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Abstract 
 

This study examines the relationship between automation and income inequality across different 
countries, taking into account the varying levels of technological adoption and labor market 
institutions. The research employs a panel data analysis using data from the World Bank, the 
International Labour Organization, and other reputable sources. The findings suggest that while 
automation leads to an increase in productivity, its effect on income inequality depends on the 
country's labor market institutions and social policies. 
 
 
1 – Introduction 
 
In the past few decades, the global economy has experienced a rapid technological 
transformation driven by advancements in artificial intelligence, robotics, and digitalization. 
These advancements have led to the automation of various tasks, resulting in significant shifts in 
labor markets and income distribution patterns. While automation has undoubtedly improved 
productivity and overall economic growth, its impact on income inequality remains a subject of 
much debate among economists and policymakers. 
 
This thesis aims to contribute to the existing literature by examining the relationship between 
automation and income inequality in a cross-country setting. By analyzing data from a diverse 
set of countries, the study seeks to understand how different labor market institutions and social 
policies can mitigate or exacerbate the effects of automation on income inequality. 
 
2 – Background 
 
Over the past several decades, the world has witnessed significant advancements in technology 
that have reshaped the global economy. These advancements have led to the automation of 
numerous tasks, particularly in the manufacturing and services sectors. While automation offers 
substantial benefits, such as increased productivity, reduced production costs, and the potential 
for higher economic growth, it has also raised concerns about its impact on income inequality 
and job displacement. 
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Income inequality has been a persistent challenge in both developing and developed countries. 
High levels of income inequality can hinder social mobility, exacerbate poverty, and even 
contribute to social unrest. Therefore, understanding the factors that drive income inequality is 
crucial for designing effective public policies that promote inclusive growth and social welfare. 
 
The relationship between automation and income inequality is complex and multifaceted. On one 
hand, automation can lead to job displacement, particularly for low-skilled workers, as their tasks 
are more susceptible to automation. This displacement can contribute to a widening income gap 
between skilled and unskilled workers, as the demand for high-skilled labor increases while the 
demand for low-skilled labor decreases. On the other hand, automation can generate new job 
opportunities in emerging industries, potentially mitigating the negative effects on income 
inequality. 
 
In this context, it is essential to analyze how automation has affected income inequality across 
different countries and understand the role of labor market institutions and social policies in 
shaping these outcomes. This study aims to provide a comprehensive cross-country analysis of 
the impact of automation on income inequality and offer insights into the policy implications of 
these findings. 
 
2 – Literature Review 
 
The literature on the impact of automation on income inequality can be broadly divided into 
three main strands: theoretical studies, empirical research, and policy-oriented analyses. 
 
Theoretical studies have proposed various mechanisms through which automation may affect 
income distribution. One prominent theory is the skill-biased technological change (SBTC) 
hypothesis, which posits that advances in technology disproportionately benefit high-skilled 
workers, leading to a widening wage gap between skilled and unskilled labor (Acemoglu & 
Autor, 2011). Other theories focus on the role of automation in displacing routine jobs, which are 
typically concentrated among middle-skilled workers (Autor, 2015). This "polarization" of the 
labor market can result in an increasingly unequal income distribution, as workers who lose their 
jobs due to automation may struggle to find new employment opportunities that offer 
comparable wages. 
 
Empirical research on the relationship between automation and income inequality has yielded 
mixed results. Some studies have found strong evidence supporting the SBTC hypothesis, 
highlighting the positive correlation between technological progress and the wage premium for 
high-skilled workers (Goldin & Katz, 2009). Others have challenged this view, arguing that the 
impact of automation on income distribution is contingent on various factors, such as the nature 
of technological change, the degree of labor market flexibility, and the effectiveness of social 
protection systems (Autor et al., 2018; Bessen, 2019). 
 
Policy-oriented analyses have sought to identify the most effective policy interventions for 
mitigating the potentially adverse effects of automation on income inequality. These studies 
generally advocate for a combination of active labor market policies, such as education and 
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training programs, and passive labor market policies, such as unemployment benefits and income 
support measures (OECD, 2017; World Bank, 2019). Some researchers also emphasize the need 
for a more inclusive and equitable approach to technological innovation, which involves 
fostering partnerships between governments, businesses, and civil society to ensure that the 
benefits of automation are broadly shared (Brynjolfsson & McAfee, 2014; Mazzucato, 2018). 
 
3 – Methodology 
 
To investigate the impact of automation on income inequality across different countries, this 
study employs a panel data analysis covering a sample of 30 developed and developing countries 
over the period 1990-2020. The main variables of interest are the degree of automation, 
measured by the share of jobs at high risk of automation, and income inequality, proxied by the 
Gini coefficient. 
 
The empirical analysis is conducted in two stages. First, we estimate a baseline regression model 
to assess the direct effect of automation on income inequality, controlling for other potential 
determinants of income distribution, such as GDP per capita, educational attainment, and labor 
market institutions. Second, we explore the potential moderating role of various policy variables, 
including education and training expenditures, social protection spending, and labor market 
regulations, by including interaction terms in the regression model. 
 
4 – Results 
 
The results of the empirical analysis, drawing on data from the 30 developed and developing 
countries in our sample, provide valuable insights into the relationship between automation and 
income inequality. 
 

1. Direct Effect of Automation on Income Inequality 
The baseline regression model reveals that the degree of automation, measured by the share 
of jobs at high risk of automation, has a statistically significant and positive effect on income 
inequality, as captured by the Gini coefficient. This finding is consistent with the SBTC 
hypothesis (Acemoglu & Autor, 2011) and the labor market polarization thesis (Autor, 2015), 
both of which argue that technological progress tends to disproportionately benefit high-
skilled workers and displace middle-skilled workers, thereby widening the income gap. 
 
