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CHANGING LABOUR MARKET OPPORTUNITIES FOR YOUNG PEOPLE 
IN ITALY AND THE ROLE OF THE FAMILY OF ORIGIN 

by Gabriella Berloffa, Francesca Modena** and Paola Villa 

Abstract 

This paper considers the increased incidence of insecure job conditions for young 
individuals entering the Italian labour market and their chances of moving to a more secure 
job after a reasonable period of time. In particular, we investigate empirically whether and 
how long-term changes in labour market institutions and conditions have altered the role of 
the family of origin in both labour market entry and subsequent transitions. We use the 
Italian Households Longitudinal Study (Ilfi) and show that employment opportunities have 
changed significantly in Italy over the past three decades (from the late 1970s to the early 
2000s). For an increasing share of young adults precariousness extends over a fairly long 
period of their working life. The family of origin reduced the probability of insecurity both 
in the early 1980s and during the 1990s, but in a different way: in the early 1980s, it had an 
effect in the entry year, but not subsequently; after the implementation of the Treu reform, its 
effect appeared only in the years following that of entry. Our overall results suggest that the 
rapid expansion of insecure contractual arrangements in the 1990s-early 2000s has increased 
the difficulty of transitioning to a “better” job condition (i.e. secure employment). This has 
enhanced the role of the family of origin in overcoming the difficulty and generated new 
inequalities among young Italians.  

JEL Classification: D6, J2. 
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1. Introduction1 

Labour market opportunities and economic conditions for young people in Italy 

worsened considerably during the 1990s, owing to various reforms of the labour market 

and the pension system, a sharp increase in house prices and rents, and sluggish growth. 

As regards the first factor, several reforms enacted since the mid-1980s have 

progressively increased so-called “flexibility at the margin”. Italy is today a country in 

which a large number of atypical contractual arrangements (including apprenticeships, 

fixed-term contracts, collaborators, agency work, and project work) coexist with 

standard employment contracts characterized by high social security protection. Young 

people are over-represented among atypical workers (Villa, 2011), and an increasing 

proportion of them face discontinuous careers, low income levels, inadequate social 

protection, and low future pension benefits (Brandolini et at., 2007; Rosolia and Torrini, 

2007; Berloffa and Villa, 2010).  

This situation has reinforced the strong interdependence of parents and children: 

parents’ economic and social resources matter in determining offspring outcomes. 

Indeed, Italian society is characterized by a low level of intergenerational mobility 

(Checchi et al., 1999; Schizzerotto and Marzadro, 2008), and young people leave home 

much later than in other countries (Becker et al., 2010). Moreover, since the mid-1980s, 

co-residence rates of young people with their parents have shown a marked upward 

trend in Italy: around 55% of individuals aged 20-30 lived in the parental home in the 

late 1970s, but around 65% did so in the late 1980s and almost 75% in the 2000s (Banca 

d’Italia, 2008). Cultural aspects, unfavourable economic conditions (high youth 

unemployment, high job instability, high housing costs), and institutional factors (no 

income support for first job seekers, lack of efficient public employment services) give 

rise to a familistic welfare regime where the family of origin has to support young 

people in their emancipation (Modena and Rondinelli, 2011; Simonazzi and Villa, 

2010). 

                                                 
1 We are grateful for valuable comments and suggestions to an anonymous referee, Guglielmo Barone, 
Erich Battistin, Marco Paccagnella, Michele Raitano, Stefani Scherer, and seminar participants at the 
Rome Conference on “Equality of opportunity: concepts, measures and policy implications”; Famine 
Seminars, Department of Sociology, University of Trento; Collegio Carlo Alberto (Torino); ECINEQ 
Conference. All errors are our own. The views expressed in this paper are those of the authors and do not 
necessarily reflect those of the Bank of Italy.  
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In this paper we focus on the increased incidence of insecure job conditions 

(fixed-term or other types of “insecure” contracts) for young individuals entering the 

labour market, and on their chances of moving to a more secure job-condition after a 

reasonable period of time. In particular, we examine whether the early occupational 

outcome and, more importantly, the transition to a “better” job condition are affected by 

the family background, and whether this effect has changed over time. More precisely, 

the research aim of this paper can be summarized in the following questions: how did 

labour market entrance conditions and transition patterns change between the late 

1970s-early 1980s and the late 1990s/early 2000s? Are initial occupational outcomes 

and transitions significantly affected by the family background? Did this effect change 

in the two sub-periods considered? 

The answers to these questions are organized as follows. The association 

between labour market deregulation and job instability, on the one hand, and labour 

market outcomes and family background on the other, are reviewed in Section 2. 

Section 3 describes our data and methodology. In Sections 4 and 5 we discuss the 

descriptive and econometric results, and in section 6 we summarize the main findings 

and conclude.  

2. Review of the literature 

A considerable number of European countries started deregulating their labour markets 

in the 1990s in order to enhance the flexibility of their labour markets. External 

flexibility was increased chiefly by attenuating employment protection legislation (EPL) 

for temporary contracts (fixed-term and temporary agency work) and other non-standard 

forms of employment (part-time, quasi-self-employment), while maintaining stringent 

rules for standard employment contracts (employees on open-ended contracts) largely 

intact2. In Italy, the partial liberalization of atypical contracts started in the mid-1980s 

with Law 863/1984, which introduced new policy tools, including work-and-training 

contracts (contratto di formazione e lavoro) and part-time contracts. Wage moderation 

and flexibility were further enhanced in the early 1990s, also through changes 

introduced in national collective agreements.  

                                                 
2 This process has been referred to as ‘partial and targeted deregulation’ (Esping-Andersen and Regini, 
2000), ‘two-tier reforms’ (Boeri and Garibaldi, 2007) and reforms ‘at the margin’ (EC, 2010). 



 7 

Two major reforms further increased the use of atypical contractual 

arrangements: the Treu law in 1997 (Law 196/1997) legalized and regulated the supply 

of temporary workers by authorized agencies (Ichino et al., 2008) and provided 

incentives for part-time work, the Biagi Law in 2003 (Law 30/2003) introduced new 

forms of atypical contracts such as staff leasing, job on call, job sharing and occasional 

work (lavoro a progetto). As a result, segmentation in the labour market deepened, with 

the burden of flexibility falling on workers on atypical contracts. Non-standard 

employment grew substantially, with a strong concentration in the younger cohorts3. 

Indeed, several scholars argue that there has been a steady increase in the precariousness 

of youth jobs (Scarpetta et al., 2010; Standing, 2011; Chung et al., 2012). Thus, where 

flexibility has been increased, it has been at the cost of security for particular groups at a 

disadvantage within the labour market, basically new entrants (Heyes, 2011; Standing, 

2011; Berton et al., 2012).  

However, proper analysis of the role of atypical contractual arrangements (i.e. 

stepping stones or dead ends) requires consideration of transition patterns4. Transition 

patterns vary significantly across both individuals and countries: there are marked 

differences in both the speed of labour market entry and individual trajectories (Scherer, 

2005; Brzinsky-Fay, 2007; Quintini and Manfredi, 2009; de Graaf-Zijl et al., 2011). 

Given the lack of appropriate data, there are only few analyses in the case of Italy 

(Gagliarducci, 2005; Picchio, 2008; Ichino et al., 2008; Barbieri and Scherer, 2009; 

Berton et al., 2011). Barbieri and Scherer (2009) show that the more recent labour 

market entry cohorts face an increasing probability of being trapped in precariousness at 

later stages. On the other hand, Berton et al. (2011) show that the transition to 

permanent employment is more likely from temporary contracts than from 

unemployment, but the time needed for the transformation appears rather long, 

suggesting that individuals should be tracked for a significant number of years after they 

have entered the labour market. 

                                                 
3 In Italy, the share of fixed-term contracts (among total employees) increased for people aged 15-24 from 
around 10% in the mid-1980s to 18.7% in 1996 and climbed to 37% in 2005 (the last year considered in 
our analysis), but only from 4% (mid-1980s) to 6% (in 1996) and then to10.4% (in 2005) for people aged 
25-54 (http://stats.oecd.org/Index.aspx). 
4 Analysing transitions, instead of using standard labour market performance indicators (employment and 
unemployment rates, NEET rates, months needed to enter the first job), makes it possible to avoid the 
over-simplification of the complex transition process associated with the static picture provided by the 
analysis of a single status. 
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Transitions depend on both individual characteristics (including educational 

choices, gender, work experiences during schooling, family background, etc.) and the 

socio-economic environment (institutional set-up, as well as local labour market 

conditions). Given the role played in Italy by the family of origin in the economic 

support of even adult children, this paper focuses on the effect of the family background 

on transitions.    

Some papers have recently emphasized the direct impact of the family of origin 

on offspring labour market outcomes (employment and earnings), controlling for 

education (Franzini et al., 2013; Mocetti, 2007; Raitano, 2011)5. The literature has 

identified three main channels of influence, which interact with each other: i) economic 

(household income and wealth), ii) cultural (the role of parents in shaping the choices 

and preferences of children), and iii) social (i.e. social network)6. Although the 

economic channel is more important for educational choices, it also affects occupational 

status and the job-search process by leading to different option values (for example, the 

possibility to reject a job offer may be very different for individuals from low- or high-

income families), or by making it easier to start an independent economic activity. The 

cultural channel works through the values attached to the different alternatives (e.g. the 

intrinsic value of “secure” labour contracts)7 or through better knowledge of important 

information (e.g. how to write a CV, how to behave during a job interview), or through 

the stimulus of non-cognitive/soft skills that obtain a premium in the labour market. 

Finally, the social channel (i.e. the network effect) influences opportunities and choices 

through peer effects, network-related advantages such as informal contacts in job-

search, etc. 

