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<, 7119 /‘}ﬁﬁxﬂx—i X]H a"éoﬂ 7 Akl e] @3 ] = AL 9o, o]
= MeAl= 71818 H, A3l dAd oz soldhe 7HAA Q) SHolA
- T Qstrh AL A= HEHom B - A 1F A5 ool of
sto] FEBISIh ARRIAIS v A AT Al ZF ARS]o]-5d(social mobility)
of s Btelarat k3l
H-EL- 2R o] AT 3F AlSo] ol
HFRe] 54 - uj 83 Ahd ] AFEA Atolel Aude QIS o EHH
AlZFste], B -2 IF AQ), &5, WS, ARA AHE o el wEk AT
7F A= ATH A 84, 2009; 229, 2012; HZ1F - HAJE, 2013; 017 3] - 1
2121, 2015) Solon 59 A7+1991)+= A F#3H7(siblings correlation)ol] T
& A B E AAsk =, A AaaAls ABdrE ek 2 7
7d, A9qrrE e, sl e FEe 5AE vhgste] ARSI AA <19
5o ik 7Y EaE S48k 78 AR F sl tHConley and
Glauber, 2008). =, A GdaAl= ARq7}F 3-frshe 78019 HlFS 4t
(variance) 2.2 =73+ #| 3 o|tiBjorklund and Jantti, 2020). AP “dAAI=
7R B A AR =R 7]QlskE Aol el S8sks sy A
(omnibus measure) = E}FF3H(Page and Solon, 2003), AFH+= A2 F&% 3
B, AL AT 3 GEE 7] uitel o] & argste] AL Al o]
2 wl]-§- T3 (Jencks et al, 1979). 2ol A= A A
-85t l"fr/—ﬂ_& ’ﬂﬂ T7F o= Sdvk Oq?ﬁﬂr, A ol Tk
O

b

A A5 TR 7}?‘3“73 a‘lodo] A B vl o] & Ao
EFttHMazumder and Levine 2003; Solon et al., 1991). ¢ AFE52 +=
Z7]19d2] National Longitudinal Surveys(NLS) 5= Panel Study of Income
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Dynamics(PSID)E ©|-§-5t0] 25852 3t 29| FaaAE £4 8k A
IAAA A9 G IAANA A Y BaE AT

o|e} o] g kA= AR EAIA A9 GA ] BTl tigk Tagh
ArS AlTgith A daaAlE ARA ol s o] WEks YERIAE o
7 Eake] kS AlAste] B TS o]tk 84F Al EL‘“%(Conley
and Glauber, 2008). ©]#3t T8 E53}a1, sulolA= F7]sld o]y
AR Q18] A AAAAE A A7 itk kA 2 Aol =
U FHol A7sidel Seesaidx /\]-(Korea Labor Income Panel Survey,
KLIPS)E o83t &4 3tk AlFA o=, & A<= 7HQ1e] AL AIA A €]
QEOﬂ 7Hral o] Arahs gieel tist 04 A, 2R 1F el wet o]
BHBATE GEAIEAIE EA ko] g ARSloll A ER1e] HAHE T 9

éé

_l_l

So] FRE) mi FuATilA FYR ARo] A 2 ool FaF 9T
& nHEA AFH0E Wl AS BHoE Yt

¥ eie] e ket ek Aol A daheAel dig Age
ot W ol B HESTL Aol ASRHIA A5F BaeFodo)
dhel 2hsta 24 Hele]l P2 Fa W] A ZEAGL AN AN
AL AT JRBAE RAYE RO R AV AT F8 hE

1. ABIZNAE X[IQ] R AR

L= M= olv] t2] 99 (Mazumder and Levine, 2003; Warren et al.,
2003)0A] AR dHaAlE o] &ste] Al 1t o]/ el sES A eH,
Conley®} Glauber(2008)2] dArollA= 53] ns 2 A5e] 2 g3
ol A ek TED

1) & Aollx= A9 siblings correlationol] Wk 8015 2 A= AolFict
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2R 2F asrAd el disl] AR, HA] EAkl A T o] 50% ATt
474%™ (Benin and Johnson, 1984) Hauser2} Mossel 2] $171(1985)%= Wisconsin
Longitudinal StudyS AH&-8te] 7hrul7do] hal w-o] Awhs drsh, 24
2 Z]9](occupational status)®] 33%%E *FAEFATE Hauser} Sewell2] <A
(1986)°ll41+= Wisconsin, Kalamazoo, Michigan®| 4] =33t H|o]E|E Al-&-5}¢]
ZFal7d o] 9AAZF A~S(annual earnings)2] 27%, n52] 46%E XAk AoE
LEFTE Hauser€t Wong®] A5(1989)0l| 4= nloll thal| 7Hruf7do] A
2 F oF 60%E AWehs Ao UEut

