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Abstract

Economic inequality, which can be measured by the gaps in income or net worth between households, has persisted
over several generations in South Korea. Previous research has argued that a positive link between the wealth of parents
and children is one of the most important factors affecting the persistence of economic inequality over time. The purpose
of this study is to investigate the association of both net worth and real estate assets between generations using the
KLIPS (Korean Labor and Income Panel Study) data. Two quantile regressions were estimated to explore whether wealthy
children are more likely to have wealthy parents. The main findings of this study showed that net worth correlations
between generations are considerably greater as the net worth of children increases. However, there is no significant
difference between subgroups of real estate assets. This difference may be due to the fact that much of the transmission
of real estate wealth to the next generation occurs long after adult children have left their original home.
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Hlckal & 4= i, o] FAdo] W& AlBlof A= Ko A3 7
AA Apito] Zhd Aidol] o2 Hol=|t, o]t Fof Hol=
Zhq ] Adolo](head-start advantage)e L4 5= AT
<=8 2, 2017).

|- QR A= o]t Alld| 7 K2 FAM ol AS Tt AJo]
7F EAE 5= Aohe ARl 531 Qlok, Al 2 HEE B
o] UFEA Ueht= Al ohlt, 54 AlSolAl 1 B4l ¢
5 781 Uehd &= loke Aol 53] A4t Al 1 AApt
AL Qe FEU oA E, FEARMEE SR Al 71
H7} Hols= @/l Uehtar g, A4iAIS-<] vietAl A3
Aol FA =L ok H1YA 2, 2021)2 Lejshd, o=t
=0 A580] o & 4= qlok. shAut o] gy AF
7t zpolof 3t A= =2 AE(income) S 402 0]F o]
A & FHo| Ak, AHHe A5} 7R 2 A5 wheh FE-
A 7 §AM 9 Zpolzt Uebd 4= S-S f5-dllE 5 QAT
ojo] dj#t =2l AdiF o2 FEj Aol

old] £ A= 84 3RS B8 AFEAS T3,

A 9] ARk E9lol| whet RE-2FA] Z7E AR o] Aol w2}
Ao 2 Ueh=A1E AH Rz} §it), ol& 913l A AldiE
FTAHOE TS Wol| &R3 AT Ak AA 93 A
ZFRE Ae] gEFEo] ojFA eh=Aef gt AFEAS
38t 531, 79 AdAQ 25 ou|dk= ‘A Hnet
worth)'Z} ZHte A 718 2 HlE5E AA|Fhe R4t (real
estate assets) o] 2F-E LUt F 7HA] AL HER R
3l olf=, AR F A (liabilities)7t 3] 2L tE A
A AP BgARRRE Zhofl= Al 7 AMd o] A& thE A
g = 917] wiiEolot. I UE o|lf-2, FEARMle] A= &
o2 Qg ‘Aol ASH Ho| g’} FgAbAite] AlSE
o] gjel'o] thE 4= vk A& 18t} FeAA RS 2
WAl Aol 2] ZubRoA] Fojut 440 FE|R o]0
= Z7H g A0 2 dldE]7] ggolot,

o]o| = 2740 A= F-9 Alld] Zt o) Ao thEt o] BH =95
AmEY AYATLE HESI, R R oA 58S
ofl AhgRE 2w, EA, FaMS 58 7Iesah 430l =
e FdA RS E-8-5le] eAL HgAbare] Ao 7t 5
Aol g AFEA AE 7]435190nt v R 534 =
AFEA 215 U2 38 d741 9 AARE AAE

Il. OIEX =of | MAATR nF
1. MicH 2t 0| chE o] 23t =0

At 7t ©]'54d(intergenerational mobility)2 2 Alh<}
M4 Al 7 AR AR 2(919] WekE oju|jit, Ald) 2t o)F
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& S8 7F 41 WS R A 7 AR AIA 29
7 ol =2 FARIAE ABjEE Aol Fue} A
ARBIZEA A A919] o] Wohd, I Al Al 7 o4
o] il & 4= Qlrk, W2, 29 &5, warE Fo| F=
O} AR5 I AR3] 9 o] 34 Rral & 4= Qloh Al o]
40 & AlBjet 297] gL Alsloxe] B AAow
t2o}, Al 7H o] 340l 2 ARRjeflA = Al Ztell AlS: o) F
o] ghisl7|of B Ajthofl4] EBFo| WAt 2t T1710] A]
& olo] A4 7hs/do] At =y Al 2F ofFAde] W
ARBl= RO AB| A Apglo] AP oAR o] ME L, o]Et
tiEdol A AdioflAg] Adoejols FIE 4= qlrt. o= ¢
3 thEde] e B2 Aol 23] x3 A 7te At
i, S50 AtE AA $FE 4= ek 23790 & A
BlojlA] Fre} 24| Tt o) tiEH Y H=E T AHEe| FHA
(equality)& B715He 08 X2 SLAHASAL, 2000 %
29 9, 2017).

At ZF o] s-Adell T3t A= 1990 27 S ARkt
o] 20008t 01 2A F7HIt ol A& &5, Mt 5 A
A|Z SHofA] K Alchet b Ao Zhol] 2] fAH o] LrEld:
S 88|2 Ach(Peters, 1992; Couch and Dunn, 1997;
Dearden et al., 1997; Gottschalk, 1997). 200014t ZRko] 2
e rH dF=E 15979 PSID(Panel Study on
Income Dynamics) &2 &-§3}o] 215 2H A4 EE A=
E F4 WY Shapiro2004)7F Ytt. o] Aoxl= Bl Fx7t
BRIET} 2,44 2 F5 ER31AL 9lew, ofdt 7t Zhd 9
A HEFE e Ao 2 I, o]0l B|w A 27t
A| sfQleflxls 2 o] A4t FA o] ‘FRAMY O] G0l Aol
USE ¥ile 71 977t AAEHUTMathi et al.,
2017; Burrows and Lennartz, 2018; Campos-Vazquez and
Medina-Cortina, 2019).

g, FiollAl= 20000 Sof et A 9 ZHAA x]919
TAMES A9 B A7 34 S7HH 34, 2009; S+
A5E, 2008; 2R&-3714, 2011; FEF, 2012; AFE- o]
glo}, 2014; &9, 2015; 7428 ¢, 2017). °lE A= 3%
Zow Rl A4 7t R[] Hol7t Yl glom, o]z
g oiEd ] ZAIH 7F AHE REEkaL SS2 A st