The relationship between social networks and labour market outcomes has been 

explored by many papers8. Theoretically, social networks act as screening and search 

                                                 
5 Several studies have documented the indirect effect via education of parents’ economic and social 
resources in determining offspring labour market outcomes (Becker and Tomes, 1986. See Corak, 2006 
for a survey; for Europe and Italy see Brunetti and Fiaschi, 2010; Comi, 2010; Franzini and Raitano, 
2010; Giuliano, 2008; Schizzerotto and Marzadro, 2008). 
6 There may be also a genetic channel (i.e. transmission of cognitive abilities). 
7 Living with parents may strengthen this effect, as “individuals may feel forced, or may prefer, to choose 
occupations similar to those of their relatives in order to comply with social conventions, or family 
tradition” (Mocetti, 2007, p. 16). 
8 Indeed, even in modern economies a high percentage of workers find their jobs through friends, 
relatives, and other social contacts (Granovetter, 1974; Sylos Labini, 2004; Calvó-Armengol, 2006), with 
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devices to overcome asymmetric information and high search costs, reducing 

unemployment duration and increasing wages (Calvó-Armengol and Jackson, 2004; 

Bramoullé and Saint-Paul, 2010; Montgomery, 1991). However, the effectiveness of 

networks depends on the characteristics of the job seeker, his/her social ties, and the 

labour market institutions (see Ioannides and Datchet Loury, 2004, for a review). The 

empirical evidence is mixed. The effect on wage premiums is controversial: some 

papers find a positive premium for the US (Kugler, 2003; Marmaros and Sacerdote, 

2002), while others find a negative premium in Europe (Pistaferri, 1999; Addison and 

Portugal, 2002; Antoninis, 2006; Pellizzari, 2010)9. But scholars agree that informal 

search methods increase the probability of finding a job (Cappellari and Tatsiramos, 

2010; Pistaferri, 1999; Cingano and Rosolia, 2012; Meliciani and Radicchia, 2011).  

To the best of our knowledge, few papers have investigated whether parents and 

social networks matter in affecting other dimensions of job quality, such as contract 

types (fixed-term or open-ended). This paper seeks to fill the gap. The widespread use 

of temporary contracts to hire young people makes the role of the family of origin a 

priori  more ambiguous: on the one hand, since firms can use more flexible contracts, it 

should be easier for individuals to find a job without the family’s support; on the other 

hand, the family may act in order to ensure a ‘better’ job for the children (generally a 

more secure one) or allow them to undertake a longer ‘on-the-job training period’ with a 

sequence of insecure, low paid jobs. Therefore, in this paper we intend to investigate 

empirically whether and how long-term changes in labour market institutions and 

conditions have modified the role of the family of origin for both labour market entry 

and subsequent transitions. 

3. Data and methodology 

In order to answer our research questions we needed longitudinal data on individual job 

histories with information about the family of origin. To our knowledge, the only 

dataset that provides this information for Italy before 2005 is the Italian Households 

Longitudinal Study (Ilfi), a panel survey begun in 1997 and carried out for five biennial 

                                                                                                                                               
the potential creation of a self-perpetuating poverty trap (Durlauf, 2006); this is particularly true for Italy 
(Mocetti, 2007; Ballarino and Bratti, 2010).  
9 This effect depends on the nature of ties. For example, in Italy professional networks are associated with 
a wage premium, while the reverse occurs for family networks (Meliciani and Radicchia, 2011; Sylos 
Labini, 2004).  
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waves (up to 2005) on a national representative sample of about 11.000 adults10. The 

first wave gathered retrospective information11 on all significant events occurring to the 

members of the sample in the period between their births and the date of the interview. 

The four subsequent surveys updated this information.  

Beside covering the time period of interest, namely the years before and after the 

institutional changes that occurred in the Italian labour market, this dataset provides 

information on work and educational histories. We were thus able to follow the 

occupational status of each individual at different points in time, and also the family of 

origin (household composition and house tenure at birth and at 14 years of age, 

education and occupational status of the parents and of the person who was head of 

household if he/she was different from parents).  

We conducted the analysis by education cohort, i.e. by the year in which 

individuals finished their educational careers. This would enable us to compare 

individuals at similar “labour-market cycle” stages thus improving our analysis of 

labour market opportunities12.  

Another methodological issue concerned the type of analysis to be carried out in 

order to examine the family effect on transitions. While the family effect on 

occupational outcomes at a given year of observation is conceptually quite simple and 

can be grasped by estimating a multinomial logit (as we did), the problem of transition 

is more complex. In particular, there are different aspects that may be considered: for 

example, the family effect on the conditional or unconditional probability of leaving an 

insecure spell, or on the probability of leaving an insecure spell for a sufficiently long 

period of time, or on the total length of insecure spells. We decided to look at the family 

effect on transition probabilities in two different ways.   

                                                 
10 The survey description and other relevant information are available at 
www.soc.unitn.it/ilfi/eng/index.html. From 2005, a new national survey has been implemented, ISFOL 
PLUS, gathering longitudinal information on labor supply. 
11 There may be distortions due to memory errors. The likelihood of giving a wrong date (the 
“telescoping effect”) or of forgetting an event (“recall decay effect”) is greater the longer the time that has 
elapsed since that event, the less important the event for the respondent, and the shorter its duration. Even 
if there is no straightforward way of preventing this problems, the literature suggests that recall bias is not 
a relevant problem in the ILFI dataset (Gagliarducci, 2005). 
12 We focus on the occupational status three years after the end of education since in our data the average 
search time is just over two years (see the descriptive statistics in the following section). We performed 
some robustness checks by considering one year after the end of studies. 
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First, we considered the transition between the occupational status three and six 

years after the end of education (either university or high school for those individuals 

who did not continue to university)13. We aggregated the different occupational 

categories into three main groups: secure14 employment (which included employees on 

open-ended contracts and self-employed persons who worked continuously15), insecure 

employment (which included fixed-term contracts, individuals working without a 

contract or in occasional employment), and unemployment. We defined the transition 

from insecure to secure employment and from unemployment to either a secure or an 

insecure job as an improvement in working condition, and we modelled the probability 

of experiencing this transition. Since we did not observe the transition for those who 

were “initially” in stable employment, we used a probit model with sample selection to 

control for the probability of being unemployed or insecure in the initial state (Van de 

Ven and Van Praag, 1981).  

Secondly, we estimated the family effect on the probability of being insecure 

conditional on the previous period status through a dynamic correlated random effects 

model. This would tell us whether, once individuals with different family backgrounds 

have entered into a particular occupational status, they have the same chances of 

remaining in that status or not.  

The third important methodological issue concerned the choice of variables to 

capture the family background. Clearly, this choice had to take into account the 

different channels of influence described in the previous section. As underlined by 

Raitano (2011), a good proxy for all the channels is represented by the parents’ 

occupation, in particular that of the father (which in our data was measured when the 

individual was fourteen). Hence this was also our main variable of interest16. In order to 

identify the occupational groups that may be relevant for analysis, it was important to 

                                                 
13 The choice of three years after the end of studies as the “initial” period will be explained in the 
following section. 
14 In this paper we use the words “stable” and “secure” interchangeably. 
15 We could exploit a specific question present in the survey for this. 
16 We also carried out some robustness checks by using different proxies (the father’s education, and the 
highest educational level between the father and mother). When considering the economic channel, some 
authors have underlined the decisiveness of the timing of poverty: economic difficulties in the initial 
years (0-5) have particularly negative effects on future outcomes (because of their impact on cognitive 
development). In our dataset the only variable that related to the economic situation of the household in 
the initial years was house tenure (i.e. whether the house was rented or owned by the individual’s 
parents). This is a too weak a proxy for the economic condition, so we did not include it in our analysis.  
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bear in mind that the types of fathers’ occupations that provide “favourable” networks 

may differ substantially between the labour markets for high-school diploma-holders 

and university graduates. While for the latter the relevant occupations may be managers 

and professionals, for the former one should also consider qualified occupations in 

services and commercial activities. Since we could not distinguish the two markets, we 

constructed a dummy variable capturing these three types of occupations17. We also 

included mother’s education in order to check whether it plays an independent role, 

because it has been shown to have stronger effects on children’s cognitive and non-

cognitive skills18. 

A few more technical details are worth mentioning before turning to the 

analysis. First, given that our dataset reported all educational and job episodes for each 

individual, we had both individuals who had started to work while in education and 

individuals who had interrupted their educational careers for a certain period of time. 

For these individuals, the definition of the “end” of the educational career is somewhat 

arbitrary. We considered an educational career as “not ended” when the interval 

between the end of a cycle (educational level) and the start of a new one was less than 

eight years19. Furthermore, we dropped those individuals who had finished education 

“too late”, i.e. after age 25 for high school, 35 for university, and 40 for masters and 

PhDs.  

Second, for our empirical analysis we divided observations into two periods: 

those individuals who had finished education between 1971 and 1985, and those who 

had finished after 1992 (and before 2005 given that this was the last year of the survey). 

In this way we avoided possible confounding effects for those individuals who had been 

hit by the recession of the early 1990s in their sixth year after the end of education, and 

for those who had started their job search during the same recession. In order to allow 

for a different role of the family according to the macro circumstances, we allowed the 

                                                 
17 These correspond to the first, second and fifth group in the Isco-Istat classification. 
18 In particular, we identified those individuals whose mothers had a secondary or tertiary level of 
education. We also included secondary education because in the 1970s-early 1980s there were too few 
cases with a highly educated mother. 
19 The percentage of these cases was very low (see table 1). 
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effect of father’s occupation to be different within each period (before and after 1979 in 

the first period, and before and after 1997 in the second one)20. 

4. Descriptive analysis  

The sample in our dataset consists of about 12,000 individuals. Of those born after 

1940, 7,280 individuals reported all the information necessary to construct their final 

year of education. We have 2,646 individuals who had finished their educational careers 

between 1971 and 1985, and 1,421 who had finished after 1992. Table 1 presents some 

characteristics of the two groups.  

The composition by educational level (of both the individuals and their 

parents21) reflects the general increase in education. The percentage of individuals who 

interrupted their educational career for more than one year between one educational 

level and the next one is below 5%, and it reduces to less than 1-2% when we consider 

interruption periods of more than seven years. The incidence of working while studying 

diminishes over time, while the average length of time between graduation and the 

beginning of the first job increases for both high-school diploma holders and university 

graduates. Since the average search time is just over two years, we focus on the 

occupational status three years after the end of education, when, on average, individuals 

should have started to work. 

In order to grasp the changes in employment opportunities that have occurred in 

the past three decades, we compare the occupational statuses three years after the end of 

education in the two periods (table 2)22. The reduction in the incidence of employees 

with open-ended contracts is quite impressive for both educational levels, and 

somewhat higher for university graduates: from 52% to 28% for high-school diploma 

holders and from 58% to 27% for individuals with higher educations23. This huge 

                                                 
20 1979 was chosen to mark the years of high and increasing youth unemployment, following the oil 
shocks of the 1970s; 1997 was chosen to mark the years of high and increasing flexibility at the margin 
(i.e. after approval of Treu Package). 
21 We define parents’ education as the highest educational level between the mother and father.  
22 We defined the occupational status three or six years after the end of studies by observing the job or 
unemployment episodes that started or were on-going in that year. We included in the unemployed 
category also those individuals who did not report any unemployment or inactivity episodes but declared 
that they were looking for a job at the time of the interview, when the latter was subsequent to the end of 
the educational career. 
23 The percentages for the second period are quite similar to those emerging from two much larger cross-
sectional surveys carried out by Istat on high-school diploma holders and university graduates (precisely 
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reduction gives rise to a remarkable increase in the share of precarious workers (17 and 

13 percentage points for high-school diploma holders and university graduates 

respectively), and in unemployment (around 10 percentage points for both categories), 

and in a more moderate increase in self-employment (3 and 7 percentage points 

respectively). Changes in inactivity go in the opposite direction for high-school diploma 

holders and university graduates.  

