@3o) A 2 AAR IFAT Lg] dg

oAE BEwEA R BIFERORYE Prs o] FAl WaE oA
Susla, ol olgslel ZAN A9lel Al 2 olEHS AFHow nBsL A
YRR YDL T A JUF FAM I oA

e

Seubebe] A 7 AAH ol B R Be Bl Sa oz tegrh =g A
25 BEy F A e R A5 Y] w8SEES Ba Ao A5 9T
FTE JoR AT e oR BAEY

. ME

—

0073 112 129% 729 A(Newsweek)oll = “AFS]A o]/l FH(The Death of Social
Mobility)"eh= Al Zo] ARty 71 W82 = vk 5 sofrlofe] | mig] F7o]Eo]
e FAEES droldozZA viFtsta SHAd AlEdSs AAAAE etk otk 1Y
U A, FHE @ Adie 25 TR AdAE 2Aedrrete] st F3 o g A Hol 7t
I vk A Ak A SRS Al e 71350 HAF ARPAIEA ARSA A
Wolss 7hsatAl dF &0l ¥s|al glthal & Fojth

F-uo] AAA A7 A A o= AR, ofd HA2R o|H¥ =R & Akg]9] oFA(social
dynamism)¥} A}3]%E53H(social cohesion)®] TS HAF= 53 Aot} vk of| F AFE]7}
Ao A5EE TR $43] 2t steety, & ARSle FRO AAA A97F vk Altiel 24
NA IHE AFE= v St ALS = AP o] AAA A 9P7F B Tk SHA R
ARETH, 7 A3 ASEY TS AR oRE HUE A4S Z-=THSolon, 1999). F-EoF AR Tt
BAA A91e] FHAAATY SeTE 2 A= Al 1ke] AAA o] E 4 (economic mobility)o] =

o Bl Aglgn ¥ & gk

ru m

At

f

# St 7k A9 (hisamkim@kdi.re.kr)

- 163 -



oHE  Thlel  weidel  1900MHRE  MTgTEdrhad R sEYd
ol elol Aol uebd ol el g s a B2 ualow A b AAH olFHel B A%
AT Avph TS Yk 53 o vkt AFAQ GEAS 7R AURAE Adetan
24} gl A ASHRA Al 2 BAS 6% BuEAa Q.

<8 8 AMgol= T2 Alg) W o]5A(intra—generational mobility)ol] 24& 2 A

=3t A F2hEo] gk ey BRe] HA|7F 2hge] obde] ojWl JIS FA
UEl = Alt] 7+ o)A (inter—generational mobility)ol] thak =] A= AR A Al =9 49
Z Ao e BEta uf$- 348k AEjotk2 1 Fob el Ao I AR} A ARE AL

Rt AgRapg el AAA AE Al #5E & de As7F A Al 7]9lgtk
2 e daesdidAlY] rAE ARE S E8ete] old AR Aloks S5l
Ak gl oAl 102 A AR MRE UFE ewdldRAlA 1 9 X" B
(split-off$)xhd 7H+ FiE-E o] &l Al 1+ BAA o5l 2o 474 WeelA 7Fssict
AT dAA] BAS duETbRe] FRe FUPRe AP E
A9 RS o]&ate] AAA A9 M 1t AHAAE St 1 AREE ATl e
ol sk Aot ol& Fal 1 59t AFS]A o]FAd(social mobility)dll #F Ao F
2 9AA - o] Al 1F BAA olsA EAlE HEE FA4E Flo
ol AAAE A97F Aol A dEHEE FA2E Tou A5y e B AR Al
ol Y X YL, WS o] Ao QA Aol gk FAE FIAY T Atk 2 2
a5 e m=EAEY AR MSE ol&ste] AAA A9 dedEs E46
AREO] ol HE s Q1A AL ik Fate] 23S vrE FeUt S Aotk
ROl AAA A 917F Al Al dolE= H oA wSo] gk s Akt gk
aso] AAA A9 At 3F ol Aol oW FES VXA = 7 AFS| Y] Altie} sl whet
gl ¢ Utk A RS FEO FAge] A wsgaed oWl AR Jake A, 2}
° g

wsZzo] Afe] AR Akt slelsteAdl o) 24

=z "
[o o

¢

A slo), MRS thg Aol AR el Aleiucks 34 A9 gy 52 A
T 4 ek 53 9% Re) A Wil B B Qs AF TRE AT o, 2
S

