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Inequality of opportunity in the quality of higher education
Evidence from CHIP(2013)
LIU Bo

(College of Finance and Statistics, Hunan University, Changsha 410079, China)

Abstract: This paper takes the residents born between 1980 and 1989 in CHIP (2013) as a sample, and employs
parameter method and Sharpley Value Decomposition Method to measure inequality of opportunity in the quality of
higher education. The results show that, inequality of opportunity in the quality of higher education is twice as much as
that in the higher education; in the quality of higher education, parents’ education, quality of high school education and
parental” work are the main factors leading to the inequality of opportunity.
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