3 =5 A5 (labor market earnings)2] AP A#AAlo tisf Ak B,
Solon 2]2] A7H1991)oA= FATE A5AA A AAIAAE 04482 F74
SkSAtk ok 1ol gk vlo]HE ARE-SESl7] wiitel] ASoll gk ZHmlE o
VIS Ha7HE T US5S AAFATE Mazumder®t Levine®| <1*
(2003)ANA = FAFSH AE B AT Mazumder} Levine2] 1-752003)0l A4+
1966133} 197911 2] National Longitudinal Surveys A& #2413+ Ay}, 71+
v 7 g dko] FART o AR oW, AS(earnings)ol tiste] FA| A7
7k Bt 1979 FEEA WOl A5 WE0] 0455 7HLHH7—10] AHA]
3h, 1966\ IS EQ}F HluEte] 0.197F 713 Btk 3 wSol thafA
= AHEATE STFHA @71 wWitell, &A5e] St aSe E(returns to

education) 57Fe] A7} ofd F= QSS AAEHATH
2. 7 Adnt RHe AR

o] A ATolN AES 7 8 e Ay AR ApF e
(sibship size)= AAFATE WA 2hd Aol digk A A74(Conley and
Glauber, 2008; Hauser and Wong, 1989)+ T2 A4 e] AF WHo|Hoh= +
X}L:]-J HARl AAH 24 AEE 4319t Benin} Johnson(1984)2] 1+
= 7 W A ol diste] #AE A g el whet wsEE 9
Aol g 2pol7t A= et B A, A o] 7P vzl e

A
wl, vl el fAbETt Zbg shleh thel, F R 97 - et 24}
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(Lincoln, Nebraska Survey) 2 U|H |27} A}8) %] % AFZAHNebraska Annual
Social Indicators Survey)ollX 7538t Zlo2, ZAPAIL] dnksl= tha Agh
A F= S-S F7HE oz A AIEFITE Hausere} Wong(1989)2 &} 7H
}EJ YA GA B Aol AR RS Hultlh fAY el 711%
%At} Conley 9}t Glauberd] ¢172008)ol A= Hul, A, Apujz 2hq 8-S
T“G}o% 2 AAAAE FAEETE A AR, Aol Abitel = i
A5A 7ol AHASks BT Apol7t oL, FA (R A Apu)at
ol () el A FEEE wsFE, A5l tigk AR o] &
o|7} 1Stk
2R e} 1152 #educational outcomes)ol] T3l AT RH thgro] AT
ol Al §(-)%A Al(negative relationship)”} AATHConley and Glauber, 2008;
Becker and Tomes, 1986). Conley¢} Glauber(2008)2] Aol M= A Frof] w}
& 29 9] ®stel gisf 7 7] 7HdS AT AR 7HEE AR U B
& 7H7F AL 7R AR 3F Aol Ak Alolth AR g 2 7t
42 dubdow zpglo] Homw 7 f Ado] A5 7Hte A olE

o ru[o :(o

e

N

>
o

do] 7V 2 hﬂoﬂﬂl 55 A oldshe Ao ] AUk g, tE
oAl e ARde] TEsk A g S04, el AE g 2 2hde] A
A gl wgH o] FAdd ol AUt e A, A 7 B2 7]
AA7F AP o] 7F AL TR Aol U stk Aotk At A
T7F A2 Tl A AR F7F B2 7R ARSI A A el A 7Rl o]
A= HlFo] w3t

2R FaEAle dis] AFEE Zol7b dthi= d(Heflin and Pattillo,
2006) %= A= ATk SAGAZE Wil Ao vl M= FAFgRS HATHConley
and Glauber, 2007). ©]= F%&8 7193} AAE= Ao w2 wWelrbate] H]
3] SoTFFA] AEo] A7 wFd A7 FAA o] 7 sketa st
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3. 7 AIEDE RHe AZEEA|

ARl thEF A8 Conley, 2004)= W23k 7ho A= wo) Y& 2}
Yol Al Algkg 713]9F A4S A Q3ro g 2 7he] zlo]Z whAlElE Sol
1218 Melste] 719] A5Gl WEgs A (ko] Bitdo] F7tehe 4
3 AABEATE ol st Solrere A7t AgdRle] HAS W R}

