R K FEER (T EALSRZER 20224 2 #134- 147 7T

AR TG 0] 1 BAR E 2D B
SN AR AT k=

ol

) Z 4

o
<

BE. MAZRAR T AL R AR TP aRFRLAGOESEN LN, ERAETHOHERGEE RT F
HAERLL, A TFTRRBEE Z@ LA OMNA, AR LG LR B AR F6hik B84 iR 38 4
PHHER ERLRAARTASTTFRAAFTAGE REMARIETRAAFTEARRZ T GAER, 3 o
R & Efed TR, KM CGSS2010-2017 S W RABOHIEARE AN ZNHKEER $ 2L R
BAFFH IR, PWAAL, PEAORARETERTRAFR T RLARB LS FRIBLG Y w, HKEF
Hr ek ERARBRRANAEERN . RS TREAFZBERERLE Lfa TR OME, B REF
34 Fo RAT R RIR LA AR B,

KER: BARART; 2 ELAHER; RKERLASD; AHFTARE; e

DOI: 10.19836/j.cnki.37-1100/¢.2022.02.013

W [ R A, 2 T K T R[] S A ACAS S A TR A ) BB 2 B 06 T, N AT S D
WA HEJE R BN 1988 451 0.382D EFF 2 2018 414 0.4689 , 7 AE ik M 78 e A - 458 Ak i A
LA, 1995 A F] 2013 AEZ ), E K L R DL 2R 55 s S )R K DL 2 5 97 s B B TR
ZHM 129 EFHE] 1,760 A TR AF , AT N SC AL S L&A, ARBR I o) M % i i At
L AR B AR A — MUBR T S P s kL 2 b R BEE Y 5 0 TSR R AN A A RE 1 XA
N33 DO I o AV S8 A | I 1= 0 1 = ) e 0 s S T 1 R A O T 22 AW ) R e R (A R SR R
SCARBY E XS FACEY 2 R AR K, O R TR AR A BE AR T YRS, PR E S R RS
WF5E & B 76 v E B RE e BT AR b AR PR S Mt e B L <60 S5 EI“80 J5 7. LY A4 [ PR A
23 25 V% ML 48 B B AR PR S R B D ,2000-2009 4E, LA B B RS BR I S ETE E IO,

F R DB BE i 1) 2 B R 0 A5 B A R B RE R A B R I 4B X v BE 97 B 1 i bR o A R R
TR BE 57 3l 1 0 B 7= A 4R R L B T Aol X s 4 BB 57 s 1 A T SR L B T T B AR WS A L % HE
Y R A B 6 1 A — 2 % e [ R BERS Y ETH IR © © | [/ N 0F 5T & B, B H R A

TEFR N XVE 5 IR KL P28 1A 500 (55 2501005 glliu@sdu.edu.en) 5 22858, 11 4R K22 4 0F % Be i 0 5T
A= (B 250100 lictl1@163.com) .

R P EE RS ESE) (R TERFFE1999 455 4 1],

B TR (Ch E AR A AR %), 2019 4E

R FE BT Bh A TR S T AL 1995 -2013) (£ B 2 (1) )2018 R4S 4 191,

SR A0 5+ T S B AR BR MR U 3 PR AR 3 R LB )2 22 5 ) O BN B REAE ) 2017 4EER 3 48

i 7 A5 BRI - R 2 AR BRSO 3 Bl P . 2000-2009) L (G AP 5T 02013 4E56 2 .

Acemoglu D., “Why Do New Technologies Complement Skills? Directed Technical Change and Wage Inequality”, The

Quarterly Journal of Economics,1998, 113(4), pp.1055-89.

Kijima Y., “Why did Wage Inequality Increase? Evidence from Urban India 1983-99", Journal of Development Econom-

ics, 2006, 81(1), pp.97-117.

©0 606

Q

134



PR i 1o e BOR HE R E G KT BR L 3

P A O ] 4 SRTAT B 5 FOG I BB A HE AL 14 2 8 D ] 1 X B A R A 1 4 T i 220w T R AR B
AN PERIE T . B BB RE U O AAR PR T S AR T R RE AR i B 8 1) B B R R 2D A 4R
TE B TT I R 22 8057 3l g A e AR MO 9 RS 2 BRI BB 28 B 50 R B9 25 B, R 8 20 1 52 8 i 16]
PEAE 9 15 B8 55 8l 0 75 SR 1005 BeH AR v O b T 04 ) I (A5 R 55 20 MR L E B 7 BRI B e 4
RE b7 SEBL T ACPR IO 1) RSl s Ah , SR FE A Y R e T A R R AR T B T AR
T BEAXS FACN T GEA G, Sy FAUE TS T S AN - (9 52 4 BRI A5 AR BR R ] i 1) b R R 3R
el D I O B 5 N A 2 e s e M O W TS R S T e v /A 7/
PRI AR TR A0 A B WO 22 BT O [ st U ] LA b 7 2R B 2 B AL 22 B )2 i 3 I A B 22 i . il ot AR ST
WO #f B 3 MrARBR T S 1 L LLER& T WOl A MO 0T A5 5 A 0 L [ Pt 25 22 3 b o7 435 2008 1A QB
WA 9 3 P 23 A7 o T B0 B R 98 20 S 0 4 T T AR BR BP9 8l P 2 AR B 20 3l o WA 4 L A R 52 ol £ o R
b 3 B B AR 2D X AR BRI 80 1 ) B2 W R Sk 2 R0 5 2 2 fE) R R A AR S v A T D e
o LABIH B 3 Sy T2 Bk S 0 (s R v d e Xk DA b R 5T R 2R R R AE SRR 5T R
FEh SR AR RO

PR 22 B 5 38 4 BEIE HL ] . 4R T Becker Al Tomes 857 WA B 3L 3 45 i A5 AL L AC AR 7 H5c KAk H—
A SO A Rl b e 25 T AR B [E) A, 51 A SR A 5 24 L A5 A AR R 2 o R AR )
OB Z AN 7 8 A AL 3 B S QO L 5 Sk 24 2 e B, AR T AR 7] 352 R 28 B 9 e @ L A2 Ao 7
RN 198 AR 38 % 1 Bk i) 25 O A B A AR TR A [T 2K 110 48 e © %, 4 23 3 3 AL AR A N J7 B8 AR 8 % 2 i
FRGIZ RSN . AL, AAC R S A, L A AR AT I BUR AR SO = PR R RS
GEA S B 2l A SR O AR T 2 i B s LS 00,

SR S AT 5C 3 WP 2 Ah 38 DA 3R T LA 42 o A B a3 P o AT B 3 — S AL 23 3 8 P g A 4
Lipset il Bendix 1A Tll Ak 23 38 i e e J2 B 16 450 3 10 48 Jn R B 1) 1 3 2 ©), B 31 0K Tl Ak iy 59
Tl AR BRI S B BB IE T X — WS ©, Chetty F1 Hendren BF5¢ & 30, A0 K 89 31 55
T B0 1 A B B B A MO AAS P 3 VTR Y /NS VT 2 AR 2 AR D KT AR E B K EE 1 ML XA
B ARPR S E D, AL R AN IR R S5 R S RSO S e R A A S S

O RAMEMNE HEEDE CH R 1) BB R I AFAET 2 —k [ b B 250 UEHRE ) . (L BEHF5E 2010 4555 5 9.

