O HA © FERF|

it
o fEE

S S

oI
fﬁ 0210 iz o pigEF Ot

© it

0.2 03 0.4 0.5 0.6
HFFRPR R AL

E1 AHKREXRHEHXER

AR P 1, 7 b AR AT O 2R U7 7 35 A TE AT DG OG &, G, (8 AR B 207 1 G R 8 7 —
E R LR B 28 AR Z 18] B ACBR WO A AR X S B 1 ) 22 5 0 R T IX — BLG  AS SR M GDIM $2 3t /)
PR AR R BOR 48 E Tl HHACPR 17 B3R 8 R 9 28X Copulae 15 S2UEFR 73 , AR SCHE— 25 %) P
it ZBAE 1A T2 SR L, S I A 2R R B 2 2R 22 AR

=, LiEE R

1. R ERERE LR3I F KM T
ARSCE FeFE T Copula 77 ¥ X1 B B9 ACRR ] b3 s B AT £ 11, JF Xk o EAE A BEAT — R A1 5
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R EHRES BT I RA YRR 80% L I, R W] E Y AT IE AL AE — 48 K 2R RS PR A TE
AKAPEE LA AT e i AR

(%) (%)
100 - 100

3
o)
o
T
v
¥
L
-
33
».\““
R !,"‘.
.hi
E
(o) o]
(=] (=]
@by
\&
3!
K i
.
>,
A

: S e ;
¥ e i
2 3
R A0k F 40F
20 20F
Of 1 1 1 1 1 1 Of 1 1 1 1 1
1900 1920 1940 1960 1980 2000 2020 1900 1920 1940 1960 1980 2000
Mol o
Ca) TO4F[AI (b) 304l
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R AR AR F B LR B A SRR £ 45 s QN 24 5 IR i BRI B 07 T R 4 H 2L (IMF) B9 A 1
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RIR TR AN R Th 8 3K 2 23,62 .20.29 F1 24.62 1T 43 5 . X UEB, Bl IT RS , T E R R 28 5%
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#x1 ARIEBEFEAIRE LR EMNTEHAKE
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oI 8 AR 1] L 3 20 R 385 0 2 90% LA I FE AN L84y T 1 B0, W SR v [ 44 BR B 1 o A 3
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FEAR BRI 30k 1 25 1 L3 43 A, B A SCRR A Y — LI o o S ) 0 [ 4 T o 0 A 1 i
AT %5 48 b5 5 1R BR 3 3h M 22 (Y G 1) 9C B (Hassler et al., 2007; Corak, 2013; Blanden, 2013;
Durlauf et al.,2022) . Corak (2013) ¥ XA SC R M ma K Ll 2k . 35 X bt 4Bk 77285 = 2
PR IIN , — BEWF T L T LA A A X Ay [ 52 A P o8 DX B R 30t 7 31 7 AR OE A9 22 36 32 8 (Chetty
et al.,2014;Fan et al.,2021; Acciari et al.,2022) .

R2|/B|THAR T HRXEMA LT E IR FZSCH . v W, X S0k 15 i TR A
T3 5 WA A Z ] BT G BR H R S S SR B LA A KT B s 1 B KA SRR R BE
WhTZMERPAETIKR. X EWRE K LML AT 2 09 2 5 R FE A il 8 A7 76 18 7 1 1)
L B LR U X A [ R 6 7 B 2 [ AR I DL 36 GIE (Brandén, 2019 ; Mogstad and Torsvik ,
2023).
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Hassler et al.(2007) |7 N2 31K 1GC HH T ¥ EHE . p90/pl0 G 1) % F 35 WST
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FAY ECAE 5 T 1% 4305 500 A AR 451 2 38 A AN B0 T 1% HEF A 1 5 I ARG LU .

B4 TR T A GBS RG BN 5 K IEHZ . 2% Coark (2013) X 3 K LI R 1Y B E
X HLKE R 1A T Ol 1980— 1992 4F 4 28 TF 1A Y i J2 R B (B, Bdl ok At AR S B0 R (WD)
Y\l % B O AR SCEE T Gaussian Copula 7155 (1) 1980—1992 41 BA 31 4% 28 5 (R AR B 10) L 3% 20 R 16
¥{HE.