In short, employment opportunities have changed quite significantly in Italy over 

the past three decades. While in the 1970s and early 1980s more than 2 out of 3 high-

school diploma holders or university graduates who decided to participate in the labour 

market (i.e. excluding inactive individuals) were in a stable employment condition three 

years after the end of their education (employees on open-ended contracts and self-

employed persons working continuously), in the 1990s and early years of the new 

century this proportion decreased to less than 1 out of 2.  

In order to check whether these changes in employment opportunities are simply 

a transitory phenomenon (i.e. whether the changes that occurred during the 1990s have 

modified only the mode of labour market entry) or whether they have caused a deeper 

structural change of employment opportunities, we exploited the longitudinal feature of 

our dataset and considered the transition matrices. Given the small number of 

observations on which we could rely (1,226 in the first period but only 478 in the 

second one)24, we aggregated these different occupational categories into four main 

groups: secure employment (which included employees on open-ended contracts and 

self-employed persons who worked continuously), insecure employment (which 

included employees on fixed-term contracts, individuals working without a contract or 

in occasional jobs), unemployment, and inactivity. The two transition matrices (one for 

each period) for these categories are presented in table 3 (cells report the row 

                                                                                                                                               
three years after they obtained their qualifications). These surveys (Indagine sull’inserimento 
professionale dei laureati and Indagine sui percorsi di studio e di lavoro dei diplomati) were conducted 
every three years from 1989 to 2007 for university graduates, and from 1998 to 2007 for high-school 
diploma holders. They also collected information about job and other conditions three years after the end 
of school (i.e. for 1998 we have information about those who finished in 1995, etc). The percentage of 
employees on open-ended contracts in the 1998 Istat survey on high-school diploma holders is 25%, 
whereas the same percentage in the surveys on university graduates carried out from 1992 to 2004 is 31% 
on average.  
24 Since the latest year in our dataset is 2005, when we consider six years after the end of education we 
loose all those individuals who finished their studies after 1999. 
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percentage, i.e. the proportion of individuals who were in a given category three years 

after the end of education and ended up in the different categories three years later).  

The results are consistent with the description of the Italian labour market as 

deeply segmented, and they highlight the increase in this segmentation over time. 

Persistence in secure employment is very high, although it slightly diminishes in the 

second period. There is a significant increase in the persistence in insecurity between 

the first and the second period (from 68% to 80%). This means that, consistently with 

previous findings described in Section 2, for an increasing share of young workers the 

condition of being precarious does not characterize only the beginning of the career but 

extends for a quite long period of the working life. Also the persistence in 

unemployment slightly increases (from 44% to 47%), and in the second sub-period exit 

from it is much more towards insecure employment (29% vs. 13%) than to a secure job 

(24% vs. 41%). Persistence in inactivity increased, signalling that it may include a 

higher share of “discouraged workers”.  

5. Empirical results 

In our econometric analysis we restrict our attention only to high-school diploma 

holders and university graduates, because the labour market segment that they can 

access is quite different from the one for individuals with only compulsory schooling, 

and also because there are very few of the latter in the second period. We proceed in 

two steps: first, we assess the role of the family of origin on the probability of being 

insecure, after the average search time has passed; then we estimate the effect of the 

family background on transitions.  

Our first step is to determine the effect of the family background on the 

probability of being either unemployed or in insecure employment. We run two 

multinomial logit models for three categories (secure, insecure and unemployment, 

where the secure category is the baseline25) including variables that refer to individual 

and family characteristics. Among the former we include gender, educational level, 

regional and time dummies, a dummy variable capturing whether individuals finished 

education late (after 30 years of age for university and after 22 for high-school), and 
                                                 
25 We performed two generalized Hausman tests to check the independence of the “inactivity” category 
and we could reject the hypothesis of non-independence at 19% and 79% of significance level in the two 
periods respectively. 
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another one capturing whether they started to work before the end of education. As 

described in section 3, for the family background we included a dummy for the father’s 

occupation, and one for the mother’s education. We also interacted the former with two 

time dummies in order to allow the effect of father’s occupation to be different within 

each period (before and after 1979 in the first period, and before and after 1997 in the 

second one). Table 4 presents the estimated marginal effects of the two multinomial 

logits for the two periods26, where the base outcome is secure employment. As regards 

the family effects on the probability of being insecure, neither the father’s occupation 

nor the mother’s education are significant in either period, even though the former 

appears to gain importance in the early 1980s, and during the second period (estimated 

marginal effects are larger and the probability of a non-zero effect increases)27.  

As regards the other variables, the results are in line with what one would 

expect. While being female and having a university degree increase the probability of 

being insecure in the first period, these effects disappear in the second period. Similarly, 

finishing education very late and living in the Centre of Italy decrease the probability of 

being insecure in the first period, whereas they have no effect in the second period. 

What appears to increase the probability of being insecure is time and residence in the 

North.  

Our next step is to estimate the effect of the family background on transitions. 

We do this in two different ways. First we model the transition to a “better” 

employment situation (i.e. from either an insecure job to a secure one, or from 

unemployment to any form of employment) between the third and the sixth year after 

graduation, by means of a probit model with sample selection. Second, we estimate two 

                                                 
26 In the second period, we restrict our attention to those individuals for whom we can observe the 
occupational status both three and six years after the end of education because this is the sample that we 
will use in the subsequent probit model. We performed a Chow test for the equality of coefficients in the 
two periods, but we could reject the hypothesis at a very high level of significance.  
27 As a check of our results we used different proxies for the family background: the educational level of 
the father and the highest educational level among parents. No significant effect on the probability of 
being insecure emerges in both periods, but again, when we use the educational level of the father, 
marginal effects are larger and the probability of a non-zero effect increases in the early 1980s and over 
the 1990s (results are available upon request). We also estimated various multinomial logit models on 
Istat data for university graduates (using the surveys that correspond to our second period, i.e. those 
carried out in 1995, 1998, 2001 and 2004), where we added more control variables given the large sample 
size (results are available from the authors). The marginal effect of father’s occupation on the probability 
of being insecure is always significant, slightly increasing in absolute terms for those who graduated from 
1998 onwards. 
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correlated random effects dynamic probit models for each period: one for the 

probability of being unemployed and one for the probability of being insecure.  

Dynamic probit models allow the estimation of a ‘persistence’ coefficient, i.e. 

the effect of the current state (e.g. unemployment) on the probability of being in the 

same state in the following period, conditional on a set of time-varying and time-

invariant individual characteristics. However, the presence of both the past value of the 

dependent variable and an unobserved heterogeneity term in the equation, and the 

correlation between them, cause some problems for estimation of these models (known 

as the initial conditions problem). We follow the solution to this problem proposed by 

Heckman (1981a, 1981b), which involves specification of an approximation to the 

reduced form equation for the initial observation and maximum likelihood estimation 

using the full set of sample observations allowing cross-correlation between the main 

and initial period equations28. 

Let us first consider the simple probit model for the transition to a better 

employment situation. In order to identify the transition and the selection equations, we 

need to impose some exclusion restrictions. We assume that having finished education 

late, and having started to work before the end of education affect only the selection 

probability, whereas the length of time in which an individual has been working in the 

current job affects only the probability of transition. Furthermore, as regards time 

effects, we introduce a time trend into the selection equation, while in the transition 

equation we add only a dummy variable indicating whether the transitions occurred 

after a certain year (i.e. after 1979 for the first period, and after 1997 for the second 

one). Tables 5 and 6 report the results of the two probit models, and the estimated 

marginal effects for father’s occupation.  

First of all, note that the predicted probability of improving the employment 

situation decreases from 40% to 14% from the 1970s-early1980s to the 1990s (tab. 6). 

The fact that transitions to a better employment condition becomes increasingly difficult 

over time is confirmed by the significance of the time dummies in each period. As 

regards individual characteristics, while in the first period the probability of improving 
                                                 
28 Arulampalam and Stewart (2009) compare the estimators proposed by Heckman, Orme and 
Wooldridge. Their results indicate that none of the three estimators dominates the other two in all cases. 
In most cases, all three estimators display satisfactory performance except when the number of time 
periods is very small (below four). 
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the employment situation is negatively affected by being female and living in the South, 

gender and regional differences lose significance in the second period. What maintains a 

significant negative effect in both periods is the length of time in which an individual 

has been working in the current job. The father’s occupation has generally no significant 

effect on transitions, but it becomes relevant if the transition occurs after 1997 (the 

estimated coefficient is significant at the 6% level).  

In short, estimation of this model confirms the increasing difficulty of young 

people in reaching secure employment, and it seems to suggest that the family of origin 

becomes important, especially after 1997. However, the results may not be so clear-cut 

because, owing to the sample size, we had to pool different types of transitions (from 

insecure to secure employment and from unemployment to any kind of employment). In 

order to obtain less ambiguous results, we therefore resorted to estimation of two 

random effects dynamic probit models (one for the probability of unemployment, 

conditional on participation; and one for the probability of insecurity, conditional on 

working) for each period. The results are reported in tables 7 and 8. Recall that, because 

of the way in which our dataset is constructed, the coefficient estimates in the initial 

period equation represent the effects on the probability of being unemployed or insecure 

in the first year after graduation (which we will refer to as the entry year). Instead, the 

coefficients in the main equation represent the effects in any year after graduation, from 

the second to the sixth. 

While there are no significant effects of the family of origin on the probability of 

unemployment, the picture is different for insecurity. The father’s occupation has a 

negative and significant effect in the early 1980s in the entry year, but no effect for the 

subsequent years. Over the 1990s, instead, the father’s occupation significantly reduces 

the probability of being insecure after 1997, in any year after graduation, except the 

entry one29. In other words, the father’s occupation appears to play an important role in 

reducing the probability of insecurity in both periods, but in a different way: in the early 

1980s it has an effect in the entry year, but not subsequently. Over the 1990s, the 

                                                 
29 As a check for this result we estimated two multinomial logit models for the employment status in the 
first year after graduation for the two periods. Indeed, the father’s occupation has a significant negative 
effect on the probability of being insecure in the early 1980s, but no significant effect over the 1990s 
(results are available upon request). 
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father’s occupation becomes relevant after implementation of the Treu Package, but its 

effect appears only in the years following the entry one.  

