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Parental Patience Parenting Style and Children’s Human Capital Accumulation

WU Jia' LIN Jiada®> HAN Xiao®
(1. Jinan University, Guangzhou, China;
2. Shanghai University of Finance and Economics, Shanghai, China;

3. Nankai University, Tianjin, China)

Abstract Using data from the Chinese Family Panel Studies, this paper investigates the impacts of parental pa-
tience (or parents’ time preference) on parenting style and children’s cognitive and non-cognitive abilities. We use
choices between current consumption and saving as the measure of parents’ time preference and find that one standard
deviation increase in parental patience improves children’s mathematic scores and non-cognitive ability by 0. 07 stand-
ard deviations. We further show that patient parents are more likely to teach their children in a more scientific way (i. e.
autonomy-supportive method). This channel can explain 9. 2 percent of changes in children’s cognitive scores and 20. 9
percent of changes in children’s non-cognitive ability. Meanwhile, we find parental patience transmits across genera—
tions as more patient parents tend to have children with more patience. And this channel can explain 45. 5 percent of
changes in children’s non-cognitive ability. Our study shows that besides material and time inputs of parents, the be-
havior and attitudes of parents are also helpful for building their offspring’s human capital.

Keywords Patience of Parents; Time Preference; Parenting Style; Human Capital



