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Abstract
The role of the Internet in human social life has gone beyond the general production tools. Its con-
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tinuous development is profoundly affecting and changing the way of life of people. Then what im-
pact will it have on the intergenerational income mobility of residents? Based on CFPS household
micro-survey data, this paper measures intergenerational income mobility by the correlation
coefficient of percentile rank of intergenerational income, and explores the impact of Internet use
on intergenerational income mobility and its mechanism. It is found that Internet use can signifi-
cantly promote intergenerational income mobility. Instrumental variables are used to eliminate
endogeneity, and the conclusions are still valid after the robustness test of intergenerational in-
come elasticity and lagging Internet use data. Heterogeneity analysis shows that there are indi-
vidual differences, urban and rural differences and regional differences in the promotion effect of
Internet use on intergenerational income mobility. Further research shows that the promotion ef-
fect of Internet use on intergenerational income mobility is mainly realized through information
search and social facilitation mechanism.
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1. 518

el R RN 2 FL A P R BURF R 5 F AL R OGO U8, 58— M AR R, B E SR HE
WL TGRSR, E RN ZEEFRAPR RS A 8 — B2 2% V) EL] [2] [3]. #ENHEAR, B
& E 25 RS AR 0T 2T IR R B, FRE 5 2 T b DA J8 2 8 & SN AN S84 LR AP B
[4] [5]o 1H2&, BRSO EEPNEE, 2N TZE T 55— A gEE—— BRI TR s HT R AT R
6] [7]. ABRBN B A 1) 2 7] — FEE SRS FARM N A A SRR B, i 1 AU N IR £
ZRFEE P2 BRI . SRS FARINAE SGHE Bk 5 W R AR PR sl A, 7T e 5 80 2 [
WA R SFL SIS, N FEETE ZEME S AR, 55—, AR ERsR, Wk
Ert s EEE, AMART LUEE A O RS SEI R, AR ARk TR EY 5, AT
I BRI E AR, (Rt A [8].

JRE S EAC B SRR BN 1 52 F 32 55 N TR T KEWHIT, (HEZM T DU AR 1)
FIRHARANE R — Bl e AT REX AR BRI TR B M= A B A . ELIBE AR R — Bl R [ PEE D, 70
T R EAR, RZIEm AN T E AT, N R E K Esae. iRE T
] HL I M 28545 2 O (CNINIC) 28 46 ¥k P [l ELIC 48 R IR I GE T 4R 25 ), #5% 2020 4E 6 H, FRIEM
RANBIE 9.40 12, %2019 4 6 KT 114, HELMMW KEIK 67%. 2021 4F 3 AEEMHE L, “%
FATRZO NI INE (5 GDP LLE” #gh N+ VU FL it IS 5 4k 2 R 2 e br . A4, HECMAEFHRETS
BB EARRRIIN R B 2 AR SCAd o B 5K R B B 005 (CFPS), SR BT 1 FL B FH 6 TR BN
TRBN I RE RN e AT FA B .

2. X#EKEIm
2.1. RERBENFRBIRE X R
H 87 ¢ TARFRUR N 3l ) SR 32 B P TR sh el SRS L H N 5T - ARBRUIR AN RS PE R Al 55
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INEAMEEA =M — RARBRBN (G L (1GE) . %7775 H1 Becker and Tomes (1979)#2H!, #4i@
I 3 ST AZARM AT B - ARUSNG H50 1 [l VAR 2L 45 210 1[5 R A AR BRI B, — MR BAAR BRI
BRPERR R, TRAIPENIERZE[9]. RIS B REUE(RRS) . B TARBRION Bl 7 1R M AT SR
X E FRINAFIELHE IR, 0008 st e HE i F5E[10] [11] [12], At Dahlia and Delerire (2008)
BN B R REGE, B FUNIEAT 70 2 3 RN BT b U AR BRI B 2047 1105, Bt 1)
AR EE T AL HE FRUSNTE N IR AR A 7] [ 13] 0 —RARBRIRNEL RS RE RIS o 1% 7 V2R W B AR RN K i3
& WA EGIEBERE, #E— D PRI TR MR . AR O 5 B MR RE S 35 4 1) 1 i
BRSNS B N S5 44 o

