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and Elderly: Evidence on CHARLS
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Abstract ; This paper uses the CHARLS to measure and decompose consumption inequality a-

mong the middle-aged and elderly. The results show that consumption level increased rapidly

from 2011 to 2015, but the level of inequality also rise. From the perspective of consumption

classification, medical care has the largest impact on the consumption level of middle-aged and

elderly people. In terms of the age effect, inequality rises later in life, starting to rise since age

67. With the rapid development of China’s economy, the later born accumulate more wealth.

Based on meeting basic needs, inequality are showed on the household facilities articles and serv-

ices, education culture and entertainment, medical care in the intergenerational effects.

Key words: consumption inequality; middle-aged and elderly; measurement; decomposition



