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3-4
1% 22% 1980 6%
2%, 2016 ( OECD)
10% 10%
?
1980—2016 125
()
®,

@ ¢ hitps:  //wir2018. wid. world/ .
@ . http: //www. oecd. org/social/inequality. htm.
®
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., ( Beck et al.
2007)
T, ( Bertola &
Prete 2013) ( ) 5
( Barro & Lee 2013) ’ ( Ranciere et al.
2012) | ( Naceur & Zhang 2016) N
o= ( Bekaert et al.  2011)
12
B ( Jaumotte et al. 2013)
( FDI) s
16-17
" ( Aghion et al.  1997)
U P, ( Clarke et al.  2003) 1960—1995 91
0 (Tan & Law 2011) 35
21
()
( Greenwood & Jovanovic 1990) N
18
(Wu & Hsu 2012)
2, (2013) 51 1981—2003
FDI N b,
523
( Lim & Mcnelis 2014)
L
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20-21 25
(2016) N N
1
()
( Bumann &
Lensink 2016) *°
AY ( AY Y
) o
( Fer—
nandez et al.  2015) °
()
(2016) *°
Giniy, = oy + B,Gint, + BoFL, + B FL_sq; + X, +m; +p, + &, (1)
Gini,
; FL,
FL_sq, o
N FL,
° Xlt ni My Eir
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( Baron & Kenny 1986) 7 (1)
M, =ay + M, | +5,FL, +8,FL_sq, + (X, + 1, +u, + &, (2)
Gini, = oy + 9,Gini;,_ + $FL, + 9 FL_sq, + M, +yX; +m; +u, + & (3)
M, o
(1) (2) ?
(3) °
()
1.

s, ( Standardized World Income In—

equality Database SWIID) . ( Luxembourg Income Study LIS)

( World Income Inequality Database  WIID)

174 1960—2017 ®
2 SWIID
WIID N N
30
N WIID.
( UTIP) ( World Development Indicators WDI)
o (
) ( Palma Ratio) . ( Theil Index) .
( Oshima Index) @,
10% N
2.
o ( De Jure) ( De Facto) ®
® 100 ( ) (
)
@ UTIP ( World Inequality Database WID)
WDI o
® ( Quinn & Toyoda 2008) 2
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( KOF @) o,
{ ( AREAER) b3
o Chinn-
Ito ( Chinn & Ito  2006) “
-1.83~2.50 ( 0 1 )
. 1970—2017 182 2 Chinn-to
. ® (2015) °
FKRSU @,
( GDP)
31
- ( Lane & MilesiFerretti  2007) ** FDI .
( LMF ) © ( BIS)
( Fraser Institute) ( EFW)
29
3.
(1) ( GDP @)
U 35-36 ( 2)
( Johnson & Shipp 1999)
7o (3) ( GDP )
11 R ( 4)
( )
38 14 R (5) ( )
9
WDI
(1) GDP
@ https:  //kof. ethz. ch/en KOF (
( ) (
) o

@

® Chinnto

@ FKRSU 10 (

- .

©® EWN ( External Wealth of Nations Database)