T SRR BRI N T B ) e DR 2 R0 A LR 7 TS T ORI, BR T 0% T B BRLigA% 1 SR 74t
[14] [15], ZEHAMTEEBBA NI TIA B AGFREF R TEHBMELUEH L. — 2 FE N NALAE
FFFEHE NIRRT BUR AR PRIN RS o 5 T RS R I LK 3 A A PR AN IR 2 it AR b
WS B A IE AR 3R E F [16]. 4042 5055 (2014) (5 F CHNS Hds I A FL 308 SCH /KTl s 1 3 X AR BR
SN ARSI (38 I B2 2 (171 BRI (2015) 3k — 5 R I3 It AR A LR 1 A JE 45 N o] B8 B A R
T mARBRSN B M, T3 I e S BB # N BIVE I T R G BR[18] . AHICHIE FL R LK BE 2 E [FIFE e B & 2
BRI FZN[19] [20] [21]. A5 T BE NS AR EZENE. BEPRQ2014) 5 HAARHIER LT
T E W RALAE R E R, ENSAFEER TRPR3I[22]. Blanden and Macmillan (2016) 1A
NEENEAPHEB TSN BN RGEN[23] 55— 570 558 BB 52 T 42 A TR LB 1 5
Wi, Antoni (2005)F1 Dan (2007) K& I tt2x 55 A% SRS AR A RN AL s 2 5w A A I [24] . BRI SE
(2012) R I AL 22 GEARHARBRWCN IR B (0 e I E AN W30, 5208 IR 3% 1 s i B8 B2 AR I [25] « FRIH4E(2020)
RIAL 22 B AT A R T4 T S USON AN = SO B 2 AT R RARBR SN B 14 [26] - X1 3k 45 (2020) i3 —
B AL 2 W 2 3 i N5 AR B AL L BRARAS DY L ORI S50 T o b A5 TR B R T BRI B
[27]. BEAN, 2EEATHABIENL[28] [29]. WSHA[30] [31]. iTF2[32] [331&FHl &SR PRI N if B = AL

BER
2.2. BEAMRINERIUANEXHR

H B L AR RKR,  H B EEN Pk SR A O i R S B, REBUFRE G T
%2 T B O R R SRR, A SR EL IR X () N RN Rl — DR it R E A 5r K. BT, R fE
FARI NG KRS L2 A5 3112 A IN[34] [35] [36] [37]. [E P #4324 42 7 HIHER T RSN 2 B Al
N ZE BRI SA00 o 25 MR (2014) i 2L T RIF [81 1) FFL 23R 75 1% 55 7 ELIERAE F 6 T AS P28 10 5,
I 2004~2011 4[] FLIC R A58 B A () 38 B ARG 1 4R T B AN P55 [38] . #2448 BNk 5K 1 (2019) A 3 H [
1 LI I S 318 2 WO\ 22 B ) s ) S T S 38 I 5 PR A “f81 U 287 fadh,  HLAE 2009 4 7c A L4t
4 #[39]. XIMT55(2020) 18 1 CGSS Hd A IAAE FLIR W A JEAR BE AL 22 B AT/KF K i A R FE L R b X
TR DR A R PN 2 B PR R R B Ay S [40] o [R5 R B0 6 P A A LA YR AR . R
IR AT FH ELIR 0T A P 22 4 28 TR PRI T8 RS S 35 [41] T DA BRGSO N R Ak S5 225 B WSt i S 0% A 0 3 A
HIZEfRAEI[42] o 53— 538 o0y 1 HIR XS T R ML AN 2% (2 dE AR . B (&R (2019) &
PEELIRXAE Sy 3 A5 B TE A B TR BEARAE RO AL 2 B G [43] 0 5K KN 45 (2019) & L FLEX ) 4 % 22
PR3 9 KPR TH AR IR F R TR 3T IR 1 [44] . R 44 155 (219) 42t LI 3 S il ik 3 2 i B AR A7 209
W 2T O ZE BN R BUVH 2 22 FE 2 4R R AR R PRAK T I 2 B IH 9 22 BE [45] . 25 BESE(2019) K I,
BT 9% 2 R R, ELI A B SR B B R R R RN 28] “U” BURZR 1 OC R [46]
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2.3. XEIBRFIRIEL