R AAE A9 71oe o Hojgh =2 A gt 7Y 28
ARot) F, Aflo] Ak HEi= 7hed Hale] olES V|diste] 7}
= AR 9] QIA ARl FARg) 2R 7 At
2] Fgk FARPES oldstA Hrk vt 7Y
ololol Al B B AYS Exgo g Bl g1 07 PEdt 4 9o
ol AP 1t ApolE st ¢ dvkal AAlskAT) g, A
7 Z1dgeo] vk Aol Al e
P 7 dom, olx A 1+ Aol ol GdE 4 Ut Conley2t
Glauber®] A742007)%= ©] 7HdS SIsH= SAE AASH, 4oz
Aol A2 7Pg o] SR1ARA = wiRIAhA e} AdR171¢] A3 Hlawd uf FA}
dol A= AS & F ATk

HHH | Becker9} Tomes(1986)+= AHL2] A|gko = == Buyl 29 ol
A Ao HAo g FAEE & glokal 77451 th Mazumder®t Levine(2003)
o] ATl M= A4S 7HgolA = Bt s Eo] & A7t Tk o] Alg
o2 stgseo] W A}l g e o] WSS W] uite] A%
SollA Y 7he] FAMEE =Y 4 AdSS AAEEATh

Qokshi, ol AeAT= 733 Ak o] Ahd ] AL AAAE gk
| GEFs mAE GEel dis] ATttt ey AR el A A=
T AFERoM, Tl dolEe] SHAR A FHAE wAgE AT
SAATE ololA = A ANVENAME HES Ao &S nfgos
Aol et A= Apde] 7] RS AMESte] PA| F sl o] ARE] A

A A9lellM A FAPll vAlE e B7HE Aotk
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1. ML

2 AT ASEA A AREgE HlolH = e s d Y] g
AHKorean Labor and Income Panel Study : KLIPS) AF&o|t} gk a-dffk
Af= 7R RS AR ] B E AR ol F A, 25

58 B4 AYolA] BAE = 9l AEE 13} 2AH1998)E A%}

J;

_|>4 k>
=
lo
E oo
]

232H2020 )74 FAEATHEIA 9], 2021). SHE-EuldRANE ) F
4717F B9k 2A1E £ w2 A 9717 A AAA o] Funt o)
g} Bopbrel EahE Aol A9 2 ATl gk ARE Awels] i) 2
Aol 713 AAs lelgeln weka 4 9k

2] glo]g] TEL o] 78] - WelA(2015) AT-e] B - A dlolg TE

HES W5kom, smart klipsE ARESFATHRIQIA], 2016). THRF At Holg
S 234} Hlo|E7kA] AAste] & A2 Aol skl Ak HlolHE
F&-aFATE KLIPSOlA = AN 7Holl A 2R 7h-lo] A& 72 &
7Vebd, 2717kl tiste] A2 7HPHEE otk 2hd 7t Ertste] Al
7HRHSE 2 Hoete 9 7S org hid)E o]&-8te] E7kg 7t
AL A 7] “apdrels g9 = ok
ATl A FA AR AR 7S 1APARE Aol A THRFeke] A
ZF 113H~19HF )l sfldshs 742 122Rd 5=(200913) <} 2123 %=(2018
W)oll Z=ARE Algi7btell A 7HREeke] BAI7E 118~1990l] sdshe= 7
olgh= S WSk otk ofuf «2hd” TRl o] ol Z; ZARA]
Aol A wmEAlgel A HOE o == 19417 50A17HA = ghd gt &=
sk 2R 3| (sibling correlation) 247 Al 7FF U] ZARA7F 21 o =
e e
4 dlolel= AP 7F 43 72 ¥ (household-level) - 2} A d¥(sibling-
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level) - ZAMAIA A8 (time-level) 2] 3-levels= 5% o, ofg) [27 1]9]]
A HlelE %9 dE AAgL [ 11614 97 org_hid)=1°l= A
(pid=101, 102)7} 29 Jom F =<l tfo] zpoli= 24kl S ok 4= it} A}
AR 2R 9] vpolft ofue} v E= F-of Re] vtol(age {9} age m) W=
39k o] vk A7k org_hid)y=102 A A7 27 QlaL we] zpoli= 54ke]
th age 7} AFA olfr= A A ofmURE Sl Zhr R ER1E7]