Ald] F i EH TS & FUY 27 AFES FE L5
2L oL, U A At diEde] A EdE
o Fa% &L 3131 US| FEII. ol A= At
FAH L 2= BF0] 37] g, £5EGE 2Mo| A
% 7t 38 133k T Yo 243t 7hsAdo] At
e A3 Arhe)de AEE, 2018; ol 9A 2, 2021). 2
Aol tiEd o] B3 7|E AFE2 ST A 7Y AL B4
off ‘FEo] Aiko| A AIUS FFHoE FxF &
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=599 = K Korean Labor and Income Panel Study) A
25 &8st A 3t &5, A5 BAE dEH =5 F
At 7314H2009)8] HollAls of |9 HBHUFo] 2u=
71 7%, Ao g dEe] oF 14% A= dsthe 2R
EAE Q) Yide] Frrpre] Sxjite] ou] Sk A9, Ay
7t2] =R o] oF 27% F7Fk= A= vEh A4He] Al 7F
Aol £5HY & Aos EIHUY, vt deqt
(2013)8] A= ApAdiet FE2A 7F FHAR-F Y fA
o tigk 43 F8l, 27t AR £08 9ol A £3
A7 a7 BEo] ol Bk dF A ol=E &
AATE T FeR KNS FAHCE 3 1o gEHoE A
Zk olFgo] HS ofstE|al, Ao EFSS A
okl Akttt 7328 £](2017)9] At A = AR
Al ZF frAPd o] EARHS: AFsHslet, Frel 2he o) fgAt
Zpito] FARAl = A7t AlTEo] Adof| wht o2 # 2|3 ok
< AE Bugh vl gl vl - AL2E(2017)2 ol E R
AR i ER 0] FHQle) PEAOE FFS & 4= Utk Hell
A, FsAERHEe] diEdol Bt Ao JFE nA=AE
g8tz Firt, o] oM Frrt HAgh FsAbbile] A}
o] BEiit 3o ke vjA|aL o, o]= QIF &
O] A 7t o] EgH AL Gli= A 02 FRIE I

ojwgt FHRE F ARl o 2T AH4ite] A 71 diEH ol
JASHE, Ao R T ALS|e] Al 7+ AA|A olFAde]
a8 ", Al 2 ZAA o] FAdo] Rrhe AL I AR3]oA
7]8]¢] 3-5(equality of opportunity)©] 2= 2] gk 4= 9l
=& ou|gtct, o]2gt Al 7+ ZM4E tiEF o] J1ARE T kA
o) 7k ARS- AAA A2 AE 4= vk FollA, S B =
0]9] FaAo] FHEIL YUt o]ofA|= 2A A= & AtollA
FEohs 2K diEH Y AlF 7 Aol & vE U9 AdETE
HESI

2, Mic 2t 2] CHEEIe| AS 2t xlo]of] et =2

o &Rl thigt o] 9] Aol H= o Al 2F A
go] AlFol wet k24 Uepd-& Basjal lck(Torche, 2015;
Gregg et al,, 2019; Callaway and Huang, 2020; Callaway
et al,, 2021). o1& A7 Ao 2t 5o EH Ade] ZE AF
oA dBEA YA o, 49 B HaeASelA T
23 = vAYUZo] EAE & 3ol FEaL At £
T 32 F S 53 obHA| 9] £50] o}52] 4259 H|X|= BF
2 343t Fide and Showalter(1999)°14& 31¢] 45 E-9]
A 1 F3Feo] o At vebdE #Eth Palomino et
al.(2018)%= 1980~2010'3 2] SR (PSID)E B-85t0f Al 2t
25 o549 AF 7t AolE AFstgl=t, A4S, sty

FFONA Al 7 45 gEAde] o 2 Aoz ERIEY o
g o]k o} g/do] #4177t Bt A9 EflolA= ¥ HE
S Ho|E= uhd, 319 E9jollAMe F7leta, Hashs fe bl
E3l= 2 o2 YE A}, WH Bjorklund et al. 2012)014= 4
HAZANA R} 2R 7F A5 Ado] o A Yeht= A
o2 BAE9T KoromQ018)o14= #9 11745 tides
Al 7 R4 o)A sfjeg AmRglet), HRRIRE g ofd
HEe 717} o) ANER] gF2 vlte]| vjE| o g2 HE A=
Aoz yehch E9EaE S E90A AiEog A4t o]
el ggo] o 3 Aoz EMFct Hansen and
Wiborg(2019)2] @7 FREEZREH 55 o2 2h450| ¢
B BE FHs= @42 BLE ASolA e, o]t
29| o]Ag 53 A4t F3 HL 9 AFEY Al AIS A
o ZeHA YebdS A A3 53] ARlF R w2 A
e A Y4E FE2HE 15 o|Hiks: 7ol o EUth
o] As|| AIAIZC] 7HrollA AT A 28A] 2 A
B} o g2 25 ZHHA =, 29 o]Fo] Ald 7k AF-E
ARYASR= e Aeko 2 veRdS A

Yol g AtE0] &5 4R Al 7k o549
A% 7t Zolg AZT vt ot} o]F AT A9 A5
FRO| 7qtAas.0 2R Hh= Qo] 2h o] A5 E9lof ulg}
GetEAE 24519 Richey: 715(2014)9] AFelAE
of50] A5 AAISOE A4 ofHz] 259 oigh g 4ol
AAe A2 eyt 229Q015)% A7t 425 49 £
of &3 7 9-of] RRAEC] QoS o A wh=th= A7 2TE
Hasta Qiok, ¥ige] A2 F714(2011)9 dollAe oks
A5 gt opA] 259 FaFEo| ke £910. 1004 53]
A e A2 EAE