F 5 H AR AP S T FEBON ) 2 AN S ARG T IR SEIE M 5 TR A KB TR
(ER R P 5% T IR A FH S A IR 2 Jo BN R 2 (T TE AT AR A B, A 2019 4ETTAR, A 2238 RN
TH SN S A T R T B AN SRR T o AH H RIS S A R T ELIBE A T AR BRI R Bl 5 1) SCIRR
X ELER WA ] 2 RE 75 P BEARBR SN Sl AR LI I A T R A0 NS ) T REA R B A 32 B A A
ORIk Z BAR I S TS 4

HARD B S, BAAWHCAIUESE 1 HIMAE A BN, 7 SIS KT RN AR A 17
DUT s TLIR R R RS NI A RS0 38 2 i RSO B2 i mT e ik — 20 A T APl i sh it R,
AN EH 2 2 A fw YT B ARIA TR SR S5 LA R A2, LB A FE X AR B N i s 18 1R 5
Wi ] BEAFAE MR ZE S IS 22 5 DA X322 5

BUHIRNA SR, HAA—DNERIERAMNILE T &, RES A2 R IREIR AT (E B2,
ANEN, NEERZAAT SRR, BA . BT C2UESE BRI H AR T AT DA R &
JUE BT RE[47], BARRIUE S 56 A5 B IRE A PGS 2 0 3RIBUSA Eo @ B, F—AUEE
4368 71 BOH 28R A A T AR R i B 2R TE LN s SRR B . 53— T7 T, ELIR M
HMA PG ohE, RAESTRAKANEZE TR, JUHASR AU M E A E AT BN
MfER, DR AR I 2 M2 1501 & Q2 O [ I H # AT I 5 2300, 4TI /R D AR
FEAE 2 R R B e . AR KP4 € TR OL T, AR MIZBERI R EE, 7ol
WL SEIUSONBY 2 B 8R[27] o A1, TELIER I v e ok 520 DAL 25 19 2% 0y T2 AR B A 22 B A HE TR BRI
Wish A B .

gr b, ASCH S8 IR AE S ARSI TSI 4 H BL T P TR FE B »

R 1 FLIBC M e (e 2t AR PR AL 5l o

R 20 LI S A5 S A AL AN AL S (e LR S A P N T B0

3. HEkiRETERL
3.1 ¥IEKiIE

A ST ASE A O B Sk B b 3 R v [ A 2 Rk 2 U A 0 7 4 L L P e 1 b [ R B 1 B
(China Family Panel Studies). fEA—ui4xEEMEES LML IRESRATH, CFPS il 1 4 H 25
NEG, HETHTZ AT &R, B BERAENE . CFPS R 7 AMA . KEEARLX =42
TH] o AR SCAITASEFH (9 250808 2 BEORIE T 5 EE M A5 R0 N iRl 45 . CFPS M 2010 4 24 AL HF e 7 A 2 E i A,
350N 2010 4E. 2012 4E. 2014 4E. 2016 41 2018 4.

ARSI SIZUE AT 2 B LT CFPS 2010 4E. 2012 4E, 2014 471 2016 4R A Al . BT FE AR BRIk
N3 T BRI R 5 T L A R, WA SKIERER RER, W2y LSRR A
OB BEAT O, BT AR AE 16 J Y LA E HONAREZE NI SRR TE 65 J % LU R HIMEAR . HI&H|
SR TR 2, R T SRR S FFR 2 2/ T 156 BIFEAR, G153 2613 MUK
T2 B TR WL A o

3.2. BEMER

1) wefReAes. APz, A RARERION B2 A0 HE P R R AL 1, IR 5 S0l
FIARBRB N SR AL ARSNGB PR3 DA S0 2 R AR e o (RIS AR
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W TIFENR, AS SCEAREAS 545 BE (RN A8 Bl it CPI 4 2010 4E i /K, 43 A DU 4E AN
BMELR R NN IR

2) KL ARAT R, 275 M. E CFPS2010 F1 CFPS2014 t, M4 “/RA T L/? 7 & T E X,
SEHUER 1, BHUEN 0. 2016 FARME AR “Rma) L2 7 F1 Rmam ER? 7 #17E L,
IR EIE AT, WE CHBM A HEUE S 0, BN 1.