919] Al 7+ Hol(transmission) B A|E(persistence) dAMe] BjFo] = Q21O EA WL

D) wEe] ZAEoe] Aol FAE mA= ZaE
TR o] A4 <3 1>3 <FaE 2> 2

2) AH7AE A 9je) Al 1 o)l w 2 e 71A(2001, 2008), F-AQ004),
42 2l(2007), B71=H2008) Fol e, o5 o] gtEo] Aol sk ot Ajie] mA= 9P
= A ey dgeld &5 & FRek Ao A A MeE Fuste] Al 1 oleds &

1‘46‘]—% ne E‘LLHO]]H O]—ZJ }\]EE];q ‘3%:9/1‘1:]»

A3 9o ARAT A= obet Boll tiE o
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1 MoH 2+ e M

oA A 29 Al 1F A€ (persistence) S 4317 8 ARgEE S

of AgAFoNMAH o] AAE W maghks SR BAY W =gkl 3]7AA &
& FAsks Aol I Fdd AR Aol ojd el wet FAE WErE AAA Ao
£ 1Y 7] wigel Bt Apde] AR, ejar 7o Alnde A Bert vk webA
A 3 g o] FAl AR EE V) B

InY,;,=a+pnY,,+~Age, Jr’yQAgepl+61Agem+52Agezi+ei D
VI Y, A 181 A 0 R ] el A W g, 5 A,
7} 21 i9F 1 R Aol (= wekdolt),

g e] Aol Frel Aol ﬂT& HdS ekl A pel FAA7E vz AAA
A 91e] Al b AEA ] AVE HolFH, po| FAAF 22 g THESS AlY] 3T A o
$40] Arkn AKE S e

|=

rSIl Oo{«
_1

3) -] AFAT7E AR 24 BEE AEstal AW, a1 ©] T Blanden(2006)0] AR XY

& F2 olgagih

4) APYATF oAM= FAE de] 2agh oAl W] A dlevelES TE5UFe AHFR AR
Eiae! dY/dYE FAZ Ae7b e, o] wf A WEe] BEAR vk yob AREH glvkd
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AAA A9le) A 2 S g Al 2 A7 1 3 Ol 549 2718 45 AWH Ao

B, RO AAH(ARS)0] 1% =2 AL A BAHES)E R % =ole &t =Tk
o Aol digh 89k He Tk 1) g V1A R Ty A9 o] Aojd 4 9l
Yi,InY,
p= 001;/(61;(1; )lfr:) - @
TPRR PR FEO FAA 2SR Var(ny,) 7t oA WA 6 et go] 2717 gk
nreb ol gl R AN AR S AAH At W =R & A Eel vk Al
o gF g2 v e Aol

o)
J

xé :
upeba] BbAQl AAA o] s AREA AU T AT E ALtsl 2 5 Aok Ald 3 A
T Gt Al 2t '] Frel o] AAE v Md ] EEdAke] HE

Cov(lnY},InY, Var(lny,
r= Corr(In Vi, In Y) \/Var In (Yk ]\C/Var l)nY) =5 VarEln YZ; ()
& o7IM= AT Wt SAE AR ol Sl Ha AAlE W] Ay gl
o ol 2 2 2 AT A D Wk AT el 1) ol
sl Take dWFI 2ol my ¢ Iny, ZH= #7183
2] (2)011/‘1 2 o] R Aol AR Al el M el BAlE EEe Tt st

VVar(lnY,) = /Var(Iny,) ) 7} AdRekA] gErtha Al Z_]' g4 g= A 3 A3AS 3
T ge A gtk mEbd BAE ALY Al 3F @S w7F gkl Blasiru of 2] Al
of Azl zAtmolA FAUe dAUE vae o, T E3hE BE Agel z2hg Aldie] Ald) W)
5o 2to|7k v o8 BAS davt e Aotk

(A

nmo) AAH AL AdelA 94 RE EREE o JFL v Aoz daEE 29 F
A P B8 Al o] wérelth el AAEe] Ade] gl Ao oAz A
o mgZzo] ALie] AAol FlogTin, o] T :2E ol galel AAH Agle] A 7+ e
ol Fe] AAlo] Ao L Bal i) AAHoR o]dEE B Vol = e
Rolty

HA o] FAE2 Ao aggel JFE v 5 e, o= O A M st
A= sH(el: gt dEE Ao dEdHE FH4S adHnature)F @ F-R A
ol 2pgel Al the i Ao wg AR|2E Algshs 441 Gk nurture)ell oJE AW
o