o|E THHEH, oJE AFoNA Al 7t FAMo] B ZeHA
rERb=R] ] gt g A2 gIAT A ] A5y At
off tigt Fro| FaFeo| Aol whet Fepiirk: Zalk= o9
el ArelA FFEA Uehta gk, e Al 7 fAE
9] A Zpolofl T3t T =2 A5 2o HEolA
o, olF A= el 2219 AvE 3| BASHA &
2 Aol A B4& FFrh= A7 ok, REARMES 4
o2 At 85 4E A 1S ASE L ok Fe 1
2, oA = Ap4ke] Al 2t el AlS 7k Aol 7t &
A 4 S F530E 5 ok A2 FE7IFo] FEdtuA
Zpate] tiEH] FAE F A7 oA = thes o] R 9l
o1} o] A= Al 7 fAHg o] A 9] &pat E9je] what of
2A verd £ Sltks A At whaE - 2138H2020)9
A7} 71 =24l G v)R)E 8Q0Ee] £9) 7 Aol 4l
Fe vk oo, #ig At Al 2 EE Y] TRoA] Fet
A4 7k ApAEe] FAMIE ARt kgt ofof £ A+
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A $AM4at REARARE FA0R Bret AR 7k AHAte)
Appo] LA 8 A1, ofefat Aldh 2+ Ake] AM
o] o] Aol w2} A ek heAE Anu A g,

ll, EAUE U He 7Y
1. 2Ad

£ A FEok 2] A 2 fAMTE, ek A4 7t
ZHte] Aol o= HEE FFsHA UE=AIE 53 AHE
2} ek, ZMke] A 7H g2 Feot B3k 2to] 2k
7} 271 Fof Bz Aol o= A2 FFS vA=AE T
3f) mhee 4= ik,

& @7 A Al 7 AV Trisled, FEapito) )
UARl vl 93 e AISE Aolofl FE3iglt), 7122 &
FollAE 7S] 5o Apate] G vlAlE 80 24
o HaApgHo] 71%t OLSEFRF S F2 AN OLS
S AEFL 27T BolM ST T vjA= &
ARIE &N REORA, SN FHHS 719 B
A A gt AERES AlFch & Aot wRiste OLS3]
FARF L o] §RITHH FFAAptel e F= Fro| I%Y
o] = AT E EREE 7Pgs]ofF Rt SRRt & A9
Lol A A EekRol, Ap4te] B¢ 1L o] e} F1o] gF
go] 22k 7hs/do] At 0|23t AlF 7t AleolE HiFE]
A A2} E9ef BFohe BisS Este] AHER 2
BAZ sk R AEE 4 9l o] Bl diE
919 FEA EA0 Zosh7] B2of S o] FES FH
3}7] o izirhs Dol Uk EF, SjHem #E-S A
3 HER HeHO(selection bias)ell 23l £4 AIE =4
ol 7IA 343171 olE.

o2t olfr=2 & ATolM = F&5 U2 B9l met SHd
9] gFEo] gt Ao AHE= 39 85 A2 &
U B4 32 ¥ (quantile regression model)& AM-811
o o] 2¥2 F9(median)E FHLE FHES AY R
< Aol g8l 7HeA1E Folste] SFaE FAsE WAL=

£ A2 7 AM837] 2] BR | E4o] FHomA A
Ho| EAIE #2E 4 Arkes Aol At 2515 AR
Ao Fsh o A (1)3 2t

Y= :c;ﬂq_,_e‘- (1

A7IN gt BHAS

T Ty - Mk | oy

o) SYUUSES Yehit, 8,5 ¢
WA B910) B4 2R, Z gB oA 0] &) et 5
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¥ge] GRS ek, ol B914 SRy BES ¥
ok o RS B9 /EAE A Hestel 6,8 247
ki

N N
Q(ﬁq) = Z 3 Q|yé_xiﬁq|+ E 2 (l_q) yi_xiﬁql
ity =zl ity < @l
I N
= Y dlel+ X 1-de]
ity =af ity <z
(o= x;gq +e;) Q)

915 A EE-2 19l A @)ollAt Zol, HH - (objective
function) 02 2|48}5k= B, & Fah= Zlojth, $o) Bajghe
oA ¥ —z; B, e;0lch H9(g)= 03} 1 Alo]9) g 7HALh,
F&W59| o Egto] VIR TAY Zow(y, = ;6),
|y — 8, | ol g¥HE 715A 2 Fojsich, vhdol] F&uso] o
Zgko] BaEghact Zoul(y, < 2,8), ly;— =8, |9 (1-g)%
271328 Rojdt 3 9| BARLS sl 4,8 23
ek oujojct, B o] AZEA o] Ba3t Bols 57ny
& g0 dehyd ol 4] (3)x) 2t

InY,=a+ 51,4'“& +62,q117 +ﬁ3,qH£ +ﬁ4,qpi +e;  (3)

4] 3)o14] X 3w Ak, Y= Ahde] RS vehfaL 9L
o}, o] A& log-log 2 HORA, 2HE A4 f, = o] A4t
o] 1% 2718 m) E9le-olx 0] ApixiAte] W& (%)S 2Ju|st
o}, o}tz RmApibo Tjgt Auixiate) ehele] jdos ofse
2 9tk = AAASA WS HE /B4 W P BuT
o] 549 LRl Wit 2 BAoAE AP o) At 29
£ 5892 Fuaiged), o] 42 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.82 Lehfs
he] B4t A ik, TeluE B elpe] AzEy A
SHe 7k Hojgol 4] Sayat 8171l Tist 47)e] SAAS
o2 et o} B 2 dTolale AHke) Al 7H 414
o] A2 XAt E9jo] wet kA eh kA E Azl o
%t

2, AExiz H Wy 7Y

AZEAE 93l AT HoA Algthe e
ZAHKLIPS) AHRE 4319t =l dRAN:E 199895
B @Al 222H20199)7H] 8o} $it} St dRAR=
7 A= et 1S AR 2 FEREE, 7S ARl 7
Hol A5, A, 3, 71584, 7asT) 7iata], ARl
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B 5o Furt 23E o olet. /IS ARE 7Rl 43 3
15A] o] 71-9E dido R 3h, AAES AH, Jd, &
5 2H8F 59 Y-S g Ut desadRAl: V&
Y7HFell A BBl 7MtE A RARLe] i g7
Huytel 207198 37 AT 4= Qlcks Ado) ol &
g, ZhApste] gt ARE A FREE AlFet glo] 7t
o] ApAte]| Tt BA4-S ek bl §-83 A= ol