K 4(a) 22T Coark(2013) Fr i F 1) OECD FEA 8 545 2 (1 35 2 LU il 2k, BRAS B 10 5 2K 1L
it £ i R A, RIBCACAS S S5 R B2 v L AU BR i 3l P 88 L X — 7 T 45 2R 5 Coark (2013) 15 51 Y
G5 — 8 K 4(b) KA ST Y 125 DA Z TR 2N A58, KR M2 ARG LW 8 m T
A, L S R X — S RS ] sk R ZH A ve ik o v 300 4 7 4 FE AR 55 2 Lt 2 b
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iz o L 2 A ] ) BRI bl 2R e Tk 28 T AR R ke Je e 8 R AR 22 T) Ay ] £ B A kg B
22 57 3% BN R L 2P WA DC AL 2 i RE . ARBRIL S SUIRA AT Z R R B
AW 2 . 124 Rk, SCIR EZEOCE R AT FAAOCOC R X ELR R I IR C R Wi
A X4 70 (Jerrim and Macmillan, 2015 ; Durlauf et al., 2022) o3& T A R - 28 FAL Br A% 386 (9 48 5& 3¢
Bk L AR SCIAhy i B i X T T 4 1) T AR A SO L) B0 4 S BE N ) A BB A SR BUR L Kt
SREAG =AY, (U A SO 6 O R A PG B0 T DL R B, I R 2R B AR 56 R L ith 4R 1 1k
IR BN A0 A R TR . X R L BR T R JUM LRI TE 55 2K L il 2k iU B it B b R AR A
Ab AL A SE e PEAL R 32 F X P AR AR 22 55 o i, R SCABE BE i 1) B AR 52D AL AR 4Rt —
b R RE B B S A R

— SR AR L T R B BRI BR L B PR B2 W . Galor and Tsiddon (1997) & YK HE A
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@ X35 p L AR i Fe PR AS 58 2 DL D 22 B )i (ciejournal.ajeass.com) B
@ BAIRCETFHERILMZTE B =/ FEHBES LONE T A5 )M (ciejournal.ajeass.com) Bt

78



TR TR 20uemm

) 4 Z I8 T S5 1) A O T 2P AR, 008 00 v 1 RE A IR SR P TR HOR e kAR 1T, 5 8 v X U 3l P 114 1)
B A R4 . Hassler and Rodriguez Mora(2000) £ 57, T — A4~ i A 1 IR 43 B AR BRI 3 1
FORBEAC I 7] e LD, & SRR 6 28 52 5 1 S TN R BE g 179 49 8 [T i, A AR 53 T B 22 R e
THRAETT Bk TREHR 5, e e 17 APRE s

A2 LR SCHRIE R B E RS0 T 10 . 32 3] Acemoglu(1998,2002) #R3FH; 8 i [n] B £ AR
# (Skill-Biased Technological Change, SBTC) 5 TRV R M IT A TAER R, — 23
BRI 4R 7E SBTCHEZE T 3 I8 A2 S5 AABRR 3 Z A Y &R o Hassler et al.(2007) 4 2 1) — it 15
BT R S A4 5 A BR 1) b 3 3 22 ) /9 2 465 3 28 ol PSS ) O 1) )9 PR DB i — R R
Yy RAT B RN, RIS SE-S5 394 0T 208 W, s Ak 1 A BEIEAT BOE BO5 B L 1 m 1 AR
Prial B s, ik B T WS AR 745 5 AR BR8] _E 3 3 2 IR By A 1) 06 2R s R 95 3 1 T 3 K AR I U ER
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gl X B TR A S AR B Z AT SE R . AN SBTC f i L 2y iR
U3 QA e N N 2 1 o A i O 7= P A O o B e S

Hassler et al.(2007)IA Ky, T ¥ FE 45 (Wage Compression) A A B H S E R Z M2 FE A
K, HACR 5t SBTCARRL . PRI, 24 1% IR 46 A7 7E I, U R0 23 55 1k, 5 BUTE o A - 45
A TR B, AR TAR PR 1) B30 . Hassler et al.(2007) 2 T b W5, i B T A 4 BRE R 546
DR ¢ 11 Wi A A 1 5 A B 4 30, L T IR ] - 7 AR R A AR 11 A B O 20 e+ i IR 5 110 1 T 4
RN o Aziz(2022) W 5€ [ 00 8 XFEAS 22 4 b 42 43 1 SBTC X AR PR fi) L 370 3 1 ik
A A5 a7 A T 1) RN RS o PR, 5 2 L il 2R TR R R rh 28 B 1A R ke ks 28 B A 22 1 R Y
FRAE 22 5 7] LU 3 Hassler et al.(2007) i — i 34 i B0 AF & BRAG B . R th & 35 IR i I R 7
G 10 a5 % LE T BE R R TR 2R A 2 1) R i 1) B R E 2D 22 S AR WU B0 19 4R T 5 B
it [ 1) WSe A - 45 5 AR B 1) b 3 30 P A A I T Q3R o T 558 o e I T 8 v R AR A il O 7 ST
A L 2 2 A 0 KGR 4 TR AR 55 Bl 07 T 3 1) B 6 (Banerjee et al., 2023) ,3X A BB R LR
i 75 340 R A 7 0 A A SR N AE TR W 3 L BB R 5 T AR P4 5 ARBR 1) b3 =2 W) Y
fTm K F& .