The coefficient associated with the lagged dependent variable is positive, large, 

and highly significant in all models, indicating that current status significantly increases 

the probability of being in the same status in the following year, even when controlling 

for individual and regional characteristics (i.e. the high degree of persistence shown in 

the transition matrices in Section 4 is not due only to individual and regional 

characteristics). The effect of the latter are qualitatively in line with what was observed 

from the multinomial logits: being female, having a low level of education, and living in 

the Centre-South increase the probability of unemployment in any year after graduation 

during the 1970s-early 1980s and during the 1990s.  

By contrast, the probability of being insecure (conditional on working) is 

influenced – again in any year after graduation – by gender only in the first period, and 

by education only in the second one; regional effects are positive for the South only in 

the entry year. It is also interesting to note that this probability increases in the early 

1980s, but only for the entry year, whereas it increases continuously over the 1990s for 

any year after graduation.  

6. Conclusions 

In this paper we have focused on the increased incidence of insecure job conditions 

(fixed-term or other types of “insecure” contracts) for young individuals entering the 

labour market and on their chances of moving to a more secure job-condition after a 

reasonable period of time. In particular, we have examined whether the early 

occupational outcome, and more importantly the transition to a “better” job condition, 

are affected by the family background, and whether this effect has changed over time. 

We used the Italian Households Longitudinal Study (Ilfi) and divided 

observations into two periods according to the year in which individuals finished their 

educations: between 1971 and 1985 and from 1992 to 2002. By considering the 

individuals’ occupational status three years after finishing education, we showed that 

employment opportunities have changed quite significantly in Italy over the past three 

decades: while in the 1970s and 1980s about two out of three high-school diploma 

holders or university graduates who participated in the labour market were in secure 
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employment (employees on open-ended contracts and self-employed workers) three 

years after the end of their educations, in the 1990s and early 2000s this proportion 

reduced to one out of two.  

Furthermore, transition matrices between three and six years after the end of 

studies show a deeply segmented labour market, and highlight the increase in this 

segmentation over time. Persistence in secure employment is very high, although it 

slightly diminished in the second period. There is a significant increase in the 

persistence in insecurity, which means that, for an increasing share of workers, 

precariousness does not characterize only the beginning of the career but extends for 

quite a long period of the working life. Also the persistence in unemployment increased, 

and exit from it is much more towards insecure employment than to a secure job, when 

compared with the first period. 

The econometric analysis reveals not only that the probability of being insecure 

or unemployed increased from the first to the second period, but also that both of them 

kept to increase during the 1990s. Moreover, the predicted probability of improving the 

employment situation decreases from 40% to 14% from the 1970s-1980s to the 1990s, 

and it further reduces after the introduction of the Treu Package. The effect of the 

current employment status on the probability of being in the same status in the 

following year is positive, large, and highly significant, even when controlling for 

individual and regional characteristics. 

The role of the family of origin, captured by the father’s occupation (when the 

individual was fourteen), seems to have become more important over time in reducing 

the probability of being insecure at a specific point in time (three years after the end of 

education), but coefficients are not precisely estimated in the multinomial logits. The 

analysis of the effect of the family on transitions reveals that the father’s occupation 

played an important role in reducing the probability of insecurity both in the early 1980s 

and during the 1990s, but in a different way: in the early 1980s, it has an effect in the 

entry year, but not subsequently. During the 1990s, the father’s occupation becomes 

important after implementation of the Treu reform, but this time its effect appears only 

in the years following the entry one. This difference in the family effect may be due to 

the much more widespread use of temporary contracts after 1997. Indeed, our analysis 
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showed that insecurity has become a much less gender- and education-specific 

characteristic, especially in the first years of labour market participation. The more 

general use of these contracts for the initial hiring of young people may explain why the 

family can help more in subsequent transitions than at the moment of entry.  

Given the limitations of our data, the analysis in this paper should not be 

considered conclusive. Future research should investigate whether our results on 

transitions extend beyond 2005 (assessing in particular the effects of the Biagi’s law), 

by exploiting the longitudinal features of the recently implemented national survey on 

labour supply Isfol-Plus. However, our analysis provides evidence on the 

ineffectiveness of labour market policies in terms of ensuring equal access to secure job 

conditions to young people entering the labour market. Indeed, our overall results 

suggest that the rapid expansion of insecure contractual arrangements in the 1990s-early 

2000s have produced increasing difficulties in terms of transitions to a “better” job 

condition (i.e. into secure employment), which enhanced the role of the family of origin 

in overcoming them, generating new inequalities among young Italians.  

This implies two main policy suggestions. First, it would be crucial for policy 

makers to design and implement measures, available for all new entrants, that allow the 

transformation from insecure to secure employment within a reasonable period of time. 

Second, specific measures should be planned in order to help those groups that are 

trapped in insecure employment or long-term unemployment to move out towards 

secure employment. 
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Tables 
 

Table 1.  
Sample characteristics (%) 

Final year of education 1971-1985 1992-2005 
Individuals’ education   

Lower secondary 46.8 18.7 

Upper secondary 42.2 49.9 

Tertiary  11.0 31.4 

Parents’ education*   

Lower secondary 83.4 53.9 

Upper secondary 12.8 35.1 

Tertiary  3.8 11.0 

Percentage of individuals who interrupted their educational career 

for more than 1 year 4.8 4.6 

for more than 2 years 3.7 2.3 

for more than 7 years 1.9 0.4 

Percentage of individuals who started to work before the end of education 

Lower Secondary 38.7 19.2 

Upper secondary 42.0 25.2 

Tertiary  47.7 28.8 

Average job-search period after graduation**   

High school 1.84 years 2.07 years 

University 1.38 years 2.02 years 

(Number of obs) (2646) (1421) 

Source: Authors’ calculations on Ilfi data. 
Notes: *: Parents’ education is defined as the highest educational level between the mother and father. 
**: For those who started work after finishing their education. 

 
Table 2.  

Occupational status of high-school diploma holders and university graduates three years 
after the end of education, for different periods of the final year of education (%) 

 High school University 
Final year of education 1971-1985 1993-2002 1971-1985 1993-2002 

Employees on open-ended contracts 51.9 28.0 58.0 27.1 
Self-emp./Entrepreneurs who work 
continuously 

7.9 10.8 9.2 16.7 

Temporary/precarious/occasional employees 
and self-employed 

12.2 29.6 19.6 32.6 

Unemployed 14.0 24.9 7.1 16.3 

Inactive 14.1 6.7 6.1 7.3 

 100 100 100 100 

(Number of obs) (974) (464) (266) (289) 
Source: Authors’ calculations on Ilfi data. 

 

 

 



 23 

Table 3.  
Transition matrices, three years and six years after the end of education 

Final year of education :1971-1985 

 6 years  

3 years Secure Insecure Unempl. Inactive N. obs. 

Secure 95.8 1.6 1.3 1.3 767 

Insecure 26.2 67.9 2.1 3.7 187 

Unempl. 41.2 13.0 44.1 1.7 238 

Inactive 35.3 2.9 0.0 61.8 34 

(No. of obs.) (894) (171) (119) (42) (1,226) 
      
Final year of education :1992-1999 

 6 years  

3 years Secure Insecure Unempl. Inactive N. obs. 

Secure 89.9 6.6 3.0 0.5 198 

Insecure 16.7 79.5 1.3 2.6 156 

Unempl. 23.7 28.9 46.5 0.9 114 

Inactive 10.0 20.0 0.0 70.0 10 

(No. of obs.) (232) (172) (61) (13) (478) 
Source: Authors’ calculations on Ilfi data. 
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Table 4.  
Multinomial logit for the occupational condition three years after the end of education 
Final year of education 1971-1985 1992-1999 
 dy/dx P>|z| dy/dx P>|z| 

Insecure     
Predicted Prob. 0.169  0.365  
Female 0.071 0.002 -0.022 0.634 
Univers. Degree 0.068 0.025 0.007 0.897 
Old -0.063 0.032 -0.025 0.684 
Started to work while studying 0.033 0.274 -0.026 0.681 
Centre -0.052 0.048 -0.014 0.812 
South -0.022 0.393 -0.143 0.007 
D1979 A 0.025 0.340   
D1997 A   0.162 0.003 
m/high father's occupation -0.005 0.893 -0.092 0.196 
Fath. occ.*d1979 A -0.057 0.198   
Fath. occ.*d1997 A   0.011 0.928 
m/high mother's educ -0.016 0.607 0.003 0.953 
Unemployed     
Predicted Prob. 0.137  0.209  
Female 0.065 0.001 0.074 0.067 
Univers. Degree -0.104 0.000 -0.064 0.158 
Old -0.006 0.840 -0.024 0.645 
Started to work while studying -0.183 0.000 -0.172 0.000 
Centre 0.111 0.001 0.143 0.025 
South 0.263 0.000 0.357 0.000 
d1979 A 0.010 0.633   
d1997 A   -0.035 0.443 
m/high father's occupation 0.022 0.518 0.070 0.235 
Fath. occ.*d1979 A -0.027 0.516   
Fath. occ.*d1997 A   0.053 0.661 
m/high mother's educ 0.027 0.421 -0.017 0.708 
     
Number of obs   1173 462 

Wald chi2(18)  173.86 70.14 

Prob > chi2    0.000 0.000 

Pseudo R2 0.107 0.093 
Source: Authors’ calculations on Ilfi data. 
Notes: Base category: secure employment. Marginal effects reported. A: d1979: the final year of education is 
from 1979 onwards; d1997: the final year of education is from 1997 onwards. 
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Table 5.  
Probit models with sample selection for the transition from insecure to secure 

employment or from unemployment to any kind of employment 
Final year of education 1971-1985 1992-1999 
 Coef. P>|z| Coef. P>|z| 
Transition Equation     
Female -0.524 0.006 0.007 0.966 
University degree  0.100 0.576 -0.194 0.300 
D1979_t A -0.335 0.053   
D1997_t A   -0.397 0.074 
Centre B -0.223 0.212 0.314 0.123 
South B -0.489 0.059 0.214 0.274 
Duration in current job -0.312 0.000 -0.303 0.000 
m/high father's occupation -0.187 0.538 -0.278 0.400 
Fath.occup* d1979_t A 0.351 0.331   
Fath.occup* d1997_t A   0.760 0.054 
_cons 0.899 0.232 -0.467 0.117 
Selection Equation     
Female 0.400 0.000 0.112 0.364 
Univers. Degree -0.146 0.147 -0.165 0.255 
Final year of education 0.014 0.190 0.103 0.001 
Old -0.175 0.211 -0.157 0.326 
Started to work while studying -0.464 0.000 -0.473 0.005 
Centre C 0.133 0.187 0.298 0.057 
South C 0.630 0.000 0.529 0.001 
m/high father's occupation 0.044 0.736 0.004 0.978 
Fath.occup* d1979_t A -0.263 0.145   
m/high mother's educ   0.001 0.997 
_cons 0.028 0.831 -204.560 0.001 
     