& A7) BEAGARS 2A~ 22217119 717k Y71k
T Hz 2APIL)OIA E7HeE Aot o]&& #7t ojHel=
Y7Hte] 7o B 2AMEN, B} o] Rl PR ER
Elo] ZAbE 22PAE o|F A|AMRE BIlet 71 5 7Y
AHE 78 2% 5 o A R skt ARE HY
3o EE-2 A5G

AR Al 7 fAFof B3 RS SAREL EARARE
Tt FaEigle), A FgARL S8 AMES: et 3
Aol A RS W AoR, 7hte] AFFRI g olujgit), o
FoM = R4S 2 A2E ek FE 8910 A
EE3 Qo) FEnkd o7} 7o 24 PA4o) AAAQ 9
FE A feuElAs et Fa4e] B3] At
I E S ol SRR BEApANS EsiAgl, FERpAkt
SA7} A 1=y o] A FEARRRAL Zhefl= Ald)
ZH A0 AR A YeRd 4= ook, o]2f7l HellA zHite]
At 7k ARl Tk 842 SRl B5ARMARE JRate]
AuE gart oot

& Aol A= K20 Zpito] AR MAte] vl A= PR 3l
ikl Al 7F AMS E3tch AR gt R bAke)]
SRS 7] Y3, Ahd Q] AR AR G
X QA5 MAEA, 754, FREY HeE 12
%dct,

WA, FH5USE 29 Ak HFARAYoE £xlAL
I} FFAAARE 21 71e] BIAA o] 3R 2271 $%
3 gke] W2 o] 83Tt ouf ZF AJHY &AM} gt
ARe- Apm o] 71 22 AJAQ 20199227} 7188 E7F B A
gt 54 Aldo] obd &7 ol S 71719 Btk AME-
§ olf, Al7]el W 7o AMHES BAIBH 7Y A
BHRQl ApAF 42328 YER)|7] Sidtolct, Tl Rmo] &3}
Abah BHAARRE 2212 222} 7|7k SR 3he] Bt o
B3lgiet? Sk HEARAE 28 HElksle] HAjo) 2hg
ataict SRR ERMAbOIA SEAE Ak WHoE A4l
57] Wie] FARMEC FRA7} o B 7N 2(0)9 gkl
EEHL o] F-, 2O o] Byl £ dAAe &
AL g ‘S A A 1Y] gho g 24T & 208 8}
k. REAA] Bt B = EEARMEE B4R &
2 7S EA A Qg & 28 2§yt

o2 EPHsE SRR BsAate] B3t 71Ee] A
PATES Farste], A7t At Rgibapate] G
S & 08 wuEl: UeES T3 2k 7] )
A4 EAS Uehe deRe A, 99, EQ4HE, n8E,
Q] 5 XSG, 7 B HisEe 224E, ARG
o, AFAY Fo| EFHHTE E, &Rk tigt EAoll A=
AAY - o21)e] ATE Haste] 7t AAEE W
(FAHAE ] FAulE, SRR o] S5A4E HIE)E ARESHA
3, FgAbRpe] digt BAoale At g o4l Bajet
TEARRE Byl T o) 7ML EEAKEE 85
317] SI3E A FAU F8AREE: B3l 23] diZelcH(e]
A - 5k, 2017).

B0l APk fgA AL olof Bu 7ol FE HeE
2 Bn 7R A, A, T, 28eE, Y, A £
E 2t A7t 24 sle ARES 2R #4le] 7k B4
olof] 27} 743 AbS RS 2| 9jeh e AR Y W
S 4 Q7] 2otk 9], 2017), A& o, WgpFoe] &
1 EL AYS 7 RE= 29 wdof & #AS Hol, of
£ AdAd 2] FAA 7)3]2] 5o o]oj 4= ok, E3 &
712 AR =8 oln|shes A Sk B 2gsigit,
Mulder and Smits(2013)7} A& F5=0], 715 Hjof|A] o] && 4=
A= AAA Aglo] BE A oA F7E7] del], Ao =
7t 2zt Aol A Al RO AAF A Y] 9FE = 4 9
S& 283t Ao|t},

Adzitet Hrrpte] E4S e SHHSES 2
o] B7MAEE 71802 AEatE, 45, B4, IS &
7|17ke] Btk AMS3EAL, AR Wi RAY RFARME
o] P& FAAY B o2 o] Byof ZFsIGITh, Azt
02 avks SAE] $i3t WaRs Bk FahdaTE AMe-e)
gk, ol= B2t ol & Ajzte] A dE At gt £5z}
Abe] ggreo] AZch: 24 2l(2017)8 A7+ A 13t
Zloje},

AFEA Y AT W49 7|28 A e 2 (E
%), 4A, A7t EAS AuEy, £x4ke] P
122395 9, R5ARME Y42 135497 Yoz yepgd
7HEEe] S BT o409 ulgo] 7:3 AEQ] Ao FA
=jglon, B7hxde] A% Wi 29,7412 YeRd E4H
£ 71&7H71 50.2%, ¥R Sls 7R 49.7%%00 184
& % 70% oo thE o oE ERIET, Y B A
- 322](33.7%), AH-2(19.1%), AE71%52(17.4%), 5014,
O - 718, 72(16.4%), AHI2A(13.5%) <22 Ve
o}, A7le] d45 B2 40,99 ¥ £Eo 2 Yt
AREHE A7 17.9%, DA 82.1%= E7F AJHofA = s
AR} Y2 A Ao 2AE L AFAYLE £EH,
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Table 1. Variables and basic statistics