® Becker G. S., Tomes N., “An Equilibrium Theory of the Distribution of Income and Intergenerational Mobility”, Journal
of Political Economy ., 1979, 87(6), pp.1153-1189.

@ Becker G. S., Tomes N., “Human Capital and the Rise and Fall of Families”, Journal of Labor Economics, 1986, 4(3),
part2, pp.sl-s39.

@ Cunha F., Heckman J., Schennach S. M., “Estimating the Technology of Cognitive and Noncognitive Skill Formation”,
Econometrica, 2010, 78(3), pp.883-931.

® Cunha F., Heckman J., “The Technology of Skill Formation”, American Economic Review, 2007, 97(2), pp.31-47.

©® Del Boca D., Flinn C.. Wiswall M., “Household Choices and Child Development”, Review of Economic Studies, 2014, 81
(1), pp.137-185.

@ WS E T R (SOEBUR B0 BUASE R AT L) (G B2 (FETD 2010 4E45 3 1],

®  HEEAT KW (O R AL SR A SABRPOL 3h)  (Z B a2 )2016 4555 6 0],

© Lipset S. M., Bendix R.. Social Mobility in Industrial Societies s Berkeley: University of California Press, 1959. pp.11-72.

@ Maas I., Leeuwen M. H. D., “Industrialization and Intergenerational Mobility in Sweden”, Acta Sociologica, 2002, 45
(3), pp.179-194.

@ Chetty R., Hendren N., “The Impacts of Neighborhoods on Intergenerational Mobility II: County-level Estimates”, The

Quarterly Journal of Economics, 2018, 133(3), pp.1163-1228.

135



AR AFFR (FFHLFFRBO

AR B IAR BRI S PE R 4508 OO, Bi R IR A L [ A1 SCHRAR F sl OG T B AR BE A 348 B 3 3 1 1 42
PEAE . Z95ET « RS AY B8 BHIE 98 I LG 3 1 BB D e a5 0 BRI A A BIVIEAG 7 i e A 7 T 5K
BRI 7 AR 7 O ST © 0 0 RE 0 SR A B T IE R0 R A R 0 A5 R R 2 6 £ 3B 1Y 3 2
TR TR AT BEA R, A NZ B 22 ] B RE ™ B R AR . Galor I Tsid-
don Y23 BTN Ry, — S8 1T H AR S AR U B B 1 0 R 3 11 41 $2 v AU Bn R s 1 L B R TR T 2
FRIT A1, A BRI B 1 2 R AR D, Hassler 1 Mora #4) £ 4ix Ml 28 1 T () BRALY 32 5 A5 7
P S Hh TR D A 22 D PR AL AL R AR 1 il FRACAR XS T AR 0 15 3 0 B 24 L (A5 A
BRI Al R L2 B 2Bk TN FERE T, i 8 i AR BRI 2 M © . Aghion 4R G187 o B2 A 1F 2 — A4
il ZEAS T — A Al R R AR B R B ek e AR B I 3l PR L O L 28 BVBUIE 0 E T X — 4518 O,
TERC BT AR B 0 WA R R R bR, BE— 2D R T A s O BRI IR B T HOR
PEA B AT TH VR T (B 0 2200 1 BOR 25 1 77 1) [, B AP 25 14 45 B fid 7 P A5 Al X 42
5 B3 e SR I LA B 152 R 55 B St SN RS B R AL DA T A 55 Bl 0 T 37 B R 7 25 A L AR
PRt sl LR R R

AR SO AR HE A5 68 77 1) 4032 A 40 o3 A A B 3 g e 9 N LATT P A T TR B AT SCRR 2E 4T 4
FE. 6% Hassler Fl Mora BBERIBEAT 31 8, 51 A S RE VI LA i 2 %) LU i £ RE S IR BE 57 3h &
JE AR 98 A e A ASE AR T LA i) B 43 AR AR 3 2B 0 D i R X R B 9 B M S R © R, i o
] B8 B R AT SR AR 36 TR IT T SR ZE AL X AR PR U 3 P 0853 W) A 55 A R L e 3l B R A A A AR )
SBPE . SCE RS HEANT L5 =8 S B AR L B O S e SR AR R B S R BB L S
I SCUESE R 5 M SR SR R A5 SRR

= HEpEA

(—) BRI E

Al e R AL BB FE L AR D SR — S T R e L RE O Bl B B AR A R T E R
TRUER R = H Re 57 sh# . B — P 3R B R SR 25 1 ) e, BER 1 25 2 B B A 1 R B T sl
XiF i A8 57 3 & B R L MR T AR 1 3 Sh AL 2 5 BB RE A 1) 0 B R 1 A R, X
BREo7sh H R TR L, AR LR s LS 2 A4 5 N R B R A5 A B e L B T
A oMb R A 1 RE 95 2 3 T AT B IR A T A 3 R R AR N T AR KO 5 i A G R AR
F e . TR AT GEAIK 52 B A AR S 3 AR AN N2 > RE 6 5 160 B 5 i L 24 R 45 o 4%
PR X BT HT R A 2 >0 R G B 2, A AR N AR AR N T B A B AR 0N, HE I 8 m T AR B 3 sk

O A AR OV B S S ABR A S s ) (ISR 255 02012 455 12 1.

@ Hanushek E. A., Leung C. K. Y., Yilmaz K., “Borrowing Constraints, College Aid, and Intergenerational Mobility”,
Journal of Human Capital s 2014, 8(1), pp.1-41.

©® AR - BEMAE (LW R EIIL) LA B 45 BN A34E . 1990 4F, pp.60-88.

@  Galor O., Tsiddon D., “Technological Progress, Mobility, and Economic Growth.”, American Economic Review, 1997,
87 (3), pp.363-382.