N NG ER AR bR WA A SO I T — 205 R F AL 1 & 0 S, A4S Fernandez et al.
(2005) $2 L 1) 33 4> 28 T A 1K) B BE 1 WU At , LA S AS SCHE T 5 5 A 7 Hh 4008 A (WI0D) 3138 1) 39
A G P B TG B, A A K 2 B R Y B TR M AR ELZH ) 22 U R R & TR Y
FORE U9 U AN e HLAH IA) 22 S AR R I, A S 4 5 B R W U A0 N A Dy SBTC 1 AR B AR
i, K SBTC AL K IB 4 UT R AR e b 28 5 VR vh 2 551 5 AR 1m) B 3 R ANLAR P SE A5 L R
25 3R WY, SBTC JF AR X & 3k 28 B ARAC B 1) 1 0 2l AN A P 45 7 AR 8 28 E 1) G &, L Inl H &R %1y
INT R R IRBEAS o 3 — 45 5 5 7R SO AR ST A B A AL
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B 0 7 AR TR 1) L3 30 R, 0 R 7 9k S T B A I 1) 30 B IS A3 A Sl A A PR B Bk A G R
Bt E S8 Copula, BI T Al M 8 R TTEE AR BR ) B sl 3 . &3 AR SO & 56 96308, 3 Fh 3% F
Copula I8 17 1 % B2 BRAE X B T8 30 P 1) Bk A DG 3R B3O B0R% , BV ok A DG 32 2808 O, 1 B A5 39 AH
Xof A W AR o 1) 3 3h 3R S S s R A A K B0k B . i e AR ER WD Bl 4R It 1Y 45 R
Hb X3 AT A 3 A B A B GDIM 000 e 2 4L 1) 45 28 B R (9 AR Bm 20 8 HH OC R 88, AR SO 43R 1254
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FRITI

QSRR S S ISl O O ' = =S i B ) N el S SR VA E I 2
1980— 1992 41 BA F1 - 4 AR Bk 1] [ 3 R 24 49 86.16% , 43 Wil v 11 A BR L & Ik 28 SR AR % 8 vh 2 5 44
2923.62.20.29 F1 24.62 > 1 43 s 5 38 28 % HH 5 32 2 28 5% ORI A AR PR ) b R Bl St S W s kB
9 [ S LR R IR 2 BRI R R BA A K e 7 T PR E AR PR 1) L S SR, RS BA 3
HIRARLE T Bl e 5 e i kb D S L AR B BE 1980— 1992 4F BA B 4 AR PR 1] b 3 B 2
AT o3, B 20 120 80 A AR AR (1) AS - 55 Jinn i 357 %6 3 2 [ K 0 A B 1) L Bl R = AR T
] B ), e B R R i AR B 1) b 3 BN e AR R R K P e s e L BT T B 4 R AR
B 1] b 2 e B A SC R B A R Ok L il 2R EAT R B8, R B 58 K L il 4R FE Corak (2013) £ HE 11
OECD & ik B R FEA Z i B A AE , 3K — [ 7 T 7 000 ) i1 4 Tl 5 Hh B AE AR 3038 48 1 Kk ik 42 B R
HARZM BERETZFERTEXEMEERNTFZ BAHARFN AN CR. AXHEHCH
G, E UL T K R 2R 00 25 PO BRHIL L B H A A [ 2K TR A v A [R) AR A Y T RE
R 2R o NI A 5 S = 3T QN7 N e (5 15 VA 1T N = Sl ER 0 VA N1 LR 3 AN
FESRPRR RN ARCRTENRZE MERPEFRZMERETERENHE R2ZER S
B e WA AP35 AR BR 1) 3 3 R IF A7