Number of obs   1173 462 
Wald chi2(6); Prob > chi2    46.14 24.52 
Wald test of indep. eqns. (rho = 0):    
Prob > chi2 0.824 0.081 
Source: Authors’ calculations on Ilfi data. 
Notes: A: d1979_t: the transition occurs from 1979 onwards (final year of education up to 1976); 
d1997_t: the transition occurs from 1997 onwards (final year of education up to 1994). 
B: Regional dummies refer to the region of residence in the final year of the transition (six years after the end of 
education). 
C: Regional dummies refer to the region of residence in the initial year of the transition (three years after the 
end of education). 
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Table 6.  
Marginal effects after probit model (table 5) 

Final year of education 1971-1985 1992-1999 
 dy/dx P>|z| dy/dx P>|z| 

Transition equation     
Predicted Prob. 0.406  0.142  
m/high father's occupation -0.072 0.535 -0.057 0.360 
Fath.occup*d1979_t A 0.138 0.340   
Fath.occup*d1997_t A   0.220 0.111 

Source: Authors’ calculations on Ilfi data. 
Notes: A: d1979_t: the transition occurs from 1979 onwards (final year of education up to 1976); 
d1997_t: the transition occurs from 1997 onwards (final year of education up to 1994). 
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Table 7.  
Correlated random effects dynamic probit models for the probability of unemployment 

Final year of education 1971-1985 1992-1999 
 Coef. P>|z| Coef. P>|z| 
Main Equation     
Unemployment status at t-1 2.512 0.000 2.421 0.000 
Female 0.372 0.000 0.308 0.002 
University degree  -0.401 0.001 -0.117 0.288 
Final year of education 0.015 0.420 0.006 0.726 
Regional unempl. Rate B 0.004 0.823 -0.002 0.921 
Centre B 0.313 0.006 0.340 0.011 
South B 0.583 0.001 0.889 0.000 
m/high father’s occupation 0.196 0.224 -0.050 0.670 
Fath.occup* d1979_t A -0.280 0.161   
_cons -32.179 0.380 -14.314 0.666 
Initial period equation     
Female -0.347 0.002 0.068 0.484 
Final year of education 0.016 0.637 -0.056 0.020 
d1979_t A -0.397 0.056   
d1997_t A   0.225 0.200 
Univers. Degree -0.678 0.000 -0.411 0.000 
Old -0.189 0.274 -0.342 0.012 
Started to work while studying -1.916 0.000 -1.159 0.000 
Regional unemp. rate C 0.028 0.403 0.049 0.006 
Centre C -0.054 0.734 0.305 0.017 
South C 0.481 0.064 0.438 0.050 
m/high father's occupation -0.094 0.678 0.134 0.413 
Fath.occup* d1979_t A 0.038 0.889   
Fath.occup* d1997_t A   -0.083 0.717 
m/high mother's educ -0.521 0.399 -0.235 0.293 
_cons -31.937 0.639 111.003 0.021 
     
Number of obs   7249 4709 
Wald chi2(8); Prob > chi2    789.70 (0.000) 652.71 (0.000) 
LR test of rho = 0: 375.01 281.82 
Prob > chi2 0.000 0.000 

Source: Authors’ calculations on Ilfi data. 
Notes: A: d1979_t: period t is from 1979 onwards; d1997_t: period t is from 1997 onwards. 
B: Regional unemployment rates and regional dummies refer to the region of residence in period t. 
C: Regional unemployment rates and regional dummies refer to the region of residence in the initial year 
(three years after the end of education). 

 



 28 

Table 8.  
Correlated random effects dynamic probit models for the probability of being insecure 

(conditional on working) 
Final year of education 1971-1985 1992-1999 
 Coef. P>|z| Coef. P>|z| 
Main Equation     
Insecurity status at t-1 2.945 0.000 2.377 0.000 
Female 0.601 0.019 0.140 0.468 
University degree  0.034 0.858 -0.491 0.036 
Final year of education 0.001 0.972 0.251 0.000 
Centre B 0.034 0.876 0.445 0.140 
South B 0.346 0.185 0.064 0.818 
Duration in current job 0.100 0.001 0.093 0.032 
m/high father’s occupation -0.303 0.267 0.194 0.476 
Fath.occup* d1979_t A -0.502 0.275   
Fath.occup* d1997_t A   -1.507 0.000 
_cons -5.492 0.904 -

502.837 
0.000 

Initial period equation     
Female 0.620 0.004 0.277 0.163 
Final year of education -0.039 0.360 0.147 0.008 
d1979_t A 0.648 0.062   
d1997_t A   -0.070 0.842 
Univers. Degree 0.222 0.259 -0.187 0.417 
Old 0.017 0.939 -0.724 0.002 
Started to work while studying -0.044 0.819 0.076 0.731 
Centre C 0.063 0.771 0.359 0.181 
South C 0.357 0.140 0.653 0.036 
m/high father's occupation 0.360 0.187 -0.291 0.393 
Fath.occup* d1979_t A -1.029 0.011   
Fath.occup* d1997_t A   -0.324 0.492 
m/high mother's educ -1.093 0.163 0.585 0.176 
_cons 74.958 0.370 -

293.740 
0.008 

     
Number of obs   5710 3540 
Wald chi2(9); Prob > chi2    389.77 (0.000) 265.12 (0.000) 
LR test of rho = 0: 1184.70 1030.72 
Prob > chi2 0.000 0.000 
Source: Authors’ calculations on Ilfi data. 
Notes: A: d1979_t: period t is from 1979 onwards; d1997_t: period t is from 1997 onwards. 
B: Regional unemployment rates and regional dummies refer to the region of residence in period t. 
C: Regional unemployment rates and regional dummies refer to the region of residence in the initial year 
(three years after the end of education). 

 

 



 29 

References 

Addison J.T., Portugal P. (2002), “Job search methods and outcomes”, Oxford Economic 
Papers, 54(3): 505-533. 

Antoninis M. (2006), “The Wage Effects from the Use of Personal Contacts as Hiring 
Channels”, Journal of Economic Behavior and Organization, 59(1): 133–146. 

Arulampalam W., Stewart M. (2009), “Simplified Implementation of the Heckman Estimator of 
the Dynamic Probit Model and a Comparison with Alternative Estimators”, Oxford 
Bulletin of Economics and Statistics, 71(5): 659-681. 

Ballarino G., Bratti M. (2010), “Reperimento del lavoro e disuguaglianza sociale”, in Daniele 
Checchi (ed.), Immobilità Diffusa, Bologna: Il Mulino. 

Banca d’Italia (2008), “I bilanci delle famiglie italiane nell’anno 2006”, Supplementi al 
Bollettino Statistico, Anno XVIII, No. 7. 

Barbieri P., Scherer S. (2009), “Labour market flexibilisation and its consequences in Italy”, 
European Sociological Review, 25(6): 677-692. 

Becker G.S., Tomes N. (1986), “Human capital and the rise and fall of families”, Journal of 
Labor Economics, 4(3): S1-S39. 

Becker S.O., Bentolila S., Fernandes A., Ichino A. (2010), “Youth emancipation and perceived 
job insecurity of parents and children”, Journal of Population Economics, 23: 1175–
1199. 

Berloffa G., Villa P. (2010), “Differences in Equivalent Income across cohorts of households: 
evidence from Italy”, The Review of Income and Wealth, 56(4): 693-714. 

Berton F., Devicienti F., Pacelli L. (2011), "Are temporary jobs a port of entry into permanent 
employment?: Evidence from matched employer-employee", International Journal of 
Manpower, 32(8): 879-899. 

Berton, F., Richiardi, M., Sacchi, S. (2012), The Political Economy of Work Security and 
Flexibility. Italy in Comparative Perspective, Bristol: The Policy Press. 

Boeri T., Garibaldi P. (2007), ‘Two-tier Reforms of Employment Protection Legislation: A 
Honeymoon Effect’, Economic Journal, 117: 357–85. 

Bramoullé Y., Saint-Paul G. (2010), “Social networks and labor market transitions”, Labour 
Economics, 18:188-195. 

Brandolini, A., P. Casadio, P. Cipollone, M. Magnani, A. Rosolia and R. Torrini (2007), 
“Employment growth in Italy in the 1990s: institutional arrangements and market 
forces,” in Acocella N., and R. Leoni, eds., Social Pacts, Employment and Growth. A 
Reappraisal of Tarantelli’s Thought, Physica-Verlag, Heidelberg. 

Brunetti I., Fiaschi D. (2010), “Intergenerational mobility in Italy”, Discussion Papers 
2010/102, Department of Economics and Management, University of Pisa.  

Brzinsky-Fay C. (2007), “Lost in Transition? Labour Market Entry Sequences of School 
Leavers in Europe”, European Sociological Review, 23(4): 409-422. 

Calvó-Armengol A., Jackson M.O. (2004), “The Effect of Social Networks on Employment and 
Inequality”, American Economic Review, 94(3): 426–454. 

Calvó-Armengol, A. (2006), “Social Networks and Labour Market Outcomes”, CREI, No.17.  

Cappellari L., Tatsiramos K. (2010), “Friends' networks and job finding rates”, CESifo Working 
Paper Series No. 3243, November 15. 



 30 

Checchi D., Ichino A., Rustichini A. (1999), “More equal but less mobile? Education financing 
and intergenerational mobility in Italy and in the US”, Journal of Public Economics, 
74(3): 351–393. 

Chung H., Bekker S., Houwing H. (2012), “Young people and the post-recession labour market 
in the context of Europe 2020”, Transfer. European Review of Labour and Research , 
18(3): 301-317. 

Cingano F., Rosolia A. (2012), “People I Know: Job Search and Social Networks”, Journal of 
Labor Economics, 30(2): 291-332. 

Comi S.L. (2010), “Family influence on early career outcomes in seven European countries”, 
Economics Bulletin, 30(3): 1-9. 

Corak (2006), “Do poor children become poor adults? Lessons for public policy from a cross 
country comparison of generational earnings mobility”, Research on Economic 
Inequality, 13: 143-188.  

de Graaf-Zijl M., van den Berg G.J., Heyma A. (2011), “Stepping stones for the unemployed: 
the effect of temporary jobs on the duration until (regular) work”. Journal of Population 
Economics, 24: 107-139.  