® Hassler J., Mora J. V. R., “Intelligence, Social Mobility, and Growth”, American Economic Review, 2000, 90(4),
pp.888-908.

©® Aghion P., Akcigit U., Bergeaud A., et al., “Innovation and Top Income Inequality”, The Review of Economic Studies ,
2019, 86(1), pp.1-45.

@  Guellec D., Paunov C., “Digital Innovation and the Distribution of Income”, NBER Working Paper, 2017, No. w23987.

® Hassler J., Mora J. V. R., “Intelligence, Social Mobility, and Growth”, American Economic Review, 2000, 90 (4),
pp.888-908.

136



PR 1o e BOR HE R E G KT BR L 3

P, L BRI A .

LAEF=, RB—WEAA 1 B g A N A ARAENE 1, 95 s il A W R 28R 97 sh o
o3 R R 5T Sh MUK B BE 57 sh & Wi Ak b AREAE ¢ — 1 WL 1/2 W ResTsh & 1/2 1Y
457 8h 4 .

AR (DY, =, NRIS, 40 on ¢ BHIRE R 57 2h & M s HL re 95 sh & i L A R 4
RIAKFES 8, B I a9 h BE MM AL, 1/ (1 —p) J& N, FIS, Z | (B ARk

Y, =(N{+A] *S{He (D

)N BN E PR R 2y A THRN v+ g B R AR ST 8h 3 T B E 4R AR EUR , «,

F AR y BIARET  m B ST B RO g AR RA IR o B T 2 N o,

T yig :xy—l—JgJonz (2)
0
i
x,=x,11t+goe, (3

Horp 2, RRTE ¢ B EAR K T/ R AR e BARUEIER 3 . BRI ¢ WA ER K/
TR AR RAE c— 1 WA R RR BB R ZR A AR go . go J& U BRECAR AP T B AR ) 1Y
B B ERIK A PHER R o TRIE L go BR JUHT B AR X B A0 A 75 oK 8 22 L X R R 97 3 Y
NN RE T BOR

2N BAMELS . RBEA NN T BEA K i AR N I AR R A 1y 22 D e s (4%
Benabou W A F1 AR R #2 D, I H 54k R

h,=(1—8)h, ,+L,(0,) 5

Horbon, R FRANTTEARBAKT by AN AR 7,6 RN EAfFRITIHAE,L,
SR NN 3] 22 Ty sl e 5 I i ok A 25 2T BB 10, RIS N I A . AU T AR PR, AR
9N DA B AS A0 0 N 0 A A i W s B RE 97 sh & IS AR IR0 N 1 B AR A i b,y TR AR
e 57 sh & IR AR BRI N ST AT Th s ELh oy = h o B AR I 1 50 R B P, 75 2 3T (137 1R
HZ B RRAE N ) A B R o B B, A BEAS A FR SRR TS A T g

MR N2 T RE 12 KA, B0, BEAL S A o O 1 4 70 B o o He o ks 2 2 BE ) AR 7 2T BE T &
e 57 dh 2 MR HCRE 55 3 & 05 AU 20 3004 g o Mg LU BB 27 I BE IS N IR o ATy 20 3l 02 i o
> RE S AR AT 8 0 AR B IR go B2 T BE IS4 Horh vy <<a<<1. A[RIZERS7 3 E JFAUNTI %
AREZWME 1 PR,

x1 ARALBEHNNERANEAREER

Fer 15 ¢ WA IR AT
T e A B 079 2% T B ) R AR San (1=8)h, 1 +ago
5 e A 3 0 12 S )R 18 =g =8k, 1+ 780
B e 2 30 % 19 89 2% ) fig 1R IR S (1—3)h, 11 +ago
{EGHE 55 30 % 00 62 7 B S0 J AR =g (1—0)h, 1, +7g0

LD J b R RE DT Zh & 1 o ) RE IR ART i BB DY B 191K > e 1SR ARE 22 R Y go s

@ Benabou R.., “Heterogeneity. Stratification, and Growth: Macroeconomic Implications of Community Structure and School
Finance”, American Economic Review , 1996,86(3), pp.584-609.

137



AR AFFR (FEH-LFFRBO

. (A=) g —h, )
_ pa—

M go>D " B AT R E AR ST sh B K T B R AR KB RE ST sh B i 2 Re I R AR A )
PEART

(O BERLK i

BRI e KA Al B AN PSR 5 — , TR AR R R R ST B A 0 B e B T, TR R A AR
R AR ST Al . R Y R B 5T B A I N T AR KO R R Al T ST A B U RAS BRI Al )
TR . Al Fie AR 25 4 a0 (6) 3K, Horbroo Rl s, 43 S AK 12 B 55 3h 2 A0 s 44 RE 97 2h 3 1 T %%
T (h), A AR i B35 3 & 35 B S AT B DI RAS | 2 8 1 B8 55 3h 3 A0 WA B Wk e 8%

>

(5

max (N/+A SOV —wy N, —ws.,S,—T (h). (6)
FE R f5e R ACKT , 57 20 7 19 19 B SR 0 B = i, )
wy, =Fy,=(N{+A] eSHC e No P
ws, =Fs, =(N{+A 080l eSe! (®)
A 2L A5 R TR 2R R 57 3l ) R SR AR Z Lo
Sr W, /(=1
M_A&QJ (9

X T 0 OGS BT R ] SR 45 3

Lnﬁ_pfanwN—i_LnA (10)

W 25 AR A S G 0 I Gl X R B R 3 RO R R 5 el 0 B R 3 A
S,

A N T3 AR K TR ol 5 55 o 1 85500 2 A8 4l 5 75 6 7R 300 o 9 A 2 i
PRI VAR T 0035 80 # RO B L BB 97 0, A% SCoR 04 (R B A 55 3 2% 10 U5 AU b 5 B A 95
FE SO AR IR ) 1 050 . 85 B 9 33 005 PR 4 R 9 3 3 2 S AR 1 R W TR A A AR
W B E AR 2R 2 R

%m>wt%>mW%ﬁ*ﬂi%%ﬁ%ﬁWMW%%M¥ﬁmLﬁﬁ%m$o%N%%
A

8 0< gD L {82 5T RE I 19 5 B3 5 U5 OO A VAR R T 2 3T R O IR B R 9 B
T AR 00 A3 VAR 52 R 6 A LA 2 30l 7 AT B T B S A AR A s ol 2 0 o £
A 85 2% T i 3 0 5 4 R 37 80 0 A 01 25 57 BB 0 10 5 B A 95 0 % U5 X 9 L 2 16 46 — R 40 ME6 3%
SEENH M7 ST 1 PO 5 BERE 97 2 3 . R A 2 AR PR 1) L33