Ek,,i = 040+w1n +C1Agep 1+42Age (4)

oA7IM B, = A o] wSeE W Y, pfé A o] B A g, o aldelnh B
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A M7k S4E A" of
&

Fo2 Aol al A AAel 7lolshs e 71RA]l WA (Mincer,
1974) 258440 ASFArdES FAGoRA dgordf & 4 it

nY,,=o +¢Ek,i+771A9€k,i +n2Agei.Z— +u; ©)
oA #uol Aol Aol AAHe] WAL JFS e A 2k ' s O A

- =
WEFES BH TR AAGY JPOE UYEE P

e ®
2 AFo A= Aol nuSo] HFeE el wSAg(vears of education)gHs YA HER

T SAED Q7] wiel, WS AH SUL O oy 7K BEEA g2 9JET I A
6) $He] F ®A 3 S WGFFEeR AYEA G Fitd XdHck=E Azt vk ¢ A
v ARE AAA @3 FEO AAFe] Apqe] HAHoRE AAY = F

& S
2AE AVl B 25014, 39 AL, A AT AY EE ARG Fol 2 4% 5L 424
o

+ a9 d 2 AKKorean Labor and Income Panel Study: ©]&} KLIPS)2] &7}AH4
TR FE-S o]gate] Fmol 2ol Al A9 #3F A AWE vhedsith, KLIPSE
19953 Q1 FFEEFALY] 10%] S|FalE BE 2AT FolA AFES A BAAG AF
s 500078 EEoE 1998l 12k 2AME AlAkeh 47]54] Aol ZAKlongitudinal survey)=
A, FEE7HRS} o] 2R ET7FeE Zhtell &gk wh 164 o] TS slivith RAbstar it
102} 227 AdE 200 @A QBRI BERCIED AL Bog AEE s Aeje
FE Q1T AL ATES TIRE FASRE U A4Sl 499 gHen Eie] fAHL
thar B 4 9lth 223 108 A QREIETe) brsle] Wolstel Az F4e b
T 1267 ZAFEQITE ke b FollA TR ThEeke] BAE ofE His
9 A7t B ATe] B4 tgolth,

(S S n o

4 QERAAT AFAOR ALK EAb) EFE W 154 o1l $A AU okE
9659, = L5THoI o] F ARTI0% A% 24} gl A Bkl SRE 4EE 34D

—
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oHEE 5109, W 53ROl o] WAIE Aol ohAsh AAste] B ER} B
ERE FES A3, A7ETe ob A7t SIS A9 Q7] Wl AT 7] RAS) 490
B P ARE Sug 5 I

3 & 100 AR 2AlA QEEIFNA AT P B

324 o] 39 ohEel A

BIA(EZHAR= 434D 0= 2007d A0 =AF wolli= Hat v 3430t FAp Aol A of

WA o] AL 19980 H 7 564M(ETHA = 7ox11)°ﬂt} TLﬂ Aol 749 whe] AHe 1998
ol Hot vk 254(EFHAE 364D AL, oA 9] A5 1998 T 533&1(3;%{‘}—5— 1A4)
Atk

rl

o1HY A A% AAH ANE SHFINE ok o7 A A 3 AAH A9 By
% k2 FAT 7Hsdo] ArkSolon, 1990). WebA the el AAR Baie] FHAE A
o WA QAHA YA BAN AN A 2 ol ol 24 Yolkg o

L HE A% 5 "a7) 9l

8 KLIPS dlEis A1 2 74P AARE 240 + A% oo
oo ATAE 1 % e vl ) ¥EE FF EE 4]
gt gk O ARTIFAFERAL P A o), @ BBT
w8 Al AREE, MdETEdel 49 FH AN 9REs
AT AR FTRAE, FEAS, FEIRE, AIUGFT, FoldAE R /LS
A, @ATFEANEEATA DA QA9 G} FEUEE @ uFEREe] 7
= AAR) TPlelA FRAE AgE o)

mpx
i
=
ol
r
fu
D)
M oox
R

Fozx A=A #1912l Al
o[ 4] PJ} A8l AAA AAGE
F0 A, S Eehek A Al HellA 2Ahd7E 2kAJskE AAIA 21919 ol @ H(transition
matrix)= sk, AT el s g A ASe shielEAde] s shotit