2 HhERBRERD ERIEIRORES B KB R

A i Rk RN ORI 45 R Gk 2 P IR K ) LR sh A & E SRR ) i sh
R — B R A K S L i A RS T . P Y AT A F AR PR ) R S 0 S KT FE
ES g S = N 1 AW ) ) K 17 e o (O N R I g s 9 = LW RS ) B S s
AR 1) b 30 20 T I ) =2 R R A T« QD28 % 1 K 0 37 26 1) v v 0 XV, 28 W 5 ) b A 5 T 2 i
A BE L 20 4 80—90 AR AH H B inAS 359 % AR HE AR PR ] L3R Sh 1 R X 51 R T AR SO E R
— AR O LA s AR PR 1) b3 B KOF B HR R . @ 24 il o 1] Y R TR A A T AR KT T R
0 XA B 1] L 3 30 0 B % 07 AR Y . D K KT B B R U — R T . ARAEECA E A
R AR BB I, P 2022 4E B B LB AR BR 2R 15.224F (81 4R 5E 60 1, 5 K 1k 2 PF AT
FEFE—E 220 o [, I ) 87— Fe R B, R 95 3 J) i N s AR ST I, 58 8 R 375 e

@ hEFEE T HEEN MBS RS IO E T 25 )M, (ciejournal.ajcass.com) B,

80



TR TR 20uemm

NI o @FL 2 FE R ZERR R AP LR sh i EERE, b ES LRSI 2 s
RS PR L T IR S WA BE S BT S T 2 M R XS BOR A RE N B
N B FE TN T AT 577 1 32 3 — s BR ) (7 W f 22 52,2013 B X BEEE ,2018) , X
T fi 2 AT o AT SRR R L Ik, LRI A B R K A Bh ik S A SR S BLUR A A
ALER T AL 14 A BRI K 38 3k 20 SR BOR A 3E B0E Il Rk R R4 /AL 23 A R E R v ROk AR AR
B 1) | 30 30 R % figt WS A AS - 28 ) I R

Zi L, AR gt EARER ) LR S K I PR RS K A A LR G R ME R L5,
X HL AR LR LS SR e s - QD F5 5 TR [0 0 598 58 225 5 [0 T i) 2 A 34 (R R 0 B 18 4 Ak A B BRI
AR T 1) A AR R B 1 BN K R M BBl 5 )58 S IO A3 TE T BE L 0 I AR SRAIL T ek g A
GRS LS AR OBRM R R B EF F W F8 M KR AL AFRIHERANE, & HES AT
Ji i @K B N AR A R IR AN LR 55 3 AR AL, 8 B IR A R R AR s A
HAESAFRM AT BI7 378 BB M 5 St SO IR R

(% k)
CUBRMESD, SRR, S, R . &¥eils RBRm i REL R e — N Semegig ()], &0 (F 7)), 2023, (6):
2061-2083.
(2)AR B0 10, ARAH . DA 3% T U5 1) 3 W) 5T 5« o (AR RS 24 IR 1) 3l A5 U500 45 28 IR R A 0% e Ak 43 i [T ). v B Tl 22 3%
2021, (10):59-77.
() A, MR, skoth . B Bl Bt S AR PR O 1) 13 Bl P ——3 T 8l o [l 7 g B ol B R SR 0], & e bt
3%, 2023, (5):79-97.
(4)ZEse . L EH A BRI kR 8 [ J]. &3 IFIT, 2021, (11):4-13.
(5IX 5, XIREE . BEY K S#E AR, T E SR, 2018, (2):121-140.
(6T, 25T . PR XTI 2 W A 22 BRI R [ T]. B9, 2013, (9):43-55.
(7RG, HB AL . FRATTIR T A A A3 AT vh EACBR IS A ] B3 sh g (0], IR 49, 2021, (3):157-183.
(8417, 5. KET = MRS S HFTATE] PETLEY, 2019, (2):80-98.
(9JAcciari, P., A. Polo, and G. L. Violante. And Yet It Moves: Intergenerational Mobility in Ttaly[ J]. American Economic
Journal: Applied Economics, 2022, 14(3):118-163.
(10) Acemoglu, D. Why Do New Technologies Complement Skills? Directed Technical Change and Wage Inequality [J].
Quarterly Journal of Economics, 1998, 113(4):1055-1089.
(11)Acemoglu, D. Technical Change, Inequality, and the Labor Market[J]. Journal of Economic Literature, 2002, 40(1)
7-72.
(12) Aziz, 1. Skill-Biased Technical Change and Intergenerational Education Mobility [R]. Research Square Working
Paper, 2022.
(13)Banerjee, A., P. Basu, and E. Keller. Cross-country Disparities in Skill Premium and Skill Acquisition[]]. Economic
Inquiry, 2023, 61(1):179-198.
(14)Becker, G.S., and N. Tomes. An Equilibrium Theory of the Distribution of Income and Intergenerational Mobility[ J].
Journal of Political Economy, 1979, 87(6):1153-1189.
(15) Becker, G. S., and N. Tomes. Human Capital and the Rise and Fall of Families [J]. Journal of Labor Economics,
1986, 4(3):S1-S39.
(16)Benabou, R., and E. A. Ok. Social Mobility and the Demand for Redistribution: The Poum Hypothesis[J]. Quarterly
Journal of Economics, 2001, 116(2) :447-487.