W go=D " A2 ST HE T 1 85 B 25 8 2 05 A 19 A 3 V6 AN T T 8 2 5T fiE ) i 1 B RE 95 B
HEAR I A1 BEA AT T 55 5, A A2 5 B X TAR A7 ¥ A B 2 B W A R L

R HEA R B B 0 B AR X1 0 95 30 8 B R M R P %+, < S,

b an MR AE S B 0 5 0 R 5 AR 0 B 35 30 4 5 9 4 10 162 )
R 1 5 1 — 8 0 O 4 5 35 30— WSS WL 1 16 5 95 30 % (R B i 0 T 38 20
W58 5 g <S, <1 BTATS B 0% 3 3 8 85 55 39 00 1% 3 00 1R 4
L 90 5 R 55 208 P AR R 61 1030 7 47 £ R B 1 30

138



PR 1o e BOR HE R E G I BR A 3

£5 b AR AR SO PSR -

Hy - BOR B4R THUBR T 3l 1 5

H, QRS 28 307X 3 A A5 DU 58 1T 50 At 2 4 5 6B Al 17 1k e % T 2 A
BRSSO B ol 0 T B e R O e <L R NG 5 N i D O | B9 A L DO R AN S
R TR

| KAEAR A R E 5 KRB

() BERLB E
TG UEH AT AL XA ANARBRIPOIE 5 3l 1 52 00, )20 A EHE 5 48 03 2% VLB A0 AR DG B, 34 A9 41
Vo 25 A TR 2 I OC R L N Yok F 2 2 AR M AR A S AT A T O, MR Al SCRRIE 43 HT L B S L 36 U B R
R S IARER B A 3 P A LR A
ISET1,; =B, +B, ISEI_F,; +3, TFP,; +3,ISEI_F, * TFP; +8. X, tuy Tu,;ISEI_F;+e; (11)
HA ISET JREA U j BT B UL E Br At 2 4 5% #4372 35 %X (International Socio-Economic In-
dex, ISEI08) , H: 24~ NHRAMY b A7 A AR B AR 5 . Bt Ganzeboom AR5 B A LB H 5528 G 16 b5 it
AR R Bz s T ARBR L R E AT s th O, ISET_F, je e 6y j t 7R iSRRI
ISET, B, 5 A AU XS AR 52wl 1 [8 2 R34 . TFP ;02 48 20-30 2 Z 8] Fr 724 1y Y B R
- ¥9ME 1l DEA-Malmquist 77543 209 TEP 850k B & . AR 17 SCHLS 43 17 o B AR I 28 X BRI
Sl 14 52 Wi = B o R R PR A s BRI R L B E S N TR AR TR AR 2 2 R, X B e ] — At
£ 20-30 % 2], ISEI_F,; x TFP 2RO A ISET 5 FUAE 20-30 % Z (0] fr kb 44 1y 19 B2 AR ik
A E A2 R BT, FRATT TR R8s AT, AR B,y 1E  BE B R FE 2 3 58 1 ACAR WL X 7R
RN 14 52 0 o U)o A 3 20 B AT AR B U Bl e 5 G 2R 35 A A U B R R 3 26 0k 55 1 AC AR 3 7 AR 1
SO W E ARG R THRBR I s i . X et A8 i A 46 AU I AR IR TR B F F R AR
S R ot G AR AR B 2R AE B 2 [ E AR R A0 s 2 Bl A 1 A2 A 1Y B ATL AR ER A3 e,
2 AR % 7~ AR HRNY 1) 52 0 B 4 103 78 AL 1 BE DL A S8 00 e A N2 T I BEALAKN. . R 2 78 6
PCSREIE T BuY 5N

®2 TEHRARMBMESIT

e A5 i3t 1t B FURIIE(ED - E T o 2 fe/ME SN
ISEI FARIN 4773 39.258 20.159 11.010 88.960

ISEI_F ACARHR 4773 27.070 20.747 11.010 88.960
TFP AR 4773 0.001 0.029 —0.065 0.113
Age ERAWCES 4773 34.864 3.556 30 44

@  Singer J. D., “Using SAS PROC MIXED to Fit Multilevel Models, Hierarchical Models, and Individual Growth Models” ,
Journal of Educational and Behavioral Statistics, 1998, 23(4), pp.323-355.

@ Ganzeboom H. B. G.. “A New International Socio-Economic Index (ISED) of Occupational Status for the International
Standard Classification of Occupation 2008 (ISCO-08) Constructed with Data from the ISSP 2002-2007”, Annual Confer-
ence of International Social Survey Programme, Lisbon. 2010, 1.

@ WSCEE EER P E RS AR S 5 3 A AT ——CGSS 15 CLDS 18 4 B 5 T %08 19 28 363 98 ), 4 FILHE 55 ) 2015 4
94,

@ SRR Ol R AR R B B M AR T MO 22 ) O BN B R )2017 4RSS 3 M,

139



AR AFFR (FEH-LFFRBO

gR2

AR 44 A5 1 Ut B PURIIE(ED 4 E b 2 H/ME PN
Age F AR 4773 60.264 3.491 45 65
Eduy FRZHTER 4773 11.149 3.878 0 20
Party AT R 3 5L 4773 0.175 0.380 0 1
Gender F AR 4773 0.475 0.499 0 1
Hukou P28 5 4773 0.475 0.499 0 1

P 1 Z im0 1 AN [ A AR 3 7 AR A AR 2 WO+ 25 057 A9 155 0l AT 0, 1 2R T 1970 AR A A
8 A, IR [l e 2 28 5 M A7 415 K80 1 329 (B A 7 B AR B9 7K P L B 3 A 2 4 0 g, 7 XA F
S HR M A i e 72 L T T AP M 7 i K U 22 T A Gt i B T el e BB 7 b I 22 5
Ho R e e = b AL AT 0 A S L2 U e RE A S B PR 1 RS .