@
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®. (2
©.(3)
T(4) . ( 10
) ( ) ( )
ey N ( Global Financial Develop—
ment Database GFDD) WDI o
4.
1980—2016 . 125 N 3369
o 1 o
1
© De Jure Chinn-to 0.521 0.369 0 1
KOF () 0.577 0.196 0.014 0.932
FKRSU 0.354 0.333 0 1
© De Facto 0. 465 0.415 0. 009 2.633
KOF ( ) 0.571 0. 199 0. 048 0.982
BIS 0. 380 0. 650 0 6. 908
FDI 0.042 0. 140 -0.435 4.517
LMF 0. 020 0.028 0. 002 0.331
KOF 0.574 0. 175 0. 049 0.942
EFW 6.479 1.225 1.550 9.050
SWIID 0. 424 0. 068 0.235 0. 662
UTIP 0.429 0. 065 0.210 0. 629
WDI 0. 395 0.098 0.162 0. 658
WIID 0. 387 0.092 0.162 0.733
0.052 0. 068 0. 001 0.616
9. 407 7.082 2.842 76. 250
3.114 1. 664 0. 663 9.446
0.796 0.530 0.091 4. 426
0.018 0. 166 -0.018 7.482
0. 644 0.192 0. 157 1. 145
0. 760 0.319 0. 030 1. 639
0.014 0.014 -0.091 0.167
0.023 0.041 -0.475 0.375
() 0.002 0.006 0 0.226
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() Y
1.
(2009) ° ( De Haan et al. 2018) *
(SYS-GMM)
2 .
2
De Jure De Facto
Chinn-Ito KOF KOF
(1) (2) (3) (4 () (6) (7 (8)
0.018 ™ 0. 0247 0.016™ 0. 023 0.014 ™ 0. 006 0.0127% 0.017™
(0.001) (0. 005) (0.004) (0.008) (0.001) (0.001) (0.003) (0.006)
-0.019™*  -0.009™ -0.016™* -0.0017*  -0.004 ™ -0.0117*
(0.004) (0.004) (0.007) (0. 000) (0.001) (0. 006)
-0. 004 -0. 004 -0.001** -0. 001
(0.001) (0.001) (0. 000) (0.001)
-0.001" -0.001 0. 001 -0.001
(0. 000) (0. 000) (0. 000) (0. 000)
0.010™ 0. 0217 0.013™ 0.0127
(0.004) (0.003) (0.004) (0.003)
0.015 -0. 146 ™ -0. 091 -0. 089
(0.013) (0.019) (0.021) (0.015)
0.010™* 0.0127 0.003 0. 008 ™
(0.003) (0.002) (0.003) (0.002)
-0. 039 ™ -0. 037" -0.015 -0. 034 ™
(0. 009) (0.010) (0.013) (0. 009)
0. 160 0. 166 0. 1117 0. 0947
(0.051) (0.043) (0.053) (0.033)
0. 999 0. 994 7 0. 995 0. 994 7 0. 9997 0. 994 0. 995" 0. 994 %
(0.002) (0.001) (0.002) (0.001) (0.002) (0.001) (0.002) (0.001)
-0. 002 0.019™* 0. 006 -0. 009 -0.001 0. 0227 0. 006 0. 007
(0.007) (0.004) (0. 009) (0.007) (0. 006) (0.003) (0. 009) (0.007)