81



5%, SR KBRIEANE LRI KBEE T SRR R

[17)Berman, Y. The Long Run Evolution of Absolute Intergenerational Mobilily[]]. American Economic Journal: Applied
Economics, 2022, 14(3):61-83.

[ 18] Bhattacharya, D., and B. Mazumder. A Nonparametric Analysis of Black—White Differences in Intergenerational
Income Mobility in the United States[ J]. Quantitative Economics, 2011, 2(3):335-379.

[19]) Black, S. E., and P. J. Devereux. Recent Developments in Intergenerational Mobility [A]. Card, D., and O.
Ashenfelter. Handbook of Labor Economics[ C]. Amsterdam : Elsevier, 2011.

[20)Blanden, J. Cross—Country Rankings in Inlergenerational Mobility: A Comparison of Approaches from Economics and
Sociology[ J]. Journal of Economic Surveys, 2013, 27(1):38-73.

[(21)Bshlmark, A., and M. J. Lindquist. Life-Cycle Variations in the Association between Current and Lifetime Income:
Replication and Extension for Sweden| J]. Journal of Labor Economics, 2006, 24(4) :879-896.

(22) Brandén, G. Does Inequality Reduce Mobility? The Great Gatsby Curve and Its Mechanisms [R]. IFAU Working
Paper Series, 2019.

[23]Chetty, R., D. Grusky, M. Hell, N. Hendren, R. Manduca, and J. Narang. The Fading American Dream: Trends in
Absolute Income Mobility since 1940[J]. Science, 2017, 356(6336) :398-406.

[24) Chetty, R., N. Hendren, P. Kline, and E. Saez. Where Is the Land of Opportunity? The Geography of
Intergenerational Mobility in the United States[J]. Quarterly Journal of Economics, 2014, 129(4):1553-1623.

[25)Chuard, P., and V. Grassi. Switzer—Land of Opportunity: Intergenerational Income Mobility in the Land of Vocational
Education[ R]. SSRN Electronic Journal, 2020.

[26] Corak, M. Income Inequality, Equality of Opportunity, and Intergenerational Mobility [J]. Journal of Economic
Perspectives, 2013, 27(3):79-102.

[27]) Corak, M. The Canadian Geography of Intergenerational Income Mobility [J]. Economic Journal, 2020, 130(631) :
2134-2174.

[28)Dalessandro, A., and G. Peters. Efficient and Accurate Evaluation Methods for Concordance Measures via Functional
Tensor Characterizations of Copulas[J]. Methodology and Computing in Applied Probability, 2020, (22):1089-1124.

[29)Dearden, L., S. Machin, and H. Reed. Intergenerational Mobility in Britain[ J]. Economic Journal, 1997, 107(440) :
47-66.

[30) Deutscher, N., and B. Mazumder. Measuring Intergenerational Income Mobility: A Synthesis of Approaches [J].
Journal of Economic Literature, 2023, 61(3):988-1036.

(31])Durlauf, S.N., A. Kourtellos, and C. M. Tan. The Great Gatsby Curve[ J]. Annual Review of Economics, 2022, 14(1):
571-605.

(32)Durlauf, S. N., and A. Seshadri. Understanding the Great Gatsby Curve[J]. NBER Macroeconomics Annual, 2018,
32:333-393.

(33])Fan, Y., J. Yi, and J. Zhang. Rising Intergenerational Income Persistence in China[J]. American Economic Journal:
Economic Policy, 2021, 13(1):202-230.