Durlauf, S. (2006), “Groups, Social Influences, and Inequality: A Memberships Theory 
Perspective on Poverty Traps,” in Poverty Traps, S. Bowles, S. Durlauf, and K. Hoff, 
eds., Princeton: Princeton University Press. 

EC (2010), “Youth and segmentation in EU labour markets”, in: Employment in Europe, 
Luxembourg: Publication Office of the European Union (pp. 117-154). 

Esping-Andersen G., Regini, M. (eds.) (2000), Why Deregulate Labour Markets?, Oxford: 
OUP. 

Franzini M., Raitano M. (2010), “Non solo istruzione. Condizioni economiche dei genitori e 
successo dei figli nei paesi europei”, in Checchi D. (ed.), Immobilità diffusa, Il Mulino, 
Bologna, 11-51. 

Franzini M., Raitano M., Vona F. (2013), “The channels of intergenerational transmission of 
inequality: a cross-country comparison”, Rivista Italiana degli Economisti, XVIII, 2, 
201-226.  

Gagliarducci S. (2005), “The dynamics of repeated temporary jobs”, Labour Economics, 12(4): 
429-448. 

Giuliano P. (2008), “Culture and the Family: An Application to Educational Choices in Italy”, 
Rivista di Politica Economica, 98(4): 3-37. 

Granovetter M. (1974), Getting A Job, University of Chicago Press. 

Heckman J.J. (1981a), “Heterogeneity and state dependence”, in S. Rosen (ed.), Studies in 
Labor Markets, Chicago Press: Chicago, IL.  

Heckman J.J. (1981b), “The incidental parameters problem and the problem of initial conditions 
in estimating a discrete time-discrete data stochastic process”, in C.F. Manski and D. 
McFadden (eds), Structural Analysis of Discrete Data with Econometric Applications, 
MIT Press: Cambridge, MA, 114-178. 

Heyes J. (2011), “Flexicurity, employment protection and the jobs crisis”, Work Employment 
and Society, 25(4): 642-657.  

Ichino A., Mealli F., Nannicini T. (2008), “From temporary help jobs to permanent 
employment: what can we learn from matching estimators and their sensitivity?”, 
Journal of Applied Econometrics, 23: 305-327. 



 31 

Ioannides Y. M., Datcher Loury L. (2004), “Job Information Networks, Neighborhood Effects, 
and Inequality”, JEL, 42(4): 1056-1093. 

Kugler A. (2003), “Employee Referrals and Efficiency Wages”, Labour Economics, 10(5): 531-
556. 

Marmaros D., Sacerdote B. (2002), “Peer and Social Networks in Job Search”, European 
Economic Review, 46(4-5): 870-879. 

Meliciani V, Radicchia D. (2011), “The informal recruitment channel and the quality of job-
worker matches: an analysis on Italian survey data”, Industrial and Corporate Change, 
20(2): 5111-544. 

Mocetti S. (2007), “Intergenerational Earnings Mobility in Italy”, The BE Journal of Economic 
Analysis & Policy, 7(2): 1-25. 

Modena F., Rondinelli C. (2011), “Leaving home and housing prices. The experience of Italian 
youth emancipation”, Tema di discussione, 818, Banca d’Italia. 

Montgomery J.D. (1991), “Social networks and labor-market outcomes: Toward an economic 
analysis”, The American Economic Review, 81(5): 1408-1418. 

Pellizzari M. (2010), “Do Friends and Relatives Really Help in Getting a Good Job?”, Industrial 
and Labor Relations Review, 63(3): 494-510. 

Picchio M. (2008), “Temporary Contracts and Transitions to Stable Jobs in Italy”, Labour, 
22(s1): 147-174. 

Pistaferri L. (1999), “Informal Networks in the Italian Labor Market”, Giornale degli 
Economisti e Annali di Economia, 58(3-4): 355-375. 

Quintini G., Manfredi T. (2009), “Going separate ways? School-to-work transitions in the 
United States and Europe”, Oecd Social, Employment and Migration Working Papers, 
No. 90, Oecd Publishing. 

Raitano M. (2011), “La riproduzione intergenerazionale delle diseguaglianze in Italia: 
istruzione, occupazione e retribuzioni”, Politica Economica, XXVII, 3: 345-374. 

Rosolia, A., Torrini, R. (2007), “The generation gap: Relative earnings of young and old 
workers in Italy”, Tema di discussione, 639, Banca d’Italia. 

Scarpetta S., Sonnet A., Manfredi T. (2010), “Rising Youth Unemployment During the Crisis: 
How to prevent Negative long-term Consequences on a Generation?”, Oecd Social, 
Employment and Migration Working Papers, No. 106, Oecd Publishing. 

Scherer S. (2005), “Patterns of labour market entry. Long wait or career instability? An 
empirical comparison of Italy, Great Britain and West Germany”, European 
Sociological Review, 21(5): 427-440. 

Schizzerotto A., Marzadro S. (2008), “Social Mobility in Italy since the Beginning of the 
Twentieth Century”, Rivista di Politica Economica, 98(5): 5-40. 

Simonazzi A., Villa P. (2010), “How Italy’s ‘American Dream’ Tourned Sour”, in Anxo D., 
Bosch G., Rubery J., (eds.), Welfare States and Life Transitions, Cheltenham, Edward 
Elgar (pp. 231-256). 

Standing G. (2011), The Precariat, The New Dangerous Class, London: Bloomsbury Academy. 

Sylos Labini M. (2004), “Social Networks and Wages: It's All About Connections!”, LEM 
Papers Series, 10, Pisa, Italy. 



 32 

Van de Ven W.P., Van Praag B.M. (1981), “The demand for deductibles in private health 
insurance: a probit model with sample selection”, Journal of Econometrics, 17(2): 229-
252. 

Villa P. (2011), “I giovani e il mercato del lavoro in Italia”, La Rivista delle Politiche Sociali, 3: 
13-42. 

 



(*) Requests for copies should be sent to: 
Banca d’Italia – Servizio Struttura economica e finanziaria – Divisione Biblioteca e Archivio storico –  
Via Nazionale, 91 – 00184 Rome – (fax 0039 06 47922059). They are available on the Internet www.bancaditalia.it.

RECENTLY PUBLISHED “TEMI” (*)

N. 975 – Hedonic value of Italian tourism supply: comparing environmental and cultural 
attractiveness, by Valter Di Giacinto and Giacinto Micucci (September 2014).

N. 976 – Multidimensional poverty and inequality, by Rolf Aaberge and Andrea Brandolini 
(September 2014).

N. 977 – Financial indicators and density forecasts for US output and inflation, by 
Piergiorgio Alessandri and Haroon Mumtaz (October 2014).

N. 978 – Does issuing equities help R&D activity? Evidence from unlisted Italian high-tech 
manufacturing firms, by Silvia Magri (October 2014).

N. 979 – Quantile aggregation of density forecasts, by Fabio Busetti (October 2014).

N. 980 – Sharing information on lending decisions: an empirical assessment, by Ugo 
Albertazzi, Margherita Bottero and Gabriele Sene (October 2014).

N. 981 – The academic and labor market returns of university professors, by Michela Braga, 
Marco Paccagnella and Michele Pellizzari (October 2014).

N. 982 – Informational effects of monetary policy, by Giuseppe Ferrero, Marcello Miccoli 
and Sergio Santoro (October 2014).

N. 983 – Science and Technology Parks in Italy: main features and analysis of their effects 
on the firms hosted, by Danilo Liberati, Marco Marinucci and  Giulia Martina Tanzi 
(October 2014).

N. 984 – Natural expectations and home equity extraction, by Roberto Pancrazi and Mario 
Pietrunti (October 2014).

N. 985 – Dif-in-dif estimators of multiplicative treatment effects, by Emanuele Ciani and 
Paul Fisher (October 2014).

N. 986 – An estimated DSGE model with search and matching frictions in the credit market, 
by Danilo Liberati (October 2014).

N. 987 – Large banks, loan rate markup and monetary policy, by Vincenzo Cuciniello and 
Federico M. Signoretti (October 2014).

N. 988 – The interest-rate sensitivity of the demand for sovereign debt. Evidence from OECD 
countries (1995-2011), by Giuseppe Grande, Sergio Masciantonio and Andrea 
Tiseno (October 2014).

N. 989 – The determinants of household debt: a cross-country analysis, by Massimo Coletta, 
Riccardo De Bonis and Stefano Piermattei (October 2014).

N. 990 – How much of bank credit risk is sovereign risk? Evidence from the Eurozone, by 
Junye Li  and Gabriele Zinna (October 2014).

N. 991 – The scapegoat theory of exchange rates: the first tests, by Marcel Fratzscher, 
Dagfinn Rime, Lucio Sarno and Gabriele Zinna (October 2014).

N. 992 – Informed trading and stock market efficiency, by Taneli Mäkinen (October 2014).

N. 993 – Optimal monetary policy rules and house prices: the role of financial frictions, by 
Alessandro Notarpietro and Stefano Siviero (October 2014).

N. 994 – Trade liberalizations and domestic suppliers: evidence from Chile, by Andrea 
Linarello (November 2014).

N. 995 – Dynasties in professions: the role of rents, by Sauro Mocetti (November 2014).

N. 996 – Current account “core-periphery dualism” in the EMU, by Tatiana Cesaroni and 
Roberta De Santis (November 2014).

N. 997 – Macroeconomic effects of simultaneous implementation of reforms after the crisis, 
by Andrea Gerali, Alessandro Notarpietro and Massimiliano Pisani (November 
2014).



"TEMI" LATER PUBLISHED ELSEWHERE 
 

 

2011 

 

S. DI ADDARIO, Job search in thick markets, Journal of Urban Economics, v. 69, 3, pp. 303-318, TD No. 
605 (December 2006). 

F. SCHIVARDI and E. VIVIANO, Entry barriers in retail trade, Economic Journal, v. 121, 551, pp. 145-170, TD 
No. 616 (February 2007). 

G. FERRERO, A. NOBILI and P. PASSIGLIA, Assessing excess liquidity in the Euro Area: the role of sectoral 
distribution of money, Applied Economics, v. 43, 23, pp. 3213-3230, TD No. 627 (April 2007). 

P. E. MISTRULLI, Assessing financial contagion in the interbank market: maximun entropy versus observed 
interbank lending patterns, Journal of Banking & Finance, v. 35, 5, pp. 1114-1127, TD No. 641 
(September 2007). 

E. CIAPANNA, Directed matching with endogenous markov probability: clients or competitors?, The 
RAND Journal of Economics, v. 42, 1, pp. 92-120, TD No. 665 (April 2008). 