Variables Freq. (pct.) Average Min. Max.
variable Real estate assets of children (million won) - 135.4 0.0 1,989.6
Male (1) 859 (70.93) - - -
Gender
Female (0) 352 (29.07) - - -
Age 5 29.7 17.0 51.0
Spouse (1 608 (50.21 - = -
Marital status B (0 ¢ )
No spouse (0) 603 (49.79) o S o
) Less than high school (0) 331 (27.33) - S -
Education level :
College graduate or higher (1) 880 (72.67) - - -
Professionals & managers (ref.) 408 (33.69) = = =
Office workers 231 (19.08) - - -
Job Service workers 163 (13.46) - - -
Technicians 211 (17.42) . . .
; Etc. 198 (16.35) - - -
Children
Income (million won) - 409 2.1 151.6
Self-owned (1) 217 (17.92) = 5 e
Occupancy
Rent (0) 994 (82.08) A - A
SMA (ref) 615 (50.78) - - -
Residence Non-SMA metropolitan 248 (20.48) - - -
% Non-SMA non-metropolitan 348 (28.74) - - -
E Debt to total assets ratio (%) - 0.4 0.0 59.2
o
g Real estate assets to total assets ratio (%) - 0.8 0.0 1.0
8 Debt (million won) - 336 0.0 487.1
& Financial assets (million won) - 196 0.0 3977
Gift from parents (million won) - 18.6 0.0 666.0
Period after separation (year) - 11.3 1.0 21.0
Male (1) 1095 (90.42) = = =
Gender
Female (0) 116 (9.58) - - -
Age & 59.9 390 97.0
Spouse (1 975(80.51 - S -
Marital status i (0 ( )
No spouse (0) 236 (19.49) - - -
) Less than high school (0) 1021 (84.31) - - -
Education level :
College graduate or higher (1) 190 (15.69) - 2 -
Parents Professionals & managers (ref.) 130 (10.73) - - -
Office workers 60 (4.95) - - -
Job Service workers 181 (14.95) - - -
Technicians 353 (29.15) - - -
Etc. 487 (40.21) - - -
No. of children - 2.3 1.0 6.0
Net worth of parents (million won) - 250.3 -231.5 4,096.3
Real estate assets of parents (million won) 2705 0.0 5626.4
Obs. 1,211

Note: debt and financial assets were used in model of real estates assets.
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HSEH FA4A|, HeEH = 299 vlgo] 27} 50.8%,
20.5%, 28.7%= LEFgtE, ARq74e] 27 & AR Bt
o= 11,3d02 eyttt

HhHo||, B 7|te] EA4-E AhY 7hkel B AjolE Holal
ot E3], Hat &xpAbo] 250,399 H, Wit RgAkapibo]
270,599 Yoz Bu A7} xhd Alcie] b3 B2 A B
oIl Y= AR BAEIY, 2 7] AL 7 Al
o] B4Jo] 90% oldo & VeI, IS5 84.3%71 1LE 0
31l Ao yeht A Ajdiel & AjolE Kyt 2] %9
A& 7153029.2%), &Y, @ 57t 234 718 Y
(40.2%)9] vlFo] Bl HE- Fe T AHFR 9] vlF-2 A
Aoz 32 Zog FAEQI,

V. &3=4
1. S2IAISE SHAIS 2h KR Hlw

AL FgAERAEe] Al 7 A dell digt EAo) oA,
arSAIS T AT BRI 2 2ol digh 7|2 A &
A st 712400 = A 712 A4 9o wtet
3191 20%% 391 20%2 T3] 24 7t 2to|E AH R IITt 5
9 20%2} /3 20% 7HS] Ht A Q1 A4S vt A= (E 2)
oF P}, HA £Ake] A2, 3HY 20% AR 7te] Ak B
HH LR 31797 Yo B, 0|5 REE W R 19 238
oz yepddt, ghe] A9 20% AdE Bt 39 3329
9, o|& 2= Bt 49 3389wt o] LAk Bkl Qe
Ao R Vet 54 AML, 319 20% A 71t 5
Bt eApAte] B Agie] oF 2.6% o] Sxiet vh, AR
20% AP 719 A= K2 A oF 75.9% 202 YEL
UL Qlok= ol 19 Zhell vl R |, 2R Aldieflxls A
9] 20%9] Hat AR 319] 20%2] <F 1054, F5 Aldiol A=
oF 3 64 02 319] 20%2F A9 20%2] Hat At Zol=

2 Aol A B& =1A] vehtar 9lct,

ER=, B3] 29 319 20% A B 6,524
¢, o590 Rt Pt 19 5HY 4L Ef3l= Aoz yehg
c}, ghAol 9] 20% A4 9] Ht FFARRKES 39 645U ¢
o7, oj5e] K= 49 723unt Yo & et} 319 20%
A o] Bt AR Kmo] oF 4 3%, 49| 20% A<l ¥
T FEARMES R o] ok 779 oot FgAkAke] B9 71
Aol vlwa i, A Aol A 20%7t 3191 20%2] <F
564H, K5 Aol oF 3. 1v 02 LAk H ] s
AAjARe] 29| 7H &po)7} o] 2R Z o= el

[OF5HH, AR RgAbRbAE 2T 519] 20%2F 9] 20%2]
591 2t Aloli= R At 2hg AldiellA o 2A YehdS
golsl 4= ), E3, 349) 20%2] A AR Fuw Al
o} v waf o> A GEREAITE, A 20%= 5 Aok FAE
g 0] AAEE B fdle 202 Yelyth SR AME,
olgjgt Aozt eAMkoA B 2A Yehiithes ol o=
Bu Ak} Zp Ak AFd o] 4t Al 7t A= o2 A U
Ehd = 9L Hwk opel, A 7H AR 9] o7} Apita)
FAAE o= T2 A Uebd 4= S-S AR,

2, @XMt SELRpe] M ZH ARl ChE 24

1) &=Xpte] Mich 2H SARSol| ChEt B4

= A7 7o Al ol 3} Hste], Kol Al o) At
7k el A% 7l BEA dehheAle] 3E i gl
53|, <A} FeaiAe] 2388 g0l 42 +sit
AFEA ol FEA 0] AuRpte] w2l F&Fo] 2hde] 2}
AHSEZE Aol7k QlEAlE ASshe 29 AHARFE AR
stict, AA £4 oM A Atk Al 2t
APl digk OLSB AR 9 BARF Y EXEUE
B aale], 2hq bk ek REAMte| e o] Ahd o] A4k 2
ol whet gt =A1E A Egit

Table 2. Summary of differences of net worth and real estate assets between top 20% and bottom 20%

(unit: million won)

Category Average Min. Max.
Children 3.17 -180.29 21.61
Bottom 20%
Parents 120.34 -158.65 1,278.46
Net worth :
Children 33297 194.50 2,291.62
Top 20%
Parents 438.44 -231.48 4096.27
Children 6.52 0 19.89
Bottom 20%
Parents 150.45 0 1,395.37
Real estate assets ,
Children 365.26 214.39 1.989.64
Top 20%
Parents 473.08 0 5,626.39
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RIA, 271’ 2R 9] expitel]) 93 viAls Waael diRt
s 2R e EAE = ofef 2l (& 33 At A RAR,
2 B4 Wi SolAE 28E, 7HAS, ARTH, AFA
o, SARL dju] R AL ] FgAxE HlE 5o
A S = A 02 Yet ol 7189 ARA+1e)
E GAghs Adjo|tt, WeE2] 75 OLSYAEZ M= &
AF frejdel] VERA] edgto, 55 SR A= Apat
o] B2 A ASda= &AMt viAE T4 A ¥l ARE