> rl.uj
re
-1
1o
~N
ri
)
ro,
M
1
ol
[ ok
flo
=
o
2
>
b
=
o
td
o
f
o
©
o
noi'

BAA A9e QA w, 9HAAS, THAARS, THEAREY] v 7] A EaR S
st} 2y F-2o] Ao ~S(lifetime income) B IS (permanent income)©] ¥HEEA] kS
FEellA @714 MEAs 7 dAA A5 RFE AT Afole Ald 1F g8l A 4
ﬂ«](downward blas)% ZHA An), A gl 54 9 XHmeasurement error)7F EA8E A S 3
AAT7E HA F4H = A 22 o]folth

o]+ & ‘%7]751 s FRo] AAEs AT u HAsks AdE Fo7] Asl HEARE o
B3 =9 dgATolM e thdzt HEE ASAE Wdd @ ARSI B dTelM e |
Al A02F ZAPE ghEE KLIPS dXErbt a2 5E Hol 1097k 24 R AAE W
g #Ee ¢ oue A4S 83819 Y vgE 3R S Hitste] ARgsi o vd &=
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THHAZ I 22| TALS
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e

1> KLIPS
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AL
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ol
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o
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W2 9le] HEow
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o Aie] shele] mA|t= dakuh A Aol Bhelol

s
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e

=
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Zhrell oA 7E GIAE A
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o
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V. dHH Xelel M 2t olsd

B oA KLIPS Helels olgs) 1) 4 ()& F4ste] AAel A 7+ ge4e =
Aaa A () AN AT 1 FRARE AT 3 Ao AT W AR ZEe] 97
o wet AT} 7k el theAl tebd AisAe este] Al 1k Belgel tid 293N

AAE 7 AN EF peks shebilg sl B A BitAel e Hopile
Wo] Hohly] ofele At 3k o4l FeiE Aslns] g AAH A9 A 2 ol AP
& Asto] Al 7 ol 53 shgolBol of| GPgow dojihz] wAF:

1. ZHE x|9l2| Mok 2F ALz

- O L— L—

WA BEO] FAH X917} obge] A Aol vAlE A avE AmuAl FAE e
SN T d9udet 98I AaSS opx e vdt ASAE AENeR ddste] Hdd
o = [e}

groln], A A5 FATEAbe ol5e] ¥rler] Aol & Qi Arhre] ARAST €At

o Fji Shth $50% o DU ARl B Golth T4l okel 44 v
(o] AAY wee] glsals MaE AT

w}aw <3 2o AAF AT F R WA Be) A B BHAL olulA o] AFATFo] 10%

E2 AL o5l HTdES 141% =ol= a3t vk Aoz dNd ¢ duh vRH=
oA el A op R o] dHdaSe] 10% FE AL obsd d¥uASS LM% Fole a3t
ol= FALAE A WA B RO AnSo] 10% ¥ 7HrollA] &k ofEe] Al®
AT 7 Aa5e Jﬂ?—a 2 1.22% st e dehth A g2 FRo) apitol
10% B& 74 2219 ofso] &A% 710 Aake 274% Bk AL <n|3it)

oM HreApts AAE l?j—’Fi AR A9-E AlSlshd Al 2 A pe] F4A17F 02
2 Jdx] 9= oz =AE AL o 4 Q) o]y 3 Adute= <HIE >4 A 95ke] Al
e 45 % Couch and Dunn(1997)°] A A3} wlare) =G| (2H2 0113 0132

2 #g=e] HA FAX), Gustafsson(1994)3} Osterberg(2000)0] 24zt A3 2dwle] =4 2] (7}
7} 0149} 0.13), Osterbacka(2001)7} A|AIgE Agh=o] F42](0.13), 12|31 Leigh(2007)7F A4

5) 2 A W) Tl FAFU) FET BEAF] 7k D BRI Fot P Wk Y 958 <
Loh o el 3 AN, AG W57 AR ol F o] FANE BA AEHBE <E HFEE ol W)

of AAEHA] etk
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Fol FAROIE HAHE e FEolr. oldd MuE Erl elveeld FAee] o

FEE Ao} ol AH03 o4, WokE04 o4, BEA05 o) Sol va) §A 2

28 % 98 Aotk

JEM <HE 1> AAPE] A 7 By 59 T AHEE BA
A7t Aolsha, 1 W] dnh} thizke] AnE AHSEEA

2o e, A% ARE AET HSolw 01‘9741 BAH A

W e, 1
Aoleey. olel g A

ACh
1_.
A

o)

o
oo o ffr
o XN

(]