M. BUGAMELLI and F. PATERNÒ, Output growth volatility and remittances, Economica, v. 78, 311, pp. 
480-500, TD No. 673 (June 2008). 

V. DI GIACINTO e M. PAGNINI, Local and global agglomeration patterns: two econometrics-based  
indicators, Regional Science and Urban Economics, v. 41, 3, pp. 266-280, TD No. 674 (June 2008). 

G. BARONE and F. CINGANO, Service regulation and growth: evidence from OECD countries, Economic 
Journal, v. 121, 555, pp. 931-957,  TD No. 675 (June 2008). 

P. SESTITO and E. VIVIANO, Reservation wages: explaining some puzzling regional patterns, Labour, v. 25, 
1, pp. 63-88, TD No. 696 (December 2008). 

R. GIORDANO and P. TOMMASINO, What determines debt intolerance? The role of political and monetary 
institutions, European Journal of Political Economy, v. 27, 3, pp. 471-484, TD No. 700 (January 2009). 

P. ANGELINI, A. NOBILI and C. PICILLO, The interbank market after August 2007: What has changed, and 
why?, Journal of Money, Credit and Banking, v. 43, 5, pp. 923-958, TD No. 731 (October 2009). 

G. BARONE and S. MOCETTI, Tax morale and public spending inefficiency, International Tax and Public 
Finance, v. 18, 6, pp. 724-49, TD No. 732 (November 2009). 

L. FORNI, A. GERALI and M. PISANI, The Macroeconomics of Fiscal Consolidation in a Monetary Union: 
the Case of Italy, in Luigi Paganetto (ed.), Recovery after the crisis. Perspectives and policies, 
VDM Verlag Dr. Muller, TD No. 747 (March 2010). 

A. DI CESARE and G. GUAZZAROTTI, An analysis of the determinants of credit default swap changes before 
and during the subprime financial turmoil, in Barbara L. Campos and Janet P. Wilkins (eds.), The 
Financial Crisis: Issues in Business, Finance and Global Economics, New York, Nova Science 
Publishers, Inc., TD No. 749 (March 2010). 

A. LEVY and A. ZAGHINI, The pricing of government guaranteed bank bonds, Banks and Bank Systems, v. 
6, 3, pp. 16-24,  TD No. 753 (March 2010). 

G. BARONE, R. FELICI and M. PAGNINI, Switching costs in local credit markets, International Journal of 
Industrial Organization, v. 29, 6, pp. 694-704,  TD No. 760 (June 2010). 

G. BARBIERI, C. ROSSETTI e P. SESTITO, The determinants of teacher mobility: evidence using Italian 
teachers' transfer applications, Economics of Education Review, v. 30, 6, pp. 1430-1444,  
TD No. 761 (marzo 2010). 

G. GRANDE and I. VISCO, A public guarantee of a minimum return to defined contribution pension scheme 
members, The Journal of Risk, v. 13, 3, pp. 3-43, TD No. 762 (June 2010). 

P. DEL GIOVANE, G. ERAMO and A. NOBILI, Disentangling demand and supply in credit developments: a 
survey-based analysis for Italy, Journal of Banking and Finance, v. 35, 10, pp. 2719-2732, TD No. 
764 (June 2010). 

G. BARONE and S. MOCETTI, With a little help from abroad: the effect of low-skilled immigration on the 
female labour supply, Labour Economics, v. 18, 5, pp. 664-675, TD No. 766 (July 2010). 

S. FEDERICO and A. FELETTIGH, Measuring the price elasticity of import demand in the destination markets of 
italian exports, Economia e Politica Industriale, v. 38, 1, pp. 127-162, TD No. 776 (October 2010). 

S. MAGRI and R. PICO, The rise of risk-based pricing of mortgage interest rates in Italy, Journal of 
Banking and Finance, v. 35, 5, pp. 1277-1290, TD No. 778 (October 2010). 



M. TABOGA, Under/over-valuation of the stock market and cyclically adjusted earnings, International 
Finance, v. 14, 1, pp. 135-164, TD No. 780 (December 2010). 

S. NERI, Housing, consumption and monetary policy: how different are the U.S. and the Euro area?, Journal 
of Banking and Finance, v.35, 11, pp. 3019-3041, TD No. 807 (April 2011). 

V. CUCINIELLO, The welfare effect of foreign monetary conservatism with non-atomistic wage setters, Journal 
of Money, Credit and Banking, v. 43, 8, pp. 1719-1734, TD No. 810 (June 2011). 

A. CALZA and A. ZAGHINI, welfare costs of inflation and the circulation of US currency abroad, The B.E. 
Journal of Macroeconomics, v. 11, 1, Art. 12, TD No. 812 (June 2011). 

I. FAIELLA, La spesa energetica delle famiglie italiane, Energia, v. 32, 4, pp. 40-46, TD No. 822 (September 
2011). 

D. DEPALO and R. GIORDANO, The public-private pay gap: a robust quantile approach, Giornale degli 
Economisti e Annali di Economia, v. 70, 1, pp. 25-64, TD No. 824 (September 2011). 

R. DE BONIS and A. SILVESTRINI, The effects of financial and real wealth on consumption: new evidence from 
OECD countries, Applied Financial Economics, v. 21, 5, pp. 409–425, TD No. 837 (November 2011). 

F. CAPRIOLI, P. RIZZA and P. TOMMASINO, Optimal fiscal policy when agents fear government default, Revue 
Economique, v. 62, 6, pp. 1031-1043, TD No. 859 (March 2012). 

 

2012 

 

F. CINGANO and A. ROSOLIA, People I know: job search and social networks, Journal of Labor Economics, v. 
30, 2, pp. 291-332,  TD No. 600 (September 2006). 

G. GOBBI and R. ZIZZA, Does the underground economy hold back financial deepening? Evidence from the 
italian credit market, Economia Marche, Review of Regional Studies, v. 31, 1, pp. 1-29, TD No. 646 
(November 2006). 

S. MOCETTI, Educational choices and the selection process before and after compulsory school, Education 
Economics, v. 20, 2, pp. 189-209, TD No. 691 (September 2008). 

P. PINOTTI, M. BIANCHI and P. BUONANNO, Do immigrants cause crime?, Journal of the European 
Economic Association , v. 10, 6, pp. 1318–1347, TD No. 698 (December 2008). 

M. PERICOLI and M. TABOGA, Bond risk premia, macroeconomic fundamentals and the exchange rate, 
International Review of Economics and Finance, v. 22, 1, pp. 42-65, TD No. 699 (January 2009). 

F. LIPPI and A. NOBILI, Oil and the macroeconomy: a quantitative structural analysis, Journal of European 
Economic Association, v. 10, 5, pp. 1059-1083, TD No. 704 (March 2009). 

G. ASCARI and T. ROPELE, Disinflation in a DSGE perspective: sacrifice ratio or welfare gain ratio?, 
Journal of Economic Dynamics and Control, v. 36, 2, pp. 169-182, TD No. 736 (January 2010). 

S. FEDERICO, Headquarter intensity and the choice between outsourcing versus integration at home or 
abroad, Industrial and Corporate Chang, v. 21, 6, pp. 1337-1358, TD No. 742 (February 2010). 

I. BUONO and G. LALANNE, The effect of the Uruguay Round on the intensive and extensive margins of 
trade, Journal of International Economics, v. 86, 2, pp. 269-283,  TD No. 743 (February 2010). 

A. BRANDOLINI, S. MAGRI and T. M SMEEDING, Asset-based measurement of poverty, In D. J. Besharov 
and K. A. Couch (eds), Counting the Poor: New Thinking About European Poverty Measures and 
Lessons for the United States, Oxford and New York: Oxford University Press, TD No. 755 
(March 2010). 

S. GOMES, P. JACQUINOT and M. PISANI, The EAGLE. A model for policy analysis of macroeconomic 
interdependence in the euro area, Economic Modelling, v. 29, 5, pp. 1686-1714, TD No. 770 
(July 2010). 

A. ACCETTURO and G. DE BLASIO, Policies for local development: an evaluation of Italy’s “Patti 
Territoriali”, Regional Science and Urban Economics, v. 42, 1-2, pp. 15-26, TD No. 789 
(January 2006). 

E. COCOZZA and P. PISELLI, Testing for east-west contagion in the European banking sector during the 
financial crisis, in R. Matoušek; D. Stavárek (eds.), Financial Integration in the European Union, 
Taylor & Francis,  TD No. 790 (February 2011). 

F. BUSETTI and S. DI SANZO, Bootstrap LR tests of stationarity, common trends and cointegration, Journal 
of Statistical Computation and Simulation, v. 82, 9, pp. 1343-1355, TD No. 799 (March 2006). 

S. NERI and T. ROPELE, Imperfect information, real-time data and monetary policy in the Euro area, The 
Economic Journal, v. 122, 561, pp. 651-674,  TD No. 802 (March 2011). 



A. ANZUINI and F. FORNARI, Macroeconomic determinants of carry trade activity, Review of International 
Economics, v. 20, 3, pp. 468-488,  TD No. 817 (September 2011). 

M. AFFINITO, Do interbank customer relationships exist? And how did they function in the crisis? Learning 
from Italy, Journal of Banking and Finance, v. 36, 12, pp. 3163-3184, TD No. 826 (October 2011). 

P. GUERRIERI and F. VERGARA CAFFARELLI, Trade Openness and International Fragmentation of 
Production in the European Union: The New Divide?, Review of International Economics, v. 20, 3, 
pp. 535-551,  TD No. 855 (February 2012). 

V. DI GIACINTO, G. MICUCCI and P. MONTANARO, Network effects of public transposrt infrastructure: 
evidence on Italian regions, Papers in Regional Science, v. 91, 3, pp. 515-541, TD No. 869 (July 
2012). 

A. FILIPPIN and M. PACCAGNELLA, Family background, self-confidence and economic outcomes, 
Economics of Education Review, v. 31, 5, pp. 824-834,  TD No. 875 (July 2012). 

 

2013 

 

A. MERCATANTI, A likelihood-based analysis for relaxing the exclusion restriction in randomized 
experiments with imperfect compliance, Australian and New Zealand Journal of Statistics, v. 55, 2, 
pp. 129-153, TD No. 683 (August 2008). 

F. CINGANO and P. PINOTTI, Politicians at work. The private returns and social costs of political connections, 
Journal of the European Economic Association, v. 11, 2, pp. 433-465, TD No. 709 (May 2009). 

F. BUSETTI and J. MARCUCCI, Comparing forecast accuracy: a Monte Carlo investigation, International 
Journal of Forecasting, v. 29, 1, pp. 13-27, TD No. 723 (September 2009). 