Table 3. Intergenerational similarity of net worth

AL ety £53 HRFHY B¢, 7S] B
5, 271 A0 AFE A48T E Aol Skt Ae=
uehidt, &5 A3 E7E &AM vl dFEHS w2 E
A= Z5F AR A o2 e, AFA G| B2, 2717
Ao Bl=def AFRE 9= = AT B3| &xte] K
A FEE = AR B ol aEUT HeEd
o] ek A4 A7 EARRS HRl AA - e 2021)9]
Aok dAshe Aot otk B4l RPN vl

OLS Quantile regression
Variables Std.
Coef.  opof SH.E tvale 02 0.4 0.6 0.8
Gender 0010  -0010 0028 -0370 -0020  -0023  -0023  -0031
Age 0003 0027 0003 0830 0005* 0004 0004 0004
Marital status 0005 0005 0027 0190 -0.026 0009 0002 0014
Individual Education level 0044 0041 0030 1470 0031*  0041*  0049* 0063 **
characteristics Office workers 0024 0020 0033 0730 -0028  -0.008 0000 0042
Eﬁ? Serviceworkers 0001 0001 0038 0040 0008  -0015 0005  0.001
gr%f:izlggif Technicians 0004  -0004 0037 -0120 -0006 0010 -0023 -0018
Etc. 0046 0036 0037 1230 0013 0014 0037 0036
Income (log) 0320 0330 0027 11660 0262 0304** 0344** (0355 *
Occupancy 0.134%* 0108 0032 4220 0099** 0116™* 0149 0164 **
g ﬁ'n%’t‘r'i;‘”oﬁm 0055* 0047 0031 1770 0027 0026 0018 0045
LoD (efiohic) ﬁ;’:fn';‘tfopoman 0107** 0102 0028 3820 -0027* 0050 -0062%* 0078 *
Debt to total assets ratio 0026™* 0129 0005 -5260 -0.172** 0069  -0016 0011 *
Z‘jsaéfjggassetm total 0337%* 0174 0052 6420 0298%* 0208** 0285 (0264
Period after separation 0.001 0008 0002 0280 0002 0.000 0.001 0.004
Gender 0005  -0003 0050 -0100 -0007 0004  -0053  -0.009
Age 0004* 0060 0002 1910 0.000 0.001 0002  0.003
Marital status 0013 0011 0036 0350 0008 0004 0002 -0018
Education level 0063* 0049 0037 1730 0050 0036 0005 -0.018
Al Officeworkers 0055 0025 0062 0880 0016 0023 0077 0023
characteristics (Jr(;? Serviceworkers 0053 0040 0050 1060 0040 0054 0013 0034
professionals  Technicians 0041 0039 0045 -0910 0020 0022 0023 0032
& managers)
Etc. 0039 0041 0045 0870 0034 0043 0019  -0.004
No. of children 0059** 0100 0015 -4040 -0018* -0016* -0017* -0.010
Net worth of parents (log) 0070** 0083 0022 3140 0083™* 0110 0117 0130 ***
R-sq. 0.331
Adj R-sq. 0316
Obs. 1211

*p<0.1, #p<0.05, **p<0.01
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A SAEAY] AF3ME oot g Hlg] ¢xite] &

Ex oz BRI o HEEY AFd uE 43 JF
o] &2 £l o 3A Yehgth, AR W] A 34
AL ofjn] BAjulgo] &8 £ARAL] Z2ojEal, AR H]
&) F&5F &M solves 2R eyt FAulgol
PR oAl FolE= AL HA| oAVdE 5 Sl ATl
U, 1829l Me eAH4te digt $47 gaFo] st verd
UHH AR Eo] HR8h 45 9ol A= 1 g AdiA e
2 2o o g BAET

F gz, 22 B4 WL 3L OLSE AR M= R
A, WEFE, A 7t Y &AM FFE F= AoR
Rttt ey 294 SHRg A s EFo] 1595
ATk felgt gFFol Yeht, Ahd 471 BE ESjoflA 2k 7}
T AR A7 89102 eyt BE W8S
A, 71E ATES RO £ W8SFo] A HAH A
Foll 332 FFE F= A= WH| Y}, &£ Aol #4
AR AP} FAHA UepdAle, 7H B2 E9lelAT
7 BAA f948& B, ol R wseFo] 245
£ 9] AAH EA & Jfdstee g=E HE g8 o
APATHZEA, 2013)9] Ao} o] gl Ao Holr, &
Aol 79- 818 20%fl L3k A S AfAto] - A& #at
ohe} 57} skt g 77} difEoltt, o]E2] -
£ BRo ispRo] &8 oA A =& £ 75
Aol F AoE AZE A 5 W] A9, Bk 2o 3
A7 GEs SR A o] il K(-)9) dFE =
= 2o 2 HARQIT) o= Mulder and Smits(2013)2] <72}
YA sk A2, FAR I B2 Bfol= R ZAH A
o] FAIE7] wiiZe], 7 2hq 9] & Mtole FRAHY S =
£ o2 FEch e FHHo R FAAp] o whah Ay
749 eAbo] Gk wh=the A2 Otk 2718 AR o) 7}
At 4ol Ho] Ao FagE Ho|1 Qi

uprjEto g, £ dtolA FEdh= Rl £k} Ay &4}
AR TAIE BE EHoA 23t BAA A4S B A
o ol A 7 =Ake] ARAE Ut AR A
Ao A vepdtt AR ARl digh B8 &2 OLS
B HASG T 0.072, F2 eA4b0] 1% 571 of Ahe A4t
& PFH O oF ,07% F7IRICE & = Utk & Aot fA
A o2 A 7 259 AS EA% 7|12 A7 e Ald T
4259 ©@g4yo] 0,15~0.4 FF2& YepdS Bustn ot
(Richey-871%, 2014; HA& 8714, 2011; 22, 2015).
oje} vlwalH, OLSEF oA =88 =AM Aldf 7t g=ly
A AdiAes W& fAjolr), aEy o) A XAl
P U £ 9= FRAAES BF FAS cadEe HE
2o} girt, thoket 2212 FAIF Aol = o] Fme}