[34) Fernandez, R., N. Guner, and J. Knowles. Love and Money: A Theoretical and Empirical Analysis of Household
Sorting and Inequality[ J J. Quarterly Journal of Economics, 2005, 120(1):273-344.

[35] Fields, G. S. Exploring Concepts of Social Mobility [A]. Iversen, V., A. Krishna, and K. Sen. Social Mobility in
Developing Countries: Concepts, Methods, and Determinants[ C]. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2021.

[36]Fields, G.S., and E. A. Ok. Measuring Movement of Incomes[J]. Economica, 1999, 66(264) :455-471.

[37]) Galor, O., and D. Tsiddon. Technological Progress, Mobility, and FEconomic Growth [J]. American Economic
Review, 1997, 87(3) :363-382.

[38)Gregg, P., J. O. Jonsson, L. Macmillan, and C. Mood. The Role of Education for Intergenerational Income Mobility :

82



TR TR 20uemm

A Comparison of the United States, Great Britain, and Sweden[ J]. Social Forces, 2017, 96(1):121-152.

(39]Giiell, M., M. Pellizzari, G. Pica, and J. V. Rodriguez Mora. Correlating Social Mobility and Economic Outcomes[ J].
Economic Journal, 2018, 128(612) : F353-F403.

(40)Hassler, J., and J. V. Rodriguez Mora. Intelligence, Social Mobility, and Growth[J]. American Economic Review,
2000, 90(4) : 888-908.

(41)Hassler, J., J. V. Rodriguez Mora, and J. Zeira. Inequality and Mobility[ J]. Journal of Economic Growth, 2007, 12(3):
235-259.

(42)Jintti, M., and S. P. Jenkins. Chapter 10: Income Mobility[ A]. Atkinson, A. B., and F. Bourguignon. Handbook of
Income Distribution[ C]. Amsterdam : Elsevier, 2015.

(43) Jerrim, J., and L. Macmillan. Income Inequality, Intergenerational Mobility, and the Great Galsby Curve: Is
Education the Key[J ]. Social Forces, 2015, 94(2):505-533.

(44)Katz, L. F., and A. B. Krueger. Documenting Decline in U.S. Economic Mobility[ﬂ. Science, 2017, 356(6336) :
382-383.

(45]) Liss, E., M. Korpi, and K. Wennberg. Absolute Income Mobility and the Effect of Parent Generation Inequality: An
Extended Decomposition Approach[J]. European Economic Review, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euroecorev.2022.104359,
2023.

(46) Manduca, R., M. Hell, A. Adermon, J. Blanden, E. Bratberg, A. C. Gielen, H. Van Kippersluis, K. Lee, S.
Machin, M. D. Munk, M. Nybom, Y. Ostrovsky, S. Rahman, and O. Sirnié. Measuring Absolute Income Mobility:
Lessons from North America and Europe[J]. American Economic Journal: Applied Economics, 2024, 16(2):1-30.

(47] Mogstad, M., and G. Torsvik. Family Background, Neighborhoods, and Intergenerational Mobility [ A ]. Lundberg,
S., and A. Voena. Handbook of the Economics of the Family[C]. Amsterdam ; Elsevier, 2023.

(48)Nybom, M., and J. Stuhler. Heterogeneous Income Profiles and Lifecycle Bias in Intergenerational Mobility Estimation[J].
Journal of Human Resources, 2016, 51(1):239-268.

(49])Piketty, T. Theories of Persistent Inequality and Intergenerational Mobility[ A]. Atkinson, A. B., and F. Bourguignon.
Handbook of Income Distribution[ C]. Amsterdam: Elsevier, 2000.

[50]Ray, D., and G. Genicot. Measuring Upward Mobility[ J]. American Economic Review, 2023, 113(11):3044-3089.

(51)Sklar, M. Fonctions de Répartition & N Dimensions et Leurs Marges[J]. Annales de 17 ISUP, 1959, VIII(3) :229-
231.

(52]Solon, G. Intergenerational Income Mobility in the United States[ J]. American Economic Review, 1992, 82(3):393—
408.

(53)Stockhausen, M. Like Father, Like Son? A Comparison of Absolute and Relative Intergenerational Labour Income
Mobility in Germany and the US[J]. Journal of Economic Inequality, 2021, 19(4):667-683.