3) i E: NMABRHEFEMNANMFEE. . ZHEFR. TAERUR P LN EMRRHE. &
JE R IR AT JE R M EETOIRGL A A GO0 S A B HRFIE . 25002 T 3% % 3 X (1) A 38 GDP 12
AR, B R A5 K KT 22 S T 4 SR O . Ak, I NI AL AE SRR T ELIR

WA RSN PERZ i B LA 0 A o AHSGAR B PEGE TH s R4k 1o

Table 1. Variable definition and descriptive statistics
1. TEENRMERMS T

A B A4 R A E X Sl IE] e mOME ROKME
TN F L E AR BN EME () 22491.32 21059.7 0 306510
AN Ao A AR SR I4ME () 16779.32  17026.73 0 1914612
FRONE ST FLETESRNFENEMMHT 4936242 28.99505 0 100
SCRWNE M HET  SCRETAERWRNFMENE M HF  49.13127  29.11881 0 100
HM A
et kM et EM, ZHN1, A0 0.5510907  0.497478 0 1
TACRHE
TAE) BN L, LtRO 0.688098  0.463358 0 1
T A% (%) 25.53502 5.86604 16 44
TR WF TS TR 686.4344  325.6576 256 1936
TREZHUEER F LR RN I BB () 9.942977  3.654095 0 19
FRIAEHRA R\ TAEN 1, R TAERNO 0.2178636  0.412918 0 1
T TR ek 1 1, ARl EA 0 0.2868098  0.452358 0 1
SLSRAHFE
AR JA% (%) 52.34175  6.848162 37 65
SRR IV TT SRR P 5 2786.538  718.1396 1369 4225
SR HEFR SRR IEA S A FH(4F) 7.107539  4.061208 0 16
S P TR el 11 1, Al EER 0 0.2595712  0.438483 0 1
FEERHE
NI NEAL A AIEAL (D) 4205.913  4613.482 0 73337.7
I JERAE
W2k WENL 2RO 0.4421954  0.496744 0 1
R EHFIR L N 1~ ANER, LIRS, TRIRE 4118426 1.392833 1 7
B A TR B AL B0 I [R] (VN ) 1.179178 2.22157 0.017 30
Hb X REAIE
X 28 57 % g /KT 2010 FHh X \3% GDP 33740.64  17890.17 13119 77275
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4. SEESTHR
4.1. EMEEYT

AR 2 AR LI R A P AT -5 SR SN B A8 SCIR 5 M ELIBR 4S8 FH AR B S N 3 3 B 52

Yy =a+0yf +yIBxyf +pIB+ yu+e

Hop, yRR1 YT AR FARRIALSE A TAE MU E L HEF o 1B AR TR 2010 4 H LM {3 AT N
i, RS EMFRRMEMEH(IB). 0+ 1B BT ABRN E A H T R R AL,y Ron B AL
SHARFRICN TS VI 5Em, RATHE L. ¥ < 0, AMHFERBERE(0+ 1B )MEIL, HRkEH
I FH RS 4 B AR BRI N B /Ko ds il AR S ) &, B AR . TARER P, SR
WA K 7 A X\ GDP. Rl 45 5 036 2 %1 (1)~%1(3).

Table 2. The influence of Internet use on intergenerational income percentile rank correlation coefficient