3 369 3369 2 354 2 354 3 266 3 266 2294 2 354
AR (1) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
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2( )
De Jure De Facto
Chinn-Ito KOF KOF
(1 (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
AR (2) 0. 366 0. 409 0. 355 0.335 0.528 0.533 0.461 0.421
Hansen 0. 090 0.330 0.116 0.435 0.112 0. 441 0. 606 0.704
125 125 116 116 124 124 115 116
NN 10%+ 5%~ 1% SWIID
collapse AR . Hansen P
. 2
() — (3) .
(5 — () o
1%
U o, (2018) “ 2
(4) . (8) KOF
U o
0.89 ( Chinn-to 70% )
1.5 (90% ) KOF T1% ~
83%
10% ~30% o
2
AR
Hansen SYS-GMM o
2. (U )
( N ; SYS-GMM
U
@ Stata t 2.97. P 0.001 1%
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(2013) * —
( POLS) . ( FGLS) . ( FE) GMM
U o
3 U
De Jure: Chinn-to De Facto:
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7 (8)
POLS FE FGLS GMM POLS FE FGLS GMM
0. 033 0.010* 0.014** 0. 020 0. 075 0. 009 ** 0.011** -0. 028 **
(0.007) (0.005) (0.003) (0.001) (0.012) (0. 004) (0.002) (0.003)
-0.010" -0.008™  -0.001 -0.007™*  -0.021"*  -0.002 -0. 003 ** 0. 009 ™
(0. 006) (0.004) (0.003) (0.001) (0. 006) (0.002) (0.001) (0.002)
AR (1) 0. 000 0. 000
AR (2) 0.220 0.218
Hansen 0. 981 0. 969
R? 0. 855 0.923 0. 863 0.923
De Jure: KOF De Facto: KOF
(9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (16)
0. 380 0. 057 ** 0.263** 0. 053 0.272** 0. 029 ™ 0. 262 0. 079 **
(0. 040) (0.012) (0.023) (0. 005) (0.031) (0.012) (0.018) (0.004)
-0.410™  -0.044™  -0.310™  -0.032™*  -0.364™*  -0.030"  -0.348* = -0.074™
(0.035) (0.010) (0.020) (0.004) (0.027) (0.010) (0.016) (0.003)
AR (1) 0. 000 0. 000
AR (2) 0.227 0. 484
Hansen 0. 982 0.985
R? 0.973 0.922 0.781
2354 2354 2354 2095 2294 2294 2294 2032
116 116 111 115 115 110
2 ( 16 )
Hausman 126. 84 .
3 U o
N 10%
U o SYS-GMM
POLS FE @,
@® POLS ;
SYS-GMM .
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POLS ( Chinndto 2 SYS-GMM
0.016 3 POLS 0. 033. 0.010)
SYS-GMM U
o GMM GMM. FGLS