2

24 7k =24 A o] EAfdthe AL Ao 7t iEE a4
& A o2 uioggt Atz £ 4 Qlct, w3 B9 3Ry
itz VIS vie} o] A o) A4t E917} ol E H
&ARAL] tigt g Ao] golxl= HiEE Kot £ &xjate]
A= 15994200.2)041% 0.083, 28-$1=0.9)04+=
0.110, 32915=0.6)°141%= 0.117, 48-314=0.8)°14+= 0.1302
2 55 sA4be] 1% 371 o 319 20% E91olA= A 9] &
AAEE 0.083% S7F8HL, 4391 20% E91elM= 0.130% S71E
£ oujgit}, o= AF9] E919) A= aH) £919] Aol vl
Hu S o & Qg whon], SRS go] Bk Ay
UE R 2REO tiEdo| ¥ 78k VErd 4= &S 9vl
it}

2) BEARIL| MIcH ZH RARSo]| Cht 24

olojale AFEA e 2] 719 Fgitakte] 9
Fe 8950 diF 291 RG-S EAE FE iRt
of W3t BA AT ofefe] < 49 Lt} FgAtAde] dFS
OAE AR YEPd WaEe SAMe] B3 £4= Aol
o,

A, 2hd 7 §42 AR, 271 A9 7S] 93,
T, BerE T AUSA Bk 45, HRRH, 277
Al AFAY, 4, S84 5 7SR M7 BeARMl
P& = A= BAEUT MUSE B F 9% 291
o RGN E TAH Feldol vehtA] ke, E4

£ FEleALrE BE BLYA H B2 FEAMEE 714
© AoR UERgt, o= &S B8 718 A= A
A ARe 7 FED FEFARREE v o §olg B¢ ohY
2t o 33 Y2 Feo] WRsA|7] oz Bl ussE
o] A%, tiE oVl A 1F osidl KTt FFEHoR
O W2 FeAA S Bk A 0= UERd=T, ol 2%
AL 71 R2 29014 © A vebdt &5 B¢, A4
71 A £50] FoHSE FEAAME woll= Ao
2 et 259 99E2 W2 29004 7P 3A dER
I w2 B2 25E Foe A= EAEAY HaFH
AL, 27F Al AEE s o B2 Rk B
ks AR UEt, HR3HE BE SHMA Feikt
TR FHH)9 FFE F= AeE EAHAYT. AFAHY 7
+, HeEH AFdhe ZolE ti=A] 0]2)2] A Hof AF{t
s FeiApate] vlAlE A5 e) A2 gl o 2 A
S2 YET R SRS B Feiel $A1E L
2 oottt )9 %S nAE ACR yeided, #A49
A FEARMES vlisly] S1F A 29 sToR o8y
WEE A = o S8R B, FeAR A 2t
At 528 Wgshs E O ARE 753k 222 offish: A
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Table 4. Intergenerational similarity of real estate assets

OLS Quantile regression
Variables Std.
Coef. o ¢ SW.E tvalue 02 0.4 0.6 0.8
Gender 0098  -0030 0074 -1330 0042 0162 0057  -0.061
Age 0031** 0100 0008 3630 0014 0.022 0.021 0.024
Marital status 0408** 0138 0070 5830 0346™* 0320** (323%* (.184**
individual Education level 0236** 0071 0080 2940 0301* 0200 0102 0.179 %
characteristics Office workers 0110 0029 0086 1270 0105  -0.023 0010 0.107
Job (ref: Serviceworkers 0077  -0018 0101 -0760 -0.073 -0.049 -0055  -0.010
professionals
& managers)  Technicians 0018 0006 009 0190 0.173 0018 0027 0.030
Etc. 0160  -0040 0097 -1640 -0.188 0055 0.055 0.069
Income (log) 0869%* 0284 0084 10340 1.064™* 0972%* (811%* (782%*
Occupancy 0599%% (0157 0081 7380 0502%* 0431** (426™* (375
_— i’f’ﬂ%’;ﬁ;‘gﬁm 0300 -0107 0081 -4800 -0496%* -0241%* 0143% -0186*
Household (ref: SMA) Non-SMA
characteristics nonmetropolitan 0422™* 0128 0073 5780 0578 0311** 0296 -0269*
Debt (log) 0099%* 0226 0010 9830 0.145%* (J07** (0085™* 0076
Financial assets (log) 0.082** 0096 0021 4000 0163™* 0119** 0070 0.046*
Period after separation 0006 0022 0006 0970 0011 0004  -0.001 0.001
Gender 0040 0008 0131 0300 0.107 0114 0138 0122
Age 0005 0023 0006 -0870 -0.009 0.005 0.004 0.005
Marital status 0017  -0005 0097 -0170 -0025  -0.005 0078 0.084
Education level 0009 0002 009 0090 -0.015 0.007 0.027 0.021
Parental Officeworkers 0180  -0027 0162 -1.110 -0.268 0203 0046 0.023
characteristics  Job (ref: Serviceworkers  0239% 0058 0131 1820 0166 0123 0.158 0.130
professionals =
& managers)  Technicians 002 0007 0118 0180 0014 0.042 0075  -0.099
Etc. 0.061 0020 0117 0520 0083 0.075 0057  -0.046
No. of children 0041 0022 0038 -1060 -0.058 0053  0034* 0022*
Real estate assest of parents (log)  0.173** 0744 0029 5980 0222%* 0188** 0177%* 0.137 *=*
R-sq. 0543
Adj R-sq. 0533
Obs. 1174