= 2. EHMEAXHCBRIN B 2 L HERF R B R AT

FARUNE L HEF
(1) OLS (2) OLS (3) OLS (4) OLS (5) 2SLS
R I B R A B R A B R A B R A
&N 0.2021259%** 0.2338289*** 0.179438*** 0.2508975*** 0.287152%*
A HERE (10.63) (8.54) (6.65) (6.58) (2.44)
, 15.63454%** 10.55974%** 15.87986%** 23.04385*%
HHRF B (7.72) (5.27) (6.33) (1.72)
B x 231K —0.1204226***  —0.1178458*** -0.0887268* -0.03939336*
NBE SR (=3.36) (=3.40) (-1.91) (-1.83)
AR 9.537118%** 9.571949%** 11.74152%*= 9.974746%** 12.46471%**
(8.58) (8.76) (10.95) (7.15) (8.66)
TS 6.076005%** 5.913054%** 4.566476%** 5.33859*** 5.326425%**
B (7.41) (7.34) (5.80) (5.41) (5.25)
WV —0.0982204***  —0,0912692***  —0.0701366***  —0.0823046***  —0.0845651***
ERAVCRUEIR (-6.77) (-6.39) (-5.03) (-4.75) (-4.79)
A 1.941753 1.108786 0.0744777 0.8940585 0.2009204
AAT (1.49) (0.86) (0.06) (0.55) (0.10)
e e ST -0.018553 -0.0107819 -0.0007007 -0.0083903 —0.0026665
SORIFRIT T (-1.48) (-0.88) (-0.06) (-0.55) (-0.14)
N 2.01327%**
FRZUEER (12.34)
o s 52 A 2 0.0584075
RAEZHE TR (0.44)
0.0004191*** 0.0003719%*** 0.000322%** 0.0004373*** 0.0002577%**
Hob< A2 GDP (13.77) (12.22) (10.82) (11.36) (3.19)
5 ~118.9375%** ~102.4187*** —71.3487%** —05.59446%** —111.0511**
B8 (—4.04) (-3.53) (-2.51) (—2.63) (-2.51)
AR 2613 2613 2613 1594 1645

e 1) # 2 5(1)~F(3)J9 OLS [ AL R, F1(4) 9/ ] 2014 4F FBE RIS FHE0E 59 OLS [EVA45 5, 51(5) 7 2SLS [H14
iR, 2) RIRIE SN NIREE, *. **FI***0) BIRIRAE 10%. 5% 1% 401K P E B2,
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42 2 BN FEAE RN R SCRWN B LR ) R ECN 0.2021259, (L1 02— /K ERENIE, Bk
ETRADCHEF A T 2 —ZBISOCRBN KT . Sk T IR A XRS5 2 LR 5%
R AR BN, 45 R TR R AN SRR E 0 SR 2906 AN AT S 25 R g (e BE AR A, T LB
A5 AT SZ RSN 11 23 HE P B 52 SR 25 D s i W Ao P EL IR I T ARG AR5 S8 BN R IR L
FI@) IR R P IA T AR EF RN SCRZHEFR, 4RI (2)ZA—F, Yi B BRI A7
FERARERIB A B AL BE RN o

4.2. P E A

LI A FIAR BRSO I BN P BEAFAE N A o D9 V8 B P9 AR M R A T 22, ARSI 2009 41k X
HAL {5 ] 7 45 B AU X LI Y S AR BRI A I R AR B — 7T, ELIDR A AT D9 R 24 3 LT
WA LRt S DI AR G, T B R R S AT A R A AT LR, il A AR R A SR . B
T, 2009 4 {171 X LA [F] i 5 58 AN b X IR D5 R 28 AN i L2 5 MR A R SRR — AN AN NN
KT, A T EASE R AMEERAE. 2 2 #1(5) 2SLS A4 B G oR, HIBERIE 5 3 PR T ARBRIBN %
HREE, it TARPRIANIS), X —45185 OLS fhihai R —2, &hxh T s AR & A 4 PR Hausman
K6 PAE KT 0.15, £ W] 2SLS 5 OLS NEAE RS2 5.

4.3. REMRE

ASCAE AR BRI 351 5 ARAR BRI B AL HE 7 KRB R AL, i3 — DA 56 E e A5 e AR PR e NI
Sz [a] 9 45 B Fafd vk . 7E2 3 51(2) OLS [BAF141)(4) 2SLS a1 )H45 F e, B I R FH AN A SN F 4
HIAS I 2R B 35 28 6, 2 I EL IR FH AT DU BEAR BRI NI 3