Gini;, = ay + B,6Gini,_ + B,FLI(FL, < &) +BsFLI(¢, < FL, < &)

+BFLI(E, < FL,) +4X, +m +p, + &y (4)
N FLit gl
& o Chinn-to @
KOF o
SYS-GMM
Bootstrap 200 ( ) o
5%
U
0.827 ( KOF 90. 65% )
U o
3.
KOF
( ) o
©) o Chinnto
N U
o KOF 0
OECD OECD
31
@) Chinnto kaopen 0 7.41% 1 27.48% o

@ ( Atlas method) ( http: //go. worldbank. org/L547EEP5CO0) “lower

“ ”

middle & low income countries” “upper middle & high income countries”
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o OECD
. 4]
()
1.
. SYS-GMM
. SWIID
: SWIID WIID (
. )
2.
4, Panel A UTIP.
WIID®  WDI SWIID :
- Panel B
FKRSU 3 FDI . LMF 4 BIS
O WIID « »

( De Haan & Sturm

2017) 3,



( ) 2020 6
GDP EFW KOF
o \ Panel C 1~1.5 N
5% 5% o, 4
U o
Panel A
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
UTIP WIID WDI
0.016™ 0. 062 0.057* 0. 030™* 4,513 1.739"
(0.008) (0.025) (0.025) (0.008) ( 1. 680) (0.997)
-0.017* -0. 055 -0. 043" -0. 024 -3.4717% —-1.469
(0. 006) (0.019) (0.022) (0. 006) (1.502) (0.897)
1 481 1 168 572 1 545 605 249
Panel B
De Jure De Facto
FKRSU BIS FDI LMF KOF EFW
—0. 024 0.015™ 0. 004 0. 112 0. 045™ 0.075™*
(0.007) (0.001) (0.001) (0. 008) (0.018) (0.022)
0.015" -0.002** -0.001 ** -0.316™* -0.031™ -0.043™
(0. 008) (0. 000) ( 0. 000) (0.027) (0.015) (0.019)
1253 2 090 2 315 1 955 2 354 1452
Panel C “ ”
1 1.5 “ 5%” “ “
5%” 10%”
SWIID SWIID SWIID SWIID
0.019™% 0.010™ 0.013™ 0.019™* 0. 0227 0. 093
(0.007) (0. 004) ( 0. 006) (0. 005) (0. 005) (0.036)
-0.014" -0. 008 ™ -0.011" -0. 015 -0.018™* -0. 071
(0. 008) (0. 004) ( 0. 006) (0. 005) (0. 004) (0. 026)
1385 2 076 1594 2 010 2129 1272
( 18 ) . 2,
@ 5% ;
1.5 °
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o SYS-GMM
EFW @,
EFW o
( Furceri et al.  2018) * “ ”
( )
FLz{tV = z FLujlwiltj[ ( 5)
=i
FL! 1 i o FL,,
- (a) J Chinn-to .
KOF N o Wi i GDP
- 2, \
l ; i “«
7 o 5  Panel A (3) —
( 5) N “ ”»
U o
2000 (6)
1997 2009 1980—1997 .
1998—2008 . 2009—2016 o 5 Panel B
(2016) " . (2018) * 5
1980—1997 . 1998—2016
o 5  Panel C
@
©)
GDP
® 5 5
5  Panel C,
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5
Panel A v
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
EFW “ 7
SWIID UTIP KOF Chinndto
0.116" 0.325™ 0.082™* 0. 026 0. 050" 0.051"
(0.063) (0.163) (0.032) (0.022) (0.028) (0. 030)
-0.099" -0.287™ -0. 062 -0. 003 -0. 045" -0. 046"
(0.054) (0.138) (0.025) (0.019) (0.026) (0.028)
1453 839 2 294 2294 2 354 2330
Panel B
De Jure: KOF De Facto: KOF
1980—1997 1998—2008 2009—2016 1980—1997 1998—2008 2009—2016
0.010 0.0327 0.073** 0. 0447 0.019™ 0. 0277
(0.008) (0.007) (0.011) (0. 005) (0. 008) (0. 006)
-0. 002 -0. 020 -0. 058 -0. 027 -0. 007 -0.014™*
(0.007) (0. 006) (0.010) (0. 005) (0.007) (0. 005)
774 774 940 640 774 940
Panel C “ 7 “ 7
5 Pre-Trend 1998—2016
SWIID UTIP WIID
0. 147 0.133™ 0. 139 0. 020 0. 006 0. 054
(0.056) (0. 060) (0. 044) (0.018) (0.027) (0.050)
-0.092" -0.097" -0. 095 *** -0.021 -0. 027 -0. 050
(0.047) (0. 050) (0.037) (0.017) (0.020) (0.037)
444 409 496 876 695 325
( 18 ) N 2,
U o
(2). (3 .
6 (1)
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(1)
(1) (2) (3)
GDP SWIID SWIID SWIID