D. DOTTORI, S. I-LING and F. ESTEVAN, Reshaping the schooling system: The role of immigration, Journal 
of Economic Theory, v. 148, 5, pp. 2124-2149, TD No. 726 (October 2009). 

A. FINICELLI, P. PAGANO and M. SBRACIA, Ricardian Selection, Journal of International Economics, v. 89, 
1, pp. 96-109, TD No. 728 (October 2009). 

L. MONTEFORTE and G. MORETTI, Real-time forecasts of inflation: the role of financial variables, Journal 
of Forecasting,  v. 32,  1, pp. 51-61, TD No. 767 (July 2010). 

R. GIORDANO and P. TOMMASINO, Public-sector efficiency and political culture, FinanzArchiv, v. 69, 3, pp. 
289-316, TD No. 786 (January 2011). 

E. GAIOTTI, Credit availablility and investment: lessons from the "Great Recession", European Economic 
Review, v. 59, pp. 212-227, TD No. 793 (February 2011). 

F. NUCCI and M. RIGGI, Performance pay and changes in U.S. labor market dynamics, Journal of 
Economic Dynamics and Control, v. 37, 12, pp. 2796-2813,  TD No. 800 (March 2011). 

G. CAPPELLETTI, G. GUAZZAROTTI and P. TOMMASINO, What determines annuity demand at retirement?, 
The Geneva Papers on Risk and Insurance – Issues and Practice, pp. 1-26, TD No. 805 (April 2011). 

A. ACCETTURO e L. INFANTE, Skills or Culture? An analysis of the decision to work by immigrant women 
in Italy, IZA Journal of Migration, v. 2, 2, pp. 1-21, TD No. 815 (July 2011). 

A. DE SOCIO, Squeezing liquidity in a “lemons market” or asking liquidity “on tap”, Journal of Banking and 
Finance, v. 27, 5, pp. 1340-1358, TD No. 819 (September 2011). 

S. GOMES, P. JACQUINOT, M. MOHR and M. PISANI, Structural reforms and macroeconomic performance 
in the euro area countries: a model-based assessment, International Finance, v. 16, 1, pp. 23-44, 
TD No. 830 (October 2011). 

G. BARONE and G. DE BLASIO, Electoral rules and voter turnout, International Review of Law and 
Economics, v. 36, 1, pp. 25-35, TD No. 833 (November 2011). 

O. BLANCHARD and M. RIGGI, Why are the 2000s so different from the 1970s? A structural interpretation 
of changes in the macroeconomic effects of oil prices, Journal of the European Economic 
Association, v. 11, 5, pp. 1032-1052,  TD No. 835 (November 2011). 

R. CRISTADORO and D. MARCONI, Household savings in China, in G. Gomel, D. Marconi, I. Musu, B. 
Quintieri (eds), The Chinese Economy: Recent Trends and Policy Issues, Springer-Verlag, Berlin,  
TD No. 838 (November 2011). 

A. ANZUINI, M. J.  LOMBARDI and P. PAGANO, The impact of monetary policy shocks on commodity prices, 
International Journal of Central Banking, v. 9, 3, pp. 119-144, TD No. 851 (February 2012). 

R. GAMBACORTA and M. IANNARIO, Measuring job satisfaction with CUB models, Labour, v. 27, 2, pp. 
198-224,  TD No. 852 (February 2012). 



G. ASCARI and T. ROPELE, Disinflation effects in a medium-scale new keynesian model: money supply rule 
versus interest rate rule, European Economic Review, v. 61, pp. 77-100, TD No. 867 (April 
2012). 

E. BERETTA and S. DEL PRETE, Banking consolidation and bank-firm credit relationships: the role of 
geographical features and relationship characteristics, Review of Economics and Institutions,  
v. 4, 3, pp. 1-46,  TD No. 901 (February 2013). 

M. ANDINI, G. DE BLASIO, G. DURANTON and W. STRANGE, Marshallian labor market pooling: evidence 
from Italy, Regional Science and Urban Economics, v. 43, 6, pp.1008-1022, TD No. 922 (July 
2013). 

G. SBRANA and A. SILVESTRINI, Forecasting aggregate demand: analytical comparison of top-down and 
bottom-up approaches in a multivariate exponential smoothing framework, International Journal of 
Production Economics, v. 146, 1, pp. 185-98, TD No. 929 (September 2013). 

A. FILIPPIN, C. V, FIORIO and E. VIVIANO, The effect of tax enforcement on tax morale, European Journal 
of Political Economy, v. 32, pp. 320-331,  TD No. 937 (October 2013). 

 

2014 

 

M. TABOGA, The riskiness of corporate bonds, Journal of Money, Credit and Banking, v.46, 4, pp. 693-713, 
TD No. 730 (October 2009). 

G. MICUCCI and P. ROSSI, Il ruolo delle tecnologie di prestito nella ristrutturazione dei debiti delle imprese in 
crisi, in A. Zazzaro (a cura di), Le banche e il credito alle imprese durante la crisi, Bologna, Il Mulino, 
TD No. 763 (June 2010). 

R. BRONZINI and E. IACHINI, Are incentives for R&D effective? Evidence from a regression discontinuity 
approach, American Economic Journal : Economic Policy, v. 6, 4, pp. 100-134,  TD No. 791 
(February 2011). 

P. ANGELINI, S. NERI and F. PANETTA, The interaction between capital requirements and monetary policy, 
Journal of Money, Credit and Banking, v. 46, 6, pp. 1073-1112, TD No. 801 (March 2011). 

M. BRAGA, M. PACCAGNELLA and M. PELLIZZARI, Evaluating students’ evaluations of professors, 
Economics of Education Review, v. 41, pp. 71-88,  TD No. 825 (October 2011). 

M. FRANCESE and R. MARZIA, Is there Room for containing healthcare costs? An analysis of regional 
spending differentials in Italy, The European Journal of Health Economics, v. 15, 2, pp. 117-132, 
TD No. 828 (October 2011). 

L. GAMBACORTA and P. E. MISTRULLI, Bank heterogeneity and interest rate setting: what lessons have we 
learned since Lehman Brothers?, Journal of Money, Credit and Banking, v. 46, 4, pp. 753-778,  
TD No. 829 (October 2011). 

M. PERICOLI, Real term structure and inflation compensation in the euro area, International Journal of 
Central Banking, v. 10, 1, pp. 1-42, TD No. 841 (January 2012). 

E. GENNARI and G. MESSINA, How sticky are local expenditures in Italy? Assessing the relevance of the 
flypaper effect through municipal data, International Tax and Public Finance, v. 21, 2, pp. 324-
344, TD No. 844 (January 2012). 

V. DI GACINTO, M. GOMELLINI, G. MICUCCI and M. PAGNINI, Mapping local productivity advantages in Italy: 
industrial districts, cities or both?, Journal of Economic Geography, v. 14, pp. 365–394, TD No. 850 
(January 2012). 

A. ACCETTURO, F. MANARESI, S. MOCETTI and E. OLIVIERI, Don't Stand so close to me: the urban impact 
of immigration, Regional Science and Urban Economics, v. 45, pp. 45-56, TD No. 866 (April 
2012). 

S. FEDERICO, Industry dynamics and competition from low-wage countries: evidence on Italy, Oxford 
Bulletin of Economics and Statistics, v. 76, 3, pp. 389-410, TD No. 879 (September 2012). 

F. D’AMURI and G. PERI, Immigration, jobs and employment protection: evidence from Europe before and 
during the Great Recession, Journal of the European Economic Association, v. 12, 2, pp. 432-464, 
TD No. 886 (October 2012). 

M. TABOGA, What is a prime bank? A euribor-OIS spread perspective, International Finance, v. 17, 1, pp. 
51-75,  TD No. 895 (January 2013). 

L. GAMBACORTA and F. M. SIGNORETTI, Should monetary policy lean against the wind? An analysis based 
on a DSGE model with banking, Journal of Economic Dynamics and Control, v. 43, pp. 146-74,  
TD No. 921 (July 2013). 



M. BARIGOZZI, CONTI A.M. and M. LUCIANI, Do euro area countries respond asymmetrically to the 
common monetary policy?, Oxford Bulletin of Economics and Statistics, v. 76, 5, pp. 693-714,  
TD No. 923 (July 2013). 

U. ALBERTAZZI and M. BOTTERO, Foreign bank lending: evidence from the global financial crisis, Journal 
of International Economics, v. 92, 1, pp. 22-35,  TD No. 926 (July 2013). 

R. DE BONIS  and  A. SILVESTRINI, The Italian financial cycle: 1861-2011, Cliometrica, v.8, 3, pp. 301-334, 
TD No. 936 (October  2013). 

D. PIANESELLI  and  A. ZAGHINI, The cost of firms’ debt financing and the global financial crisis, Finance 
Research Letters, v. 11, 2, pp. 74-83, TD No. 950 (February  2014). 

A. ZAGHINI, Bank bonds: size, systemic relevance and the sovereign, International Finance, v. 17, 2, pp. 161-
183, TD No. 966 (July  2014). 

M. SILVIA, Does issuing equity help R&D activity? Evidence from unlisted Italian high-tech manufacturing 
firms, Economics of Innovation and New Technology, v. 23, 8, pp. 825-854, TD No. 978 (October  
2014). 

 

 

FORTHCOMING 

 

M. BUGAMELLI, S. FABIANI and E. SETTE, The age of the dragon: the effect of imports from China on firm-
level prices, Journal of Money, Credit and Banking, TD No. 737 (January 2010). 

F. D’AMURI, Gli effetti della legge 133/2008 sulle assenze per malattia nel settore pubblico, Rivista di 
Politica Economica,  TD No. 787 (January 2011). 

G. DE BLASIO, D. FANTINO and G. PELLEGRINI, Evaluating the impact of innovation incentives: evidence 
from an unexpected shortage of funds, Industrial and Corporate Change, TD No. 792 (February 
2011). 

A. DI CESARE, A. P. STORK and C. DE VRIES, Risk measures for autocorrelated hedge fund returns, Journal 
of Financial Econometrics,  TD No. 831 (October 2011). 

D. FANTINO, A. MORI and D. SCALISE, Collaboration between firms and universities in Italy: the role of a 
firm's proximity to top-rated departments, Rivista Italiana degli economisti,  TD No. 884 (October 
2012). 

G. BARONE and S. MOCETTI, Natural disasters, growth and institutions: a tale of two earthquakes, Journal 
of Urban Economics, TD No. 949 (January 2014). 

 

 


	Pagina vuota