)
[
AN

F ~
2 o
oSL'
rUO
T,
)
it
v
=)
i)
X
X
=4
—r’
)
L)
oX,
12
J—M
__>~l|_“
=
El
e
o
:ouL_‘J
X
r
o = 3

=
ol
I
J—LJ
_ﬁ
e
>
il
10
J&‘;‘
ﬁ
re
n 4
_|>i
1o
b
i)
o,
& ¥
[-4112
o
N
§
rlo
0%
=
=2
=
it
o ol
a2
o
it
o,

F Askenel An o ﬁxﬂﬂ o154l HANIILE AEse A »
a2 AAE o] Ald 7F AAE g@eEA Egh SARwE e Mg *
werok g Aol

R A T A R 2 A SIS A A ) DA SR Aol
sk At 7F AAAGE S FTAEI JFolu A5 A Ao

[e)
9] %%1:1:7} ol MR FA Yept Ao 7F g ‘él‘i‘:} Aty zF }174]"?0 gkol A A
A RS g Ak ek AAA 2919 Al F h?{r" = A5 o, 1310] Al 1+ ghEA
= YulateA], Alg) 1F ARATE orleheA] T a0t e Aotk
(E 2 H(@)t ofse] HNH Rslel eliM Ma4
ENg=) ER=] = AA ENg=) =
A FE AN T AW e e oFed
A 7F AR AAR L e oEE BAE BAE
249 vy gEaa mEeg o0 ST pame wasns aaas
Cov(InY,, lnY v(InY, lnY)
Var(lnY v Var(ln VVar(n¥,) \/Var Iny) \/Var (In Yp)
6 Up Oy 6(017/05)
ARG dd= 0.141 0.559 0.349 0.228 209 5.1 35
0o12) 000L)
LA A A5 0104 0.663 0422 0.162 365 6.2 3.8
008) 00ce)
TS 0122 0.655 0482 0.158 439 75 4.1
(00%) 000L)
AR 0.274 1.153 1.176 0.263 369 80 4.2
(0.052) [0.000]
2O BEOA, [ 9 FI5EY. olrTe) AW TEE welste] wust el Qg E
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L. F(2)2f Eof &kt

o= <¥ 3>2 FRo| AAA A7} =o] AAH A 9el vAE HAAQl ans 4
Afolt), <3 2>¢} vpzbrpA] WA o R SAlE] B, oA o] drdlae] 10% w A Ho
AT dae 158% wole a7t slow, ofA|e duitiso] 10% w2 AL 2o dHda
5& L11% =olv a7t ok 283 FRo AAhSe] 10% w2 7oA E7kst go] A=
AT 7} AL HHAOoRE 172% Hom, B £l 10% Be b EA41e] o
AT 710 AR 2129 Bo AR FAET

o] AT <HE >NAY T EES olgstel AUl 2 BHAS 4T 9T A AE
wahd A grjHom e Holeha @ & gouk ofv] AR olfE ) A il
= RYE Ak Qo AL <E 2> <F 3> vlwste] Seluels Frel AAHe] Al
A oA H glolA) obEut el Ale)7t UEAE AR St S Aolth dFu A% W
of A} 7t @Y e opEnr} Wol A7 A welrk e} A W AR FEAHE @
of Al 7F RASE Ak e ARFAFH BBFL5e Al 3 JBARE 05
TR @] BSol wokstel AT 4P FaSo) %
o] ob59] Agurt & Ao FHHAL

o)

O:

2
2
4 T

i)

u
1
)
=
el
ol
N

(E 3 F(2)o} Ho| AXMA™ X|fle M

el R A @ Al

(I Al 3t

A AAEe A & uma ey aa9
AAE By gFEdx xzdx) BAE AT, ERA i B R P
[¢] = =70 At At T ST T=EIXT T=ERT
Cv(InY,InY) Cov(InY,,In Yp)
W VVar(nY)) /Var(lnY,) \/Var(lnY;i)\/Var(lnY;,)
3 o, oy ﬁ(ap/ O'd>
A Ad= 0.158 054 0494 0.161 183 54 25
0072 [0.030]
LH A A5 0111 053 0.493 0.120 288 6.5 26
0.04) [0.042]
MRS 0172 0.587 0.548 0.183 480 77 3.9
0042 [0.000]
7 At 0.212 1.036 1.019 0.214 424 76 40
(0.047) [0.000]
O BEOA, [ RS folEel Aolasel AR T2E welael wuet el ARg EAT:

6) Kim(2006)& AALER7 ol FHdT SoM ool Beldk 48 Aol wmBAge] A2
W, o e ATAA At A AFNE T owk, e WA Fme] A AERE
Frhe oY JPIS Al 4FH 2AE AN ol Fre] AAee] Wl vAE Jeel
AY RE AT Fel JETY, YR Jlrase o] ek} AAgel Qi w9Ast AEeA
G vHoZA AE T W B ATLE(HAY AAE W} FThAOE F& JUAUAS o]
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Ct. 22 HEM S o|8st Mdf 2+ Eld Mol FH
Aol A AIAIGE A 7 BAY ©@HAe g X Fre ARl el AR nA]
v A S St Aok a9 Al g AAY 'eido] 2L AAH] EE A
A ow 9IAE A=A wet vE g 7H 7hsAdol Aok
wbA oS3 e E9)3)9 R 8 (quantile regression model)S o]-&3dte] X AA|H EE A
=& 01, 025 05, 075, 092 o7 Al 3F BA1E @3Ao] ojgA Depx=A
Hokth obs FEI W R el 22 AAE E913 A @E8 AT A7 <3 4>9
<i# 5> AAEo] Stk FAkERAE FHO] FAXE 1003] wHEA[C] ok XAE
(bootstrapping)ell ]3] Alikste] ®F=Q S AAISFSITH
Ald) 7F gFgdo] A FHE T N EHE A5 AR BAE, <F 4> olEd A
AR 2 AAY EHolA iAo & gk Ald) zb gEdo] YEsTh = AAEo] v
< Ao =

ﬂl

i

FEUFE PRo G ol Wk P54l ek Aotk old] s < 5>t 23l
2 olge] AR H9loN JhHoZ 2 el A 1 BEge] et A3t Bl Be A
So] & o] Fme| P Wol WS JFsAel A Ao vEhgth el oS @
BE LSRN WAG 2255 AARoR A 2wl thA tehd 2e ohdold, 4
g Aol 2 BYHom AN ofele Aow pekHh

CE & (D)o} obse] AHE xlglo| HelH iy

Quantile
OLS 0.10 0.25 050 0.75 0.90
D 2) 3 4) ) 6)
A HIF 0.141 0.162 0159 0.130 0.143 0038
0.042) 0.097) (0.036) (0.053) (0.038) (0.085)
G425 0.104 0039 0114 0.113 0090 0.149
(0.033) (0.064) (0.043) (0.031) (0.037) (0.063)
JHALS 0122 0.149 0129 0112 0.124 0095
(0.035) (0.066) (0.034) (0.054) (0.053) 0.048)
ARt 0274 0.328 0207 0277 0.247 0.288
(0.052) (0.163) (0083) (0.060) (0.066) 07

Eide and Schowalter(1999)% & &5 7Hl ofgHUE B A58 71K ol A4 ofHA|9} ofF ko] Ald) 3F
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CE 5 R(2) Te| ZHH xglel BolY ERN

Quantile
OLS 0.10 0.25 050 0.75 0.90
(1) 2) (3) “4) (5) (6)
dHHAF 0.158 0.146 0097 0168 0.149 0175
0.072) 0.197) (0.107) (0.093) (0.059) (0.083)
AP H#ALE 0.111 009 0.123 0.080 0.137 0151
0.054) (0.106) (0.085) 0.075) (0.045) (0.050)
JHALS 0172 0.19% 0.181 0.136 0.145 0209
(0.042) 0.074) (0042) (0.069) (0.076) (0.067)
7Rt 0212 0.198 0.246 0.203 0.262 0.136
0X47) (0.116) (0073 (0.063) (0.067) (0.138)
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3¢ 3 9 A9 249 3 A
= 026 0.32 0.30 0.11 1
3 9 0.39 0.20 020 022 1
3 4 0.16 0.18 035 031 1
EapAsl 0.19 0.30 0.17 035 1
T UEY " 29%, ols vl 6%, shiolE vl 3H%
CE 7> 5o dHAAS(H)n ofS9| 2maAs(d) 2k o/ E
#3814 st 9 g9 =44 st A
EE) 0.32 0.32 0.20 0.17 1
st 4 0.29 021 023 027 1
49 025 021 0.32 023 1
= 0.15 026 026 033 1