LTt SRR

7

Bk B

1970 1975 1980 1985
TACH ARGy

A AR ($916) o SARHMYE (MH)

BT R [E] H A A AR AN A AR R A7 A% Ak
VR TR AR BRI CGSS2010—2017 47 K4 3148 &y 45 3] |

3 AT A LUK AR PG S DA AR T AR e A o A S B . R AR, A 2 56 00 19
ACARAE WO 337 B9 F = o T AUAE Jo 2 HROL B )2 9 LG 51 ) I o e o 2006 B TR E 2
R B 2 MR AL e 4 . A FE T A I A St DX A AR A 1 A i BN 4 2 67 7 i IR 2 1 L A B o
AR 4500 AR 700, T PG 0 DX A AR A T AR IR A 2 3t 67 78 B i 2 B HE B v T A IR K P AL
A FARI 3 7 67 D0 F1 34 06 . 7R i X 7 ACHR MY 75w BB J2 9 L 491 o v 37 78 30 4t DX 4 R K
o BT AR AR DA B 2 Lo IO A B 2R B B . BAOK R A EARBRER L 2%
FEFREL DA 0. 73, AP FH H X 4514 0. 83 F 0. 63, AR B M X ACBR I B MK V. B 3 U
BT 73 358 2Rk DX A0 BV A A0 A DR vy i IX L e S5 U P B L K 5 AR AR B R A — 3O,

2 Xu
D pr = X AP YR i, AP YR S 5 A

DX

@ X AR R (AT SIS P E AP R S (LT (FETD )2018 AR5 3 .

140



PR 1o e BOR HE R E G I BR L 3

x3 AR ABRERW S

£ IR X TG Hh X
Rl b 57
AR RN AR TR LR TR
11-19 0.56 0.20 0.45 0.07 0.67 0.34
20-29 0.17 0.32 0.22 0.31 0.14 0.30
30—39 0.07 0.11 0.09 0.12 0.05 0.08
40-49 0.03 0.08 0.04 0.10 0.02 0.06
50-59 0.05 0.11 0.07 0.15 0.03 0.06
60-69 0.05 0.07 0.06 0.09 0.03 0.05
70-79 0.05 0.07 0.06 0.11 0.05 0.06
80—89 0.03 0.05 0.03 0.05 0.02 0.05
2 TR AL 0.73 0.83 0.63

DB R 5

A NJZ T T E 258 4 204 (CGSS)2010,2011,2012,2013.,2015,2017 4F A B8 . M9 KRk
AR, JRAT TR A A T B 3 S B AT A R TR A A SR AT e M. R RIS NBRL By )2 7E 30
& VLG ARG E B FARAE IR TE 30 2 LUT /A, BIBRACSE AR R AE 65 5 DL 1 44, [R] s S 9k SC
BT P e SRR S S0 I R AR DN T R R TG R L T A O B

A0y )28, F DEA-Malmquist J5 200 5 47 R 352518 850, FH B 7= 1 80 2 DL 1978 45y JL 3 1 45
4 GDP LPR{E A NFEARMIT 5, ARG LR EFH RS HEFED L 9. 6% FEAYTHFE, FA
TEA LA 1978 4F R ] 95 sk BUZ A& 0y a4t 2 B stk A B . 80088 Sk U T Gl v [ 60 4R G839 BT
2 )¢ r I TR PN A R A B s Bkl 1952 -2004 )¢ H E [ PN AR R A B S R 1952-1995) R K&
R E G AR S ) N4 Iy G AR % . DO EE BRAE 1997 A4F DA A B ok 2 L 591 Bk =0 B 4540

A RAEERE 5T

(—) K56 28 03 7 WL ER 85 1) 15 S s g

MR 55 3503, 15 el “ caterpillar” T UL AG: 56 41 1) 28 S5, BP 4% 25 21 A9 BRI 3 47 B J2 09 4 1
MBS, HE2 B0, L8 =8 5 AREE AT AR RE A GO i) R IR B A
AR A S5 (AT 1 ) i 5 v 0 0 2 3 O 5 R B AN R VAT 7 B R i AP e e L 8 0% R R OK A
SR o AV S A= R R b 4 R A S R =

LYK, ik 7 FEAIAL (Null ModeD) B iE A~ AT g 35 21 09 Bl Hi A7 79 A8 S5 b ply 4 22 S (R A
NI AR A8 03 R[] ) 1 8 04 B A9 A 56 JIF 78 48 40y 2 S0 B0 358 19 35 S 807 B E 8 85 9 A 56 1CC (Intra-
Class Correlation) , ZEAIHL [l T 45 5 43k 4 From , BRI -9 (60 38. 33, U7 22 40 T 45, 4
2500 369. 74, M2 18] Jr 2224 30. 38, #E 1M AT LATH5 i 45 43 18] i 58007 L 491 B ICC 2y 7. 59 %6 . 45 4 I 4K
N R 92. 41 % . e F Z B Oy N R B T A BT Ik B A B b A7 25 57, X A 22 s B T A
NEEARBOL I ZE 250 7.59% .

@ BRE A TRE MG E A PR BB A AR B A S0 1952-2000) (2 BT )2004 SRS 10 .

141



AR AFFR (FEHLHFRBO

&
2 i F
ﬁ@%}
= @EKEL
g %%{ {
o e IR )
“ - .;_‘IJFE HK D]
= ¥ e A=
g L [EE=EFTT ]
A\m (=} ’y’:lwm 7T = J_
(25| [T
& g HomE 'Y
R { { {
S - } 1 -
(') 1'0 2'0 3'0
HEF
T4 AR EEBIRE
EipEg g E¥44 1 2%
ISEI 38.335 1.107
Fiti AL 55 L k-3 % d B 22 B %)
J29% 2— 3N 30.379 7.592
EY 11— 369.740 92.408

DR 30 B A XA B 7t 3V 1 52 1

5 B D B RIAEER 55 (DB LA SEFT [01E 4528 R ACACHY 7 45 K05 UL
AL TR RO W I IEAR O . HOR 2D 5 AT A7 45 %1 52 B R Ok B, HAE 520 KSR
F o AT BORPEDFEAR 1 AC AR A3 X - AR HR D 3t 437 99 52 i BB R 20 4R T 1 AU PR it s k.
R X TR0 R BONIE G St @ 7 7 AL 7 . #2042 B i R 25 2R 2R, 1R
AR, R4t 23 i A7 8 BOB R  ACHUAR I AR R O M 2 i AR /N LA 8 35, AU 2 20 K -F
Xt IR A AT S0 25 T 1) S 552 R KRR , I M {37 45 BB L AR 75 D 58 B0 ARG R
A RVA- AR T 5 4 Wl B o AW =) AR 3 o VA 4 N I A Il B B A AR 5 - YA 4

x5 BARHFESHARBARBOZm (S ELEER@DT)

M (2) (3) 4 (5)

E3 ISEI ISEI ISEI ISET ISEI

AR 5 g/ Il 4 RFF

ISET F 0.048 " 0.059° 0.031 0.054" 0.026
(0.016) (0.025) (0.025) 0.016) 0.031)