(O 1) SAKE 7= oA

org hid pid wave age age f(+) age m(&)
1 101 1 25 55 50
1 102 1 23 55 50
1 101 2 26 56 51
1 102 2 24 56 51
1 101 3 27 57 52
1 102 3 25 57 52
2 201 1 30 60
2 202 1 25 60
2 201 2 31 . 61
2 202 2 26 61
2 201 3 32 . 62
2 202 3 27 . 62

= o=
Rz 71]1el e ﬂ%?%zi e 7t A= E e 202035 7]
Fo& AZJFoR e ] Zo(log) ko, nEFEL dA o] A

o= flal FeHE tE o7k 7H R ‘%Lr‘}ii} EARTEE ATl
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(B 1) L e ¥ o S
B S
wEAEYE | € B dee 2ag
TEAT | o=, a1 w2, 153, sk Ajs 8l S,
E:q—v]———i— == == Z| =& =
HEHE=S, dE old=6(HF3E 719
Ay gdtd | dlig=1, FA=2, Ai=3
73 o Zy 74 AR el
A mWe=] 72W=—) 33W=3 4W—4 S§H—5 =
1 O§_19 2 0—2, 3 0_3, 4 0_4, 5 0—5 6 0—6
s Hof wol 9 QAdHAE) I
R - (FEAP17Ee] Hat dFo 2 i)
n gese |TE T AETE 2 REHTHH 710,
R - 0 W - M o A e
= : §=base group.
2. CHAM 29| J|=8A
A A= A HolHE 53 5, i EEel digh 7|2 AlES &
Algteh, 7, ZRA <1 ZRIEE, Q1] ARt A e V) RS Al
th59] <3t 2>¢F 2k A EROA 7 AR o] HYgkE AR 7 678
Ql Aol 7 AP o] it 22 o2 YEIITE AlFAoZ AR
A RE oA 27t 278]] 7He] HlFo] 65~79%E Hes & T o
APA7E 3791 -1 17~27%2 Uebdt]. 3, ZPA7E 418 o] 4]l = B
© dEloA Q] AR YERth
(F 2) 2Mcteld 7| =8AH=2
(99 7H, %)
AA FE | A 29 | A 398 | A 4 | AR 59| A 61
N 3,165 2,513 558 81 12 1
7
(100.00) | (79.40) | (17.63) (2.56) (0.38) (0.03)
g % 7,090 5,026 1,674 324 60 6
T (100.00) | (70.89) | (23.61) (4.57) (0.85) (0.08)
B 2 76,657 | 50,469 | 20,958 4,405 748 77
o (100.00) | (65.84) | (27.34) (5.75) (0.98) (0.10)
VA 5| 22 2 4 5 6
T ZRA7E 27 ol A
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AR W] ) 2EAE el <E 3>ﬂ+ 2k Aol 3% dEead

= e AEsiolh 7 A 7iQle] Bt 9w 239.127F flejglow, A
$27h2 5.40F Yolar gk 8,0007 °Jo1<ziu} WEF0] AL = o]Ate)
Q%7 37.69%= 71 ko, AEtE F3t 26.99%E AFA]ssic) whd

njgka Rste] wiwi Aol gigick

Rl
M

(E 3) AMASY gi=rof et 7|=SA|

EEs EA)% xE F
o)=L
A | B R U 239.12 (@3}%%&%)
3t 7 (0.11)
1= 69 ( 1.06)
WEFFE | ALE 1,197 (18.32) 6,533
(%) | gerasl=y 1,035 (15.84) (A9
AEdE 1,763 (26.99)
Z oA 2,462  (37.69)

(Z 4) 7754 @0l oigt 7| =&l
(] % &, 7H, %)

Gl SAA XE 5
=] =
7%%; Buol 9 AE o 341.03 (75%?2;%)
L3} 44 ( 1.39)
o auZE mut 880 (27.87)
ﬂ§$¢ aE 1,268 (40.16) 3,157
() | A E 130 ( 4.12) (7D
A& 210 ( 6.65)
& o4 625 ( 19.8)
PARE! ] 1,881 (59.43) 3165
AT | EA 839 (26.51) (7H’Lﬂr94)
(“15(%)) A} 445 (14.06) v

7HE AR el HiRE VRS AE < 2> R

THFEA W] tigk V2 AE <& 4> k. FRASC] A9 5
4 25 3 HH 07 341,037 Yojdlom, HEHe 2.07
A5F glo|Rlet Ao Al dwrel] wis PrE