Table 3. Impact of Internet use on intergenerational income elasticity

7 3. EHAM{E AXHBRIIN MR F2 00

FARWNFT
(1) OLS (2) OLS (3) OLS (4) 2SLS
FEHEEH LR HHLM A LI A
. N 0.1326431*** 0.1684027*** 0.1559382*** 0.2142084***
SURIARIEL (6.53) (7.09) (4.70) (3.74)
\ 1.362881%** 1.097357%** 2.122455*
EE A
(3.89) (2.79) (1.78)
HERMEAH x AR —0.1239962*** —0.0866821** —0.240427*
N (-3.29) (-2.03) (-1.75)
Eron. 0.4742297*** 0.4617869*** 0.4396641*** 0.4669134***
” (9.56) (9.36) (7.39) (8.71)
. 0.1741994*** 0.1786266*** 0.1404967*** 0.1672525%**
TR (4.75) (4.89) (3.32) (3.95)
e ~0.0026862%** ~0.0026781*** ~0.0019211%** ~0.0026121%**
TAEER ATy (~4.14) (~4.16) (-2.58) (-3.99)
PR 0.0270006 0.0104837 0.019991 0.0195854
SORFER (0.47) (0.18) (0.29) (0.30)
o A ST ~0.0002685 -0.0001118 ~0.0002785 ~0.0001891
ORIy (~0.49) (~0.20) (~0.43) (~0.31)
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Continued
0.00000078%** 0.00000074%*+ 0.0000009%** 0.00000085***
Hipx A S GDP (5.13) (4.89) (4.89) (3.35)
s 2.276769* 2.306942* 268687+ 1.686467
AT (1.72) (1.75) (1.71) (1.02)
AR 2232 2232 1386 2232

e 1) %2 51(0)~%1(2)Jy OLS [IHL5 R, %1(3)J9fd Fl 2014 4F HIE M FHE0E 1) OLS [RI 45 5, #1(4)A 2SLS [F1H
gEB, 2) RMEIE T NIRUEZE, *. R > 5IFRIRTE 10%. 5%F1 1% S 1T /KF B,

FEMEA b, A 2B 2014 SR FLICRAE A, 23 S0k vF ELIBER A8 FOARBR SN 11 7B HE
RIKRBONCERON S B2, 42 2 B11(4) A4 3 41)(3) rh ELIR Al FH A AL SR R 52 I R 3 8 5 4
FENA, HAKHE /N T8 2010 4TI R4 25000 0 (B VA 45 2R, 3T R A0 ELIR ) 468 P i 2802 i i
AR, AEATIIRFR WY LI R AT AR N B AR S 2E A

4.4, BRRMSHT

4.4.1. BEEXRIERKFRNREEABR R MEER

BRI NGB W H 32 BV 208 SR A5 R 2R B2, LR R A3 T ACBRIS N TR s ) 2
RERN ] e A 22 R R BUI AS R BRAE . ASCIRIE TAREE ] SRR AR B B AR A
TP, o35 BB LR A8 DO ARBR N TS e RN, 45 2R 0k 4 s

=4 FIQ)~FI)HI S A B TR AL F X ARBR N it sh (e B 2B AE B3k rh B 25 A7 A, (EAE et
AR BERNIF A B2 o F1(3)~F1 (5) ML S SR N KT - LB 25 3L, BRATT A LI R 48 XA Bl
NTRBN I RSAAE SRR B AR TE . F1(6)~F(7) % FAREE Ko AL IRE a5 R, 45
R BRI RN AL TAUREE A E AP A B2 4R, B EE KPR et o os TR s
IO, X ATRE A RN SR R L A 32 e BE RS SR T 1A QIR WS P £ 0 AT 58 1 AR BRI N sl A 5
Wi, F1)(8) 44 R Wt HE RUNAE R H /KA R BB A, XA RER OB R B AR AR R, o
R o A P X BRSO N AL 31 FRD 52 100 45 280 A FROMAC N e P AR s 20 ARG

Table 4. Individual differences in promoting effect of intergenerational income mobility of Internet use

i 4. BBEMERKRBANRSEHHE R MEESR
(1) (2 3 (C)] 5 (6) (M 8
% % SRR SRR SRR TRIKBE TR #HE TREHE
RERBNE AL 0.102%%%  0.2237*%%  0.3169%** 0.1354***  0.1772%*  0.1683*** 0.1155%**  0.0647
LIRS (8.20) (6.87) (3.44) (1.49) (1.99) (6.72) (4.84) (1.56)
FHECMAEH x

—0.146***  —-0.066  —0.3507** 0.0455 0.1843  —-0.1269*** —0.2046***  0.0776
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Table 5. Urban and rural differences in promoting effects of intergenerational income mobility of Internet use
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Table 6. Regional differences in promoting effects of intergenerational income mobility of Internet use
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Table 7. Influence of different information channels on offspring income
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Table 8. Impact of Internet use on social capital
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