CE 8 722 7IFALS(™)1 ofE2] T AS(Y) Zhe| oldAE

#3514 3 ¢ & 9 344 g A
#3514 0.33 023 0.26 018 1
s 9 0.29 0.25 023 0.24 1
&9l 0.23 020 0.33 0.25 1
F7%< 0.16 0.33 0.18 0.33 1

=9 HE 31%, ols & 5%, shdols HE 34%
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CE 9 Fro| 7i7E=xRrial)nt ofS2| TRl ) Zhe ofaisid
5] st <l 3 9 H49] Z A
3} 0.40 0.30 021 0.09 1
3 9 0.31 025 0.18 026 1
9 0.17 020 0.34 0.30 1
239 013 025 026 0.37 1
T UEYH HE 3%, AHols HlE 33%, shEolE & 33%
LE 2(2)oflA Z=Zof o|asE
ool = Ay w, dHHAS, 7HAAS, THEARES V1o R § AAA A9 F(H)
o AN HZ of@A| o]3l=A|E AFHHAL Fo] A F(H)e AAH A7F EHE = v
F2 A2 0% Hefolat, drA= drols Ex shdoles ddshs AoR HAlt:
CE 10> 2o gy Z(d)nt To| g AA=(Y) 2t ojsisi™
=K s ¢ g 4 B st A
= 029 029 0.24 0.18 1
3 9 023 0.34 023 0.19 1
9 027 0.18 0.31 024 1
239 020 022 022 0.37 1
T HEY v 33%, Eols HE 4%, shlolE vl 33%
CE D Fo| gydas(dl)nt To| gdAas(y) 2te ojdis™d
= I R 44 g A
a9 028 026 022 024 1
sk 9 028 0.33 025 0.14 1
9 024 0.18 0.32 026 1
239 021 022 0.21 0.36 1
F EH HE 2%, Aols HE 4%, dPolE HE HU%
<E 12> BRo| 717 as(3 )zt Ee| T AS(Y) Zte| o/adlH
#3814 s ¢ 9 e st A
= 0.39 021 0.24 0.16 1
3 9 025 026 025 025 1
4 9 018 0.24 0.24 0.34 1
344 0.18 0.29 027 026 1
T UEY " 29%, ols v 6%, sholE HlE 3H%
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#3514 s ¢ & 9 3744 g A
#3149 0.36 029 019 0.16 1
3 ¢ 031 0.24 026 0.20 1
& 9 015 025 027 0.33 1
3741 018 0.23 028 0.31 1

= HEY 1S 29%, Aols Bl& 36%, sHolE B 3H5%
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Aoy A5l s AAT W, ofs GA] S AA s HlE2 1/6 A=
o] 7% o] ulgo] 1/30]L} ek

lé}\?j <HE 12>E5 <¥F 83} <F 13> <iE >¢ vud] E o, /A ASEY stexpiby 2
& 7brel AAE WSE AEoR A4 A7t EYRE vge Buoke okgo] ta ko
uQlk 58] B2 7h7e) Aol Akte] A9 Ei Haslel A& W, B A ATe] 25
o} Aste] A 9] i Helel gl &S opgo] wur) Er}

e oleld Aol EEel MAl EAkE AW Aol wshs AT BusA gk w3
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Bole A ohrk thil oYU Faf AT & Y AL WAL AUE B AE &Y
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st HaE & & de AR7E GEREA FoH Mg 3t ‘%E—ﬂfo% the} bl Hlw g ufje} mpzt
719 gAE zteth oleldt SHAE el i, Blanden(2006)0] =AUtk G5 U (A
=)o) w7PE dlolHE o]&ste] B AW ¥ A% —’F o 7l MelelA FY8S Folg
F 23 A=) Al 7F ol E I f-ejvtete] Al 7F ol g HE-S Hlas BAk

oA o] AFo] opd RRO] JALE F9ENE OPE«] A5 TR ods e
Blanden®] ol d 7 vulsr] 9jal], KLIPS tlofElel® FRe] 7H4ALS 925 o5
RS FHRY oJqs AR Zlo] <i 14>¢] 3 WA FHo|th YA ‘3]91"7111/}"4"@
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Fo] A4YE B Wolth thE WA FANE A 2k BAA o4e]
UthCorak and Heisz, 1999; Blanden, 2005)9} A B5S K]