1A

I
9] HlFo] 40.16%%2 YEEOH, oJojx 31E H
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27.87%= WEbRth A9 wggel] HlE) R mSaae dubdow
See o Sk 7 A A NS ARy dle] wgo]
59.43%% 7FE =kown, FAE 26.51%, A7k 14.06%% VFERSITH
Fo=, 7HE A 7F 28 Tl @ ste] AAst 24 el &
A Hsks e Rk ek SAe] Z2F Al (wave)oll A Hit el 2(log)
ae T EE uehie vse) (11 219k 22
[19 215 Ask va3t Aok 3, A At dAIglo] AlRte]
A= ARk 2] dFol ASHoR et ol mEAgdA &
T 7l W dEdses Btk B4, 3 dgel 4 duEtt d
& ol fFAEN mEAlgd dF AP TFeAdel =2 A Aol
Ao Aol vel E5e Holsrh A, dEAxhks drlet Gl 4

$l 1A=L Akl AukeekE DA A5 W, Ahe) 35 A

d

_l

on|, 24A% 3718 arelshd WA el Hlel ol 1 AERAt A et
e @ udsta gl e Rl

(32 2) *hd a4y olgol SAes)

type=1(g"H) type=2( )
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3. oiqdhH
B2 Od_?oﬂﬂ WA D F A ol ek 2 A3 Al(siblings

correlation) F7g°] thek WHEL v ol WS B A
(e THHTE Ak Held ¥ (multi-level) 3|F XA Q=) gk
4k-3ll(variance decomposition) WS- E3 A FAAAE FHS) A
(D)3} 22 3-level 3|AEHS 73Rk
yzﬂ‘ ﬁZ + ’}/’U) it exzjt (1)
9 AoA i A7} &8 AT, = ZF 2 g, 1= AR g
= ouEth @A} ¢, =tk 2ol 7AdE]
gt = 0Tt o ()
 AREEHOIHA EE]R] 92 7 (time-invariant household component)

w;;  ARFEROIHA $EEA] @ A o (time-invariant sibling component)

v+ AZE7HH - 2.8)(time-varying component)

21 (2)e] Al 7HA] oA A4 8918 M= HAolt). = cross-level correlation=0
o2 71g3%3)

cov(ai,uij) 0, cov(a v”t)ZO,cov(uij,vm):O

2 (29 A €, o AR ot o] ZalE 4 o™ cross-level
&

correlation=0 7F4<& o]

var(em) = var( T, + v”f) = var(a,;) + var(u ) + var(vu,) = J + J + J

3) cross-level correlation=02] 7142 37, 23R8 (variance component model)L
SRl Aate] sl A9l el A o =Rt TR - A,
2019), &4, HElZ® 2 (mixed level model)S F431] M= 22 —"r‘}_?}fﬁe—

Fslsli= ML 3% A cross-level correlation$! cov( )ZOOj 7Fdsllof 21 %

E3rE =5 4 gl7] wlo|ti(Rabe Hesketh and Skrondal 2006).



Zl'ﬂ@(time-varying) JJ_OJ'% aHE TR 8 Ak
WA, ARHEE QRINkS a1eldk A 1y o] Al vt 2ol B9
ZFK(Solon et al., 1991; Mazumder and Levine, 2003). 2] (4)°ll4 y,, = 7"
ioll &3k 2R 5 o] AR o (permanent wage) -2 Aol HESE o =
A8 7 ol &3 FA(TEE A o] ARMEER leo® gojgith A (4)
A ZH e AR Apd ] A el A ZHteEEe] 24k

o] 2HAsk= HIER e 4 Utk

o

— — COU(&@” gz‘j/) UZ
p= corr(y ijo Y ij’): — = = — 5 4)
\/var(yij)var(yijf) o,+ o,

A ZF7F i (time-varying) 2918 ¥g3t A= 4 (59 4 ()= ALt
gtk olE Bol, 2 5)IA y, 5 7HE ol 9 AR o] Al AR
Q) (time-varying wage) 0.2 ?‘é-ﬁ?}‘jr. Sk y, o A2 7 ol &3
A= 2 57 ¢ AP ARPEE g o m gt A (5)9] G
T 7 24 A A AR FAke] jtell A T

9ol AAsHE ol

2

Cov(yijt7yij't') Oq

¢: Corr(y,_., ’y'): - = (5)
A A \/var(yijt)var(yijrtf) ai-&- O’i+ 012)

ol 2] (6)2 AIZF7HA(time-varying) 8915 IEfsh 2pd Ul AAS
(intra-sibling correlation)®]Ch. 2] (5)9} B]aLsle] 4] (6)dlA&= 22 7t ol
5k HQ j el M= TE T AR ek oA AR ZPRA RS Ao
TKSolon et al., 1991; Mazumder and Levine, 2003).