S — ~1.275 —2.182 ~0.315 —1.357 0.245
(0.604) (0.503) (0.813) (0.506) (1.335)
TP 22.038 62.506" " —26.327 22.730" —13.728
(16.284) (17.040) (22.919) (12.632) (41.338)

A 0.157 " 0.212° 0.098 0.183 " 0.178
8¢ (0.065) (0.118) (0.080) (0.085) 0.109)

142



BRI i 1o e BOR HE R E G I BR L 3

gRs
(D (2) (3) 4 (5)
AR ISEI ISEI ISEI ISEI ISEI
EFEA 5k Pk Ik BH ekt
A P -0.021 —-0.069 0.055 —-0.031 —-0.031
£¢- (0.086) (0.132) (0.078) (0.107) (0.110)
—-36.772""" -36.521""" —-36.178""" —35.186""" —34.336"""
Edu_levell
(1.022) (1.484) (1.578) (1.178) (4.906)
-32.304""" —33.044"" -31.391"" -31.699"" -31.091"""
Edu level2 _
(0.957) (1.197) (1.468) (0.927) (5.095)
. —23.742"" -24.410" -22.634 " -24.358"" -20.959""
Edu_level3 - =
(1.035) (1.405) (1.631) (0.910) (5.868)
—-8.716 """ —10.850""" —5.940""" —-8.895""" -9.313"
Edu_level4 8.716 8 ’ 8.89 _ 313
(0.915) (1.407) (1.105) (0.897) (5.024)
Part —-0.598 —1.331° 0.588 —-0.270 —1.469
ary (0.542) (0.800) (1.105) (0.664) (1.349)
2.021""" 1.405 2,493 0.128 5.998 """
Hukou ~
(0.557) (1.034) (0.718) (0.627) (2.300)
. —-0.623 —-0.963" 0.301
Gender
ander (0.410) 0.497) (0.611)
. 56.232""" 56.925""" 53.351""" 57.247""" 52.898"""
Constant
(4.934) (6.846) (5.072) (5.874) (8.616)
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
it HIL 355 7 2 W5y
2 2 % 0.00194 0.00241 0.00184 0.00172 0.00484
21 800 219.919 230.207 203.990 243.937 148.523
N 4773 2554 2219 3364 1393
Number of groups 27 27 27 27 26

E B IKY Edu 53 °M Edu_levell sEdu_level2 ,Edu_level 3. Edu_leveld s Edu_level5 T35, 70 B R R ZHE KF
HNFE RN B R R O R D R CREFEARR DL L BIE G LURAE AR DL Oy R, $E
SRR RBONRRERAEZ, T T O IR 1.5 % 10 % 1 BE K MBS RER . FFE.

X5 A HE D 52 0 AR RO 3L S0 1R AT 20 RE A B S BV 20 A L SR AR 5 A (- (S Bl IR . B
O BIRNES (351 7351 09 F A AN L PR AR B A T 25 28 . o0 B A B 53 PR AR |y S AR 7 45 7 AR
b AL A AR S T PEREAS BT T PR RO ACBR I S PR T k. PR AR [ 45 R o, SR
55 ACACHR b A7 45 B 22 FLI AR RO B, HLAE 120 B9k b 3, BT BOR B A0 B 35 AR 1 5 1A AR
MRl i 7 i 00k Al i 7 i 5 0 2 s BIVBOR AP 3 T AR IR B . e PR AR ] T 4
IR L BOR 5 ACACHR b A3 i B A0 58 HL IR KO B, (ER R B3 U TR A X e M AR PR IR
SRR AN R . RTRE A D DR R T A T R BT R T I A e R S R 2D T B AR P A
H T AT Ml ) F AR BE 28 X 55 44 57 2l 2 B9 5 Wi R T 0 2t 57 3 3 R L A SCARN g BE AR X
L LA A 38 55 F X LT A A 8 L TR A 3 5 e e PE AR R AL SR BRI R i DL 55 (O IR (5)
173 590 R SR AR R BEA B A TH 45 SR . b SR FE AP 5 SCARR Y 3t A3 4% KA 58 L30T Z B0AT A R
A 0 AR T Al B AR A A ARl it A3 T A Bt A87 1) 5 0 L2 , X AT R A 19 5 S 3L B
TR T WBREAR A ACPR I S L X A RS BEAS B AR B 3L sl Pk 52 AN I 38 . R RE ARG LI AE T L 3R

@ Chase L. D., “A Comparison of Men’s and Women’s Intergenerational Mobility in the United States”, American Sociologi-
cal Review, 1975, pp.483-505.

143



AR AFFR (FEHLHFRBO

I A ) 3t DXBE AR BE AP 848 L AR A T B TP R SR M X B T AR AR R AR 32 2 R DN
6 2 /N AL (OLS) B MIHZE R, 53R 5 MZ5 18 RECHE L, BORIED B E FRAR T 5 Pk

AASCAR IO Xt 7 A B9 52 0, 58001 55 A A B A B U Bl P, 2 1 A9 A B 3 3 P A AN 2 3 5 TR
I, B BE AL 0 2 AR T S BRURE AR S AR MY X A M A9 2 Wiy 3890 SRR A B AR B 3t 8l 1 T S
S REAS B AP S PEAE A 3%

&6 BR#E DS IR ERER L7 30 B #20m (OLS [E13)

[@D) (2) (3 (4) (5)
AR ISEI ISEI ISET ISET ISEIT
Stz 51 otk I Vi)
0.047""" 0.059 """ 0.031 0.050""" 0.038
ISEI_F
(0.014) (0.020) (0.020) (0.017) (0.029)
—-1.330""" —-2.086""" —0.448 —-1.364""" -0.297
TFP *x ISEI_F
(0.370) (0.495) (0.561) (0.415) (1.339)
TEP 21.640 60.788""" —24.400 22.558 —-12.840
(14.182) (19.766) (20.716) (16.736) (31.351)
57.244"" 58.625""" 50.628""" 59.012""" 55.420"""
Constant
(3.938) (5.620) (5.550) (4.939) (7.714)
i A Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 4773 2554 2219 3364 1393
R-squared 0.452 0.426 0.491 0.385 0.314