Panel A De Jure: Chinn-Tto
0.272** 0. 009 ** 0. 256 0. 009 * -0. 022 0. 009"
(0. 045) (0.004) (0.098) (0.004) (0. 006) (0. 008)
-0.212%* -0. 002 -0.230™* -0. 004 0.018™* -0. 007
(0.037) (0.003) (0.081) (0.004) (0. 005) (0.007)
-0.001" 0. 003 -0. 051"
(0.001) (0.001) (0.014)
2 351 2352 2 354 2 354 1598 1 651
AR (1) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
AR (2) 0.081 0. 380 0.714 0. 349 0.363 0. 144
Hansen 0.922 0.918 1..000 0.976 0.376 0.186
116 116 116 116 93 94
Panel B De Facto:
0. 002 0.010™* 0. 239" 0. 005 * -0. 003 ** 0.010™*
(0.028) (0.002) (0.044) (0.002) (0.001) (0.004)
-0. 010 -0. 001 -0. 031 -0.001 0. 001 ™ -0. 004
(0.012) (0.001) (0.019) (0.001) (0. 000) (0.002)
-0.001* 0. 002 ** -0. 027
(0.001) (0.001) (0.010)
2 280 2 291 2 294 2 294 1562 1562
AR (1) 0. 003 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
AR (2) 0.071 0. 422 0.518 0. 560 0.325 0.195
Hansen 0. 365 0.757 0. 994 0. 441 0.222 0. 807
115 115 115 115 92 92
Panel C : KOF
0.318** 0.021* 1.135% 0. 010" -0.031** -0. 094
(0.073) (0.009) (0.271) (0. 006) (0.012) (0. 046)
-0.191** -0. 002 -1.055** -0.003 0. 026 0.075™
(0. 065) (0.008) (0.230) (0.005) (0.009) (0.037)
-0. 002 * 0. 002 ** -0. 057
(0.001) (0. 000) (0.022)
2 351 2 351 2 354 2 354 1598 1651
AR (1) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
AR (2) 0.052 0. 446 0. 651 0.318 0. 408 0.199
Hansen 0.725 0.955 0. 408 0.239 0. 964 0.991
116 116 116 116 93 94
2 ( 18 ).
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( ) 2000 6
(2)
47 31
o 6 (3)
“ ” (Jayadev 2007 )
a
o 7 (1)
(2) -
10
7 (1)
(1 (2) (3)
SWIID SWIID SWIID
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7( )
(1) (3)
Panel A De Jure: Chinn—Tto
0. 081 0.013™ —0. 4947 0.019™ 0. 080 ™ 0.056"
(0.014) (0. 005) (0.102) (0. 008) (0.030) (0.030)
-0. 053 -0. 004 0. 378 -0.013* -0.077** -0.045"
(0.011) (0.004) (0.082) (0. 006) (0.024) (0.025)
-0. 005 ™ -0. 005 0.013™*
(0.001) (0.003) (0.004)
989 1080 1262 1309 1202 1254
AR (1) 0.091 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0.048 0. 000
AR (2) 0.983 0.218 0.097 0.328 0.833 0.416
Hansen 0. 881 0. 166 0. 999 0. 944 1. 000 0. 884
113 113 71 72 71 72
Panel B De Facto:
0.022** 0. 009 —0. 144 -0. 000 0.034™ 0.014 ™
(0.007) (0.001) (0.051) (0.009) (0.015) (0.004)
-0. 004 -0. 002 0. 073 0.001 -0.010" -0. 006 ™*
(0.003) (0. 000) (0.021) (0.004) (0. 006) (0.002)
-0. 003 ™ -0. 006 ™ 0.014™*
(0.001) (0.002) (0. 005)
966 1055 1225 1271 1165 1216
AR (1) 0. 090 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
AR (2) 0.982 0. 424 0. 152 0. 388 0. 008 0. 473
Hansen 0.570 0. 662 0. 956 1. 000 1..000 0. 000
112 112 70 71 70 71
Panel C KOF
0. 640™ -0.001 3.584™* 0.107™ 1. 879" 0.113"
(0.293) (0.013) (1.814) (0.052) (0.633) (0. 066)
-0. 475 0.018" -2.788* -0. 094 ~1.566™* -0.085"
(0.227) (0.011) (1. 400) (0.042) (0.491) (0.050)
-0. 005 ** -0.002* 0.018™*
(0.001) (0.001) (0.004)
989 1 080 1262 1262 1202 1254
AR (1) 0. 098 0. 000 0. 001 0. 000 0.024 0. 000
AR (2) 0. 995 0.239 0.013 0. 264 0. 001 0. 381
Hansen 0.325 0.970 0. 890 0.619 0.158 0. 145
113 113 71 71 71 72
2 ( 18 ).