2 2
Cov(yijt’yijt') . o, toy

0= COTT(Z/ijt 7yijt'): (6)

\/var(y,;jt)var(yijt,) >+ o+ o>

219 2ol 3-leveld] HE]HM to]Efol| A 2 A (sibling correlation)
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= Ul A 5= Atk A (62 578 A2 AR 3F Aol A

Akl AR @]1e] ko] AAlshE Hlgolth & AellA= Al &
o e

HEM 37 R G e ol8ste] d= o Atk AVEelM= HEE 3]

R F4AINE AL A7 FAk FHAE olgste] A 4 A (5)°

2 oA A7 AR W8-S vl o R WS Aol diste] 2
Y AdaAE F435 A9E AAge 2492 Mazumder®} Levine®] -7
(2003)0l1 4 ANAI3E Ao F=7] &K lifecycle effect) S Leddle] ARy} Awwt =
Algt 2P (Model 1)3} AafATrolA] Ao 7H8%1S F7H= et 2
(Model 2)2.2 vpro] 2h] JaaAE F4sc A

3 et e gk o vt 7MY nES v xR 3

R84

r

(unconditional
aL sh, shel el
J_Tl__

(conditional) %3

=]
1
=
2
Hd
ot
t
uls
T
[
o,
Ho
<
=,
8
(@]
a
o
s
o]
@]
=
a
=3
td
ot
o
RO

olgkar FTHRIIA - B4, 2019). & AF-elA= ARk FAl8k7] fiste] F
-

3ke] AW E 93 Model 18 2N it XH 02 Model 25 %

4) 2ol 7 AAGT) 2RSS b B 027k Aol A4S & % gk
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Model 13} Model 2= #2413t}
h=] odel 15 F4% 5 2] ()t 2 (5ol ] AAS 2R
FIATRA polgol tigh FEAE v <3 5>4 AAgh
7|z38ke] 2R AT 0.3600] 3 o= TH
aglo] A 4k 36.0%5 Arshs Ao® sAE 4= itk 2hd {3 A
WA= Hul2FolA = 35.1%0]aL Apufoll A 7H-8.%10] 40.1%E ™ ek
2 A FEES o 24 el oH, FAle] A9 34.8% = 7HaRlo]
A= vl&o] AdlAo=m s ¢ 5 Ak A FEd AT %7#]
Ao 7 Ao|7k EAFE dRlE] flste] 7 1% 1 BRI AR SAES
J%E}Oﬂu} EAA T e A, FAleh 2puztell s AR dEA }5741
o2 fFo%t o]z} = AoE YERITHp<0.01).
i xﬂHl%}OﬂfH i A o] p> ¢ o' Y s & 5 Qv
23 ApF A= 0.277014L, 7
hke] 27.7%E = Aoz Yepton, 2 §-3lo] Gl A
Al 7} 28.8%, FAE 27.5%F AA|8hs 222 vHERLT 17P7}Eﬂ
ol digk 2§39 2 ARIAlE SAHeRE o3t Aol

of gk A FaaAE
M

_]N

sl

rr
)4

32
5

(E 5) w=of cist Xtq 22 Model 1
A4 73
W A B Bl A
Coef S.E.| Coef S.E. Coef S.E.| Coef S.E.
ke 0.026 " 0.002|0.027 " 0.002]0.021 7 0.003]0.036 ~ 0.004
~con 3.502 77 0.03113.513 7 0.040(3.495 77 0.063|3.423 T 0.077
o’ 0327  0.017/0317  0.021]0.340  0.039/0.303  0.039
o’ 0.581  0.015/0.587  0.018[0.638  0.035|0.453  0.032
o’ 0272  0.002|0.271  0.002(0.259  0.003|0.297  0.005
D 0.360 0.351 0.348 0.401
) 0.277 0.270 0.275 0.288
logL -57,975.1 -37,039.3 -13,052.4 -7,792.6
n 62,264 40,013 14,205 8,046
- 1) * p<1 Kk p<.05, kokok p<.01.
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o - 20228 HI22A TI3R