()RR RS 4

DX IR 2 SR AR A PR BEA T A B, 1 X A R Y R R U SRR AT B, 1 ] DEA-Malmquist 75 %
THE A F AR H8 B (R AT A% 3) e TFP $8850, 45 R 3R 7 Jos 465 (D 8102 DL e FE AR 47 1]
VB 22 J2 E MR AG 45 2R i BOR BE 2D 55 ACARHRD b 3 i B 4 58 B30T 3 B4 2R o  BOR R A0 25
AERACARHR Y 437 36T 7 FRHRMY A7 B 2w B 7 ARBREROL S sl v . 28 (2) SRS (3) 51 25 R 7w, R ik
A R AR 55 A S AR b e (57 X6 T AR b A5 By 52 00 3 m 55 4 R AR BR 3 1 L 35 () Z N3 (5) 91 45 2R o
TR EIMIREREAS B ACPR L B XA BEAS B R M A 23, SRS A2 ie — 2L

F7 BARFSHREBRLRIORm(REERE—)

[@D) (2) (3) 4) (5)
75 ISEI ISEI ISEI ISEI ISEI
AR 51k Pk I B i)
0.076""" 0.099""" 0.047" 0.085""" 0.016
ISEI_F
(0.020) (0.030) (0.027) (0.019) (0.032)
—-1.836""" —-2.603""" —-0.997"" —-1.950""" 1.416
TECH * ISEI_F
(0.439) (0.325) (0.466) (0.336) (1.594)
39.017""" 66.974""" 8.068 28.484"" 12.624
TECH
(10.658) (12.863) (14.479) (12.784) (39.099)
56.084""" 55.097 """ 55.547""" 57.398""" 52.310"""
Constant
(4.786) (6.919) (4.848) (5.791) (8.403)
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

144



PR i 1o e BOR HE R E G I BR L 3

&gR7
(D (2 (3 (4) (5)
A5 ISEI ISEI ISEI ISEI ISEI
AR I Z WA PRAT
5 il AF Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Fifi HL A ES Wi
2 2 3N 0.00233 0.00275 0.00198 0.00219 0.00459
2 1 %08 219.729 230.127 203.888 243.611 148.385
N 4773 2554 2219 3364 1393
Number of groups 27 27 27 27 26

HWH RS E i s i R 2R o e b I 28 % ol B B ) I A7 AR RO 55 3l 1 i # . 4 D5
RETEEX MM A B G2 AT 17. 7% O, b A fsh A0 & B A1 10062 %, BT LUA 45
B2 B 57 2 S T s AR 1 . CGSS TR 4 th A X AN P 1H I B8 1Y AH B 1) 3, A SO [
P A B ) 3 O A P T — A X/ B/ B GO B REAS Sy BT R AEAT 3 A . R 55 e A I A
A AR AL REAR T A AR b A7 6T AR b 57 79 52 0, 345 SR AE 5 V0 7K R B 3 TR R A 4
PEREA BRI A B2 . TERIBR T 978 I sh R F T AU S ie kA 3% . e,
oA B AR R S D AR B, i 1R 25-30 B Z B R 7E 48 17 19 TFP $5 80y P 3 1Tk 50
RICAERIRR B E D,

IO ) A 56 15 AR D AR B Ml 3t 3l 458 =X ) 52

Hi bR 1 25 BT A BOR G A R T AR X 5~ AR A9 52 i, 35 m 7 AR PR i 2 o L (H 2, B2
S0 IE 5 AR R A5 ) 5 RE i 160 11 A v 12 B8 57 3 I 75 5K A B8 A0 R PSR R A R I R R TR B T
X B A2 5 i 5~ AR 1] b 3 3 R ) TR R Bl B0 A R AT AR 6, BV I 5 AR A R AR AR AT PR
6] b 3 Sl A1) T U Sl ) I O AR St SR R ARL AN T .

Mobility,; =v,+7v, TFP,;,+7.X,+0, (12)
Horb  Mobility ; 1 j A BT BIACER BR3P, 4 2R 74 A BRI 3t 57 48 K0T AC AR M A7
FEEC MAEFEACBR WO ) B3 Mobility ;2 15 G034 WO A7 48 H0 s T ACACHR I A7 45 %5, )
FEAEACBR B 6] T 5 3 s Mobilizy; 2 =15 Q0 2R — 3 A0 ), WA 27 28 AR PR WOl i 3l . Mobility; 1 0.
TFP; BFi 78 20-30 & Z [T ab & 0y j 1 TEP $8 800 V35908 , X, M F il A8 7 45 FARAFE IS L AL
FRAF IS \FARZ ZE AT SR 5 Bt A 1200 A 0 45 . SR A AR A 7 BRI b A7 45 4
B 2 BURRZE AW A 2 & Az 1) B sh s R sh B LU [l 05 w2 i % i B J2 Excereme ;o 1
FACAALAE IR A7 48 8 L2 80 T )2 Extreme ;28 1, 5 Wh 0,0, R AL

# 8 N IIAZER 5 (DB 555 (DO B R e it o 118 20-30 % Z 18] i 4648 1 19 7 4 F R it 45
PAAC AR T W s By J2 B R AR 047 20 BT, 45 28 s FORFE A8 [l g 3 m 1 7~ AQ I 1) b 18] 3 30 19 41
., HPNH5 G F R MRS 18 25-30 2 Z 8] i 76 48 0 1 7 X BOR 3E 28 1% 13 25 51 0% AL
R A 0 i B S A Ay 4 il A8 s S A [, 5 (3D RIS (6) 812 LA TR 25-30 % Z [H] Fif E 44 1y 1) F- 34
BORBE AL Sy figp B2, S| B ACARAE AR o ML B 2 O RE A2 B B [l 45 28 . 0 B & B, F R E A0 () i 34
(1 o A A1V 1 O ) A ) O 77 S == D S o I = 2 SO 0 N R S B E 5 7 N7 P2 2D I A 7 A e

@ PP EH O RCAR B 55 3 1 AT L« L2 R 502019 AR5 6 1.
@ [H R A SRR R R L T LB R AR R

145



AR AFFR (FEH-LHFRBO

P A 52 080 3 AN AT 3 o 2 A 2 ) 52 B i 1) 4 9 0 o= 52 RE 5 80 0 b a7, L3 i B AR 20 S EOAYR TH R
PR 2 R FQ B 3L S0 P B A S 20 1) 3 2 R 5 1) [ B 52 4% 1 4
® 8 AL R BRI B K B 08

@ ] e | ® w | ® ] ®
ﬂl“—\‘i O > — N 7 > —
BRI N g (— 1 BRI FiR3h (D
10.341"" 8.006"" 9.037"" 8.240" 6.575" 7.704""
TFP
(4.345) (3.646) (3.622) (4.245) (3.551) (3.521)
0.073 1.240 0.810 3.800"" 5.187""" 4.858"""
Constant
(1.947) (1.880) (1.944) (1.887) (1.821) (1.884)
i AR Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 4058 4773 4204 4058 4773 4204