*n<0.1, #p<0.05, **p<0.01

o] Bhgsltt, TEAMto] Faiakihe 2Rt 2w AT 8k
o 82 At Faitbate] SR oofd o7 df
ol

THeo R, Fi B4 HeEd BY, divsd AR a4zt
Abell FAA o2 FonRt Y2 gl 2= Yeigt, 12y
T 2hd 4= Hps TAH 7L AR 3Rt 47
Flgeoll A 2he FEaMel 2()9] FFE viAE A= B4
Ht, ol FeAAMEE wol 71 A AdellAls SAA
7 BE&TE Feiakte] gashs At Ak AT 4= 9
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t}, Mulder and Smits2013)°]l W2 FE9| 2Ry 57} 7}
gk 2 9] Apite]] mj A= HAH ke Apuof gk o] A
A 2| Gg EAH7)7] ot FgAbapate] AF9] E 9ol A A}
Y o]l | AAA Ao 2RI P, FEARMEE
Bo| HAgt A Y45 R E A A =20 o g2 FEFS
=208 f53E 5 it

upRjuto g B A0 FQ AR FEARMARS: B R 2}
A 2| ZdtAdo] EAJgl: A2 BAE I Ahd REAAE
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BEAEALe] 1% 578 uf Aju] o) FgAtA ke B oR of
0.173% 371k ZA0& 3|48t 4= Qlc}, Rmol Ay 7k Hgit
Aol AL Hopd R A un] BE Holo| A 735 $A|4
TS Ho FRF A debdS RI1E = o B
ot pAZ oz Hn BEAxiile) tigh 2 REAlRAke) B
AL 1891420.2)014 0.222, 28291420.4)°141 0.188, 3894
0.6)°141 0.177, 4329<=(0.8)°l1A4] 0.1372 E4 =0} FgAER}AE
o] e AYUSE Hu RFAxAbte] AL 035]8 Yot
Az o8 yelyth, ol Asa-rolA B8] = 54t
Ate] AT #Ro] 2L Zog wokEr: Sjuzte] A9 B
7¥etn el ulASHE Zlo] YukQlY], o] Aj7]o] Rz RE
o] ZAIA Age] AT 4= qltk, a8y 7|E dollAale RR
o] Feiziito] A o] el A YUdls SRR B1 A}
A19] L35 Fuldhs S5 2 B8E I QLS 98] ok
T 9, 2013; 312 <), 2015). 1F7] A7 E7FBR= A7
s FaAbAate] 21 HAQl Sojrrks O 34 e §
3 Ao o|fA 7FsAdo] At ol ojf2, FEAR
Abo] 73 ofli= i} 2H4] 7h A o] 2 £ USE o Yot
A 4 Qlk, 0|2 v 2ol o, oA3] Al 7 B 1%
A Aol A ] FARIE 42 A& = US A= J4E

BRSO gt Ay FgAbRaEe] g go] AR
E90ollA o A Yepdria stejets, sAkriite] viskeo

£ AA HEE2 A 2904 © ZA vepg £ 7] &
olct,
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W ATl ASEA ARE aokt (1 DA AFE D
< AP} B ArRbae] Al 7 -fAHd o dig £l 54
Ase] ME AZERRE 2ejzoltt, &AM 39, B B
0.6)7HA= OLSE & o] foln|dt Agee ZA|ut, 24te9] E9)
A= Al 7 Ao OLSEHAIRRE AFER] o= Ao
el ol A9 29l e AR e SRR B SR
o2 RE W= Jie] H#AQ £ERT § 538 Yuidit
AR B, At vlaste] B9 7t ©EA Alolst
% o HEsl =euAeh OLSS|HAIT7E BE E9jolA 29
BAAFY Az 2= A o2 et ol 284t
A4l A= OLSEE 1 B3| R g o] 2444 Zolle B4
2o g fojulgt 2jol7} EAEIA] Y= AR AT 4= YTt

VAARE QORI SAMEL BEARAME B B EoL 1A
7k AgAdo] EABIARE, 718 dolA YeRd 459 Ald] 2t
w24 a vjwahd A os BA vt ey olgdt &
A Aips A 9] £AM REARM] S tA= S8 8
& FAR ATt HS nesfjof sit), 7]E AgYatollA
YHE 7 ufel Zo], R O] Zpito] A ] bl wjA| = FEke
242 T BA Y= AT, A A5, AR
g, AFAY 52 53l 1A o= AP vH)7|= ghohut
7 - Ao, 2013; o AA|- HYF, 2017; o)A FAZ,
2021). ojg 8219 AAE FAIT AejolA = S bt Fgat
ZRiEe] Al 7F ARiAdo] EAthE £ Ate) AR Ak
Apake] Ao 7t g @S 1A o 8 whegsicha & 4= gl

real estate assets of parents
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Figure 1. Estimated parameter of net worth (left) and real estate assets (right) for each quantile
Note: Ifgh A42 B4 B3|, M2t 3H2 25|AI40] 95% Al=i7IS LIEIACE F2M M2 OLS=|HAl, F2M SH2 OLSEHA-2 95% A2

T71g oo,

The solid blue line represents the quantile regression coefficient for each quantile, and the blue shade represents the 95% confidence interval of the
quantile regression coefficient. The solid red line means the OLS regression coefficient, and the red shade means the 95% confidence interval of the

OLS regression coefficient.
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£ AollA] F53 A AR o whE Al 2H-AHE ) A
ole &AMl Feilel A2 bE FE B ol &
Ak FEabte] 71l B4 AloloA 7|dsk: Ao W
gEn, AR FEARME Sg ARt FAE AR A2 R,
EAMIfA gt wiEe] vhe- Eol= Eehal K5
ARMEe] 2919k Ao E917H HEEA] QA= g2 < 3
o B2 7R FAE 8 e viE R AmE =
gl glohs A& arefehy, FeAhE Wl 2l lE
g ke FAE gol 7HA AL ATh eakite] A= 4
H s FEiApte] A2 Al 2 Aol gl Aol7]
olct. ot olf2 AR FEAAME Ztofle Al ZF A
g9] ekie] 24 Yehd o2 wag) &bkt YogAkt
Abe] Aol Bt TR Huud, &Apte] 9 A9
EHeldE BeE o 2 Al 3 2842 B «xMel
7Hte] AAER] B2 on|gtths HolAl, olefdt v Aike=
AhA Al A thEdE S8 7o FA7t 65 i 7hsgol
ks AE HojEr), v Feihe 12 292 255
Aldl ZF gEAdo] RoRAls ALR UERR. ol #1129 ¥
AbRRte] 2o gt ARt FR A =3 A EHE
A3 BEEAY, 24| AldieflA] AlRbe T Aol Foie]
FHZ o|HEy] gz e, 2y Ad 7 @A
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