3 6> 2k Skl Azsialsel, 7t A

Model 204 2] FAHe- Model 15t} 734317] ol Model 11 H]3H
Model 2014 p ¢F ¢ 7} ZfopxIth

2l @)olA AARE AR] ARiAlE AR 3

Sto] A Aol digk At

Gk FoE R

gt o= 7Hasle] A

BAte] 29.4%E el Ao UEpth A M delel Zulolx
7Ht.910] 217} 28.9%, 31.4%5 A5, A9 A3 28.8%% 7HTLQ19]
Tk 2 AAEE & S Ak A R A gl Zoldl gg
o) HAAR, Fuf e} Auj|, FA| e} ARl Tkl FAIA S Z {2l gk Aol 7t =
(E 6) w=of ohist XHq AnkebA : Model 2
g ©-&
X]-L:] ]’? T
HE bl FA ALaf
Coef S.E. Coef S.E. Coef S.E. Coef S.E.
A= 0.046 " 0.002 | 0.045™ 0.002 | 0.046 " 0.004| 0.055™" 0.005
Brasol &7k 02147 0.023] 0.1937 0.030| 0252 0.048 | 0253 0.062
boag IZ | 03387 0.036] 03367 0.046| 0269 0.077| 0.497™" 0.092
(ref:i’% EHQ—XHQ— P sk Kk T
u)h ol 0.419™" 0.041| 0.420™" 0.052| 0.383™" 0.087| 0.491™" 0.106
NERES -0.025  0.026]-0.002  0.029]-0.005  0.107]-0.144"" 0.057
PIEEYS A | -0.155™ 0.034
(ref: 2| ) | 0.017  0.041
_con 1.851°77 0.154 | 1.926 ™ 0.191 | 1.522™ 0.370 | 1.691°" 0.387
o’ 0237  0.015] 0235  0.019] 0250  0.035| 0207  0.034
o’ 0.570  0.015| 0.580  0.019| 0.618  0.035| 0.450  0.032
o’ 0277  0.002| 0275  0.002| 0266  0.003| 0301  0.005
D 0.294 0.289 0.288 0314
) 0.219 0216 0.220 0.216
logL -55,823.1 -35,793.3 -12,380.7 -7,578.3
n 59,711 38,511 13,377 7,823
F 1) * p<.d, *¥* p<.05, *¥** p<0l.
2) AZ=WG FAA T AHAHS A=k
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22.0%, Aol Al 21.6% 5 AA|sh= A o2 HTh AZFPHA &l A
= A FEdE A A SAHeRE fog 2ol fidich
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(E 7)) 30l ohist XHq AnkebA : Model 1
A #9
AL -

o i = CE B
Coef S.E. Coef S.E. Coef S.E. Coef S.E.
A 0.080 ™ 0.003 | 0.073 ™ 0.003 | 0.116 ™ 0.005 | 0.078 ™ 0.008
A=l Al |-0.001 7 0.000 [-0.001 7 0.000 | -0.001 7" 0.000 |-0.001 ** 0.000
con 3.468 ™ 0.043 | 3.563 " 0.054 | 2.926 ™ 0.089 | 3.567 " 0.121
o’ 0.019  0.002|0.013  0.003|0.025  0.005|0.022  0.005
o’ 0.069  0.003|0.079  0.004 | 0.055  0.005|0.040  0.005
o’ 0.052  0.001|0.052  0.001|0.048  0.001 | 0.056  0.002

D 0.218 0.137 0.311 0.356

® 0.137 0.088 0.195 0.189

logL -2,883.2 -1,9104 -376.3 -376.8

n 25,544 16,291 6,427 2,826

T 1) * p<d, ** p<.05, *** p<0l.
2) AERIS FAAIGE AHAeRy Ak

& Slek @Al g Thacle] 31.1%E Ak, dl= 13.7%% 7
aRlo] AyE= A& & 4 Aok AY £33 A AddaA o] 2ol gk
g dAAD, delel FA(p<0.01), Felel Abull(p<0.01), FAL; Aoy
(p<0.05) E5F A o=2 ot X}OV} A= Aoz YeRTh AP AR]
Aerss 1S o, 7hrasle] A &4tk 13.7%E AWshs Ze® v
Elgon 2hd G2 Ay 2l 18.9%, A 19.5%, Frlel A9 8.8%
& A5 Aoz YERIth A {3 2R AdaaA|e] Zloldl tigk f-o

g 497 sk BA(p<0.0D),
AT,
Model 2¢14 783 ¢1=9] 2pq FaaAl= <
D PE W A ARRAE A hre
= o dekon] A 73