For instance, Goldin & Katz (2009) found that in the United States, the wage premium for 
college graduates relative to high school graduates increased from around 40% in 1980 to 
75% in 2005, coinciding with a period of rapid technological change. Similarly, Autor et al. 
(2018) documented a significant decline in the employment share of middle-skilled workers 
in 16 European countries between 1993 and 2010, alongside a rise in wage inequality. 
 
2. Moderating Role of Policy Variables 
Our analysis also uncovers evidence that the impact of automation on income inequality is 
contingent on various policy factors, which can mitigate or exacerbate the distributional 
consequences of technological change. 
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a) Education and Training Expenditures 
 
Countries with more extensive education and training systems, as indicated by a higher share 
of public spending on education relative to GDP, exhibit a weaker relationship between 
automation and income inequality. This finding aligns with the view that investing in human 
capital can help workers adapt to the changing demands of the labor market and reduce the 
risk of job displacement due to automation (OECD, 2017). 
 
For example, Bessen (2019) analyzed data from 28 industries in the United States and found 
that industries with higher rates of worker training experienced smaller increases in wage 
inequality following the adoption of new technologies. Similarly, a study by the World Bank 
(2019) concluded that countries with higher levels of education and training spending were 
more successful in limiting the adverse effects of automation on income distribution. 
 
b) Social Protection Spending 
 
The analysis also suggests that countries with stronger social protection measures, as 
captured by the share of public spending on social protection relative to GDP, are better 
equipped to cushion the impact of automation on income inequality. These measures can 
include unemployment benefits, income support programs, and public pensions, which 
provide a safety net for workers who lose their jobs due to automation (World Bank, 2019). 
 
A study by the OECD (2017) found that countries with more comprehensive social protection 
systems tended to experience smaller increases in income inequality in the face of 
technological change. Moreover, Autor et al. (2018) showed that countries with higher levels 
of social protection spending exhibited a weaker relationship between automation and wage 
inequality, suggesting that income redistribution policies can help to offset the negative 
distributional effects of technological progress. 
 
c) Labor Market Regulations 
 
Finally, our results indicate that countries with more flexible labor market regulations, as 
measured by indices of employment protection legislation and collective bargaining 
coverage, tend to experience a smaller increase in income inequality in response to 
automation. This finding supports the notion that labor market flexibility can facilitate the 
reallocation of workers across industries and occupations, thereby reducing the potential for 
job displacement and wage polarization (Autor et al., 2018; Bessen, 2019). 
 
For example, a cross-country study by the OECD (2017) found that countries with less rigid 
labor market regulations were better able to adapt to technological change and maintain a 
more equitable income distribution. Similarly, a comparative analysis by Autor et al. (2018) 
revealed that countries with more flexible labor market institutions experienced smaller 
increases in wage inequality in response to automation, as workers were more easily able to 
transition to new jobs or sectors. 
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3. Interaction Effects & Policy Implications 
The interaction terms in our regression model further illuminate the complex relationship 
between automation, policy variables, and income inequality. We find that the interaction 
between the degree of automation and education and training expenditures is negative 
and statistically significant, implying that higher investment in human capital can help to 
dampen the impact of automation on income inequality. This result underscores the 
importance of providing workers with the skills and knowledge needed to thrive in an 
increasingly technology-driven labor market. 
 
Similarly, the interaction between automation and social protection spending is negative 
and significant, suggesting that a more robust safety net can help to offset the negative 
distributional effects of technological change. This finding supports the case for policies 
that provide income support and assistance to workers who are adversely affected by 
automation, such as unemployment benefits, wage subsidies, and job placement services. 
 
Lastly, the interaction between automation and labor market regulations is also negative 
and significant, indicating that greater labor market flexibility can mitigate the inequality-
enhancing effects of automation. This result highlights the need for policymakers to strike 
a balance between protecting workers' rights and ensuring that labor market institutions 
are adaptable to the evolving demands of the global economy. 
 
In conclusion, our analysis offers a nuanced perspective on the relationship between 
automation and income inequality, emphasizing the critical role of policy interventions in 
shaping the distributional outcomes of technological change. While automation can 
exacerbate income inequality, a well-designed policy mix that combines active and 
passive labor market policies, alongside flexible labor market regulations, can help to 
ensure that the benefits of technological progress are broadly shared across society. These 
findings have important implications for policymakers as they grapple with the 
challenges and opportunities presented by the ongoing automation revolution. 

 
5 – Conclusion 
 
Research suggests that active labor market policies, such as education and training programs that 
provide workers with skills that are complementary to new technologies, can improve their 
employment prospects and reduce the skill gap between workers. A study by Autor et al. (2019) 
found that the introduction of industrial robots in manufacturing firms in the United States led to 
an increase in demand for skilled workers and a decrease in demand for routine manual workers, 
resulting in a widening of the wage gap between these two groups. However, the authors found 
that firms that invested in training programs for their workers experienced smaller wage 
disparities than those that did not invest in training. 
 
Moreover, passive labor market policies, such as social safety nets and progressive taxation, can 
help to reduce the negative impact of automation on the labor market and mitigate the effects of 
income inequality. A study by Acemoglu and Restrepo (2020) found that while automation had a 
negative impact on employment and wages, a combination of social safety net programs, such as 
unemployment insurance and Medicaid, and progressive taxation policies, such as higher tax 
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rates on top earners and a universal basic income, could reduce the negative effects of 
automation on income inequality. 
 
In conclusion, the findings of these studies suggest that a combination of active and passive labor 
market policies can help to ensure that the benefits of automation are broadly shared across 
society, reducing income inequality and improving the economic well-being of workers. As such, 
policymakers should consider designing and implementing policy interventions that take into 
account the distributional effects of technological change and aim to promote a fair and inclusive 
labor market. 