(54)van der Weide, R., C. Lakner, D. G. Mahler, A. Narayan, and R. Gupta. Intergenerational Mobility around the
World: A New Database[J]. Journal of Development Economics, 2024, 166:103167.

(55)Wang, S., X. Yu, K. Zhang, J. Pei, K. Rokpelnis, and X. Wang. How Does Education Affect Intergenerational
Income Mobility in Chinese Society[ J]. Review of Development Economics, 2022, 26(2):774-792.

83



5%, SR KBRIEANE LRI KBEE T SRR R

Long-term Estimates and International Comparisons of Intergenerational Income
Upward Mobility: A Discussion on the Theoretical Mechanisms and
Characteristic Differences of the Great Gatsby Curve
Z0U Wei, MA Rui-qi

(School of Economics and Management, Wuhan University)

Abstract: Intergenerational mobility portrays a family’s ability to move up or down the
socioeconomic ladder over one or several generations and reflects the state of social opportunity equality.
It is crucial for understanding the dynamic evolution of social innovation, economic development, and
income distribution. However, providing a comprehensive description of intergenerational income
mobility across global economies has been a persistent challenge. This difficulty arises primarily due to
the lack of micro-level longitudinal survey data necessary for estimating intergenerational income
mobility in most developing economies.

This paper introduces a novel method to estimate intergenerational upward mobility without relying
on panel data. This method only requires the marginal income distribution from cross-sectional data. By
parameterizing a Copula with the intergenerational correlation coefficient, it can estimate reliable
intergenerational upward mobility rates. Empirical verification in this paper shows that this Copula-based
estimation method is insensitive to the correlation coefficient, which reflects relative intergenerational
mobility. Even if the correlation coefficient is biased, this method can still yield relatively accurate
intergenerational upward mobility rates without altering the trend of the series. Utilizing annual income
distribution data from the World Inequality Database (WID) and intergenerational education correlation
coefficients from the Global Database on Intergenerational Mobility, this paper estimates
intergenerational upward mobility for 125 global economies. This includes a long-term series of
intergenerational upward mobility rates for 22 economies, spanning cohorts from 1910 to 1992.

The findings indicate that after the reform and opening-up, China has achieved a high and steadily
growing level of intergenerational upward mobility on an international scale. For the 1980-1992
cohorts, the average intergenerational upward mobility rate was approximately 86.16%, exceeding the
global, developed economies, and developing economies’ averages by 23.62, 20.29 and 24.62
percentage points, respectively. Observations of long-term trends in major global economies reveal that
most developed economies, such as the United States, experienced rapid growth in intergenerational
upward mobility for pre-World War II cohorts, followed by a continuous decline for post-war cohorts.
Counterfactual analysis decomposing the trends of intergenerational upward mobility rates for the 1980-
1992 cohorts in China, the United States, Japan, and India shows that the intensification of inequality
since the 1980s has negatively impacted intergenerational upward mobility rates in these countries. The
high intergenerational upward mobility rates in China and India are mainly driven by rapid economic
growth.

Using the estimated global intergenerational upward mobility rates, this paper re-examines the
Great Gatsby Curve. The findings confirm that the downward-sloping curve described by Corak (2013)
is evident among the sample of developed countries. However, the curve is flatter among developing
economies, with no significantly negative relationship observed. This paper briefly explains the various
mechanisms behind the formation of the Great Gatsby Curve and the possible reasons for its different
characteristics across sample types. In developed economies, wage compression means that the
“incentive effect” of inequality is much smaller than its “distance effect” , leading to a more
pronounced negative relationship between inequality and upward mobility. In contrast, the significant
differences in skill wage premiums among developing economies result in higher inequality coexisting
with higher intergenerational upward mobility rates.

The marginal contributions of this paper are as follows. Firstly, this paper verifies the insensitivity
of intergenerational upward mobility rates to relative intergenerational mobility parameters, examining
the robustness and accuracy of the Copula method across a broader sample of economies. Secondly, this
paper calculates the intergenerational upward mobility levels for most global economies, summarizing
the evolutionary patterns of intergenerational income upward mobility across different types of
economies worldwide. Thirdly, this paper tests the existence of the Great Gatsby Curve, revealing
characteristic differences between developing and developed economies. It reviews the mechanisms
behind the Great Gatsby Curve, explaining the characteristic differences from the perspective of skill-
biased technological progress.

Keywords: intergenerational income upward mobility; Copula method; counterfactual analysis;
the Great Gatsby Curve
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