3 o]z}

o}, e} 3

AN, ?J%?%%

W 7} aole] A %i—*&sﬂ 8.6%= A
12.8%, A 17.1%,

<3t

8>
Qo] xA]

>3} 2k ARl

el Al(p<0.01)oM A o]

W2 = 2 26.0%, FA| 27.6%, Frle
A REE A o] zfolol] digh el AdA

o), A A s A
Sl 52%% MRS, el Ui A e
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<3 6>9] AFFENA ] FHAA R skt A R

ZFol= ek FA(p<0.01), Fvilel All(p<0.01), FALF Ali(p<0.1) ZF &

ARz Foldt 2ol7t AT
3|7 0] AE BAEH, dAF R d¥o] TS dagiel T
7}%}% A A o]l A dFFEel #AAaFE & 5 dom, ThrAte W
Adaaol tisl SAHeRE frolet Hhel EaE

Aolwl ZRAe] Q4

TE5 AR, A9 A

T A7 BEE gAR dEwe] B Ao ® e o 11 2] {3
Me BAXCE Fo5HA ‘E%ali}. A FES AR ”HHOﬂ vl A 2]
dagwo] =om, o] -9 dujjof H|g| laro] v Ao R YERith
(E 8) =0l ofst XA A2HAl - Model 2
A Z}Lﬁ 3
W il A A
Coef S.E. | Coef S.E. Coef S.E. | Coef S.E.
15 0.081 ™ 0.003 | 0.077 " 0.003 | 0.118 ™ 0.006 | 0.085 “ 0.008
A7 A -0.001 ™ 0.000 | -0.001 " 0.000 | -0.001 *™* 0.000 | -0.001 **" 0.000
Bt 2k 10.059 7 0.009 | 0.055 77 0.011 | 0.057 77 0.018 | 0.103 7 0.025
Buwg | uE | 0.042 77 0.013 1 0.066 77 0.016 | -0.011  0.028 | 0.031  0.033
(ref: 1 | &ty - pes ** -
ol ot 0.127 ™ 0.015 | 0.152 ™ 0.019 | 0.070 ™ 0.033 | 0.115 ~™ 0.039
e 5 20.004  0.009 [-0.005  0.010 | 0.072 " 0.038 |-0.013  0.020
68 | FA 0106 77 0.013
(cef: &7l [ A | -0.071 7" 0.016
con 3.076 77 0.072 | 3.144 77 0.089 | 2.426 "7 0.164 | 2.887 T 0.189
o’ 0.011  0.002]0.007 0.003| 0.021  0.005|0.014  0.004
o’ 0.068  0.003 | 0.077  0.003 | 0.056  0.005 | 0.040  0.005
o’ 0.052  0.001|0.053  0.001 | 0.048  0.001 | 0.056  0.002
) 0.143 0.084 0.276 0.260
) 0.086 0.052 0.171 0.128
logL -2,680.6 -1,799.6 -345.5 -353.3
n 24,367 15,657 5,977 2,733

T 1) * p<1, ** p<05, *** p<0l.
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A 7ol Q1S A5 wSel mAle G A ek
(sibling correlation)E L 3Fo] =2t} 712 ALS| A A =]9] @A 7}
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Abstract

A Study on Intergenerational Mobility of Education and Labor
Market Using Sibling Correlation

Yoo, Hyerim

This study examines the influence of family background on individual
income and education. This study analyzed the sibling correlation for the first
time in Korea using KLIPS data accumulated over a long period of time
at the household level and the child level with respect to individual social
performance. Sibling Correlation is important measure that explains the family
background more extensively than the intergenerational mobility measurement
considering all the characteristics shared by the children. In this study,
educational level and labor market wages were selected as social outcomes.
The study results are as follows. First, regarding sibling correlation of
educational level, when education level is considered as a time-invariant factor,
household factors accounted for 36.0% of the total variance. Second, when
considering the wage level as a time invariant factor in the correlation of
children, the household factor explains 21.8% of the total variance. It can
be seen that the effect of household background on wages, which is a labor
market outcome, is relatively small compared to education. When looking
at the type of child composition, sisters showed a high correlation of children

with wages. This is linked to the low wages of women in the labor market.

Keywords : Sibling Correlation, household background, multi-level model