MEEEde Aviden A zb Y wge] wa ahgeld wlge] W Holrk
T v e Ashgleh Hg9 A5 welold thEdel Aal vehhs Age uelth
e mael ] Hakle) 258 712l HRe) obse 4297k A3 A5, 0%t 9 258 2

S A5 A NIE 19% A9 258 e WEe 9%dl BWE Aow yEhthy
W ouSela Haele) 258 /P Rre] o5 4397 AN 2%, 897t A9 25 2
3H9l 258 2% W& 16%, A9 258 2 WS 13%9] B3 Ao el of
Hl) S ot D2 e g EoRA, 2% 2ele Agle] ad s
BAA A9 A 2be) ol ¥= Aol g welFET
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rEH
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CE 14> F29| 7IFALS(E)1 ofS2| gdaS(Y) Zhe| o/ddE I

(1) 8= (Korean Labor and Income Panel Study, 427°4)

B sk ¢ g 4 #1744 s A
3] 034 023 0.26 017 1
3 ¢ 0.30 027 0.19 0.24 1
g 4 022 025 028 026 1
273$] 0.14 0.26 0.26 0.34 1

FOEY HE 31%, Aols B A%, dPdols HlE 3H5%

(2) 0|= (Panel Study of Income Dynamics, 5264

#3514 st 9 g 9 BN g 7
=R 042 0.30 0.19 009 1
3 ¢ 027 0.28 029 0.16 1
S 0.19 025 0.24 0.32 1
3’4 013 0.16 0.28 043 1

T = v 4%, ol viE 33%, sPols HlE 33%

(3) ZHLICE (Canadian Longitudinal Tax Records, 428,0224)

#3514 sk ¢ R Bk g 7
=R 0.33 0.29 022 0.16 1
3 ¢ 025 027 0.26 022 1
g 4 021 0.24 027 028 1
#24$] 021 020 0.25 0.34 1

T U= HE 30%, Eols HlE 3%, sPols HlE 5%

9) AFDC(Aid to Families with Dependent Children) H9E F8|3F A A5 7oA A3 ojHo|=
Qlo] & u EXgo gt @ 53 go F3 VIgke] Eoje vhsAe] Eue AS W
Pepper(2000)9] A7+ HIEe] tlEd S Ho5a Qi)
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(4) Y= (British Cohort Study, 1,707°4)

33519 3 ¢ &9 344 g A
39 0.37 022 025 0.16 1
3 ¢ 029 0.31 024 016 1
& 9l 022 025 026 0.27 1
3 012 022 025 041 1

= HEY 1S 4R, Aol Bl& 33%, sholE P& 33%

(5) =Y(M=) (German Socio—Economic Panel, 2894)

3 9] s 9 & 9 = s 3 A
st 0.35 0.32 021 012 1
s ¢ 027 0.35 019 0.19 1
& 9 022 014 0.37 027 1
F7< 016 021 022 041 1
T =Y vlE 3%, 4ol vlE 2%, dolE ¥ 31%
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T g ATe | BE @ aRd | R wkow  whow
Azt mEEA AAEe @ R AAEel Adel AWy vuwd
AAE wEy felg  wg slelE  wEb B R Ry
G)v(lnYd,lan) Cov(InY,, E,) va(Ed,lan) Cov(ud,lan)
Var (In Yp) Var(Ed) Var (In Yp) va(E:l In YP) Var (In Yl’) Var (In Yp)
5 ¢ ¥ Yo, o, s 5= ¢y

AT Ad= 0.158 0.076 1.425 0.359 0.252 0.109 0049

(0.085) (0.015) (0.210) [68.8] (0.070)

HAAS 0111 0.058 1.262 0410 0.325 0073 0.038

(0.030) (0.015) (0.156) [65.8] 0.04)
7HAAS 0172 0.075 1.114 0.388 0.348 0034 0.088
(0.00B) (0.012) (0.150) [48.6] 004D
7HE AT 0.212 0.079 0.480 0.530 1.105 0.038 0174
(0.047) (0.025) (0.084) [17.8] 0.047)
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o) AR e f7lol olele AROIE AUT tote] moks BEA o} Jolg Aol $2
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S-eete AAE S =AUt
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inconsistency)¢} o= <18+ 4 Hel(upward bias)e] A71E ¥
FAY R A 7 FAEAE AFASte], olE AFAR] ASHTE
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