76



2020 6

()
U o
U ?
?
( » (2015) °
o FKRSU
10 N N
0 1 Chinn—-Ito 0 N o
8  Panel A,
U
(1) (2)
o (2) —
(12) N N
Panel A De Jure : 1995—2016

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
-0. 032 -0.018™* -0.016™* -0. 004 -0.019™* -0. 027

(0. 006) (0.004) (0. 005) (0.004) (0.003) (0.003)
0. 023 0. 009" 0. 002 -0. 007 0.011* 0. 020

(0.007) (0. 005) (0. 005) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004)

1253 1253 1253 1185 1248 1246

AR (1) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000

AR (2) 0. 100 0.121 0. 141 0. 147 0. 120 0. 095

Hansen 0.791 0. 894 0.958 0.617 0.730 0.791

79 79 79 79 79 79
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8 )
Panel A De Jure 1995—2016
(7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)
-0.0117 -0.031 ™ -0.015™* -0. 0247 0. 001 -0. 025
(0. 003) (0. 005) (0.003) (0. 005) (0.003) (0. 004)
0. 002 0. 022 0. 006 ™ 0.017 7 -0. 007 ** -0.029
(0.003) (0.005) (0.003) (0.005) (0.003) (0.003)
1217 1253 1251 1253 1253 1252
AR (1) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
AR (2) 0. 153 0. 096 0.133 0.076 0. 098 0. 157
Hansen 0.727 0.931 0.932 0. 949 0.731 0. 746
79 79 78 79 79 79
Panel B De Facto 1980—2011
(1 (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
0. 005 ** 0. 002 ** 0. 002 ** 0. 003 ** 0. 005 ** 0.014**
(0.001) (0. 000) (0. 000) (0. 000) (0.001) (0.001)
-0. 000 *** -0. 000 -0. 000 -0. 000 -0. 000 -0. 003
(0. 000) ( 0. 000) (0. 000) (0. 000) (0. 000) (0. 000)
1 341 1 341 1955 1337 1 341 1 955
AR (1) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
AR (2) 0. 652 0.523 0. 586 0.614 0. 605 0.591
Hansen 0.992 0.998 0.973 0.998 0. 996 0.992
96 96 112 96 96 112
2 ( 18 ),
o (2007) * EWN
1980—2011 N N
(2017) * ( FDI
GOP ). ( GhP ).
( GDP ). EWN
AY @ o
o Panel B
@ (2017) portfolio equity assets ( stock) . portfolio equity liabilities ( stock) .

portfolio debt assets ( stock) portfolio debt liabilities ( stock) other investment assets  other investment liabil—

ities o
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() — (3
. . (2017) *
° (3) — (96 .
U
() ?
i ( Sukmana & Ibrahim 2018)
( )
50
(2015) * . (2016) "
Gini, =ay + B,Gini, + BoFL, + B FL_sq; + AyIns, + AyIns, X FL, + X, +m, +p, + &, (6)
Ins, (ICRG)
@ (2015) . Ins, xFL,
o 9 o
9
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
0.014™ 0. 023 0.018™ 0. 0417 0.012* 0.018 ™ 0.013™ 0.014™
(0. 005) (0.005) (0. 005) (0.005) (0. 006) (0. 006) (0. 006) (0. 006)
-0.0117™ -0.019™* -0. 009 ™ -0.011™* -0. 005 -0. 002 -0. 007" -0.003
(0. 004) (0. 004) (0. 004) (0. 004) (0. 004) (0. 004) (0. 004) (0. 005)
-0. 001 -0. 002 0. 006 ™ 0. 0377 0.013 7 0. 0297 0.003" 0.017 7
(0. 000) ( 0. 000) (0.003) ( 0. 006) (0. 003) (0. 004) (0.002) (0. 004)
0. 002 ** -0. 062™* -0. 0427 -0. 029™*
(0. 000) (0. 006) (0. 006) (0. 006)
1975 1975 2 318 2 318 2271 2271 2 318 2 318
AR (1) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 001 0. 000
@ (2016) "
@) N N N 12
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9 )
(N (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7 (8)
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Financial Openness and Income Inequality:

An Inverted—U Shape Relationship
ZHANG Ying' FU Dahai® XIANG Pengfei’
( 1.Chinese Academy of Social Science Beijing 100836;
2.Central University of Finance & Economics Beijing 102206;
3.Renmin University of China Beijing 100872)

Abstract: Using the measures of De Jure and De facto financial openness the authors examine the impact of
financial openness on income inequality based on the panel data of 125 countries from 1980 to 2016. A typical “in-
verted U-shaped” relationship has been uncovered between financial openness and income inequality. The paper’ s
findings show consistent and robust under a series of robustness checks using alternative indicators and empirical
methods. The mechanism analysis shows that financial openness can improve the income distribution via promoting
economic growth and improving financial inclusiveness. However financial openness can also deteriorate income
distribution through bringing financial crisis reducing income share exacerbating capital flows and increasing
earnings uncertainty. The liberalization of financial market will bring short-run shock to income distribution. The
empirical results provide evidence and important policy implications to trade-off between the acceleration in
financial openness and the reduction of income inequality for the policymakers in China.

Keywords: financial liberalization; income inequality; economic growth; financial inclusiveness; income dis—

tribution; capital flow; inverted-U shape relationship
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