P9 ST REAS I S P (1 VA S5 R O AR ACAR D A i B T2 9 52 i 328 ISR A 1 i B J= B R AR

o LA 25-30 %2 2 [6) Fr 7245 173 1P B9 H R B85 o i B AR 4

GERER CEARAS B E RS T

55k AR AS QB 1] b A1) R 3 Sl AR T 2o M R R R AR B S N 3 L i e B SR
A 5 [0 3 32 08 T P AR Sl B AR A 1) A B e 8l P ] I i 4 1 R T T X M R R A AR A B R T
F o ARSCI Ty o TR S T LS SR O Tl G 2 A R A A B R R AP R P AR Tl R
R AL 57 30 1 B v B9 AT M BOR BE AP 248 o i R BE 28 51 % (9 5 4 RE B 52 (9 38 5 A B 387 TH AR
SRR G, 8 A A A A 2 AR P L Bl P 52 R 28 IR W B/ o A L SCARN T BEAR X 2 LY
i A B 55 T X8 )L 7 i 1% 3, S BOBOR FE A5 52 Wi N ) W8 A A% 3 B BIL R %) 2o L B i /s o Xk R R A
PR 1 55 B ) BEA HEAT R PE ARG 55 L S5 IR K AR B D

®9 BARBFESIABRIRL R EX B 200 (R RS T)

D \ 2) \ 3 4 5) 6) \ 0 8)
AR PR TR (=D BRI B3 sh (D
LiRis /ol b E7 Vegn) 5% pr g I RAT
P 11.034" 6.906 8.835" 6.247 | 10.712° 4.619 6.855" 10.116
(5.080) | (5.055) | (3.829) | (10.226) | (4.933) | (4.921) | (3.7200 | (9.639)
o 0.734 1.078 0.877 10.752° | 4.707" 5.278" 4658 | 16.378°"
(2556) | (2.974) | (2107 | (5.586) | (2.468) | (2.899) | (2.037) | (5.437)
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
o A2 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 2241 1963 2999 1131 2241 1963 2999 1131

N G5BT

ST BT B 2 HOR IR B9 Ty 1] £ S R i 1] PRI ST v B BE 55 8l 1 B B AL R ot T R e T
ARHRMY 16 B 3 8 B WL 2 5 BOAR AL R B ey T3 TH R B AR T AR FARA D AR R R 1
SEMAREAR S 27 2T BE T A AR X BBk T, AR 1) A1) R s O BE R AR . SIS A B H R
HEREAR T AT B JZ= 08 5~ FCHRMY B 2 A2, 50 5 AR B 3t 80 5 B AR 28 200 1) D 1) 60 3 32 X 3l 2 D

@ [H R A 5 SRR R R L T LB R AR R

146



PR i 1o e BOR HE R E G KT BR L 3

FAEREAS B A PR O 3l [R) kA 45 4 P S35 4 v 1 SRR I A g L R 1) T AL S0 B9 R R X R
AL AMEREA SO I AN B35 . AT RE A LR | AP [ 7 SO T 2 00 SR BBCEE T 8 2 o S il A A
A F2 B PR T U 0 R B RE 5 8l O oR 32 A P R SRR DX ARl DXCROR E AP 248 A PR
B L SZ R AL S W /)N 5 45 G TRI N, 4 rp 7 o TN B BOR R 20 O I 1 55 2l 2 BRI T 22 i B i i oz i
1113 55 P 55 Bl 3 A5 5 22 1 i) L 3 sl B BIL 2 o T 2 1R 57 Sl i L R AR XD

T LI EAFFEAEIE . 51 H DU B SER 78 58— o o I SR G 25 R AR R L ok 1 S i 8 B A TS
O3 AR RS B BE A T A5 7 BIAH M X FEA A M X R A7 A Ik B B L 3 ) BLAR AL LA fR Ak
AT TR AL SR A A AR R AR A 1 XA AR U S M 5 E L 55 B A P AT HE g 2R
AR 35 S AT oMb )™ v B AR B ISR 380 0k 2R AT b e 2 BB 57 B B4 7 SRR SR A L DA T
TE 2 o AT A 7 R W Rl 4 e 2o MO ARBR I s P o 58 IR AN AR W8 . FoR BE AP B g
i 10 P38 0T e 12 BE 57 Bl 2 B AL T X i 26 13 1 BB 55 Bl 2 7 5K L LA A A i 2 RE 05 3 & 45 T
L RERR AR AR Ml 0 55 DISCAS i A 22 0 DR A R 9 ) I i e AR Bm R sl M o 5% =, B g 2% TR 3 X 4
AHHF M, FTWKEd THHE AR S HTAR A GEAR RS2 BR, 251 % 20 I8 59 1CBR 1% 13 7]
B TE I o T BB HE A R AL 2 20 5 T2 3L S A3 0 T DL g 23 1N S E AR N ) BEA
AR YIS0 1 i A B 7 e O

The Orientation and Speed of Technological Change and Intergenerational Occupation Mobility

Liu Guoliang Li Chaoting
(School of Economics, Shandong University, Jinan 250100, P.R.China)

Abstract: Technological change impacts intergenerational occupation mobility through its direction
and speed. There are more high-skilled occupations when technological change is skill-oriented,
which provides more opportunities to be employed as high-skilled labors for persons whose fathers
are low-skilled labors. Besides, high speed technological change increases intergenerational
occupation mobility through the substitution of new knowledge for old knowledge. This decreases
the importance of family background relative to personal ability for human capital accumulation. Per-
sons with high ability whose fathers are low-skilled labors have more opportunities to achieve
upward intergenerational occupation mobility and persons with low ability whose fathers are high-
skilled labors may experience downward intergenerational occupation mobility., Using data from
CGSS2010-2017 and province-level data, we get two conclusions. The first is that technological
change increases social mobility for men and people in urban areas, it not only increases upward mobil-
ity but also increases downward mobility for men and people in urban areas which indicates that the direction
and speed of technological change works at the same time. The second result is that there is no significant
effect of technological change on social mobility for women and people in rural areas. It is necessary to in-
crease investment in technological development in rural areas and service industry to create more opportuni-
ties for people in rural areas and women to achieve high social mobility. Besides, public education expendi-
ture is also important for social mobility and equality of opportunity.

Keywords: Technological change; Multilevel model; Social mobility; Human capital accumulation;

Equality of opportunity
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